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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 22 September
to:
Health Practitioner Regulation National Law
(Victoria) Amendment Act 2011
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Further Amendment Act 2011
Road Safety Camera Commissioner Act 2011
Sentencing Legislation Amendment (Abolition of
Home Detention) Act 2011
Transport Legislation Amendment (Public
Transport Safety) Act 2011.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ambulance services: response times
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Can the
minister say, after being in office for 10 months,
whether he finds it acceptable that during the last week
it has been reported that 41 life-threatening call-outs for
metropolitan ambulances were not responded to and
that delays of up to 8 hours have been causing
additional stress not only for patients but also for
paramedics who respond to accidents, emergencies and
trauma?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Members of this house well know the problems faced at
Ambulance Victoria. We debated a motion in June last
year that sought the assistance of the Auditor-General
in reviewing Ambulance Victoria and its performance.
It was very clear from the Auditor-General’s report,
which was tabled in this chamber in the first week of
October last year — —
Mr Jennings — That was a year ago.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Let me be very clear. We are
dealing with 11 years of neglect. We are dealing with
11 years of failure and 6 years of declining performance
under the Brumby and Bracks governments. Response
times deteriorated under the Brumby and Bracks
governments — —
Mr Jennings — And now they have escalated under
you.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Very gentle improvement is
beginning to occur. I have got to say and be very clear
here that we are turning around 11 years of neglect,
11 years of failure. The government has applied the
promises it made during the election campaign to put
more money into Ambulance Victoria, to train up more
staff and to hire more very competent paramedics that
we rely on as a community. It is a long-term task to turn
around the 11 years of damage and the forced merger
that occurred, without planning, under the now Leader
of the Opposition when he was the health minister. In
2008 he forced the merger of the ambulance services.
We have a very tough task, and the community is
prepared to work with this government and paramedics
to steadily, incrementally turn around the mess left at
Ambulance Victoria by the previous government. There
is a steady challenge for our community, and our
community has to support our paramedics. We have to
put in the resources, we have to hire more paramedics,
we have to get the single responders working and we
have to do the work, but I have to say that, with
11 years of failure and declining performance under the
Labor government, we inherited a terrible mess, and we
are slowly beginning to apply what is required to turn it
around.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
his substantial response the minister indicated that there
is a gentle improvement in the performance. His
definition of ‘gentle improvement’ is a little bizarre,
because during the term of the Labor administration we
were measured by our effectiveness in terms of
ambulance response times — within 15 minutes. This
morning I heard on radio that now the government is
responding to 90 per cent of calls within 20 minutes —
out from 15 to 20. How does the minister describe that
as a gentle improvement?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — In
response to the member’s question, performance times,
as measured and reported by the Auditor-General,
deteriorated year on year for six years. There was a
terrible performance — worse than the performance
today.
Mr Jennings — Never!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, indeed worse.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have to say your
performance was worse, and it will take time to turn
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that around. We had 11 years of failure, 11 years of
mismanagement and a forced merger.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to indicate that David O’Brien is not with us today. He
and his wife, Janine O’Brien, have had a baby daughter.
Honourable members — Hear, hear!
The PRESIDENT — Order! As I understand it, that
was today. She has not been named yet, so that is rather
tardy, but we extend congratulations to the O’Briens.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Maybe they’ll call her Inga.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It might be Davida,
after the Leader of the Government.
I also take the opportunity to welcome back
Mrs Kronberg, who has firsthand experience of the
health services of the state. Mrs Kronberg has the next
question.

Health: undeclared savings
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
direct my question to the Minister for Health, who is
also the Minister for Ageing, Mr Davis. I ask: can the
minister inform the house of any secret or undeclared
savings in the health portfolio?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
welcome Mrs Kronberg back to this place. She has had
time to convalesce and is now well and truly on the
mend, and I think all members of the chamber are very
pleased to see her back in the chamber.
The question she asked was about secret or undeclared
savings in the health portfolio, and I think most people
in this chamber would be surprised to discover that the
Labor Party — —
Mr Lenders — They’re in the man safe!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There was no such thing, I
have got to say.
The Labor Party, under the then Minister for Health,
Daniel Andrews, instituted savings of a very significant
order but did not declare those savings. In this financial
year $283.4 million of savings were ordered by Labor,
and they are embedded in our system. It was
$336.4 million in the 2012–13 budget year,
$336.4 million in the 2013–14 budget year, and
$336.4 million in the 2014–15 budget year.
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These are savings that have never been declared fully to
the Victorian community, savings that were not
declared as being applied to the health portfolio,
savings that will have some impact on the health
portfolio. They are very significant savings that were
applied to the health portfolio by former Premier John
Brumby and former ministers Daniel Andrews and
John Lenders. These are savings in the portfolio that
were not declared openly or honestly, savings that in
the period I have outlined add up to $1292 million.
These are significant savings that Labor applied and
that were put into the budget we inherited. These are
significant savings that are a challenge in the portfolio
of health, and I have to say that honesty is an important
point here. The previous government refused to declare
the savings it had applied in the portfolio. These are
savings of $1.3 billion over that four-year period;
$1.7 billion between 2008–09 and 2014–15. These are
very significant savings that were not openly and
honestly declared to the people of Victoria.

Alcoa Anglesea: native vegetation
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy.
Can the minister tell us whether as part of the
government’s decision on the Alcoa mine the company
will be required to achieve a net gain in native
vegetation, as would any other developer operating
under the government’s planning scheme?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Barber for his question.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I will always go gently,
Mr Lenders. That was a good question from Mr Barber.
The details that he is asking for, to my knowledge, have
yet to be arrived at, so I am prepared to take the
question on notice and give him a little more detail in
an answer when and if that would be possible before
the permit requirements have been satisfied.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — There is
some difficulty because the nature of the heathland
vegetation there makes it basically impossible to offset
and there are some extraordinary difficulties in actually
bringing back that vegetation after mining has occurred,
so what approach is it that is open to the minister in the
decision he has to make through both the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 and the Environment Effects
Act 1978?
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I accept
what Mr Barber has stated, but I clearly say that, as he
knows, nothing has been decided. I do not want to
pre-empt any of the permit conditions or the permit
itself, so it would probably be easier for me to make no
comment on that and then, as I said, follow up on the
substantive question he has asked.

Support will also be available for specific industry
programs and forums to help bring the right workers in
quickly and to help Victorian employers navigate the
commonwealth’s migration processes. There will also
be targeted support to ensure that regional Victoria
benefits from Victoria’s improved and more focused
skilled migration program.

Employment: skilled migrants

Recently, in June, I had the privilege of hosting
Engineers Australia’s strategic workshop to facilitate
discussion and consensus on the role of skilled
migration and how to attract more skilled engineers.
Many specialised professions, such as engineering,
recognise that over the last decade the Victorian
economy has undergone significant changes that have
resulted in increased demand for highly skilled
workers.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Relations, Mr Dalla-Riva, and I ask: can the minister
outline to the house the coalition’s policy on skilled
migration? How does this policy compare to the
approach of the Australian Council of Trade Unions
and the Australian Manufacturing Workers Union?
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
question time is about government administration.
Mr Ramsay asked about a political party’s policy
versus that of a peak body. I ask that you either ask him
to rephrase the question to relate to government
administration or rule him out of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I share Mr Lenders’s
concern about the way the question was asked, because
it sought the minister’s opinion on other organisations
and invited debate in an answer as distinct from an
answer that would refer to government administration. I
think we understand the substance of the question in the
sense of the government’s policy, so without requiring
Mr Ramsay to reword his question, I ask the minister to
focus on government policy and not to debate what
other organisations might have as a policy.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Certainly one
would not want to criticise the master of those opposite
at any point. One would not want to criticise the union
movement to those opposite, because that interjection
gave a clear example of who the master is.
The greatest competitive advantage a state can have is
an abundance of well-educated people with relevant
skills. Changes to the commonwealth government’s
skilled migration scheme, along with the increase in
national competition for labour, mean that we need to
do more as a state to ensure that we continue to attract
the most talented people to add to Victoria’s economic
strengths. One of the things we will do over the next
four years as a government is invest $8.8 million to
refocus Victoria’s skilled and business migration
program so that it directly addresses the needs of
industries for highly skilled workers.

The Baillieu government recognises that Victoria needs
to secure a competitive advantage through attracting a
skilled workforce with global networks and experience.
Although it was a passing comment in the question I
have been asked, I note that at the jobs forum held last
week in Canberra some organisations argued for cuts to
skilled migration intake, and I think it is fair to say we
know who they are.
Hon. D. M. Davis — They are affiliated with the
Labor Party.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — They are affiliated
with the Labor Party. This is very outdated thinking
from some people in the Labor movement — and the
interjection we heard earlier points to their thought
processes on skilled migration.
But we are being proactive. Only last month, in
September, I announced with my colleague the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship,
Mr Kotsiras, that information sessions would be held in
Germany and Greece to attract more skilled workers to
further strengthen our competitiveness. Those sessions,
which occurred on 6, 8 and 9 October, facilitated the
direct engagement of Victorian employers with the
highly skilled workers in those two countries. At the
Germany session we had 150 attendees, and 900 people
attended the Greece session.
These initiatives will ensure that Victoria is a prime
destination of choice for skilled and business migrants
and that they are well integrated and able to move
quickly and seamlessly into employment aligned with
their profession and skills. We know a shortage of
skilled workers drives up costs for business, for the
industry and for the general population, which is
something those opposite fail to understand. In the
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immediate future our focus in our state migration plan
is to target the right people to fill key gaps in our
workforce.

Austin Hospital: funding
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Last week a
senior doctor at the Austin Hospital took the drastic
action of drawing attention to the major
underresourcing at the hospital, which places lives at
risk and staff under great stress. With the current crisis
in Victorian hospitals and ambulance services getting
more and more acute under the minister’s watch, will
he guarantee that whistleblowers will not be victimised
in their workplace for drawing attention to these issues?
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rebuild the emergency department at the Northern
Hospital.
I make the point that the previous government failed to
plan properly. It had no plan. It had no approach as to
how it would deal with these points and how it would
deal with population growth. It failed to deal with the
challenges of population growth in the north, the west
or the south-east. It failed to properly plan for maternity
and obstetric growth. It failed to plan for emergency
department growth. There was an ad hoc approach and
a complete and utter failure to plan for the future and
the growth of the city. Both city and country regions of
Victoria have had significant population growth over
the last 11 years.
An honourable member interjected.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not accept the premise of the member’s question — that
whistleblowers would be victimised in any way or,
importantly, that there is any deterioration in our
hospitals. In fact hospitals like the Austin have
increased budgets. I agree that the Austin is facing
significant challenges in its emergency department —
there is no question about that — and I accept the
challenge that the highly qualified clinicians, doctors
and nurses are faced with in the emergency department
to this day. There is no doubt that there is a significant
challenge. There is no doubt that there is an increase in
demand and that there is a significant need for
resourcing, but there is also no doubt that there is a
need for better systems in the emergency department as
well.
Additional funding has been provided to the emergency
department, including $1 million to fund its expansion.
The number of resuscitation bays will be expanded
from one to three, the fast-track area will be expanded
and the emergency department triage and waiting room
area will be reconfigured to improve capacity. All of
these are important steps to strengthen the position of
the Austin.
In the recent state budget we allocated $25 million to
the Northern Hospital for an expansion of its
emergency department, which will help take some of
the pressure from the Austin in the northern suburbs.
There is no doubt that there is significant population
growth in the north of the city and that the Northern
Hospital is also facing significant challenges of
increased demand. The government is responding to
these challenges. There is increased funding being
provided to both those hospitals with additional
resourcing to improve the configuration of the
emergency department at the Austin and specifically to

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — In the case of Swan Hill, you
had 11 years to rebuild that hospital and you did
nothing. You had 11 years, and you did absolutely
nothing. You allocated not one jot of money.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Through the Chair!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — President, I was clearly
being provoked there to attack the member on a point
on which he failed to act over 11 years. The same
applies to the shadow Minister for Health who, as a
member of the previous government, also failed to deal
with the proper planning of our health system and failed
to deal with the growth in population. They left a
terrible legacy that is going to be difficult to turn around
without proper planning and proper approaches. In the
case of the northern side of the city, which the member
alluded to, we are very determined to make sure that
there is proper resourcing of the Austin and additional
money to improve the resuscitation bays and the
fast-tracking of patients in the emergency department,
and in the case of the Northern Hospital, a rebuilding of
the emergency department, which is a significant part
of the challenge in the northern suburbs.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for having a bit of a dip at least and
indicating that the government has spent $1 million.
That is something in terms of supporting the emergency
department.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Twenty-five million at
Northern in fact.
Mr JENNINGS — Can you confirm that? I ask the
minister to take the opportunity before the Parliament to
indicate what will be the real increase in the Austin
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Hospital’s budget from last year to next year. What will
be the real increase that his government will provide to
that hospital so he can provide confidence that is clearly
currently lacking in the doctors, nurses and paramedics
who work within his system?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have said, there will be an additional $12 million
provided to the Austin Hospital this year. In addition
there will be funding for the emergency department
resuscitation bays and the fast-tracking area, and in the
case of Northern Hospital, there will be a full rebuild of
the emergency department there to the tune of
$25 million — a massive expansion — and an
additional 21 places. Equally — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You want to pick on
Bendigo? Six hundred and thirty million dollars and we
are still waiting for you to support the bigger hospital
and get off your support for a hospital that is
$102 million smaller. Why do you still support the
smaller hospital?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Through the Chair!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — President, I am being
provoked here, as you can see. I am still seeking from
the opposition some indication as to why it persists with
its ongoing support for a small hospital in Bendigo.
Why do they — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, time!
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! It gives me great
pleasure to interrupt proceedings and let everyone cool
down, apart from anything else, but from my point of
view also to extend a warm welcome to a delegation
from the Parliament of Malta who are in the gallery
today, led by Michael Frendo, the Speaker of the House
of Representatives. This is a very distinguished
delegation. In fact a couple of the members of the
delegation either have very safe seats or are
extraordinarily popular in Malta because their longevity
in Parliament dates back to 1987.
Two of the members, including the Speaker, have had
significant roles in foreign affairs et cetera, and they
met with the Speaker, me and a couple of other
members of the Parliament today. Speaker Frendo was
particularly keen to suggest that there were both
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opportunities and a need for the parliaments of Victoria
and Malta to have some closer alignment going
forward. He made the point that Malta provides a
gateway for Victoria both to Europe and to North
Africa. We extend a very warm welcome to the
Legislative Council.
If I might just intrude on your welcome very briefly, I
also acknowledge Geoff Barnett, who is a former
employee of the Parliament, and we welcome him
back. We hope you enjoy your stay here in Victoria. It
will be all too short. We hope we see you back again.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Information and communications technology:
national broadband network
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Technology,
Mr Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the minister inform the
house about how the Baillieu government is supporting
Victoria’s position as a leading state in the development
of broadband capabilities?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Ms Crozier for her question
and for her interest in the development of broadband
opportunities here in Victoria. One of the great
challenges that we face with the Victorian economy and
with the national economy is driving productivity in the
economy, and one of the great opportunities we have to
do that is through harnessing new technologies.
One of the great opportunities for technology is the
further development of high-speed broadband in
Australia, and whether that broadband is provided by
existing fixed-line services, whether it is broadband
provided by the national broadband network (NBN) or
whether it is wireless broadband provided by the
existing 3G and the new 4G wireless broadband
providers, there is a great opportunity with new
broadband technology to help drive productivity in the
Victorian and the Australian economies. One of the
challenges, though, is that broadband by itself will not
drive productivity. What we need to do is develop
applications to use broadband, and the Victorian
government is committed to supporting the
development of broadband applications here in this
state.
Back in July I was pleased to announce a commitment
of $3 million to the Institute for a Broadband-Enabled
Society. In association with the University of
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Melbourne, the institute is developing a precinct of
capability at Parkville around broadband applications.
On 27 September I was pleased to announce the
establishment of the Australian Broadband
Applications Laboratory, and the purpose of the
laboratory — ABAL — is to provide opportunities for
the private sector and for not-for-profit organisations on
a fee-for-service basis to develop and test broadband
applications prior to rolling them out in a commercial
sense.
It is a great opportunity for companies seeking to
harness the potential of the broadband rollout. Whether
it is NBN, as I said, or whether it is the alternative
wireless platforms, 3G and 4G, that we are now seeing,
there is a great opportunity to harness that technology,
and the government is very pleased to be supporting the
development of ABAL as a test laboratory by which
those applications can be tested before they are
introduced into commercial operations.
The Victorian government is keen to support the
development of broadband technology and the
harnessing of broadband technology. The opening of
ABAL will add to the capability we have in the
Parkville precinct built around Melbourne University
and further enhance Victoria’s reputation as the hub for
broadband development.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Is it not true
that the most recent Victorian health data released by
the minister’s department shows that the number of
Victorian patients admitted for elective surgery peaked
at 40 315 in the mid-2010 quarter and has fallen each
quarter since then?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
data is as the data is, and the member will make his
own conclusions on that data.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
fact I measure it as a failure, and my supplementary
question to the minister is: is it not true that the number
of Victorian patients treated for urgent elective surgery
and semi-urgent elective surgery has dropped quarter
by quarter, so as a consequence the median time for all
elective surgery has gone up by over 20 per cent during
his time as minister?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
surprised to hear the shadow minister leading with his
chin like that. The record of the previous government
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on the median waiting time for elective surgery in the
acute, the subacute or the one-year waiting time
category shows that the period increased by about
40 per cent from 1999 to 2010. If we were to get back
to the former Kennett government achievements in
terms of median waiting times, it would be better than
the performance under the Bracks or Brumby
governments and it would be a better performance than
under the former Minister for Health, Daniel Andrews.

Vocational education and training: government
initiatives
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, who is also the Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession, the Honourable Peter Hall. Can
the minister advise what the Baillieu government is
doing to ensure that the vocational education and
training system is being run in the most effective and
efficient manner possible?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I am sure this question is of interest to all
members and not just Mr Ondarchie. At the change of
government late last year the Baillieu government
inherited a funding system for vocational education and
training (VET) in this state that was demand driven.
The principles behind that funding system were
supported by the Baillieu government, and it oversaw
the full implementation of that demand-driven system
in January this year.
We now have a system in Victoria whereby if a young
person — or someone of any age — seeks access to the
training system, under certain eligibility criteria they are
guaranteed government support. I say ‘under certain
eligibility criteria’ because at the time these reforms
were introduced by the previous government there were
some concerns about whether the system needed some
refinement, particularly whether it was equitable,
whether it enabled universal access, whether the fees
and funding structures that were in place were
transparent and whether the market-driven system was
in fact working — that is, whether the training dollars
and the training effort were matched by employment
outcomes at the end of the day. These were all
important issues, and we on this side of the house
considered it necessary to resolve them to satisfy
ourselves that the system was as good as it could be.
With that in mind we made an election promise to
review the fees and funding associated with this
demand-driven system. In May this year the Minister
for Finance, Robert Clark, and I prevailed upon the
Essential Services Commission (ESC) to undertake a
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review of the fees and funding in the VET system in
this state.

is that we will stick by our commitments; the second is
that budget allocations have been made to achieve that.

Members may have observed that on today’s list of
papers to be tabled in the Parliament is a report from the
Essential Services Commission on the review of VET
fees and funding. I will pay members the courtesy of
their having a look at that report when it is tabled and
will not debate in this answer any of its contents, but I
encourage members to read it. It is a substantial piece of
work undertaken by the Essential Services Commission
and is important in making sure that the training system
we have in Victoria is equitable in its ability to be
accessed by all Victorians. The ESC made some
40 recommendations, and from here on in we propose
to take that report to the people of Victoria.

Members would be aware that the government made a
capital funding allocation of $447 million for Box Hill
Hospital and $22 million for Maroondah Hospital,
another part of Eastern Health. Recurrent funding from
the state budget to Eastern Health will increase by more
than $20 million this year. The $447 million
redevelopment of Box Hill Hospital is $40 million
more than the former government’s funding of
$407 million. We are putting $447 million into the
redevelopment of Box Hill Hospital — and I remember
the questions in this chamber — which is $40 million
more than the previous government allocated. That will
provide additional emergency facilities, additional
cubicles, a new intensive care unit, six new operating
theatres, four refurbished theatres, two endoscopic
laboratories, additional inpatient wards and women and
children’s health facilities. The Box Hill Hospital will
be a magnificent new hospital.

I have commissioned two gentlemen, being Professor
Gerald Burke and Dr Peter Veenker, with the task of
undertaking some consultation on the recommendations
made by the ESC. Between now and the end of
November they will undertake consultation on those
ESC recommendations at venues scattered throughout
Victoria. They will then come back to me and provide
me with the public feedback on the ESC
recommendations before the government produces a
final response to the report in about mid-December.
That is the target for achieving that.
I wanted to alert members to the fact that we have acted
upon our election promise, and I draw the attention of
members to this document on the list of papers to be
distributed today, which in my mind will be essential
reading for those with an interest in training in Victoria.

I challenge the member to step forward and support the
expanded size of the Box Hill Hospital redevelopment.
We have still not heard Labor renounce its plans for a
smaller hospital at Box Hill, for which its members said
they would spend only $407 million. The $447 million
rebuild of Box Hill Hospital will be a significant
improvement for people in the eastern suburbs. We
need to hear from Labor members that they got it
wrong, that we need a bigger hospital at Box Hill. We
certainly look forward to them recanting their former
support for a smaller hospital at Box Hill.
Supplementary question

Hospitals: bed numbers
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Will the
minister now clarify his policy on bed closures and
openings, given the reported 32 bed closures at Box
Hill Hospital and his subsequent explanation that his
election promise of 800 new beds will see
hospital-in-the-home care instead? Does this mean that
over the next four years the minister’s policy will be
delivered by closing hospital-based beds and funding
nurses to visit patients at home, or can the minister rule
out that confusion and tell us where the new
hospital-based beds will be?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. I do not accept the
premise of his question and I am not going to be
verballed by the member. But I will say something
about our commitment to hospital beds. The first point

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Last sitting week the minister seemed to ask me to
become the Minister for Health, and he seems to have
done it again. He seems to be imploring me to take
decisions and actions on his behalf. Is not the logic of
the minister’s hospital bed policy saying that if a
Victorian patient wants a new bed, the last place they
should go to is a Victorian hospital, but they might be
able to pick one up at Captain Snooze?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I rule out the question.
I am ruling it out on the basis that there was no
government administration involved in that
supplementary question. It was provocative, it was
seeking debate and I am not prepared to accept a
question of that nature.
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Housing: homelessness action plan
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Housing, who is
also the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, and I ask: can the minister inform the
house of details of the recently announced Victorian
homelessness action plan?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for his question and his ongoing
interest in the welfare of Victorians who are
unfortunately caught in the homelessness sector. Last
week I was proud to release the Victorian government’s
$76.7 million Victorian homelessness action plan,
which focuses on innovation and prevention to tackle
the growing and extremely complex issue of
homelessness.
This plan has been based on consultation with the
homelessness sector and other experts in the field. It
involves $25 million for innovation action projects,
which will focus on the different needs of families,
children, victims of domestic violence, young people
and the elderly. These projects will fund outcomes for
the homeless in terms of getting them into stable
housing, reconnecting them with their families and
communities where possible, with education and
training where appropriate and with health services
where needed.
I am also establishing a ministerial advisory council to
advise government on the necessary system reform we
need. I am pleased to announce that the council will be
chaired by former Victorian Senator, Dr Kay Patterson,
a former federal Minister for Health and Ageing and
Minister for Family and Community Services. She has
a longstanding interest in solving the problem of
homelessness in Australia. The plan also includes our
$34.7 million election commitment to establish three
new youth foyers and five work and learning centres on
public housing estates. It further includes $14 million
for other services, including rental brokerage and
intensive case management.
The plan takes an approach that is superior to that of the
former Labor government, which delivered its
homelessness strategy just prior to the election. Unlike
the prescriptive, one-size-fits-all approach of the former
government, our investment of $25 million in eight
innovation action projects will focus on funding service
providers that can demonstrate integration of service
delivery across a minimum of two service sectors.
The plan will focus on partnerships to deliver specialist
services to homeless Victorians. The important
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difference is that we want homelessness service
providers to implement projects which will actually
provide the supports which will move people out of
homelessness rather than the government funding the
sector according to the number of times a homeless
person moves through a provider’s service.
The Victorian Council of Social Service has welcomed
the government’s action plan, particularly the
opportunities for innovation funded under the plan as
well as the focus on joining up approaches across
different areas of service delivery. The Council to
Homeless Persons also applauded the plan, saying:
… this new and important focus on innovative service
delivery models will target the right support, in the right
housing, to the right people, at the right time.

The Community Housing Federation of Victoria also
welcomed the new strategy, emphasising its support of
the collaborative manner of delivering services.
The action plan has broad support from the sector,
which is in stark contrast to the response to the strategy
the former government released in September last year,
after 11 years in government. The sector’s
disappointment with the former government’s strategy
showed just how out of touch the former Minister for
Housing and current member for Richmond in the
Assembly, Richard Wynne, was with the sector and
more importantly how out of touch he was with the
needs of homeless Victorians.
The government looks forward to working with the
homeless service sector to implement the action plan,
which, unlike the Labor approach, will address the root
causes of homelessness and actually make a difference
to the lives of Victoria’s most vulnerable residents.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following questions: 344, 359, 375, 378,
391, 437, 456, 470, 489, 2300, 2947–3049, 3146–3242,
3245–54, 4018, 4029, 4044, 4166–261, 4823–49,
4851–918, 5112–207.

PETITIONS
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 the Baillieu
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government’s decision to end funding for the Take a Break
occasional child-care program in December 2011.
In particular we note:
1.

2.

3.

the program is provided at more than
220 neighbourhood houses and community centres
across Victoria;
the 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;
the cut to funding will mean that families across Victoria
will be unable to access affordable, community-based
occasional child care to 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 Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan)
(67 signatures).
Laid on table.

HEALTH PRACTITIONER REGULATION
NATIONAL LAW AMENDMENT
(MIDWIFE INSURANCE EXEMPTION)
REGULATION 2011
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health), by leave,
presented regulation.
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Alpine Resorts Co-ordinating Council — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2010–11 report.
Ballarat General Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2010–11 report.
Bendigo Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2010–11 report.
Business and Innovation Department — Report, 2010–11.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 28 August 2011 giving approval to
the granting of a lease at Sandringham Beach Park
Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 26 September 2011 giving approval
to the granting of a lease and licence at Torquay and Jan
Juc Foreshore Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 22 September 2011 giving approval
to the granting of a lease at Geelong Botanical Gardens
and Public Recreation Reserve.
Essential Services Commission — Report on Review of VET
Fees and Funding, September 2011.
Health Purchasing Victoria — Minister’s report of receipt of
2010–11 report.
Medical Radiation Practitioners Board of Victoria —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2010–11 report.
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — Report, 2010–11.

Laid on table.

Melbourne Market Authority — Report, 2010–11.

The PRESIDENT — Order! As a courtesy to the
house I make the comment that, as members may
notice, now that Mrs Kronberg has returned she is
occupying Mr O’Donohue’s seat. This is on an interim
basis until she is fully recovered. Mr O’Donohue has
effectively changed places with Mrs Kronberg.

Mercy Public Hospitals Incorporated — Report, 2010–11.
Nathalia District Hospital — Report, 2010–11.
National Parks Act 1975 — Minister’s consent of 14
September 2011 and notice of consent of 29 September 2011
to explore for gas in the Bay of Islands Coastal Park.
Ombudsman — Report on the Investigation into the Office of
Police Integrity’s handling of a complaint, October 2011.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Peninsula Health — Report, 2010–11.
Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre — Report, 2010–11.

Alert Digest No. 11
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 11 of 2011, including appendices.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment C145.

Laid on table.

Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendment C160.

Ordered to be printed.

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — Amendment
C217.
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme — Amendment
C152.
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Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C99.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendments C82
Part 1 and C120.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme — Amendment
C156.
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Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation — Report,
2010–11.
Victorian Electoral Commission — Report, 2010–11.

Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendment C134.

Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Minister’s request for the Victorian Environmental
Assessment Council to investigate existing Marine Protected
Areas, pursuant to section 16(1)(a) of the Act.

Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC77.

Victorian Law Reform Commission — Report, 2010–11.

Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C144.

Victorian Privacy Commissioner’s Office — Report,
2010–11.

Police Appeals Board — Report, 2010–11.
Regional Development Victoria — Report, 2010–11.
Rochester and Elmore District Health Service — Report,
2010–11.
Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2010–11.
South Gippsland Hospital — Report, 2010–11.
South West Healthcare — Report, 2010–11.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:

West Gippsland Healthcare Group — Report, 2010–11.
West Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2010–11.
Wimmera Health Care Group — Report, 2010–11.
Yea and District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2010–11.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Road Safety Camera Commissioner Act 2011 — 12 October
2011 (Gazette No. S313, 4 September 2011).

Country Court Act 1958 — No. 107.
Courts (Case Transfer) Act 1991 — No. 101.
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 — No. 109.
Electricity Safety Act 1998 — No. 110.

Tourist and Heritage Railways Act 2010 — 1 October 2011
(Gazette No. S298, 22 September 2011).
Transport Legislation Amendment (Public Transport Safety)
Act 2011 — 5 October 2011 (Gazette No. S313, 4 September
2011).

Estate Agents Act 1980 — No. 100.
Local Government Act 1989 — No. 103.
Rail Safety Act 2006 — Nos. 104 and 113.
Subdivision Act 1988 — Nos. 111 and 112.
Tourist and Heritage Railways Act 2010 — No. 102.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
Nos. 105 and 106.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated
7 September from the Treasurer headed ‘Order for
documents — Deloitte review of the myki ticketing
system’.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 93 to 96, 98, 100
to 107, 110 and 112.

I have also received a letter from the Premier dated
11 October enclosing a copy of a document in
accordance with the resolution of the Council of
14 September relating to modelling the impacts of
carbon pricing on employment in Victoria prepared by
Deloitte for the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Swan Hill District Health — Report, 2010–11.

Letters at pages 3423–24.

Tourism Victoria — Report, 2010–11.

Ordered that correspondence from Premier be
considered next day on motion of Mr BARBER
(Northern Metropolitan).

Stawell Regional Health — Report, 2010–11.

Treasury Corporation of Victoria — Report, 2010–11.
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service — Minister’s
report of receipt of 2010–11 report.
Upper Murray Health and Community Services — Report,
2010–11.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business

Victoria Grants Commission — Report, 2010–11.
Victoria Police — Report, 2010–11.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
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That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 12 October 2011:
(1) order of the day 20 relating to the Victoria planning
provision amendment VC 82;
(2) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Barber
referring a matter to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee;
(3) the notice of motion given this day by Ms Pennicuik
relating to the production of a document relating to a
freedom of information request by the Age regarding
Carl Williams;
(4) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Scheffer
relating to the decision to rezone land at Ventnor, Phillip
Island;
(5) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Tee referring
the decision to rezone land at Ventnor, Phillip Island, to
the Environment and Planning References Committee;
(6) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Viney to
establish a select committee to inquire into the decision
to rezone land at Ventnor, Phillip Island;
(7) the notice of motion given this day by Ms Pennicuik
relating to the production of documents relating to the
manual gates and railway crossing at New Street,
Brighton;
(8) notice of motion 173 standing in the name of
Mr Somyurek relating to the Victorian manufacturing
sector;
(9) the notice of motion given this day by Ms Mikakos
relating to funding cuts to various youth programs.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
NOV Mono: Carrum Downs plant
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On 19 September I had the pleasure of attending the
grand opening of the head office in Carrum Downs,
after 50 years operating in Moorabbin, of NOV Mono,
a pump manufacturer. I was honoured to participate in
the official ribbon-cutting ceremony with Frankston
mayor Kris Bolam and deputy mayor and ward
councillor Sandra Mayer to formally open the new
facility.
NOV Mono is a global manufacturer of progressing
cavity pumps and pump parts, and it provides solar
power pumping solutions for developing countries to
access safe drinking water from underground bore
holes. Since 1985 it has installed over 17 000 pumps
into some of the most remote and harshest
environments in Africa and across the globe. This of
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course is only a small part of its global operations, as it
provides a range of products suitable for the pumping
of fluids within the wastewater, chemical, food,
beverage, paper, mining, mineral processing, marine,
agricultural and oil and gas sectors. It is a significant
employer in the South Eastern Metropolitan Region,
providing jobs for over 150 employees. I would like to
give special thanks to the managing director, Paul
Jeffery, for inviting me to tour and experience firsthand
its manufacturing plant and the new modern facilities.

Casey Aquatic and Recreation Centre:
10th anniversary
Mr TARLAMIS — On another matter, I attended
the 10th birthday celebrations of the Casey Aquatic and
Recreation Centre in Narre Warren on Friday,
23 September. The centre was constructed at a cost of
$17.4 million, with the Bracks Labor government
investing $5 million toward the project. Today the
centre boasts over 4500 members and includes a health
club, group fitness classes, personal training, children’s
programs and physiotherapy. It is an important
recreation facility for the Casey community, whose
members have taken to the centre in droves, and it
underscores the importance of investing in community
infrastructure in growing communities in our outer
suburbs.

Department of Human Services: director of
housing
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
During the last sitting week I was asked questions by a
former Minister for Housing, Ms Broad, in relation to
the appointment process of the director of housing and
the minister’s role in that appointment. Ms Broad stated
that the position of director of housing is a ministerial
appointment. Further to her question, Ms Broad raised a
point of order, inferring that my answer was wrong and
that I should correct the record by way of a statement to
the house.
For the benefit of the house and as a history lesson for
Ms Broad, let me once again confirm the legal position
of the director of housing as an executive officer of the
Department of Human Services. On 12 April 2005 the
Governor in Council declared, by order, that a number
of public authorities are to be known as ‘declared
authorities’ under section 104 of the Public
Administration Act 2004. One such declared authority
out of 28 was the director of housing. Column 2 of the
schedule to the order specifies that the public service
body head in relation to the declared authority is the
Secretary of the Department of Human Services. For
the member’s benefit, section 105 states that provisions
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in the Public Administration Act 2004 that are applied
to a declared authority prevail over inconsistent
provisions in other acts or documents. These include
the Housing Act 1983.

life, playing bowls and gardening regularly. He is an
inspiration to everyone.

The remarkable aspect of this confusion on the part of
Ms Broad is that these significant changes all occurred
during the period of the former Bracks Labor
government, when the housing minister was none other
than Ms Broad, which leads to the assumption that
either Ms Broad was incompetent as minister and
unaware — —

Ms TIERNEY — Finally, I congratulate the
Geelong Football Club on a highly successful football
season and a well-played grand final. Go, Cats!

The PRESIDENT — Time!

South West TAFE: award
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate the students and staff of
South West TAFE, who recently celebrated a big win.
The institute, which offers more than 400 nationally
accredited qualifications, was awarded the Victorian
Large Training Provider of the Year award. The award
recognises the TAFE’s commitment to delivering
high-quality education programs and highlights its
dedication to building a skilled workforce in south-west
Victoria.

Geelong Performing Arts Centre: award
Ms TIERNEY — I also mention the Geelong
Performing Arts Centre, which was awarded the
Australian Performing Arts Centres Association’s 2011
Drover award for best presenter. GPAC is the cultural
heart of the Geelong community. It is the premier
performing arts venue in the G21 region, and this award
is extremely well deserved.

Matthew Ryenbakken and Tyler Boots
Ms TIERNEY — I also want to bring to the
attention of the house two year 11 Portland Secondary
College students, Matthew Ryenbakken and Tyler
Boots. These young men are among the
19 high-performing Koori students to be awarded the
Wannik education scholarship. This scholarship is a
fantastic initiative that was initially introduced by the
Brumby government and is aimed at closing the gap.

Leslie Fisher
Ms TIERNEY — In the time that remains I would
like to pay tribute to Portland’s newest centenarian,
Leslie Fisher, who celebrated 100 years on
27 September. After spending decades farming in the
district, Mr Fisher is happily retired and leads a busy

Geelong Football Club: premiership

Ballarat: ministerial visits
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I wish to
provide the house with a snapshot of the efforts being
applied by the Baillieu government in Ballarat in the
last week alone. Firstly, I wish to applaud the Minister
for Racing, Denis Napthine, for his visit in which he
announced further upgrades to the Bray Raceway
harness venue. He then launched the new stable
complex for Malua Racing near Dowling Forest. The
facility is a serious investment in the local horseracing
industry. I would also like to thank the minister for
opening my office in Ballarat. Ballarat now has better
representation than it has had in the past 11 years.
Most importantly, I would like to applaud the Premier’s
two-day visit to Ballarat, a visit that clearly signals the
government’s recognition of the city’s importance to
the state. The Premier officially opened the Australian
Modern Masterpieces exhibition from the Art Gallery
of New South Wales, as well as announcing $400 000
to support the eisteddfods across the state. He was part
of the audience at the Royal South Street Eisteddfod.
He launched a new campaign to reduce the regional
road toll, which was attended by more than 40 media
outlets. He went track side at the Ballarat Turf Club and
accompanied me at the Committee for Ballarat round
table dinner that night, where he announced $800 000
for the Leadership Ballarat and Western Region
program.
Also in Ballarat last Wednesday was the leader of the
federal opposition, Tony Abbott, who spoke to a full
house at the Ballarat Mining Exchange. Even the Prime
Minister dropped by the office — but I think she was
looking for directions to the University of Ballarat.
I also applaud the Minister for Housing, Wendy Lovell,
who met members of the Wendouree West community.
Lastly, I had great pleasure in representing the Minister
for Sport and Recreation, Hugh Delahunty, at the
Australian Masters Road Cycling Championships in
Ballarat and giving medals to those lucky winners. I am
happy to report that the demographic of this house
would meet the necessary demographic for a masters
cycling club.
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Feast of Saint Moura
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Saturday, 24 September I attended as a guest speaker
the annual feast of Saint Moura celebration. It is always
a lovely celebration with members of the executive
committee, their families and members of the
community. The association has a strong reputation for
assisting the community whenever it is called upon. I
congratulate the organisers once again for an extremely
enjoyable evening.

City of Banyule: seniors festival
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, I was invited
by Banyule council to attend the Banyule seniors
festival on 6 October. There were about 300 people in
attendance, including a multitude of parliamentary
colleagues from both houses. The Victoria Police band
played for the elderly invitees, most of whom were
locals who thoroughly enjoyed their morning tea. I
congratulate the organisers and the Banyule council for
their magnificent efforts.

Sex trafficking: legislation
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Many
members in the house may have watched Four Corners
on television last night and been as sickened as I was by
the treatment of women who are trafficked into sexual
slavery in Australia. What is really interesting about
this subject is that an excellent report was done on this
issue just last year. Members of this house Shaun
Leane, Jenny Mikakos and Andrea Coote were
members of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee, which made a number of recommendations
in its report.
The work has been done on this issue. The Four
Corners program last night clearly showed that we have
a problem. Kathleen Maltzahn is a former worker at
Project Respect, and Project Respect made it quite clear
that councils know, police know and the state
government knows about this terrible problem, so it
really is time we got on with the job of doing something
about it.
The government appears to be running a constant law
and order campaign, but I would have to say that when
the issue is women and it is behind doors, somehow it
just slips under the radar. I urge the government to
reread this excellent report entitled Inquiry into People
Trafficking for Sex Work, to look at the
recommendations, to look at the work that has already
been done and to set up the advisory committee this
report suggests. I urge the government to just get on
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with it and to stop allowing women to be trafficked into
this country into the most appalling degradation that we
can imagine.

Wintringham: United Nations award
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Earlier
this month Wintringham received an accolade from the
United Nations when it was included on the
UN-HABITAT Scroll of Honour. Wintringham was
established by Bryan Lipmann in 1989 and provides
specialised services to groups of older people who have
complex care needs.
The UN-HABITAT website describes the award as:
… the most prestigious award given by the United Nations in
recognition of work carried out in the field of human
settlements development. The aim of the award is to honour
individuals and institutions instrumental in improving the
living conditions in urban centres around the world.
Wintringham is awarded for helping provide accommodation
for about 1000 elderly people in need every night … This is
the first time UN-HABITAT recognises an initiative devoted
to the elderly, and the first time an Australian project has been
awarded.

Earlier this year I was fortunate to tour the
Wintringham site in Port Melbourne with my colleague
Andrea Coote, and I witnessed firsthand the remarkable
work being undertaken by Bryan Lipmann and his staff.
I know Mrs Coote has been working with Wintringham
in other areas of the state in her capacity as
Parliamentary Secretary for Families and Community
Services, and I know that, like other members for
Southern Metropolitan Region, she has great
admiration for the tremendous work being undertaken
by Bryan Lipmann. Bryan is inspirational in so many
ways and should be congratulated and acknowledged
for the work he has undertaken since establishing
Wintringham. He is a remarkable Victorian, and this
international award is a fitting recognition of his many
achievements.

Seniors Week
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — On
6 October I attended, with many other local MPs, the
Banyule City Council’s ‘Celebrating Seniors’ morning
tea, which was also an impressive launch of Banyule’s
seniors festival. That day I also attended the seniors
variety concert at the Melbourne Town Hall. This event
was jointly organised by the Victorian branch of
National Seniors Australia, Life Activities Clubs
Victoria and the Office of Senior Victorians, and
included music and dance performances, comedy,
stand-up and circus acts. Congratulations to the
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organisers of both of these events and of all the other
seniors week events held last week.
Living Longer Living Stronger is just one of the many
successful programs that did not receive any funding in
this year’s state budget. It is a proven, popular and
cost-effective strength training program that benefits
approximately 17 000 senior participants annually. If
the Baillieu government and Minister Davis are serious
about supporting our senior Victorians, they must start
recognising the benefits that this program and others
like it provide to older Victorians and reinstate the
funding.

Australian Greek Welfare Society:
40th anniversary
Ms MIKAKOS — On 30 September I attended the
Australian Greek Welfare Society’s 40th anniversary
celebrations with other members of Parliament. The
Australian Greek Welfare Society (AGWS) has played
a special role in providing culturally and linguistically
appropriate services to Victoria’s Greek-speaking
community across a range of areas, including
education, health, welfare, child care and language
services. The services it provides to a rapidly ageing
first generation of Greek-Australian migrants have been
especially important. I wish to congratulate the AGWS,
its board of directors and all its staff and volunteers,
both past and present, for their service to Victoria’s
Greek community over 40 years.

RESOURCES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 September; motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The bill
before the house is one that the opposition does not
oppose. My comments on the Resources Legislation
Amendment Bill 2011 will be very brief, because the
house and anybody in the community listening to this
debate or reading it in Hansard will have already heard
the minister’s second-reading speech and the
opposition’s reply from our spokesperson on this in the
Legislative Assembly, the member for Mill Park, Lily
D’Ambrosio. I would also draw the attention of anyone
who is interested in this matter to the contribution of the
member for Essendon in the Legislative Assembly, my
colleague Mr Madden. Essentially this is a fairly
routine bill that affects six acts of Parliament.
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I am not seeking to take the bill into committee, but I
would be interested if Mr Hall, in his summing up,
could comment on this matter again. This legislation
does not include a business impact assessment or a
regulatory impact statement — and of course they are
for regulations rather than legislation. However, this bill
deals with significant economic matters in the sensitive
mining industry and the agricultural sector, so I am
surprised that a government which prides itself on
reducing red tape and on reducing the burden on
business has made an executive determination,
presumably by the Minister for Energy and Resources,
that that is not necessary. In fact, I will not ask Mr Hall
to sum up. I will save this matter for a committee stage
on another bill at another time, and hopefully his words
of advice to his colleagues in cabinet to do this will
slowly filter through. But I draw the attention of the
house to it.
Another comment I make in my concluding remarks on
this bill is that this is a routine piece of legislation
dealing with a series of acts, but the issue of the
moment is about mining and exploration in Victoria
today and the whole dichotomy between farming versus
mining. I find it interesting to note, particularly as there
was a fair flurry of commentary from the Premier and
Deputy Premier as to the pros and cons of it some time
ago, that the first piece of legislation from this
government on the issue does not deal with it.
Federal members Senator Brown and Mr Abbott were a
dual ticket on this issue a while ago. Obviously it has
been an issue in many jurisdictions, so I find it an
interesting omission by a government that claims to be
a government of action, one that is fixing problems and
addressing claims, to not deal with this matter in its first
piece of legislation on the issue.
As I said in my opening remarks, this is a routine piece
of legislation. From the Labor Party’s point of view, the
issues were addressed by my colleague the member for
Mill Park in the Assembly, Ms D’Ambrosio. I will not
detain the house any further with my comments.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
legislation makes small changes to a number of pieces
of legislation which collectively represent the legal
framework under which we exploit resources here in
Victoria. As a suite of legislation, it is nowhere near
adequate to deal with the challenges now being faced
by modern society, because this is where the debate is
at, with the pressing ecological crises and contemporary
views and attitudes of land-holders, communities and
local councils when it comes to resource extraction.
Above all those is the framework of the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990, which
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is being hotly debated in communities around Victoria
right now.

any reason that he chooses, with no real comeback from
any other person.

Over the last few months I have attended meetings in
places between Wonthaggi and Deans Marsh. Those
communities are coming to grips with the procedures
under the act and are finding out that, as land-holders
and as people living in a community which wants to
protect the natural values of their area, they basically
have no rights. I know that more of these meetings are
being held and that more action groups are springing up
all over Victoria in response to some particularly
invasive forms of resource extraction that are on the
horizon, notably various ways of accessing gas from
coal which is spread in small deposits in many parts of
Victoria and which are well outside the Latrobe Valley,
which is what we think of as the coal area.

Ministers often exempt Crown land or to excise Crown
land out of particular exploration or mining leases.
They do it for convenience, because it means it will not
trigger native title claims. But the same provisions —
and they appear in a couple of places in the act, on my
reading — certainly would allow the Minister for
Energy and Resources to conduct a study of Victoria to
determine which areas at the current time are so
valuable that we do not want to see invasive forms of
mining there. Those values might include premium
agricultural land and crucial water resources, and in my
view they should include biodiversity, Victoria being
the most ecologically damaged state in Australia.

Abutting this suite of legislation is an emerging
community view that is very different to the sorts of
minimal rights that are enshrined for the rest of us,
outside the rights of the Minister for Energy and
Resources and those who seek to explore and ultimately
mine. As Mr Lenders noted, even the federal Leader of
the Opposition, Mr Abbott, became aware of this
particular issue in relation to gas extraction through
Queensland and New South Wales, and for all of about
5 minutes was willing to support a Greens bill through
the federal Parliament which would have given
land-holders, notably farmers, some rights. Unlike
Mr Abbott’s usual practice, where he tends to stay on
something for as long as he is getting attention, his
view on that underwent a rapid reversal even within the
time of one particular news cycle. In fact, we went to
bed that night hearing that he was on the same page as
the Greens, and we woke up the next morning to find
out that he was not. Perhaps it was just a dream and we
woke up and thought we had really heard it.
In any case, while the Victorian coalition government
might not want to set out on a plan of major law reform
in this area, it certainly has the power at its discretion
within these bills to make a statement, to draw some
lines in the sand if you like, about where certain types
of mineral exploration and exploitation are going to
occur and where they are not. For that matter, those
values — agricultural, biodiversity, water, tourism or
just plain old community values — are more important
than getting to the next pile of coal and to other areas
which may be opened up for exploration and mining for
other minerals, or perhaps even for coal itself,
depending on the wish of the government of the day.
Under the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 the minister has the power to
exempt any area from either exploration or mining, for

The minister could do that right now. He could solve
this debate right now to a large degree. He could give
certainty to communities and to those who want to
explore or mine, but he is not doing it. The pressure is
building up and he is not willing to do that, nor is he
offering up a process through which we could have a
proper dialogue about where to draw these lines in the
sand. Instead we just get this minor tinkering.
The changes to the Geothermal Energy Resources Act
2005 will allow the minister to authorise any person or
the department to access properties to conduct a land,
geothermal or geological survey. The changes to the
Greenhouse Gas Geological Sequestration Act 2008 are
a complete can of worms. Currently tenderers for
sequestration projects have to submit a community
consultation plan irrespective of whether they win the
tender or not; under the amendments in clause 11 of the
bill that requirement will apply only to the successful
applicant.
I would have thought relations with the community
might have been something we wanted to know about
before we determined one of these tenders. But in any
case that particular legislation, which we first dealt with
in the previous term of government, is a complete
fiasco and does nothing to ensure community
protection. It sets no standards, it does not allocate risks
in any meaningful way, and where it talks about risks it
tends to bring them back to the government — and for
that matter to future generations. After all, if they are
going to pull CO2 out of pipelines and stick it down in
the earth, they are going to have to leave it down there
for geological-scale time lines. Nothing in the
legislation seems to even recognise that fact. In fact at a
certain point all liabilities simply come back to the
state.
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The Pipelines Act 2005 establishes a procedure for a
licensee to apply to decommission part of a pipeline.
They have to submit a decommissioning plan in
accordance with regulations, but the minister can still
approve the decommissioning even if they are not
satisfied with the plan, provided the reasons behind the
plan being substandard were the result of events outside
the control of the licensee. It seems like a very strange
provision, and it will not offer any comfort to anybody
along the length of the pipeline. If the government
continues to push down this fossil fuel direction that it
is taking and presumably thinks it will take
forevermore, we will see pipelines carrying all sorts of
toxic substances across the country.
Under the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 we have some continuation of
last year’s minor tinkering. Prospecting licences and
retention licences are brought into the current processes
whereby the licensee has to inform the landowner
within 14 days that their application was successful, but
they still do not have to inform them that they are
making an application in the first place. Someone can
put a small advertisement in the Colac Herald and they
have done their duty, even though what they are
triggering will be, fairly soon, invasive and to a
dramatic degree something that will turn people’s lives
upside down. I have seen the impacts this is already
having.
Under the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Act 2010 there are a series of technical
amendments that align the principal act with the
corresponding commonwealth act. Greens Senator
Christine Milne showed us exactly how paltry that
commonwealth act is, and our comments in relation to
the state regime are exactly the same. This is a rather
dissatisfying result. The government is doing some
minor tinkering around the basic day-to-day
convenience of the exploitation side of this equation,
but it is still offering up nothing to the communities
which are inevitably impacted — the communities,
after all, which are most often the guardians of the
values that brought them to that place in the first place.
While these issues have certainly been bigger so far in
Queensland and in New South Wales, where we have
seen some shockingly exploitative and damaging
practices used as extraction has actually been rolled out,
in Victoria right now we are simply seeing a whole
series of exploration proposals flying around. The
community is very vigilant on that, and when one of
those moves to the next stage the government would be,
I think, well aware that the communities of Victoria
will be rallying around those land-holders and backing
them up, and at that point the government will find
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itself with a real political mess and really very little by
way of a legal framework to solve the problem.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is my
pleasure to speak in favour of the Resources Legislation
Amendment Bill 2011. Victoria has a very long history
of mining, reaching back to July 1851 when gold was
discovered in Clunes. Of course we all know the history
of Victoria’s gold rush, the immigration that it
encouraged, the wealth it generated and even the
political changes it sparked. Today the mineral wealth
of this state remains a resource upon which many jobs
are reliant. While gold is still mined in Bendigo and
Ballarat, our state has also proven to be a treasure trove
of other mineral deposits, with new technologies for
energy production and resources beneath our feet
continuing to reveal themselves.
This bill seeks to reduce overlapping regulation and
streamline the processes the many companies involved
in the earth resources sector face in dealing with
government. The Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 will be amended with changes
designed to strengthen notice requirements for property
licences, clarify survey requirements for prospecting
and retention licences, and enable the renewal of certain
exploration licences.
These changes will rectify minor omissions from the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
2010. Amendments will also be made to the
Geothermal Energy Resources Act 2005 to allow the
Minister for Energy and Resources to authorise drilling
and exploration to be carried out by the Department of
Primary Industries on any land to undertake geothermal
exploration activities. This is consistent with other
resource exploration activities.
The Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Act 2010 will be brought into consistency with the
commonwealth offshore legislation. The Pipelines Act
2005 will be amended to reduce the administrative
burden on industry by clarifying processes for varying
pipeline groups. The Greenhouse Gas Geological
Sequestration Act 2008 will be changed to allow a
successful tender applicant to submit a community and
council consultation plan three months after their
attainment of a licence or a permit. The current act is
inappropriate in seeking that a tender applicant — not a
successful applicant but a tender applicant — undertake
consultation before they are given authority to operate a
licence or permit for projects in which other entities
may be showing an interest.
Ultimately these amendments, while covering a range
of acts, are housekeeping measures, knocking some of
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the rough edges off legislation introduced by the former
Labor government. The amendments will improve the
regulation of the earth resources sector, improve
development opportunities by reducing the regulatory
burden and enhance jobs growth.
The Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011 is
backed up by the government’s budget commitment of
$625 000 to the Rediscover Victoria project, which
aims to improve our knowledge surrounding mineral
sands deposits and disseminated base metals and
disseminated gold. Some of us would not be aware of
the vast mineral sands deposits that we have in this
state. Victoria holds a great reserve of rutile, or titanium
oxide, and zirconium — items of high demand for
paint, electronics, nuclear reactors and deodorants. I
suggest we do not get them mixed up.
The parliamentary Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee is undertaking an inquiry into
increasing greenfields mineral exploration and project
development in Victoria. Victoria is host to the first and
only operating carbon storage project, the CO2CRC
Otway Project. Victoria has room to improve its
participation in the resources market, and our Western
Australian and Queensland cousins have benefited from
strong growth in this sector. I highlight a media release
headed ‘Vast Victorian mineral sands deposits pose
major opportunity’, which was put out by the
Department of Primary Industries on 29 September and
which refers to Dr Hollitt. In particular I highlight the
paragraphs that say:
Dr Hollitt said as well as having world class deposits, a major
point of difference for Victoria was its established
infrastructure. Many of the world’s biggest undeveloped
mineral sands deposits are in frontier jurisdictions and require
huge spending on infrastructure.
Victoria by comparison, is a stable and mature economy with
a long history of hosting mining projects. It has gas pipelines
running close to some of the biggest undeveloped deposits,
relatively low cost gas and electricity and upgraded rail and
port systems.

Dr Hollitt was also quoted in a Sydney Morning Herald
article, which I am pretty sure I read in one of the local
papers, but I could only find it in the Sydney Morning
Herald when I searched for it. That article says:
Victoria was the original Australian mining boom state during
the 19th century gold rush and still boasts strong natural gas,
coal, mineral sands and base metals production.
It’s smaller size also helped in terms of getting electricity, rail
and oil and gas infrastructure to mines, compared to remote
regions such as the Pilbara in Western Australia, Mr Hollitt
said.
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With these advantages that Victoria clearly has, it is no
wonder that the government is interested in being able
to allow for greater expansion of exploiting not only the
mineral deposits this state possesses but also some of its
other geological features, such as the hot granite in the
Western District which allows us to produce clean
energy through geothermal production. This is an
exciting time for Victoria. These amendments to these
pieces of legislation assist the earth resources sector in
doing its business efficiently to employ Victorians,
deliver opportunities for other industries and enable
Victoria to continue to prosper. I commend this bill.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — Mr Lenders
has already indicated in his contribution that the
opposition is supporting this legislation, which makes a
number of minor and technical changes to some half a
dozen acts. Mr Lenders has fully covered the details of
this very slight bill, so I do not propose to go over the
same matters, but I use this opportunity to take up a
couple of areas that relate to the energy portfolio as the
bill facilitates geothermal exploration and makes some
changes to the community consultation process that an
applicant needs to follow for a permit or licence under
the Greenhouse Gas Geological Sequestration Act
2008.
Geothermal energy is one part of a suite of renewable
forms of electricity production that would benefit from
the introduction of a carbon price, and interestingly
enough the Latrobe Valley appears to be one of the
locations where such a power source could be optimally
located. There is considerable potential for geothermal
energy production in Victoria. As members would
know, geothermal energy involves piping water
through subterranean hot rocks and pumping the hot
water back to the surface to drive turbines to produce
electric power. A variation of that process involves
maximising the subterranean heat through a natural
insulation blanket that is best formed by brown coal
sitting on the surface. Of course the Latrobe Valley has
brown coal on the surface in abundance, and I
understand it is the best in the world for this type of
geothermal production.
One of the difficulties of geothermal energy production
is that underground heat is transferred to turbines by
water, and the energy needed to move the heated water
up to the surface is massive because water is extremely
heavy. It takes around one-third of the energy costs to
move it back up to the surface and move it through that
pipe system. A more energy-efficient alternative being
worked on involves using carbon dioxide in a
semiliquid form instead of water. A research team at
the University of Melbourne is working on both the
technology and the economics behind that. So far the

RESOURCES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2011
3376

COUNCIL

team thinks it can make that work to provide baseload
power, which is extremely encouraging.
In June last year the previous Labor government
launched the Victorian arm of the Australian
Geothermal Energy Association and indicated its
support for this technology, which could potentially
provide 24-hours-a-day baseload electricity to the grid.
The former Labor government also supported the
geological study in the Otway Basin, which was
referred to by the previous speaker. That exercise is
about mapping the geology and aquifers beneath
Victoria’s surface. The results of this exploration could
help promote a future geothermal power industry
capable of putting out minimal greenhouse gas
emissions into the atmosphere.
I see from the 2011 Australian Geothermal Energy
Conference website that both the Minister for Energy
and Resources, Michael O’Brien, and the federal Labor
Minister for Resources and Energy, Martin Ferguson,
will be speaking at the Australian Geothermal Energy
Conference being held in Melbourne next month, and I
look forward to seeing what the positive outcomes of
that conference are for the geothermal industry in
Victoria.
The bill also amends the Greenhouse Gas Geological
Sequestration Act 2008. Members will recall that the
previous Labor government introduced that legislation
and that it requires applicants for an exploration licence
to find suitable locations for storage and to consult with
affected communities and stakeholders. In fact under
that act applicants are required to prepare consultation
plans prior to making their application. This legislation
amends that requirement so they only need to do that if
their application is successful.
The point of conducting community consultation is to
make sure that all those affected by any activity related
to carbon capture and storage are fully informed about
what it might mean for them and for their property, and
I am aware from previous contributions that there is
some debate about this. Carbon capture and storage is
still a very new technology even though, to tell the
truth, it has been talked about and debated for quite a
while and a number of research projects into the
technology have gotten under way in recent years. The
really big challenge here is to scale up this technology
so that it can happen on a commercial scale. That is
where the problem is because to scale it up to that level
and to compress and push the carbon dioxide into these
underground aquifers is highly energy intensive. That is
the difficulty of it. It is fine to do it on a smaller scale,
but scaling it up is the problem.
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A lot of work remains to be done to find suitable places
underground where the carbon can be stored. This is
why licences are granted to enable people to do that
work in a consultative way so that risk is reduced,
decision making is sound and everyone can live with
the results, and that is important.
Under the provisions in this bill, and I know I have
already mentioned this, the plan for the community
consultation would occur afterwards. Both geothermal
and carbon capture and storage technologies are
important elements in our collective effort to lower
greenhouse gas emissions, and I note the Baillieu
government appears to be continuing to work in this
policy area. We on this side understand that the
Victorian government, as distinct from a number of its
foot soldiers in this chamber, is in a difficult place. On
the one hand it knows that greenhouse gas emissions
need to be lowered, and I note even the Treasurer now
must know that Victoria has a legislated emissions
reduction target of at least 20 per cent by 2020
compared to 2000 levels.
On the other hand, Liberal members in this place are
under pressure to support the incoherent and reckless
views of the leader of the federal Liberal Party, Tony
Abbott. However, it is a good thing that,
notwithstanding that sort of theatrical play,
Minister Ryan, the Leader of The Nationals in Victoria,
is working constructively with the federal Labor
government to ensure that Victoria is well placed to
benefit from the clean energy legislation, which I hope
and expect will be passed in the commonwealth
Parliament by the end of this week.
We on this side understand absolutely that there is a
rhetorical level where Liberal members of this chamber
and the other chamber need to be seen to be strutting
their stuff and to be siding in the public arena with the
leader of the federal opposition. But in a practical and
responsible sense this government, through its
departments, is getting on with the job of making sure
that Victoria benefits from this very important federal
legislation that will introduce a carbon price and
eventually a carbon market that will enable us to
operate not only nationally but also internationally to
the good of the economy and to the good of the planet.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to support the Resources
Legislation Amendment Bill 2011. In doing so I am
happy to note the opposition is not opposing this bill. In
fact members opposite were the creators of the
substantive amendments originally put to this chamber
some years ago. It is true that past speakers have
indicated that these are minor technical amendments we
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are discussing today — a tidying up, if I may use
Mr Barber’s words, of some of the technicalities around
the legislation, but also identifying and, in accordance
with the coalition pre-election policy, putting into effect
these amendments.
The Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011
contains a range of amendments to the resources
portfolio legislation. The key amendments in this bill
are designed to improve regulation in the earth
resources sector and are consistent, as I said previously,
with the government’s election commitment to improve
the effectiveness of industry regulation in the earth
resources sector and reduce overlapping legislation.
I did hear one of the members for Western
Metropolitan Region, Andrew Elsbury, talk about the
impact and the importance of the earth resources sector
to Victoria, and I do not intend to go through that
information in detail. However, it is important to
recognise that, as has been said previously, it is not just
about coal; it is about gold, as previously stated by my
friend Mr Elsbury, and also petroleum, stone and
mineral sands, all of which are large contributors in my
region of Western Victoria.
As has already been said, Victoria’s early wealth was
built on gold, leaving a legacy not only in our
magnificent Parliament House but also in Ballarat,
which is an important city in my region. In fact one can
see many aspects of the importance and the legacy of
the gold rush in many of the buildings throughout
Ballarat and Bendigo.
The bill has a significant number of parts which affect
different acts. Section 15(5) of the Mineral Resources
(Sustainable Development) Act 1990 requires:
an applicant for a licence must, within 14 days after being
notified under subsection (3)(b) or (4) that the application has
priority, advertise the application in accordance with the
regulations and, if the application is for a mining licence —

or prospecting licence —
give notice of it in accordance with the regulations to the
owner and occupier of the land affected.

It also goes on to amend section 38AA of the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990, which
provides that the holder of a mining licence,
prospecting licence or retention licence must survey
and mark out the boundaries of the land covered by the
licence in the manner and within the time required by
the legislation.
I just picked up those two sections as being particularly
important in relation to the communities I represent in
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western Victoria and to the number of issues that have
arisen out of applications for exploration licences in the
state of Victoria. Other acts that will be affected by this
legislation are the Mineral Resources Amendment
(Sustainable Development) Act 2010, the Geothermal
Energy Resources Act 2005, the Greenhouse Gas
Geological Sequestration Act 2008, the Pipelines Act
2005 and the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Act 2010.
I do not intend to go into detail about the small
technical amendments in relation to these different acts,
but there are a couple of issues that I wish to draw the
house’s attention to relating to communication between
land-holder and miner. I have already identified in this
chamber some months ago rising concerns in relation to
a plethora of applications from different mining
companies looking to gain an exploration licence to
mine for a range of minerals. In particular, given the
viability of commercial mining, in the Western Victoria
Region there is a significant bank of minerals
throughout the Otway Ranges across to the South
Australian border which would be most attractive to
commercial mining operations if they were successful
in the application process; they would be attractive
potentially for the domestic market but more so for the
export market.
I raise this matter because many members have raised
with me the need for further discussion in relation to the
way the 14-day notice or the 21-day objection period,
required under the act for miners applying for
exploration licences, is actually communicated to both
communities and local councils. I have attended a
number of meetings, and I suggest perhaps the Acting
President, Ms Pennicuik, has also attended a number of
meetings with her comrades-in-arms in relation to the
possible impact that commercial mining might have on
areas of a more sensitive nature in terms of both the
environment and food production.
In my former role as past president of the Victorian
Farmers Federation, acting on behalf of the National
Farmers Federation, I signed a very important
agreement between land-holders, farmers and mining
companies under the auspices of the Minerals Council
of Australia, whereby there was an agreed process of
engagement in which the land-holder would be made
fully aware of his or her rights in relation to companies
wanting to enter his or her property and explore with
the permission of the minister under the act. If there
were grounds for commercial viability then an
application for a commercial licence was made, and the
issues around compensation and restoration of works
once it was completed would be resolved.
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So there are a number of issues that I would like to
draw the house’s attention to in this legislation. It is not
about the technical housekeeping in relation to tidying
up some of the minor amendments which, I might add,
were included on the basis of the Labor Party
supporting the Liberal-Nationals on the substantive
amendments. I would like to make the house aware that
even though these minor amendments do to some point
satisfy the concerns raised by communities with me in
relation to applications for exploratory mining licences,
they do not quite go far enough.
Certainly I take on board comments made by previous
members that there is still the issue of how we
communicate with land-holders in relation to
exploratory licences being granted and also the issue of
opportunities for communities to understand when the
objection periods are actually enforced. There is a
period of 21 days at this point whereby land-holders
can object to applicants applying for exploratory
licences.
Mr Barber — You are agreeing with the Greens
again!
Mr RAMSAY — I do. Mr Barber does raise a
point, and I actually do have some sympathy with the
concerns that he raised. I have attended many
community meetings where it has been raised that the
communication of advice provided to land-holders in
relation to miners applications for exploratory licences
does need to be enhanced at some point in the future.
Having said that, I also want to take up certain
comments made by the member for Albert Park in the
other house in relation to what he terms the Victorian
farmers union. I say to Mr Foley that he needs to get
with the program, because in fact it has not been a
union and has never been a union. It has always been a
federation. He also referred to the national farmers
union. In fact there is no such thing. They are both
federations; they are not unions. I guess, given his
background and roots arising from his previous career,
he thought there was some resemblance.
Both state and national farmer organisations are
sympathetic to the rights of miners to mine, but they are
also sympathetic to the rights of land-holders to have a
process available where they can engage with miners
about what impact exploration will have on their land.
In relation to the roles and level of engagement of
land-holders and miners, I believe there should be
respect on both sides regarding how approaches are
made once an application is approved, if indeed it is
approved, to enter private property. Land-holders and
miners should also be involved in consultation while
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those activities continue. Not only the land-holder but
also communities are impacted. During engagement
there should be respect for communities and for the
mining company in relation to its proposed activity and
an understanding of what will be required in relation to
the exploratory licence and the impact it will have not
only on land-holders but also on the community at
large.
The other issue I want to bring up is that I read in
Hansard some comments made in the other house in
relation to this government walking away from
renewable energy. I am at a loss to understand why
those comments were made. I can only assume that
there is a total misunderstanding on the part of the
opposition in relation to our renewable energy policies.
We are fully supportive of renewable energy and of
projects that enhance opportunities for the use of
renewable energy, as well as being in sympathy with
traditional fossil fuels. Wind farms were mentioned in
the other house — and they are often mentioned in this
house also — but again I am at a loss. There are still
over 1000 turbines that have not been built under the
old planning permits, so there are plenty of
opportunities for industry, particularly the wind
generation industry. If it wishes to build wind farms, it
can do so, even under the old planning permits, which
will not be restricted in any sense by the new guidelines
that the minister has only recently announced.
There are plenty of opportunities to use wind energy,
plenty of opportunities to use geothermal energy and
wonderful opportunities to use solar energy. We have
some of the best feed-in tariff rebates of any state in the
country, so I say ‘Bull’ to any commentary in relation
to how this government is not supportive of the
renewables sector or of having opportunities to invest in
the renewables sector.
On that basis I am happy to support the bill. It is minor
tinkering; it is a bit of housekeeping. However, we must
keep in mind that we can further enhance the
amendments in relation to consultation between
land-holder, community and mining company to allow
all stakeholders to invest in this great country of ours.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
support the Resources Legislation Amendment Bill
2011, and I do so because Labor is a positive political
party that does not oppose positive legislation. With a
background in business I have a solid understanding of
what is needed to foster business growth, and this bill is
on the right track. Labor aims to promote a better
balance on those critical issues of economic
development that need bureaucratic red tape to be cut
and administrative processes to be streamlined. We are
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also strongly supportive of strengthening existing and
new industries to survive, to create jobs and to bring
further economic prosperity to our state, and the record
shows that we achieved that in our 11 years in
government, despite the snickering from the other side.
It is vital to develop major resource industries such as
mining for the economic prosperity of the state and the
nation. With the price of gold being so high I am well
aware of the new interest in the gold resources that still
exist in many parts of our state but which were
previously too expensive to mine. We have been
advised by the government that it is its firm intention to
ensure the integrity of the competitive tender process
and to reduce the burdens of cost, time and effort on
unsuccessful tenderers. The opposition supports this
aim. We need to reduce those costs on businesses that
make their lives more difficult so that we encourage
competition and so that the benefits will flow for the
people of our great state.
However, that does not mean that we do not have
concerns with the specific model presented by the
government in this bill. Despite the ongoing national
argument over agriculture versus mining, which has
clearly split the Premier and his deputy, this bill barely
touches on the coal seam gas issue, which is something
we must not ignore. Agriculture and industry must both
survive if our state is to prosper in the future, but the
current government is unable or unwilling to tackle this
critical issue. In the tender process there is no real
consultation and no real opportunity for the community
to oppose or to modify what is happening until it is too
late — until the company has all the cards in its favour.
I support business growth, but this is taking things far
too far. In theory this could mean that a mining
company could roll into a dairy farm area and decimate
it, destroy it — kill it for centuries — and then move on
to another area.
I also find it odd that part 4 of this bill will make it
more costly to compensate farm owners for developing
geothermal energy than it will be to develop new
coalmining projects. Is this yet another measure of how
little this government cares about our environment and
another example of how this government lacks vision
and leadership where it counts? Sadly the entire state
will suffer as the truth becomes known and we are
forced to tear down the cobwebs the government is
creating. We are not opposing the bill.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I want to make a few comments in reply.
First of all I thank those who contributed to the
debate — Mr Lenders, Mr Barber, Mr Elsbury,
Mr Scheffer, Mr Ramsay and Mr Eideh — for their
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mostly positive comments on the content of the
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011. Various
members described the amendments as technical, minor
or tinkering at the edges of some of the processes in
place under the acts to be amended. It is true that they
are small amendments and technical in nature, but they
are important in improving the system insofar as these
amendments go. I thank members for not opposing the
amendments contained in this bill before the
Parliament.
I particularly want to note the comments of Mr Lenders
and Mr Barber, who requested the opportunity for a
broader debate around some of the issues associated
with resource extraction and associated procedures in
regard to minerals extraction and mining in this state.
That request will be conveyed to the Minister for
Energy and Resources. In response to that, though, I
want to point out to those members that the government
gave terms of reference to the Economic Development
and Infrastructure Committee of the Parliament in
February this year, and that inquiry goes at least in part
to some of the issues canvassed by Mr Lenders and
Mr Barber and their desire to have a broader public
debate about some of these issues. That inquiry
provides at least some opportunity for discussion about
the important matters they rightfully raised during
today’s debate on this bill.
That inquiry provides an opportunity, but there will be
further opportunities before that report is completed.
Other bills currently going through Parliament — and I
expect there to be others in the future — will give more
occasion for raising some of the issues that both
Mr Lenders and Mr Barber gave notice of their interest
in during their contributions to this debate today.
Ultimately the government’s response to that inquiry
will provide a forum for further debate on these matters.
With that in mind I thank members for their
contributions to the debate today and I leave it to you,
Acting President, to ask the appropriate questions.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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Total time
Main government party lead speaker
Main opposition party lead speaker
Other party lead speaker
Remaining speakers

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sessional orders
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:

No limit
60 minutes
60 minutes
45 minutes
15 minutes

Budget debate
That, until the end of the session, unless otherwise ordered by
the Council —
1.

Total time
Main government party lead speaker
Main opposition party lead speaker
Other party lead speaker
Remaining speakers

Interruption of business

That standing order 4.06(1) be suspended and the following
will apply:
‘(1) Unless a motion to adjourn has already been moved by a
minister pursuant to standing order 4.05, the President
will interrupt the business before the house at —
(a) 10.00 p.m. on Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday
(b) 4.00 p.m. on Friday
(c) 6.30 p.m. on Wednesday if there is notification that
a standing or select committee is meeting that
day.’.
2.

3.

and that the following will apply:
‘Address-in-reply (standing order 1.10)
Total time
Main government party lead speaker
Main opposition party lead speaker
Other party lead speaker
Remaining speakers

No limit
60 minutes
60 minutes
45 minutes
15 minutes

Government business (standing order 5.06)
Total time
Main government party lead speaker
Main opposition party lead speaker
Other party lead speaker
Remaining speakers

No limit
60 minutes
60 minutes
45 minutes
15 minutes

Motions of urgent public importance (standing
order 6.09)
Total time
Main government party lead speaker
Main opposition party lead speaker
Other party lead speaker
Remaining speakers
Government bills — second-reading debate

No limit
60 minutes
60 minutes
45 minutes
15 minutes

Procedure when answers to questions on notice not
provided

That standing order 8.11(1)(a) be suspended and the
following will apply:
‘(a) at the conclusion of the normal time for answering
questions on notice, a non-government member on
a Wednesday, and a government member on a
Thursday, after that period, may ask the relevant
minister for an explanation; and’.

Time limits

That the time limits specified in standing order 5.03 for the
following business be suspended —
Address-in-reply
Government business
Motions of urgent public importance
Government bills — second-reading debate
Budget debate

No limit
60 minutes
60 minutes
45 minutes
15 minutes’.

4.

Relationship to standing orders

The foregoing provisions of this resolution, so far as they are
inconsistent with the standing orders or practices of the
Council will have effect notwithstanding anything contained
in the standing orders or practices of the Council.

In doing so, I indicate that essentially these are modest
incremental changes to the orders that govern this
place. These changes are changes to sessional orders,
the rules that apply in this session, as opposed to
changes to standing orders, which are the deeper rules
of the procedures of the chamber. For the benefit of the
chamber I will briefly recap what happened in the last
Parliament. As in most parliaments, activities were
undertaken by what was called the Standing Orders
Committee, now renamed the Procedures Committee
but essentially doing the same work, in looking over a
lengthy period of time at a number of changes.
It is worth reiterating briefly that a number of those
changes brought agreement across all the parties at that
time in the chamber: the Labor Party, the Liberal Party,
The Nationals, the Greens and the Democratic Labor
Party. Those changes saw a Senate-style committee
system introduced. This was partially the work of
Ms Pennicuik, and I am happy to put on the record that
this was broadly supported across the chamber. Those
committees have since been established and have begun
to do some of their work.
Other changes were made at that time. I am not going
to list them all, but many of them were agreed upon;
there were points of disagreement. Indeed in the last
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sitting week of the last Parliament I, as Leader of the
Opposition in this chamber, moved a number of
amendments which sought to, as it were, liberalise the
standing orders and allow greater flexibility in the
chamber to achieve greater clarity about the position of
minor parties and other matters. The changes that I
proposed at the time were opposed by the Labor Party
and the Greens. It is a matter of record that I was
disappointed about that, but nonetheless that is the way
it transpired in the chamber.
In that context I see that there will be a need in this
Parliament to look further at the standing orders. This is
an incremental process where standing orders are
refined and improved on matters important to both the
government and the opposition in order to find points of
agreement and collaboration. I put on the record that the
government is prepared to work as part of the
Procedures Committee in future months and years as
this Parliament progresses to undertake that work to
either make some sessional order changes or,
particularly towards the end of the Parliament, to make
changes to the standing orders that the chamber, as
represented in the Procedures Committee, thinks is
appropriate at the time. That is by way of background,
and it is important to put those points on the record.
The motion essentially does three things. Firstly, it
tidies up the issue of Wednesdays. A number of
changes were made to the standing orders to bring in an
opportunity for the new committees to meet on a
Wednesday night, and a specific place was found for
them. At the suggestion of Mr Hall, who is on the
Procedures Committee, I think I can say without
breaching the confidences of the committee too
extensively that the idea to meet on a Wednesday night
was so the new committees would have the opportunity
to meet as it was needed.
What then emerged — and I do not think this was
genuinely foreseen by anyone — is that there would be
a choppiness about how that would be applied.
Committee reports were dealt with from 5.30 p.m. until
6.30 p.m. Then on some occasions the house has
adjourned because a number of committees have set
down meetings. On other occasions the house has not
adjourned, some committees have met and then the
house has been brought back for quite short periods
close to 10 o’clock, holding back staff who are not part
of the committee proceedings.
If it were the case that this would be routinely a time of
business of the house, we would not be looking at this
particular amendment. The aim is to ensure that there is
a smooth transition if a standing or select committee is
meeting on the Wednesday. They would need to notify
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the President or officers of the Parliament to tell them
that a select committee or standing committee is
meeting on that day. If that is the case, it would then
become the practice that the adjournment would occur
at 6.30 p.m. and the adjournment debate would occur at
that point, rather than bringing the chamber back within
minutes of 10 o’clock.
This motion is to clear a genuine glitch. If no select or
standing committee is meeting on that day, then the
house would continue in the normal way through its
range of business, which would be the default general
business but occasionally might be government
business where there were some negotiated
arrangement between the various parties. This is a very
reasonable step to improve the operation of this
chamber. The opportunity is there if we see that the
capacity of the house to continue is important for one
party or another. We can work through that, and the
opportunity would be there for the house to sit further
by arrangement.
The issue of time limits was raised during relevant
debates in the last Parliament. It is a matter of record
that my view has generally been against time limits.
The Labor Party has had a view in favour of time
limits — that is a longstanding position — but the
standing orders currently prescribe time limits.
However, there is a glitch in the time limits in that they
do not recognise clearly the position of the Greens; they
leave the position of a third party perhaps unclear. I
would argue that, given other parliamentary acts, the
third party by definition and traditionally in this
chamber has been The Nationals. In my view that is
what has always been intended by the meaning of ‘third
party’.
However, to put that beyond doubt, it is our intention
that the position be made clear: the major government
party lead speaker would have 60 minutes, the main
opposition party lead speaker would have 60 minutes
and the lead speaker of any other minor party or parties
present — in the case of this Parliament that is The
Nationals and the Greens — would have 45 minutes,
with remaining speakers having 45 minutes also.
The President has made a ruling which to some extent
appears to defy the precise meaning of the current
relevant standing order, but at the same time that ruling
was made in a generous spirit with which I would not
take issue. It is quite correct that the lead speaker of a
minor party that wants to put its position should have
that additional period of time. I do not think there will
be quibbles in the chamber about the principle behind
that point. People might argue about the framing of it or
about the way the words are put together, but I do not
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think there will be argument about the principle behind
the point.
The third element of the motion is to put in place a
change in procedure in relation to times when answers
to questions on notice are not provided. Standing order
8.11 would be altered such that on Wednesdays
non-government members would raise issues about
questions on notice with the relevant minister and on
Thursday government members would do so. This
would ensure that an opportunity remained for
members to raise those issues.
Given the nature of the standing orders, it would be
reasonable that any debate that followed would fall, in
the case of non-government members, into the time for
non-government business and, in the case of
government members, into the time for government
business. Again, I think this is reasonable. It would
address the practice we have seen in recent times, when
there have been arguably very long periods devoted to
these points — which I might add was not the practice
in the last Parliament. Those rights of members to raise
those matters are clearly important, and it is also
important for members of the chamber to be able to put
their case in a structured debate — in a take-note
format. That will be preserved by this proposed
sessional order change.
As a chamber we can trial these arrangements to see
how they operate. If they were not operating properly,
the government would be prepared to discuss that and
to look further at how we might make refinements that
would ensure that the house operated smoothly and that
members’ rights and privileges in terms of raising these
matters were not in any way curtailed. This would
mean members would be able to make their points
about questions on notice, whether there were specific
items or more general points that a member wished to
make. We believe those opportunities should exist.
On the matter of questions on notice, it is important to
note the scale of the numbers of such questions coming
through this chamber. I absolutely acknowledge the
importance of questions on notice as a vehicle with
which both government and non-government members
can seek information from ministers in this chamber
and in the other chamber. I place on record our
commitment to assist in that. I could go on a trip down
memory lane about the failure to answer questions in
previous times, but I do not think that would be highly
productive in the context of a genuine discussion within
this debate.
It is worth putting on record the significant number of
questions on notice asked in this Parliament. With the
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house’s indulgence I will place some statistics on the
record. These are figures to 13 September this year, so
they are not the most recent figures, but they are quite
indicative. In the Assembly there have been 1203
questions since 8 February this year, and in the Council
there have been 4499 in the same period. The average
number of questions per sitting day in the Assembly
has been 35.38 and in the Council 132.3.
It is interesting to look at the comparisons with other
states. In the New South Wales Assembly there have
been 964 questions since 3 May this year, equating to
approximately 22.95 questions per sitting day, and in
the NSW Council there have been 712 questions on
notice in the same period, equating to approximately
17.8 per sitting day. These are very different from the
numbers here. In Queensland a significant numbers of
questions were asked — about 40.92 questions per day.
In Western Australia’s Assembly there have been 37.13
per day and in its Council 26.72 per day; in Tasmania’s
Assembly 1.65 per day and in its Council 0.88 per day;
in the Northern Territory 3.08 questions on notice per
day; in the ACT’s single house 15.3 per day. In the
commonwealth Parliament’s House of Representatives
there have been an average of 9.25 per day and in the
Senate an average of 23.6.
What can be seen from those statistics is that the
number of questions on notice being put in the
Victorian Legislative Council, at 132.3 per day, is far
and away the most significant number in any chamber
in the country. The load of questions is very significant.
A number of other parliaments have orders that limit
the number of questions. For example, the New South
Wales Legislative Assembly has sessional order 132,
which limits the number of questions to three per day.
Queensland’s standing order 114 limits the number of
questions to one per day in that chamber. That is a very
small number. We have no such restriction on the
number of questions on notice, but I note the very large
number that we have here. I remember that Mr Lenders,
when he was Leader of the Government, in a previous
Parliament became agitated and without refusing to
deal with questions on notice, he indicated a level of
displeasure at the number of questions Mr Dalla-Riva
had put forward.
I think these privileges are important rights for
members. Members should exercise these privileges
judiciously on behalf of their constituents with a
measure of responsibility. We understand that with
word processing it is now very easy to replicate a
question dozens and dozens of times and place those
questions on the notice paper, requiring an enormous
amount of work from the ministers. I hasten to add that
I am not arguing that members should not have the
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right to do that or should not have the right to ask a
significant battery of questions. I think that is
appropriate, but there is a line and members need to
think about what is a reasonable and responsible — —
Mr Lenders — So that is phase 2?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am making the clear point
here that Victoria, in this chamber, with its average of
132.3 questions per sitting day, is far and away ahead of
the Queensland Parliament with its average of
40.92 questions per sitting day. The Queensland
Parliament has one chamber, and it is the next most
active chamber in the country in terms of the numbers
of questions on notice being asked. The ministers of
this government are endeavouring to respond to
questions as best we can. In fact today I provided
answers to more than 500 questions. I point out that we
are trying to respond to those questions. I know there
will be a genuine concession from members in this
chamber who were previously ministers that it is
sometimes hard to chase up ministers in the other place.
That has been the case in the five parliaments I have
been part of in this chamber. I understand that ministers
of any political party find that challenging. We will
certainly undertake that with some enthusiasm.
I make the point that the changes that have been
proposed are sessional orders; they are not changes to
standing orders. In that sense they are temporary to this
Parliament and are a trial. They will deal with some of
the points that members have made to me and others. I
know that the clerks and the staff of the chamber are
aware of the challenge of questions on notice. We are
endeavouring to find a way of dealing with the
challenges there while preserving the rights of members
to raise matters on behalf of their constituents.
Equally the point in regard to Wednesday sittings is a
sensible approach. It is an approach that will clean up
what I think was a misunderstood aspect. In
conversation with me last week Ms Pennicuik made the
point that we could have some discussion about the
scheduling of statements on reports. Currently these are
scheduled to occur between 5.30 p.m. and 6.30 p.m. on
Wednesdays. Ms Pennicuik suggested that it would be
better if they were moved to Thursday, for example. I
think there is a legitimate case for that.
I know that Mr Lenders in the Procedure Committee, or
the Standing Orders Committee as it was known in the
last Parliament, was keen to have those statements on
reports moved to a day that was not a government
business day because the period set aside for those
statements was encroaching on government business
time. I understand Mr Lenders’s point of view in the
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context of my position to get legislation through the
chamber and ensure that there is proper and reasonable
time to debate it.
There is a long list of things to consider, and I know
that Ms Pennicuik and indeed others in the chamber
will put some of those points on the list today. No doubt
the chamber will begin to discuss those issues over the
forthcoming period.
In conclusion, what we have here are three moderate
and reasonable modifications that have been put
forward through the sessional order mechanism. The
first in effect puts in place the President’s ruling to
ensure that smaller parties are properly able to put their
case, the second deals with some points around
questions on notice and the third concerns the
smoothing of the issue of the interruption of business
on Wednesdays.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In
opening my response to Mr David Davis I would say
that he seeks to be reasonable in all of this, but in
practice what we are seeing here is something that is
anything but reasonable. It is interesting how the
leopard has changed its spots. If we compare the time
when Mr Davis was in opposition to that of classical
Greece, he behaved like Socrates walking around the
streets of Athens talking about democracy and talking
about the brave new world, how things could be and
how fantastic it was. However, while Socrates was
walking around the streets of Athens, the Spartans had
besieged the city. I would urge Mr Davis to do a bit of
research into what a Spartan archer was. I think
Mr Davis has moved from being Socrates to being a
Spartan archer. I would not be flattered by the
description ‘Spartan archer’, if I were Mr Davis,
because the Spartans’ view of archers was that they
were sneaky and cowardly.
What we are seeing here is that with the protection of
21 votes in government, the coalition has moved from
being like Socrates inside the city, espousing
democracy, to a position of using sheer numbers — that
is, we are seeing the Spartan archer syndrome, which I
think is a cowardly and sneaky way of basically
winding back the rights of this chamber. I am not going
to overexaggerate what the three points do. I am not
going to overexaggerate that, because these are
incremental changes, but they are all changes that wind
back scrutiny. Socrates is basically gagging those who
would like to have a democratic chamber.
I will start by saying that members of the Labor Party
are not opposed to reform. For history’s sake I will look
back to the 55th Parliament, when the Labor Party had
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the numbers in this house, and I will outline for
Mr David Davis what happened then. We actually had
quite a clear platform. We went to an election with a
platform that included the reform of this Parliament and
a commitment to basically bring the procedures of the
Assembly into the Council. We went public with a
platform of what we were intending to do.

put on hold. I exaggerate in saying ‘all of these
procedures’, but certainly the dual committees — the
legislation-reference committee proposal, for
example — were put on hold when the then Howard
government had the numbers. I would say to Mr David
Davis that we on this side are wary of reform proposals
that get read out on a Wednesday.

Weeks before the Parliament resumed we circulated a
copy of proposed sessional orders to the other parties in
this house — to the Liberal Party and the National
Party, as it was at the time. We circulated the proposed
new sessional orders, and the sessional orders we
finally presented to the house were varied as a
consequence of that discussion. There were some issues
that members of the opposition parties took great
exception to, and in some areas the government used its
numbers to deliver on — for example, with respect to
the issue of time limits — but the then government
tweaked and varied other areas. That was the
55th Parliament.

I know what is going to happen to our amendment
should it be referred to the Procedure Committee; it is
going to be voted down. Suddenly the government will
use its numbers. Part of the reason I say that — and
perhaps I am being a bit naive and untrusting — is that
the last time the Liberal Party or the coalition had
control of this house, in 1992, one of its first acts was to
reduce the precedence general business had on
Wednesdays. I might be verballing Mark Birrell to say
this was his first act, but one of his first acts last time
there was a change of government and the coalition
came into power was to reduce the number of hours
general business had precedence on a Wednesday to
only 3.

At the end of that Parliament many of the sessional
orders were incorporated into the standing orders after a
committee process. The will of the government of the
day was essentially exercised, but there was a lot of
variation — amendments were accepted, and changes
were made. That committee included a number of
people: Mr Philip Davis, who is still in this house,
Mr Bill Forward from the Liberal Party, Barry Bishop
from the National Party and four members of the Labor
Party. As far as the process of getting engagement
went, that was how it happened in the 55th Parliament
when the government had the numbers in the
Legislative Council.
We have talked about the 56th Parliament and the then
Standing Orders Committee recommendations that
were adopted by this house. All of the members of that
Standing Orders Committee are still here, except for
Robert Smith, if my recollection is correct. In fact the
committee membership is the same, except that Bob
Smith has been replaced by our current President; so we
had a continuum. Mr Davis is correct in saying there
was a collective view that we should adopt the rules of
the Australian Senate as much as possible. We had a
long discussion as to how that applied to Victoria
across a range of things.
What Mr Davis does not mention is that while the
Standing Orders Committee was discussing the
Australian Senate, there was this big dark space that we
did not want to touch on which was the period from
1 July 2005 until the change of government in 2007
when the Senate was controlled by the then coalition
government and all of these procedures were essentially

It would be disingenuous of me to say that when we
were elected to government in 1999 we changed that;
we did not. We left it at the 3 hours codified by Mark
Birrell. It is interesting that the change was carried by
the previous government of the 56th Parliament, when
the non-government parties once again gave general
business precedence for the whole day. It is back in
place. But it is interesting to note that now we once
again have had a change of government, the very first
sessional order proposed by the coalition starts to buy
back into that tendency whereby the government of the
day decides how much time the Legislative Council
will spend on general business. I do not want to
overdramatise this; it is a tweaking. But the direction of
this tweaking genuinely alarms me.
I will formally move my amendment and speak to it. I
move:
That after proposed sessional order 4, insert:
‘; and
that the proposed sessional orders be referred to the
Procedure Committee for inquiry, consideration and
report and that such sessional orders not take effect until
such time as the committee reports back to the house.’.

Essentially that means that rather than the house
adopting this motion today, it will be looked at further.
This is particularly important, because these issues are
not just something for the session, as Mr David Davis
says. He knows that probably for the last 15 or 20 years
a session has lasted the duration of the whole
Parliament. In effect we are being asked to basically
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agree to these as the standing orders for the next three
years and two months. That is a concern.
I will go through the three areas and express the
opposition’s concern on them. It is particularly
important to note the history, because the Senate
procedure which Mr Davis talked about becomes a total
farce when a government ruthlessly and continually
uses its numbers. That is the 21 to 19 rule. I say that
because we had a genuine quin-partisan agreement that
the Senate committee system would be good for the
Victorian Legislative Council. It is on the books; it is
there. But what has happened is on every single
occasion, without exception, when a Labor or a Greens
member has moved to refer anything to a Legislative
Council reference committee the government has used
its numbers, 21 to 19, to stop it being referred.
Now we have the Hall doctrine, as I will call it — not
quite as grand as the Monroe Doctrine was, although
perhaps to Latin America that was draconian — where
suddenly the government says, ‘It is a government
election commitment; therefore it is fantastic’. I say to
Mr Hall — and it will probably be held against me —
that when we were elected in 1999 we had an election
commitment for a system of fast rail to regional cities.
The outcome has been fantastic. But we did not quite
get the maths right with our Treasury advice. On
Mr Hall’s assumption all of that should not have been
scrutinised, because it was an election commitment.
The Hall doctrine — and I know Mr Hall will speak on
this motion, so he can clarify the record if he thinks I
am verballing him — essentially says that because it is
an election commitment it should not go to a reference
committee.
There is another example. I do not quite recall which
minister said this; I suspect it was Mr Dalla-Riva. But
let us just say it was a minister who made the comment,
‘This has been scrutinised through the government
process. It has been through the department, through
the cabinet, through the party room’.
Mr Viney — That is it.
Mr LENDERS — That is it. Again, without
disrespect to the coalition government’s process, I have
been in government. I know that sometimes after that
process there are still mistakes that slip through. It is the
same bureaucrats advising the same ministers who are
using the same cabinet and committee process. Yet it is
somehow a heretical suggestion that the Legislative
Council standing committee or legislation committee
might actually cast its eye over legislation and then
send it off. It can do this in two or three days if it is
urgent legislation; it is hardly slowing it down. My
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point is that we have all the processes of the Senate, but
the committees cannot self-reference. I know
Ms Pennicuik would say she wanted committees to
self-reference, but we were copying the Senate. When
the government has a majority — when the 21 to 19
rule is in place — the Senate practice is meaningless. It
is all in the hands of one man, the Leader of the
Government, and we do not have a lot of goodwill in
addressing this.
Before going to the three points, I will once again use
my Spartan archer analogy to note the sneaky and
cowardly flagging of the fact that there are too many
questions on notice. Let us just pause for a second on
this point. How outrageous that the Labor Party and the
Greens would dare ask so many questions on notice and
as a benchmark use the number of questions asked in
Queensland. There are a couple of things I would say to
that. Firstly, if it is okay for Mr Dalla-Riva to ask 5000
or 7000 questions, and I was critical of him asking
them — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — If Mr David Davis would
actually listen, he would hear me say that when I have
spoken to seek the answers to questions on notice I
have not been seeking them from Mr Hall, from whom
I have sought many in his role of representing in this
chamber the Minister for Education, Mr Dixon, because
there were a lot to ask. Having been education minister,
I know that, on those questions on capital works
funding for schools, it is simply a matter of loading
down information from the education database into an
answer for the minister. I suspect the problem is that
there is concern about what the answers might actually
bring out — that schools are losing their funding.
Presumably Josephine Cafagna and her media unit, or
whoever from the Premier’s office is minding this —
because these obviously go through the Premier’s
office — are concerned that if these questions are
answered it will be embarrassing for the government. I
say categorically that there is no administrative reason
for some of these answers not to be provided.
I also say to Mr David Davis — and I say this to him in
all sincerity — that if he considers the workload of
ministers in this house is tough in answering so many
questions on notice, there are now six ministers in this
house while in the last Parliament there were four and
for quite a time there were three. If he is talking about
workload in relation to questions on notice, I point out
that he actually has 50 per cent more ministers than
there were previously to respond to those questions. If
he is talking and concerned about a 10 per cent or
20 per cent increase in the number of questions, when
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the state of Victoria is growing by 2 per cent a year,
what are six ministers doing, when four or three
ministers used to manage the same item of business?
Mr Davis talked about other houses of Parliament. I
note that for the best part of six months the South
Australian Legislative Council had a single minister
and that the Tasmanian Legislative Council has a single
minister, so let us match apples with apples. If it is such
a big issue for Mr Davis, perhaps he should get his
ministers to share some of the load.
I will go through three particular issues that are being
proposed. The first is that the house adjourn at
6.30 p.m. effectively on a Wednesday. Under the
previous government we had a proposal from the
Standing Orders Committee that we put essentially all
the non-government business on a Wednesday. I
acknowledge that Ms Pennicuik did not like the
statements on reports being included there. There was a
sensible proposal from Mr Hall — I do not think I am
giving anything away by saying this — that the
committees should meet then. At the time we as the
government agreed to that as a relevant part of scrutiny.
If the committees met from 8.00 p.m. until 10 00 p.m.
on a Wednesday, that would be a sensible use of
people’s time.
This system is not working because the committees are
totally shackled by the government. The only
references the committees are given are those that
Mr Davis deems should be given to them. We have a
house with 40 members and the only references,
without exception, are those that Mr Davis, as the
Leader of the Government, wants to give to a
committee.
We have had good references such as that on organ
donation having been referred and that is fine. Surely
the Legislative Council, the house of review, should be
choosing what it wishes to review, not what the
Minister for Health, who happens to be the Leader of
the Government, decides that the committees should
review. One could be incredibly cynical and say that he
does so just to keep the committees busy, to shut up
their members and not let them do any scrutiny of their
own. One piece of legislation after another that the
non-government parties have sought to refer to a
committee has not been allowed because the
government has used its numbers. All that the
government gives the committees are references that
the Minister for Health fancies. I challenge anybody to
refute that. It is a David Davis show!
The first sessional order proposes that the President will
interrupt the business of the house at 6.30 p.m. on a
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Wednesday if a committee is meeting that day. So,
while the government has 21 members, it will be
beyond the power of the Legislative Council to even
decide whether it wishes to meet after dinner on a
Wednesday. The government will always determine
that one of its committees will meet, even for a sham
1 minute, so that it actually effectively shuts down
scrutiny. I am sure Mr Davis will put his hand on his
heart, look sincere with that Spartan archer look and
say, ‘No, no. Trust us’. But it is not the case. We were
not born yesterday. This is a deliberate effort, as was
the case with the federal Howard government, to shut
down scrutiny.
On the face of it, for the house to adjourn at 6.30 p.m. if
committees are meeting appears reasonable. But it
actually does two things: first, because the government,
using its numbers, will shut down the house, it
completely rips apart the procedure agreed by the last
Procedure Committee of this house that Wednesday be
the day of the business of the non-government parties;
and second, it leaves staff and members uncertain of
when the house will sit.
A while ago I raised in this house the issue of a Labor
Party function at a Max Brenner shop to show support
for that Israeli business that was being ridiculously
persecuted by people. That was at 6.45 p.m. during a
dinner break, which allowed me time to get to South
Melbourne in my electorate. The new sessional order
will provide that the house will not sit if a committee is
meeting and members will not know until 6.30 p.m.
whether a committee will be meeting. Again, on a
Wednesday of a sitting week members will not be able
to plan what they will do during the dinner break. For
me, it was important to go to Max Brenner’s. That
example is exactly the sort of thing that will come up
under the proposed scenario. Members will not know
whether the house will adjourn at 6.30 p.m. I will have
a choice — that is, not to raise a matter in the
adjournment debate.
No matter how members look at the proposal, it is bad
management practice and it also guts the rights of
members. We on this side do not approve of the
symbolism of this proposal. With the government using
its numbers, the general business day will be taken
away from the non-government parties. There is also
the uncertainty for staff and the cost of running the
Parliament. Do we have the Hansard team here? Do we
have other staff here at 6.30 p.m. or not? We will not
know until 6.30 p.m. It is a Clayton’s answer.
The second proposal that Mr Davis has put forward is
on time limits for items of business and speakers. I find
it interesting, given that people screamed about the evils
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of time limits, that they are still there. Members of the
Labor Party do not oppose time limits. We have always
been supporters of them. I am just noting the hypocrisy
of party members who screamed about how bad time
limits were but who now want to keep them. That is
fine. We have no issue with the principle. From day one
of the 55th Parliament we as the government were
trying to work out what to do with new parties, but to
be blunt, it was too complex for Mr Bishop, then a
member for North Western Province. We said we
would look at it in the next Parliament.
We have no issue with the lead speaker for the Greens
having 45 minutes to speak in a debate, but we are
amused by the lead speaker for The Nationals having
45 minutes. I am assuming that that is what the
proposal is. On reading the motion, one would not
know what is the definition of a party. I take
Mr Davis’s point that the President has effectively ruled
that the Greens are a party until something to the
contrary is decided, so that is fine. I find it amusing,
though, that with members of The Nationals, who have
chosen to be bound by cabinet solidarity and to be part
of a coalition government, suddenly there is this
charade of independence. I get the charade of
independence if it is so that Mr Drum gets another two
salaries, but I do not understand the charade of
independence when it is proposed that the lead speaker
for The Nationals is given the opportunity to speak for
45 minutes in a debate.
I could hypothesise on this matter. In the Labor Party
we have a country caucus, of which Ms Tierney and
Mr Viney are two of the six members in this house. If
you add another 9 or 10 in the Assembly, they are a
party bigger than The Nationals. We are not seeking
45 minutes for Ms Tierney to speak because she is a
country caucus member. I put to you, Acting President,
that The Nationals have signed a coalition agreement
and form part of the government, so it does seem
strange that it is proposed that their leader be given
45 minutes to speak in a debate. We will not oppose
this proposal on that ground because we are all about
people having more time to speak and we consider it
reasonable. However, we note this strange dichotomy. I
consider that Ms Tierney has as much right to speak for
45 minutes as a second Labor speaker as any member
of The Nationals does as a second government speaker.
The last point I touch on is the third proposal, which
takes away the right of a member at the end of question
time to ask why a question on notice has not been
answered. I do not want to overdramatise this, as
members of the non-government parties will still be
able to do so on a Wednesday. I almost fell over
laughing and injured myself when I saw this motion,
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because I could hardly imagine a member of the
government having the guts to put a question on notice,
let alone ask a minister about it. Forgetting the ranks of
Spartan archers opposite, I must admit that I was
somewhat amused at that proposal. What we will see is
that the ability of the opposition to hold the government
to account will again be reduced.
The argument is already coming from Mr David Davis
about the abundance of questions on notice and how
unreasonable that is. The absolute response to that is:
what on earth are those two extra ministers that the
Premier appointed doing? Literally the first act of the
Baillieu government was to increase the cabinet by
10 per cent. Four Labor ministers managed to do the
work and suddenly the six in this house cannot do the
work. Clearly Mr Davis is flagging that the government
will again hack into democracy in here. The Labor
Party is opposed to the first and third sessional orders
being made here. We certainly are not opposed to the
second one concerning time limits.
In conclusion, this is the thin end of the wedge. In itself
it is not something we are particularly alarmed about,
but it is the thin end of the wedge, and we ask: where is
it all going? We propose these proposed sessional
orders go to the Procedure Committee, because if we
are trying to tidy up some of the procedures, that is the
place to do it. That is the place where it has always been
done. To come into the house with a series of changes
and think that is somehow or other okay, I think is
wrong. Sadly, Socrates walking around Athens has
forgotten. I have moved my amendment, and I urge
support for it.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — There
are three items in Mr Davis’s notice of motion 177
regarding new sessional orders, and they are interesting.
As Mr Lenders has said, some parts of the motion, for
example the second one around time limits, are
basically just putting in place what the President has
already ruled upon, but I think the others at the very
least require more discussion. I would also suggest that
there are other aspects of the way we operate that could
be included in sessional orders.
Mr Davis referred to a conversation we had last week
after I approached him to speak about his proposed
motion and raised the issue of the problem with the
adjournment debate. I think Mr Hall would agree,
because he was on the Standing Orders Committee of
the last Parliament, which is now called the Procedure
Committee — as Mr Lenders said, basically the same
people who were on that committee in the last
Parliament are on it again in this one. We had a long
conversation about adopting Senate rules and about
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other aspects of our operation under the Victorian
standing orders and we looked at the adjournment
debate.
I do not think what has transpired in terms of limiting
each member to raising one adjournment debate matter
per week is what we intended. Prior to the rewriting of
the standing orders right at the end of the last
Parliament — pretty well on the last day of it — we had
been operating under sessional orders whereby a person
could raise an adjournment matter every night of the
week if they wished to. Not many people did that,
although there are some in the Parliament who do raise
a lot of adjournment matters — at least two and
possibly three a week. That worked well. It did not
cause a problem. Now we are all limited to raising just
one matter per week. Given that there are not normally
many opportunities to raise matters with ministers, and
given that adjournment matters are by and large issues
that are raised by the community — by community
groups or individuals — and brought by members to
the Parliament on behalf of those community members
and raised with the minister in the adjournment debate,
I think it is unfortunate that we have now arrived at that
restriction, which was not actually intended to be
imposed. That is one outstanding issue.
Another outstanding issue that I think could be talked
about in much more detail is the schedule for
Wednesdays. During our long discussions on standing
orders last year and about how to rearrange
Wednesdays we plucked statements on reports and
papers out of its timeslot, which was just following
member statements and formal business on Thursdays,
and plonked it in at 5.30 p.m. on Wednesdays. I said at
the time in the Standing Orders Committee, and I am
happy to repeat it to the chamber, that this would be
disruptive and a bit messy, particularly as we were also
changing the Wednesday schedule to allow for
committees to meet after dinner from 8.00 p.m. until
10.00 p.m. As Mr Lenders was saying, a lot less than
the whole of Wednesday was being devoted to general
business. Certainly the time after dinner was taken
away from general business. Even though I thought it
was a very good idea to have a dedicated time for
committees to meet, putting statements on reports and
papers in the 5.30 p.m. timeslot made the day more
disjointed.
I also made the point that many members like to speak
on the Auditor-General’s reports. Those are tabled on
Wednesdays and the Auditor-General gives his briefing
on those reports at lunchtime on Wednesdays. To
expect members, with the other duties they may have in
the house, to be able to make statements on reports 2 or
3 hours after lunch is probably not reasonable. They
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need to have at least that night to consider the report
and be able to make a statement on it the following day.
I am presuming that is why statements on reports and
papers were previously scheduled for Thursdays.
Those are just two of the issues that I think could be
discussed in the Procedure Committee, so the Greens
are inclined to support Mr Lenders’s motion that the
proposed sessional orders be referred to the Procedure
Committee for inquiry, consideration and report and
that such sessional orders not take effect until such time
as the committee reports back to the house.
I can also say in support of that motion that a little
while ago a scheduled meeting of the Procedure
Committee was postponed, which I understand was due
to the illness of the Clerk’s wife and the Clerk not being
able to be there. That was fine, but I was expecting that
once we came back from the midyear break the
committee would be convened, because in our previous
meeting of the Procedure Committee many of these
issues had been canvassed and where the issues were
left was with the agreement that we needed to have a
meeting of the committee to discuss them further, along
with any other issues that people wished to raise. That
is where I thought we were, but the next thing I knew
Mr Davis had popped up with this motion. I think if
time and effort is going to be put into producing
sessional orders, the committee should discuss all these
other issues that are outstanding and then come to the
chamber with a recommendation.
Firstly, I go to the issue of time limits. I understand that
what Mr Davis is proposing will put the ruling by the
President into the sessional orders, but I make the
point — I think I made the point when we had this
discussion leading up to the President’s ruling, and it is
worth making again — that in terms of the ‘other
party’, Mr Davis’s intention is that ‘other party’ will
mean the Greens or The Nationals — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Or both.
Ms PENNICUIK — Or both. I do not want to die in
a ditch over that, but I would say that The Nationals are
part of the government, so I would have thought that
the lead government speaker, at times, may be a
speaker from The Nationals. I do not think that is quite
as it was intended; the lead speaker of the government
is the lead speaker of the government, be that speaker
from the Liberal Party or The Nationals; and the other
party, in the case of the configuration now, would be
the Greens.
I also make the point that when 45 minutes is taken up
by the lead speaker of the other party, in 9 cases out
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of 10 that speaker will be the only speaker from the
Greens, because we tend to only put up one speaker.
We do not all speak on every piece of legislation. When
we want to put an argument about an important piece of
legislation and foreshadow amendments, it is very
difficult to do so in 15 minutes, so we appreciate the
ruling by the President and we appreciate what
Mr Davis is proposing in this motion.
I have also drawn up amendments. In terms of time
limits, I seek to amend the motion by Mr Davis such
that there be no time limits. The first of my three
amendments is that the adjournment debate not be
limited to one adjournment matter per week per
member, but it would still keep in place the limitation
that no member could make more than one statement
per night. Members could only raise one statement per
day but could at least raise a statement on every day if
they wished to, as long as there were no more than
20 matters raised each day.
Therefore, I move:
1.

After proposed sessional order 1, insert:
‘2. That standing order 4.10(3) and (4) be suspended
and the following will apply:
“(3) No individual member may be called more
than once each day.”.’.

2.

Before proposed sessional order 2, insert:
‘2. That standing order 5.02(2) and (3) be suspended
and the following will apply:
“(2) On Wednesday —
Messages
Formal business
Members statements (up to 15 members)
General business
At 12 noon questions
Answers to questions on notice
General business (continues)
At 8.00 p.m. standing committees (if meeting)
or general business or government business
(if standing committees not meeting)
Adjournment (up to 20 members)
(3) On Thursday —
Messages
Formal business
Members statements (up to 15 members)
Statements on reports and papers (60 minutes)
Government business
At 12 noon questions
Answers to questions on notice
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Government business (continues)
Adjournment (up to 20 members)”.’.

3.

In proposed sessional order 2 relating to time limits,
omit all words and expressions after ‘and that the
following will apply:’.

The second amendment goes to the matter I raised
earlier, which is the reinstatement of 60 minutes for
statements on reports and papers, with 5 minutes per
member, which should go back to its original timeslot
on a Thursday. For the reasons I mentioned I do not
think that encroaches too much on government
business, and I also make the point that many of the
speakers during statements on reports and papers are in
fact government members. At least half and sometimes
more of those speakers are government members, so I
am not sure why that needs to be confined to
non-government business time. Another of the reasons I
mentioned earlier was that the tabling of the
Auditor-General’s reports routinely done on
Wednesday gives members an opportunity to read the
report overnight and make notes in order to make their
5-minute statement on those important reports from the
Auditor-General.
One of the other issues I raise relates to the time limits
which were in the original standing orders. In the last
sessional orders time limits were taken away from most
things except adjournment matters, members
statements and a couple of other formal matters, which
means that there are time limits when significant reports
are tabled in the Council, such as Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee reports and also the reports we
look forward to seeing tabled at the end of this year or
early next year by the new standing committees, which
have large and important references, such as the one on
organ donation. The committee I am on, the
Environment and Planning References Committee, has
a reference on environmental planning and health,
which is a very important issue, notwithstanding that it
is an issue referred to the committee by the
government.
As things stand at the moment, the standing orders
allow for the lead speaker — or the member presenting
the report — to speak for 5 minutes and subsequent
speakers to speak for 2 minutes. The work of the
committees is carried on for a whole year. They hold
hearings on Wednesday nights, receive submissions
from hundreds of community members, hold outside
hearings, make site visits and produce large reports on
very important public matters, but under the standing
orders the person tabling a report has 5 minutes to
speak about it and other members are confined to
2 minutes. Those time limits should also be removed.
That is another issue that could be discussed in the
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Procedure Committee. If statements on those reports
are confined to those time limits, they do not do them
any justice. There should be a proper debate in the
Council about those reports if and when they are tabled.
Another issue I think we could revisit in the Procedure
Committee is the issue of self-referencing of the
Senate-style committees. Mr Lenders mentioned earlier
that I advocated strongly for those committees to have a
self-referencing power. The reason I did that was that
although I knew it was a slight departure from the
Senate model — which Mr Lenders is very attached to
and will not deviate from at all — I made the point that
this is not the Senate, we do not have 76 members and
we do not have the staffing, the resources and
everything else that the Senate has, including the
number of committees, as we have only three
committees. It would be a very handy device for the
committees to be able to self-reference and look at
matters that fall within their remit. That is something
we could also discuss in the Procedure Committee.
It would be a very good thing for the government to
consider supporting the amendment to this motion
proposed by Mr Lenders and to convene the Procedure
Committee to look at these other issues that should be
added to anything that changes or introduces sessional
orders for this Parliament.
I would like to go to paragraph 3 of Mr Davis’s motion,
which concerns the procedure when answers to
questions on notice are not provided. This deviates
from the current system whereby any member may
stand up at the end of any question time and ask for an
explanation as to why a question has not been answered
when it is past the 30-day limit.
I have had a discussion with Mr Davis about this, and
he mentioned in that discussion, as indeed he did here
in the house, that the reason for it is that too much time
has been taken up with people raising queries about
unanswered questions. As I did say to him at the time,
my answer to that is: can we get the answers to the
questions? I say this because, although I do not want to
go to that debate now, I still have quite a large number
of questions on notice which have not been answered,
and the interesting thing about them is that when we
have called or emailed or both the office of the minister,
the staff have sometimes told us that the answers have
been given to the minister, sometimes quite a long time
ago — back in June or even May — but they have not
arrived here in the chamber, when they are meant to be
delivered to the member within 30 days.
Therefore I think it is legitimate for us to stand up on
any day of the week and ask where the answers to
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particular questions are. The chamber does not need to
be held up on any particular day if the answers are
provided within the 30 days or not too much longer
after that or if explanations are given as to why that
cannot be so. As the President has mentioned —
certainly in the last sitting week when this became an
issue — we must be able to reassure him that we have
approached ministers by email or by telephone asking
where the answers are. I feel that if we have gone to the
trouble of doing that — and of course the standing
orders do not require us to do that; they require the
minister to furnish an answer to the question within
30 days and if the question has not been furnished, then
the member has the right to ask for an explanation —
and if the answer still does not appear, we should not be
confined in the chamber to asking that question on a
particular day of the week.
What happens in practice is that the minister comes in
on a Tuesday, most often with a bunch of questions that
have been furnished, and therefore we do not
necessarily stand up on a Tuesday and ask where the
questions are because we are thinking that our answers
might be in the bunch that have just been tabled; so it
tends to be Wednesdays and Thursdays only, and I do
not agree that it should be confined to non-government
members asking the question on Wednesdays and
government members on Thursdays.
I take Mr Lenders’s point that there are not that many
questions put to ministers by government members — I
am sure they would not be asking a minister in the
chamber about where the answer to their question is, so
I think that is a moot point. Therefore I do not believe
that part 3 of Mr Davis’s motion is required at all.
With regard to paragraph 1 (c) of his motion, which is
to interrupt business at 6.30 p.m. on Wednesdays if
there is notification that a standing or select committee
is meeting that day, I understand where Mr Davis is
coming from, and to be honest I think that is what was
envisaged in the Standing Orders Committee when we
discussed it in the last Parliament, but I do agree that
what was envisaged at the same time was that those
committees would be very busy with many references
and with bills referred to them under their legislative
function. Therefore in effect they would always be
meeting at that time.
However, as it turns out, some of them do not meet and
some of them only meet for a short time, so not all
committees meet from 8.00 p.m. until 10.00 p.m. on
Wednesday evenings. I must say the committee of
which I am a member, the Standing Committee on
Planning and Environment, does tend to do that, so
from my point of point of view I can see that this is not
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an offensive proposal, but if it means that some people
who are not on committees simply take off after the
adjournment, then I do not agree.
Just to clarify, I have moved my three amendments to
the motion, but I would suggest that if Mr Lenders’s
amendment is agreed to, then I will withdraw my
amendments because that would mean they could be
discussed and drawn up into new sessional orders. At
the end of the day we will not be able to support the
motion, not because we do not appreciate what
Mr Davis is doing with regard to time limits but I
prefer — as I know many in this house do — that we
do not have time limits, and I think that worked very
well in the last Parliament. I know some people do not
have that view, but by and large, except for a couple of
occasions when people did speak for very long times on
bills, they did work well.
I urge the government to support Mr Lenders’s
amendment to refer Mr Davis’s motion to the
Procedure Committee so that committee can discuss
new sessional orders and amendments that are needed
to other aspects of the standing orders and come back to
the chamber with a new proposal for sessional orders.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — We have had a few of these debates over
the years on standing orders and changes in this
chamber, and many of us may have had different
positions at different times depending on which side of
the house or end of the chamber one was sitting. They
have been interesting debates. Indeed those debates
have been necessary because the way this chamber
operates has changed significantly over the years. I
could cast my mind back to when I first came into this
chamber and talk about the committee structure and the
sitting of the chamber then. It would take some time to
go through all of that, and I will not do so except to say
that 20 years ago the way in which this chamber
operated was significantly different to the way it
operates today.
There has been an evolution of practices over the years,
and we will continue to see those changes roll out into
the future as this house, as is quite rightly its
prerogative, gives some consideration to the way it
operates. Some members have already referred in this
debate to the discussions that took place through the
Standing Orders Committee throughout 2010. If my
memory is correct, it was through a large part of that
year that the Standing Orders Committee of the
previous Parliament sat and deliberated on trying to set
a program that might be effective for the current
Parliament.
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It is also true to say, given that we are revealing some
of the real motives behind changes today and what
people were thinking, that this whole exercise
throughout 2010 was approached with a view about
who was going to be in government. Nobody knew
who that would be next time around, and therefore it
was a good thing that it seemed the workings of the
committee sought to strike a balance between what was
fair and reasonable for government, opposition and
other parties in the chamber. Consideration was not
given to the fact that we were going to be in
government or somebody else was going to be in
government, because nobody really knew. Therefore
the approach sought to achieve a balance of fairness
and allocate time for all parties to participate fully in
debates.
One of the catalysts for those discussions was the need
to fairly allocate time for the transaction of government
business and provide the opportunity for opposition
parties to raise matters of business. After some
deliberations throughout 2010, all parties agreed to the
formula that we have currently reached and have been
practising in 2011, and that has predominantly been a
change to our committee structure. Committees are
given the opportunity to meet during the week at a time
which has been allocated for parliamentary sittings
under our standing orders.
That is a bit of the background, and while I am not sure
that everybody was totally happy with the changes
arrived at as part of that process in 2010, we agreed it
was a reasonable compromise as to the rules. Some of
us did not agree entirely, but we saw that as a
reasonable compromise.
I now turn to the reason we are looking at some
changes as proposed in Mr Davis’s motion. I do not
think the proposed changes move away from the
general set of agreements and procedures that were
reached last time. They seek to, as is the case with the
second amendment regarding time limits, basically put
into practice what the President has already ruled. I
think that is helpful. The other two matters do not
significantly diverge from the sentiment of those
procedures agreed to last time, except to make them
more efficient.
I will comment on each of them in particular, but I want
to make one other general point about this. It has been
my longstanding view, a view I have expressed in this
chamber on many occasions before, that this house best
works if there is a sense of cooperation, goodwill,
understanding and compromise between all parties. No
matter how many rules we make by way of standing or
sessional orders — and we can have as many rules as

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
3392

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

we like — people will always find a way around them.
We can set rules and we can refine what we have —
and we are doing that again today — but at the end of
the day they will not work if there is not that sense of
goodwill and cooperation between all parties. I want to
make that point again in this debate. We can achieve
what we would all like to achieve if we are prepared to
work together towards achieving that.

the opposition. As such, we all agreed in the last
Parliament that the appropriate place for committee
work was during a day in which general business was
being transacted. That is why we all agreed that they
should meet on a Wednesday night.

I know that when governments are elected they are
often very wary in their first term about what might or
might not happen. I can remember the previous
government setting in place a process for establishing a
government business program for the course of the
week because of some uncertainty about getting their
business transacted. I said at that time that it was not
necessary, that we could achieve what the government
wanted to achieve with a bit of cooperation and
goodwill. After an initial period, the government did
not introduce a business program on a regular basis
because it was demonstrated that we can do what needs
to be done if we work together. Yes, it still sits there,
but the new government has not decided to enact it,
again trying to do what needs to be done with a sense of
goodwill and cooperation between all of the parties.

Hon. P. R. HALL — No, we agreed that that was
the appropriate place.

As I said, that is the way this chamber best works. Yes,
we can have a very long list of rules and procedures in
place, but invariably people will find a way around
them if they set out to do that. Many practices will
depend on people cooperating and having some trust
and confidence in each other.
I will comment on each of the amendments that have
been proposed in turn. The first amendment will enable
an adjournment motion to be moved at 6.30 p.m. on a
Wednesday evening if a committee is sitting or meeting
after dinner. That will make the operations of the house
more efficient. I heard what Mr Lenders said about the
government potentially being able to abuse that
privilege by having one of the committees meet for
1 minute or 5 minutes after dinner, circumventing a
period of time allocated for opposition business in this
chamber.
I believe the committees essentially form part of the
business of this chamber, but they are weighted towards
the opposition’s needs in terms of exploring ideas and
other matters. I accept some of the criticisms from both
the previous speakers about the way in which business
does or does not get referred to those committees. I am
happy to have that debate and have a look at the way in
which such business has been referred, but the
committees were virtually a creature of opposition.
Without saying it is the fault of any government on one
side of politics or another, committees are creatures of

Mr Viney — The only references have been
government references.

Mr Viney — How is that the business of opposition
if the only matters that get referred to it are government
references — ever?
Hon. P. R. HALL — I let people have their say, and
I am sure Mr Viney will have his say in due course.
Mr Viney — But what you are saying is not correct.
Hon. P. R. HALL — But when Mr Viney was a
part of the former government he agreed that the
appropriate positioning of the committee’s work was on
Wednesdays, which have traditionally been the time for
opposition business. Mr Viney agreed with that
proposition, that essentially it was part of opposition
business by putting it on a Wednesday. I put forward
that proposal and the government agreed with it. It
agreed with it because it essentially thought it was
appropriately placed on a day when non-government
business was transacted.
That being the case, as I said, the rules are always there,
and people can circumvent them or they can act against
the intent of the rules, but for my part as a member of
government, this is not a measure to try to curtail
opposition business by potentially bringing the
adjournment debate forward to 6.30 p.m. when there
are committees sitting after dinner on Wednesday; it is
more a measure of efficiency and providing some
degree of certainty. Mr Lenders himself argued about
the need for having some certainty so members can
plan exactly how they are going to use the dinner break
and staff around the Parliament can manage
expectations around their workload for that particular
night.
Indeed I agree with the point. If there can be some
notice given earlier than 6.25 p.m. on a Wednesday
evening that there will be an early adjournment, I agree
entirely. There should be an ability to give advance
notice to everybody that the committees are sitting on
Wednesday evening and therefore the adjournment
debate will take place at 6.30 p.m. Thereafter there will
be a break and members will be able to pursue their
business, whether that be as a member of a committee
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or otherwise. I agree with that point. However, in terms
of the ulterior motive in bringing forward the
adjournment to 6.30 p.m., my point in regard to this and
as a member of government is that I would never seek
to have that particular provision abused by using it as a
mechanism purely to curtail general business time.
The second sessional order, which is about time limits,
is, as Ms Pennicuik said, essentially to put in place the
practice adopted by the President in giving the Greens’
lead speaker comparable speaking time to that of the
lead speakers for the other parties. It has been suggested
that this as it stands is fine except for the position of
The Nationals, because we are currently part of the
coalition; we have not always been part of the coalition.
I might add that we have been part of the coalition in
government and in opposition.
All I want to say is, while I appreciate that, you cannot
define a perfect set of orders without naming the
parties — it is always going to be difficult and wordy
and complex. We could expand on this and we could
specifically cite the instances when a member of The
Nationals is the lead speaker for a coalition government
or when a member of the Liberal Party is the lead
speaker and then define exactly when every other party
gets to speak. We could do that, and we could have a
set of rules on time limits which might go for a couple
of pages instead of the single page that we have in this
motion.
As I said, you can have all the sorts of rules in the
world, but it is how people use those rules and whether
they abuse them that matters. I would say quite
categorically, as Leader of The Nationals in this
chamber, that none of the three members of The
Nationals in this chamber intend in any way at all to
abuse what might be an allowable practice for us under
this current rule.
As it is, I do not think that we as a party have any
history of abusing any of the privileges afforded to us in
terms of speaking opportunities in this chamber, and I
would be pretty disappointed if someone suggested that
we did. I think our practices are as good as those of any
other party, and I do not think that we are suddenly
about to change the practice and start abusing any
privileges that might be afforded to us. I wanted to put
that on the record in respect of time limits.
Predominantly they have been developed so as to
acknowledge the rulings and judgements exercised by
the very worthwhile and competent President that we
currently have in Mr Atkinson.
The third point I want to go to is the issue of seeking
answers to questions on notice. That issue has arisen in
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this Parliament because of the significant explosion in
the number of questions on notice asked in a short
space of time and the potential for opposition parties to
tie up and use up government time in seeking answers
to questions on notice. I do not have any objections. I
try to answer the questions on notice asked of me in a
timely fashion, yet sometimes because of the volume I
have not always met that 30-day rule. However, I will
endeavour to comply and will not ever complain about
that.
This sessional order is simply an attempt to formalise
and give some certainty to the original motivation
behind the changes made to the standing orders last
time — that is, to give some certainty about how much
time is going to be available for the government to get
its business through. I do not think proposed sessional
order (3) is divergent from the intent of the standing
order changes that were debated extensively throughout
2010.
Finally, I would just like to make comments on the
amendments, both the amendment moved by
Mr Lenders and the amendments moved by
Ms Pennicuik, with respect to this particular motion.
First of all I want to say that we have all agreed that
notice of changes needs to be timely and given to the
house with time for good consideration. Notice of this
particular motion was given by Mr Davis four weeks
ago in this chamber — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time, Mr Hall!
Hon. P. R. HALL — Time?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Fifteen minutes.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — That did
seem very quick. I would like to take up one point from
the start of Mr Hall’s contribution and his
understanding that the sessional orders proposed in this
motion moved by Mr Davis reflect the intent of what
was agreed to at the end of 2010. The intent of the
house not adjourning at 6.30 p.m. on a Wednesday if
committees are meeting was that — and this has been
shown during this term — there is potential that
committees may meet for a half an hour, leaving an
hour and a half available for debate on that particular
day. I cannot agree with Mr Hall that the pure intent of
this particular part of the standing orders is reflected in
Mr Hall’s and Mr Davis’s interpretation of the motion,
which obviously they are supporting. Therefore there
are alarm bells going off in my head in that we may be
moving to limit debate in this house.
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As members in this chamber some of us have a lot of
things in common and some of us do not, but one thing
we do have in common is that we are all privileged to
be members of the Legislative Council. We are
privileged in the work we do in our electorates and
privileged to be standing in here representing the people
we represent. However, as members of this chamber we
have responsibilities. If we believe we are privileged, if
we are proud and if we believe in this chamber, then
one of those responsibilities is to defend the chamber
and the institution.
Recently we all found some common ground. There
was a Herald Sun article written by Alan Howe that
included a photo of every one of us and questioned the
members of this chamber and the existence of this
institution. We all found some common ground. We
rallied together, at least in our discussions with each
other, as we believed that the article did not reflect the
importance of this chamber and of this institution. If we
believe in this institution, we should in no way be
impeding our ability to have debate, whether on
Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday. If we pass this
motion, we give Alan Howe ammunition to say that he
is right, that we are not fair dinkum and that we are not
prepared to hang around for a bit after dinner to proceed
with more debate. That is a problem and a real concern
that we should take into account while debating this
motion.
As previous speakers have done, I fully support
Mr Lenders’s amendment to have the Procedure
Committee talk about these items and report back. The
Procedure Committee is there for a reason. If it reports
back and suggests changes to things that are not
working in this session of Parliament, that is something
we could all embrace. However, unfortunately today
the government is using rule 21-19. There are parts of
the standing orders that do not suit its position, and
therefore it will use its numbers to push through
Mr Davis’s motion.
As Mr Lenders said, there are parts of this motion that
have been embraced by the President in that there are
changes to time limits to accommodate the third parties.
As Mr Lenders said, we do not have any great issue
with that. What we do have issue with is the change
that would mean that the adjournment debate comes on
at 6.30 p.m. on Wednesdays if committees meet.
Mr Hall spoke about surety for staff and members who
have organised meetings or social occasions on a
Wednesday at 6.30 p.m., but there is no surety at all.
Even if the adjournment is to start at 6.30 p.m., we
never know how many people will speak to the
adjournment and how long the debate will take with the
responses from ministers, so I do not think there is any
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surety about when staff and members will have a dinner
break on Wednesdays under these circumstances. I
disagree with the position that Mr Hall took. The
opposition does not agree with that provision or with
Mr Davis’s position on the procedure when asking
about outstanding questions on notice. In saying that,
we have no huge problems with the time limits.
I move:
1.

In proposed sessional order 1 relating to the interruption
of business, omit paragraph (c).

2.

Omit proposed sessional order 3 dealing with the
procedure when answers to questions on notice are not
provided.

This is quite a technical debate because we have a
number of different amendments coming from different
non-government parties. I believe Mr Viney will
suggest an amendment to Ms Pennicuik’s amendment,
but regarding her amendments as they stand, we
support her amendment 1, which would change the
sessional orders to allow members to raise more than
one adjournment matter per week.
Regarding Ms Pennicuik’s amendments 2 and 3, at the
end of 2010 the parties agreed on what the sessional
orders should look like in this Parliament. We agreed
that statements on reports would happen at 5.30 on
Wednesdays. We need to be consistent on that, so we
cannot support Ms Pennicuik’s position on that.
Regarding her amendment to remove all time limits,
that is not a position we had last year and it is not a
position we have this year.
The problem with removing all time limits is that the
government needs passage for its legislation with a fair
amount of debate. If there were no time limits, there
could be an issue with progress of bills if certain
individuals were to speak for hours on end. Individual
members of the chamber should be able to get their
message across within 15 minutes and represent the
people in their electorates. We wholeheartedly support
Ms Pennicuik’s intent in her first amendment, but
because we believe that we should be consistent we
have problems with supporting her second and third
amendments.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — In your life in
politics you see various positions changed, rejigged and
reconfigured and history reworked, and today we have
yet another fairly stark example of that. I will deal
initially with some of the comments made about the
then Standing Orders Committee, now the Procedure
Committee, in the last Parliament. I was a member of
that committee in the last Parliament, so I have some
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knowledge of the history of this process and a modicum
of knowledge about the procedures of the house and its
history. The position taken by the last Standing Orders
Committee was that where all parties and participants
in that process agreed to a change to the standing orders
they would be proceeded with in a report from the
committee but that other members of the committee
and other parties would be at liberty to proceed with
different or various changes to the ones that were put. A
comprehensive set of changes that all parties agreed to
was made to the standing orders.
We have had some discussion about time limits, and
there is a good example of one that was not agreed to,
because while the former government took the view
that time limits were appropriate and should be kept,
that was not the position of the then opposition or the
Greens. There was no agreement within the committee
about changing those time limits, so they stayed in the
standing orders. Mr David Davis is looking amused, I
am not sure why, but that is the history. Actually
Mr Davis was the one person on that committee who
did not seem to understand the principles that we were
working to — that is, a consensus on change where we
could agree and then it was up to others to move
changes in the house later if they wished. Mr Davis
struggled with that concept.
The whole issue of time limits came up because
Mr Barber quite correctly raised an issue some months
ago about the amount of time that he was limited to as a
third party speaker on a bill and the President made a
ruling on that matter. The effect of this proposal from
Mr Davis today is that it will reinstate the 45-minute
speaking capacity of the lead speaker from The
Nationals. That is all that that particular provision on
time limits does; it does not make any other change.
The Greens were not in this chamber in the debate that
first introduced time limits into this house and their
members did not hear the thunder and roar from
Mr Philip Davis. They did not hear the outrage from
Mr David Davis about those changes or Mr Philip
Davis lecturing this house on the fact that the
Legislative Council had existed for 150 years with
cooperation between the parties without the need for
time limits or controls. The issue of time limits is not an
issue for us. What is interesting in this debate is that it
was always an issue for the Liberal Party and The
Nationals; their members did not believe time limits
should exist until they came into government and
decided to keep them.
It is not an issue for us; we do not have a particular
concern about the issue of time limits. In a debate on
sessional orders on 26 February 2003 Mr Philip Davis
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was critical of the then government. He gave a lecture
on hypocrisy and cant and told the house the correct
Macquarie dictionary definition of hypocrisy. He said it
was:
The act of pretending to have a character or beliefs,
principles, etc., that one does not possess.

Today we have one of the great demonstrations of
hypocrisy from the Liberal Party. I would not be
surprised to see Mr Philip Davis demonstrate that he is
a hypocrite by actually voting against the amendments.
I am a bit disappointed he did not come in and move an
amendment to abolish time limits, because that would
be consistent with his longstanding position. I can see
Ms Pennicuik nodding, because when the Greens came
into this Parliament Mr Philip Davis negotiated with
them about abolishing time limits. He was a big
supporter of abolishing time limits. He was consistent
after the 2006 election, but I will be interested to see the
position he takes in relation to this proposed sessional
order when his party is now in government after the
2010 election.
The issues I have the most difficulty with in this motion
concern the proposed alteration to Wednesdays and
changes to the procedure when answers to questions on
notice are not provided, which I will get to in a second.
The tradition of this house was to start very late and
adjourn as frequently and as early as it could, but the
house has a more recent tradition of adjourning at
10.00 p.m. on Tuesdays and Wednesdays, and,
depending on when messages come from the other
place, somewhere between 4.00 p.m. and 6.30 p.m. on
Thursdays. This motion effectively moves the
adjournment on Wednesdays to 6.30 p.m., and that is
not my recollection of the intention of the Standing
Orders Committee. It was our intention that the house
would still adjourn at 10.00 p.m. The reason for that
was that whilst one of the committees or a select
committee might meet at 6.30 p.m. or after the dinner
break at 8.00 p.m. on a Wednesday — and obviously
the house would not sit while that was occurring — it
does not follow that that committee will meet until
10.00 p.m., 11.00 p.m., 12 midnight, or until whatever
time it wants to meet. It may be that the committee
wants to have a short, sharp half-hour meeting to deal
with some procedural matters, adopt a report or
whatever.
The effect of this will mean that the house cannot
reconvene in that circumstance. The house will not be
able to reconvene when one of its six committees
decides to have a half-hour procedural meeting. The
effect will be that those committees are going to be
reluctant to meet on a Wednesday unless they have a
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full program, because meeting would mean the house
would not reconvene. Certainly that would be the
opposition’s view, and I suspect it would be the view of
the Greens. It may well also be the view of the
government.

failing to answer questions on notice within the time
limits set down in our own standing orders. I might say
that that 21 hours does not include the time for the
adjournment or time when the house sits beyond
5.00 p.m. on Thursday or 10.00 p.m. any other night.

Recently in this place we saw the farce of the
chamber’s sitting time on a Tuesday extending until
4.00 a.m. the next day and then the government moving
to adjourn the house at 6 o’clock on the Wednesday so
that government ministers, who are not members of
those committees, could go home and get an early
night’s sleep while all other members had to stay and
attend committee meetings — a very smart trick. If the
government is so disorganised that it wants to keep
meeting until 4 o’clock or 5 o’clock in the morning
instead of using available time on a Wednesday or a
Thursday, when it could meet until 10.00 p.m., or on a
Friday, then that says a lot about how this government
is managing the business of this place. That this place
in one sitting week met on a Tuesday until 4 o’clock the
following morning and then effectively adjourned early
on the Wednesday demonstrated absolute
incompetence in the government’s management of the
operation and business of this place. Of course the
effect of this is to interfere with the scrutiny day — to
interfere with the Wednesday, which is really a day of
scrutiny of the government. That Wednesdays are about
scrutiny has become an important tradition of this
place, and I am concerned to see that changed.

This motion is the sort of step you see taken by
governments that are arrogant. It is a step being taken
by a government that is not honouring the
commitments it made to the community at such a forum
as the Burvale Hotel forum, where the now Premier
made comments about the importance of scrutiny and
accountability of the Parliament and the importance of
holding governments to account.

Another matter I would like to briefly touch on is the
proposal to limit the ability of members of this place to
raise concerns about questions on notice that have not
been answered. Presumably the government is saying
that this is a waste of the house’s time. The implication
of what the government is saying is that the house
should not be spending its time on matters such as this
on any day other than one day allotted for
non-government members to raise matters and another
day allotted for government members to raise them.
Mr Lenders made a point about this, and I can think of
no example where a government member has raised a
concern about a question on notice, let alone has
actually asked a question on notice.

I am proposing that this amendment be put before the
consideration of all other amendments so that the whole
matter can be considered properly by the Procedure
Committee and so we can have the kind of discussion
which, when we were in government, we were prepared
to have with other parties. When we were in
government we were prepared to consider the views of
The Nationals, the Greens and the Liberal Party in
relation to the operation of the house. We did that twice
over two Parliaments, and I served on both of those
standing orders committees. I believe that is the
appropriate thing to do. It is the way we can get some
rational consideration into the debate and get some
fairness into a consideration about changing the
sessional orders.

The government is saying that with 61⁄2 hours of normal
sitting time on a Tuesday, 8 hours of normal sitting
time on a Wednesday and 61⁄2 hours of normal sitting
time on Thursday — with 21 hours per week — it is
not appropriate for the house to spend any more than 10
or 15 minutes on questions on notice that have not been
answered. The implication of what the government is
proposing would be that despite there being 21 hours in
a sitting week, it would be inappropriate for members
to be raising questions about government ministers

I do not believe it is appropriate for this house to vote
on either the substantive motion of Mr Davis or the
proposed amendments of Ms Pennicuik. All of those
matters should be referred to the Procedure Committee.
I know Mr Lenders has moved an amendment to that
effect, but given that that would be considered after all
of the other amendments and the substantive motion,
we think it should be done in a different way. Therefore
I wish to move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with a view to
inserting in their place ‘the proposed sessional orders moved
by the Leader of the Government and the proposed
amendments be referred to the Procedure Committee for
inquiry, consideration and report and that such sessional
orders not take effect until such time as the committee reports
back to the house.’.

The standing orders of this place are an important pillar
in holding governments to account and in the
democratic processes of this state, and when you
tamper with them you put at risk the democratic process
itself. Every time a government uses its numbers to
close down debate, to reduce the opportunity for
scrutiny and to reduce the opportunity for
accountability it places democracy itself at risk. People
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must have confidence in the system and in the process,
and by taking this to the Procedure Committee all
parties can have confidence in the process and can
consider these matters properly.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to rise in reply on motion 177. As I have said, it
makes some modest and incremental improvements to
the operation of the chamber. I make the point that
these would be changes to sessional orders, not
standing orders. These particular points that have been
brought forward by the government today through me
are in fact very reasonable changes. As I have said in
relation to the changes to time limits, you could argue
against time limits. I think there is a very respectable
argument in that regard. We might well have that
argument in the Procedure Committee over the first
series of — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — This is about gently
formalising the points that are required to ensure that
minor parties have a fair opportunity in this chamber
and to do that in a clear way in which the chamber
affirms that point.
The interruption of business on Wednesday is a clear
attempt to smooth out a process that I think was
genuinely agreed to by all parties in the Standing
Orders Committee of the last Parliament — that is, the
idea that the committees would work on Wednesdays. I
do not think that people foresaw the lack of flow that
would be brought about by that process. That lack of
flow will be addressed reasonably by these changes if
select committees or standing committees do meet on a
Wednesday night of a sitting week. I think we can have
a more predictable and reasonable approach. It would
be good if those committees were able to advise the
President or the clerks ahead of time so that people
would have a greater degree of stability. I think this is a
reasonable step. I think the opposition has missed the
point on this particular matter.
There has been significant debate in regard to the issue
of questions on notice. We affirm the right of members
to raise those points about questions on notice. The
government is dealing with a significant load of
questions on notice, and it welcomes the scrutiny that
comes from responding to questions on notice. Indeed
as I said earlier, there were 500 responses to questions
on notice tabled today. It is true to say that we are
hitting new records with the numbers of questions on
notice we are seeing; these are new records for any
chamber in this country. They are new records in terms
of the frequency of these questions on notice. Members

3397

have every right to raise matters on behalf of their
constituents, and they ought to do so; they also ought to
exercise that right reasonably and responsibly.
These are sensible and, as I said, incremental changes.
A number of other legitimate points have been raised in
the debate. It is the government’s intention that the
newly named Procedure Committee will look at
improvements to standing orders in time. We need to
revisit the standing orders at some point in a
comprehensive way, and it may be that there are
opportunities to make minor and incremental changes
in sessional orders and to perhaps trial a number of
other changes.
Ms Pennicuik raised some points about time limits. We
did have that debate in the period between 2002 and
2006, and it is worth recording that one of
Mr Lenders’s first acts in this chamber was to alter the
operation of the chamber, which had not had time limits
historically. His first act was to bring in the gag, the
guillotine and the government business program.
Unfortunately some of those things are still embedded
in the standing orders. As an opposition we sought to
remove those changes ahead of the last election. That
move was defeated by a vote that involved the former
government and the Greens. That was unfortunate, but
nonetheless it was the decision of the chamber. I
commit to the preparedness to work with the Procedure
Committee to look more comprehensively at standing
orders in the normal way as the Parliament progresses.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I say to Mr Viney that these
are very reasonable changes. He needs to recognise
that — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We have done it properly.
Mr Viney brought forward a number of these
amendments just today. We put these proposals
forward some weeks ago. There has been plenty of time
to put forward proposed amendments to these, and that
is one of the reasons the government — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — That is not how Mr Lenders
did it in 2002.
Honourable members interjecting.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
3398

COUNCIL

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Nonetheless, that was not
through the Procedure Committee; it was just a
decision.

Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
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Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 20
My point here is that these are not major or wholesale
changes. These are incremental and modest changes in
sessional orders rather than changes to the standing
orders. For those reasons the government will proceed
with its proposals. We will oppose the immediate
referral to the Procedure Committee. As the Parliament
progresses, we will be prepared to discuss matters
around sessional orders and standing orders. I regard
these as reasonable steps that will be tested, and we will
see that these steps are proceeded with.
House divided on Mr Viney’s amendment:

Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

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

Pair
Darveniza, Ms

O’Brien, Mr

Mr Leane’s amendment 2 negatived.
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

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

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Pair
Darveniza, Ms

The PRESIDENT — Order! That completes the
amendments that have been proposed to Mr Davis’s
motion; Mr Lenders is not proceeding with another
amendment that was before the Chair. Having
completed consideration of and voting on all those
amendments, I will now return to the substantive
motion moved by Mr Davis.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

O’Brien, Mr

Mr Viney’s amendment negatived.
Mr Leane’s amendment 1 negatived.
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 1 negatived.
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 2 negatived.
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 3 negatived.

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

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

O’Brien, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Pair
House divided on Mr Leane’s amendment 2:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr

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

Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 6.18 p.m. until 8.05 p.m.
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DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITION OF DISPLAY AND SALE
OF CANNABIS WATER PIPES) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 September; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
will be speaking relatively briefly on the subject of this
piece of legislation, which is a comparatively small
bill — very small on detail, very small on explanation,
very small on implementation plan and very small on
ability to deliver results. Nonetheless, it is a bill that has
a reasonable intention, and because it has a reasonable
intention that we believe the government has a mandate
for and support for on the basis of harm minimisation in
the community in relation to addiction to drugs of
dependence, the opposition will not oppose the bill.
Subject to some discussion in the committee stage of
the bill, in which we can perhaps tease out with the
responsible minister how this piece of legislation may
be effectively implemented, the opposition will not
oppose it.
When in government the Labor Party recognised the
need to take action in the field of alcohol and drug
abuse generally. That government provided assistance
for education, guidance and support, and care and
prevention programs that over the life of the
government contributed more than $1 billion worth of
investment to those programs. We also appreciate the
need to try to help young members of the community
handle some of the consequences of engaging in a
lifestyle that increases their chances of addictive
behaviour and, most importantly, the potential for
adverse physical and mental health risks that may be
associated with, in this case, cannabis use. That is
something we have been and continue to be concerned
about.
Ultimately the reason the opposition will not oppose
this piece of legislation is that it identifies within both
the statement of compatibility tabled in accordance with
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006 and the second-reading speech that the
government has in this bill recognised that that is its
primary driver for taking some action on this matter.
Both of those documents contain evidence to suggest
that there is an increasing occurrence of cannabis use in
Australia, particularly by young people — for instance,
the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare indicates
that over the period leading up to 2010 there was
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estimated to be an increase in the percentage of the
population who have used cannabis. That increase was
from 9.1 per cent to 10.3 per cent and has a variety of
consequences. One is increased ambulance use and
demand on the ambulance service in relation to adverse
consequences of that use. During the year 2010 a 9 per
cent increase in the call-out of ambulances was reported
and about 887 incidents of adverse consequences of
cannabis use.
People in this chamber, people in the community and
people in the mental health industry in particular have
recognised for some time that in many individuals
cannabis use may contribute to enhanced risk of
psychosis, anxiety or depression. In fact there is some
research analysis that supports that concern.
In terms of the bona fides of the government in
bringing this piece of legislation forward, we think that
concern is its primary health-related driver in bringing
this piece of legislation to Parliament, and that is the
reason we will effectively support it, even though we
have some profound reservations about whether this
piece of legislation has been designed to be effective in
delivering the outcome that it purports to do.
What is very clear from the political drivers of this
piece of legislation is that the government may have
hoped it would create some wedge between my party
and the community, or a wedge between my party and
the Greens political party in this chamber, that would
create some degree of political intrigue far beyond the
relative health elements of this piece of legislation. The
issue is that that is not going to be delivered.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I do not know, but the
interjections from the government benches have
encouraged me to comment about whether this is a
sensible piece of legislation. I look forward to hearing
sensible contributions made at the table to explain some
of the elements of this piece of legislation that may be
somewhat underdeveloped, if not perhaps very loosely
constructed, that may mean that it will be a very
difficult piece of legislation to implement and to
effectively enforce.
I have a fair guess that this may be a concern for other
members who contribute to this debate, and without
necessarily reading the tea-leaves of where Ms Hartland
goes with her contribution I have a fair guess that she
may contest the assumption that is made in the
second-reading speech — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
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Mr JENNINGS — No, I will not crystal-ball gaze
Mrs Coote’s contribution, because I know the level of
sincerity. There is no disingenuous contribution going
to be made by any member of the government bench
tonight, I am certain, but the second-reading speech
purports that the effect of this will be that:
Bongs will no longer be visible nor available as a retail item.

I seriously doubt that anybody who is associated with
this bill or anybody who has actually scrutinised the
effective enforcement of this bill would believe that
statement from the second-reading speech. I seriously
doubt that anybody who has thought about this matter
at any great depth would believe that this bill, being
enforced by the good offices of Victoria Police, would
be able to guarantee that cannabis water pipes would
not be available for retail purchase in the state of
Victoria, whether that be by black market
behind-the-counter activity or whether it be through
internet purchasing arrangements. In fact Harvey
Norman purports to indicate that the retail sector in
Australia is being undermined — that is, mainstream
retail activity — by internet retail sales.
Mr Leane — Bernie Brookes from Myer?
Mr JENNINGS — Bernie Brooks from Myer
apparently is here with us in the chamber this evening.
No, Bernie Brooks from Myer has joined Gerry
Norman, and — —
Mr Finn — Gerry Harvey.
Mr JENNINGS — Gerry Harvey.
Mrs Coote — On a point of order, Acting President,
this is a very serious bill. The lead speaker for the
opposition is being frivolous and is not sticking to the
main aspects of this bill. I think you should draw him
back to the bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I take Mrs Coote’s point of order, and I ask the
lead speaker to come back to the issue.
Mr JENNINGS — The issue at hand is what is said
in the second-reading speech in the line that says that
this bill will guarantee that cannabis water pipes are not
available for retail distribution within the state of
Victoria. I suggest to the member who has called me to
order that that is an absolute dream and not fair dinkum.
In fact if government members want to play it this way
and suggest that I am being frivolous, then I say that
this is a frivolous piece of legislation that purports to do
something that it will not do and that it has only been
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put forward for symbolic political reasons that it will
not achieve.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — In fact if they want to play the
game seriously, they should bring forward some serious
legislation which will deliver what the bill purports to
deliver. If they want to be serious about it, be serious
about it. If the minister can explain how Victoria Police
can guarantee that no retailer will sell components of a
bong in the state of Victoria because of this legislation,
then let us stay here until the end of the week, the end
of the month, the end of the sitting year so he can
guarantee it and describe all the various elements that
will make a bong unavailable for retail sale because it is
subject to an enforceable legislative provision. Let us
see how fair dinkum and well thought through this is.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — If we are going to pull one
another up on being frivolous, let us have a go, and we
might be in for a much longer night than I might have
intended it to be because this piece of legislation does
not warrant a lengthy examination. It has not been
prepared in a way that is fair dinkum, nor in a way that
will make a skerrick of difference to public life.
Mr Finn — You should get fair dinkum!
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Finn, are you going to make
a contribution?
Mr Finn — Yes.
Mr JENNINGS — I look forward to Mr Finn
making an outstanding contribution in which he extols
the virtues of the bill and explains why on the one hand
the bill makes cannabis water pipes illegal —
describing the various elements that make up a
cannabis water pipe as ‘bong components’ or a ‘bong
kit’ in their definition — but on the other hand, when
we talk about hookahs, which are described in the text
in exactly the same terms as cannabis water pipes, they
are exempt from the provisions of the bill because they
are essential parts of cultural practice in Victoria and
therefore have been excluded, even though they
function in exactly the same way as cannabis water
pipes.
In many ways a lay observer who was not well versed
in this area of recreational pursuit will now be thankful
for this law, because he or she will go down to Sydney
Road and be crystal clear about what they are seeing.
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They will not be seeing a cannabis water pipe; they will
be seeing hookahs, but only in lots of three.
Mr Ondarchie — Are you supporting the bill?
Mr JENNINGS — We are supporting the bill. If it
had any effect, if it was legitimate, if in fact it had any
bona fides, we would support it even more than — —
Mr Finn — Why would you support something that
is not legitimate?
Mr JENNINGS — Because interestingly enough,
Mr Finn, as you understand, sometimes governments
have mandates to do things, even if they do them badly.
They have a mandate to do something, so they
effectively are supported.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — In terms of the interjections of
government members trying to convince me that I
should sit down because I am wasting my time, I think
the Parliament may be wasting its time. I think it is
pretty clear from the way I am being invited to respond
to those interjections that members on the government
benches know they are on pretty thin ice in relation to
the legitimacy of this legislation. If government
members, in their contributions on the bill, can outline
how the questions I have raised in my contribution can
be addressed and how they can deliver a guarantee that
these items will not be available for retail purchase in
Victoria, I will be pleased to hear how that will be
achieved. Let us hear that this piece of legislation will
turn the tide of worldwide internet retail practices that
permeate this field just as they permeate the book
market, the white goods and electrical goods markets
and in fact all the items that people around the world
buy online.
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beyond the police on an eternally vigilant path to
guarantee that these items do not appear.
Mr Leane — The Bong Squad!
Mr JENNINGS — The Bong Squad; Mr Leane is
quite correct.
Mr Ondarchie — Mr Jennings, you’re better than
this. Come on.
Mr JENNINGS — I think the government should
be better than this. This is in many ways a bit of fraud.
This bill purports to do something that it will barely do.
I would be interested to know from government
members how many police will be dedicated to this
activity. What confidence do we have that they will
achieve the obliteration of these issues? When the Bong
Squad goes to these retail outlets and they see the three
hookahs on display, let us ask the question: when they
go beyond the display cabinet of 3 and into the back
room and there are 353, what happens then? What is
the obligation of the police force in this matter? What if
they go behind that door and they see a test tube or a
piece of rubber hose or a Bunsen burner — the kid’s
chemistry set that is sitting out the back? How will they
be mobilised to guarantee that they are not the
constituent components as defined in proposed
section 80T, to be inserted by clause 4 of this brilliantly
drafted piece of legislation, and therefore that they
should enforce the legislation with the full vigour of the
law and apply the sanctions?
What guarantees are we going to hear from government
members about the achievement of those outcomes?
These are matters that one would have thought the
government would have thought through given the
10 months it has had to come up with the legislation.
Mrs Coote — You had 11 years!

But this piece of legislation, so brilliantly drafted,
constructed and supported by government members,
will apparently prevent that permeation from occurring.
That will presumably be an outstanding achievement,
and one of the key performance indicators of Victoria
Police in the next 12 months will be to deliver on its
obligation to acquit its responsibilities under this bill.
Of all the law enforcement and community safety
issues that are uppermost in the minds of the people of
Victoria in terms of the police force delivering a result,
this surely is it. Surely this is the way we want to see
Victoria Police shift resources — to maintain eternal
vigilance in relation to this matter, to see every
weekend at every local market up and down the
Maroondah Highway and up into the foothills and

Mr JENNINGS — One would have thought the
government would have been able to answer some of
these questions, deliver on these outcomes and provide
the certainty that it purported to provide in the
minister’s second-reading speech.
I can see the importance of the interjections of
government members. It is to add some length to this
debate, because on the basis of knowledge and ideas for
implementation and enforceability their contributions
will be extremely light. I can understand why people
may be motivated to keep the debate going on the basis
of taking gibes at one another. People may derive some
enjoyment out of that, but in terms of satisfying the
expectations of the people of Victoria that the
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government knows how to put a piece of legislation
together, knows how to confidently acquit the resources
of Victoria Police and knows how to put together a
drug and alcohol awareness program that gives some
integrity to the purported intent of this legislation, I
would be interested to hear from government members
about what they want. What programs have been
thought through to bring these elements together to
reduce the incidence of cannabis use and provide
additional support and guidance to people who may be
using cannabis, wanting to use cannabis or suffering the
consequences of cannabis use?
What enhanced programs, resource allocation and
backup is this government going to provide for what is
the ostensible reason it brought this legislation in in the
first place? I have not heard anything about that yet.
When the bill was introduced into the Legislative
Assembly those programs were not described. I have
not heard the government talk about those programs.
Up until now I have not heard any representative of the
government give a credible reason why this piece of
legislation was brought forward. That may turn around,
and if it turns around tonight, by the time we get to the
committee stage I will be a far less rigourous, assertive
person. In fact I will say to the government, ‘You have
actually thought this through; well done. You actually
have a commitment. You want to make a difference’.
But I have not been convinced of that yet. I have not
heard any evidence that convinces me of that.
The extraordinary part of this legislation is that when
you go through the definitions you see many provisions
which describe the way in which the police can seize
this material. The police can hold this material for three
months. They may have to give the material back
within three months, but they can go through a
court-based process to extend the period in which they
must return those items to their original custodian. Up
until now it has not been explained to me — but it may
be subsequently — why those detailed provisions are
essential in this legislation, why this piece of legislation
has been drafted on the assumption that members of the
police force will make inappropriate seizures of
equipment that they have to subsequently return to the
owner and what the process is that they have to go
through to return that equipment. Those provisions in
the act are longer than the provisions that talk about the
powers of police to seize and destroy the material. That
is an extraordinary proposition.
Maybe the training, backup and guidance provided to
police officers on how they enforce this piece of
legislation have been a little bit underdone. Maybe
there are some areas in which perhaps there could be
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some support provided to the police. I am sure police
officers understand their responsibility to enforce the
laws of Victoria as passed by the Parliament. I am sure
they would hope that if this is an expectation of the
government — if it is fair dinkum and is in fact meant
to make a difference — there would be some additional
support and structure, if not resources, provided to the
police to enable them to acquit this responsibility.
However, as I understand it, at the moment there is an
expectation, on the basis of some correspondence that
was sent out to certain retailers across Victoria who
may currently be selling cannabis water pipes, that all
the soon-to-be-illegal apparatuses will disappear
somehow and that by the time the police visit them just
after Christmas, as part of the New Year Bong Squad
Tour of Victoria, there will not be any of these items
evident in the state of Victoria.
That is an expectation that will not be met. My
expectation is that if the government is fair dinkum —
and I look forward to government members continuing
to lock in with this piece of legislation in the name of
demonstrating that it is fair dinkum — it will be able to
identify what additional backup resource allocation is
going to be provided to Victoria Police to deliver and
acquit this responsibility. I look forward to the
government outlining how it is going to prevent internet
sales of these items so as to guarantee, as the
second-reading speech indicates, that these items will
not be available for retail sale in Victoria. I do not
currently expect that that information will be
forthcoming from the government in this debate
tonight, but I welcome any member of the government
who may be able to allay my concerns.
I have ended up speaking far longer than intended,
thanks to the provocative nature of interjections.
Mrs Coote — Come on, blame somebody else!
Mr JENNINGS — No, it was you, Mrs Coote, who
kicked the ball rolling in relation to pulling — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Acting President, before you
assumed the chair I was sorely provoked. In fact a point
of order was made against me in relation to the
frivolous nature of my contribution when I was
pointing out the disingenuous comment, if not outright
lie, that is written in the second-reading speech of this
bill. That was the point I made then, and that is the
point I reiterate now.
In fact there are only two reasons the opposition is not
opposing this bill: the mandate reason — the
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government has a mandate for this — and the
legitimate concerns outlined in the second-reading
speech and in the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 about the health risks that
may be associated with cannabis use. Harm
minimisation is a policy of our party and certainly was
our policy in government. As I indicated, we allocated
more than $1 billion to alcohol and drug problems
during the life of our government. We understood the
importance of risk reduction, harm minimisation,
education and support programs in this field.
If the government adds to those programs and adds to
the way in which our community can have greater
confidence and support in relation to these matters, it
will be doing something about this matter. This piece of
legislation will do very little, but for those reasons the
opposition will not oppose it at this stage, subject to
perhaps a more harmonious, if not respectful and
reasonable, conversation in the committee stage of the
bill.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Mr Jennings has covered a great deal of ground that I
will not, so I appreciate that. I would like to say that we
had an extremely good briefing from the minister’s
office, and that was greatly appreciated even though I
fundamentally disagree with this bill.
I would like to start off by saying, as I often do when I
talk about drug or alcohol-related bills, that in fact I
have never used cannabis. I do not use party drugs and I
barely drink alcohol, which makes me an excellent
spokesperson on this issue. I dislike the whole concept
of the alcohol and drug culture because I have seen
people destroyed by it, and I get very concerned
because as Australians we never seem to think of
alcohol as being a major drug.
If the government had presented any evidence that
banning bongs through this bill would lead to a
decrease in cannabis use or an increase in the age at
which young people first try cannabis, my Greens
colleagues and I may have considered supporting it, but
as it stands we will not be supporting it because the
government has simply not presented that evidence. On
the contrary, the evidence points to banning bongs
having absolutely no consequence. However, a range of
things will reduce drug use and drug harm, and I will
talk about those later.
I would like to thank the parliamentary library for
providing an excellent briefing paper which has helped
me to organise my thoughts and put them into
perspective. I will refer to it throughout my speech.
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I would like to start out with the health issues set out in
the minister’s second-reading speech. The minister’s
speech notes that there were 887 cannabis-related
ambulance attendances in 2010 in Melbourne. I would
be interested to know how many resulted in hospital
admissions and compare that to ambulance attendances
and hospital admissions for drugs like alcohol and
tobacco. That would, I think, bring the problem into
perspective, and this is a question I will ask during the
committee stage.
Considering that cannabis was the most widely used
illicit drug in 2010, I would like to see a comparison for
ambulance attendances and hospital admissions for
other drugs. I would also like to see some of the
numbers on how many times ambulances have been
called out for heroin overdoses which have been dealt
with by the use of Naltrexone or Narcan and there has
been no hospital admission.
On page 9 of the library paper we learn that the minister
has not mentioned that alcohol was involved in 61 per
cent of those 887 cannabis-related attendances. I
wonder, out of the 345 that did not involve alcohol,
how many involved drugs other than cannabis. YSAS,
the Youth Substance Abuse Service, which gives very
good advice, discourages cannabis use and supports the
bong ban, but it also puts cannabis use in context with
that of other harmful drugs such as alcohol, and I like
that approach. The YSAS section of the Youth Online
Bendigo website, for example, quotes some facts from
the Australian Department of Health and Ageing. Four
Australians under 25 die due to alcohol-related injuries
in an average week. One in two Australian 15 to
17-year-olds who get drunk will do something they
later regret. Seventy Australians under 25 will be
hospitalised due to alcohol-caused assault in an average
week. On average one in four hospitalisations for
people aged 15 to 24 happen because of alcohol. I do
not want to downplay the health risks associated with
cannabis, but they need to be put into perspective. I
would also like to hear the government talking about
possibly banning alcohol and tobacco seeing as they
cause just as many hospital admissions.
The library research paper draws our attention to the
correlation between cannabis use by school students
and levels of social support. According to a Department
of Health study of Victorian secondary school students,
regular users reported feeling less involved with school
and lower levels of social support, including family
support. In other words, alcohol and other drug use is a
symptom of a range of issues. The Department of
Health study concludes that if you want to prevent
cannabis use, you need to help parents and schools to
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increase the levels of support that children and students
need and encourage students to stay engaged with
school and finish year 12.

from family and school, they will get it from their peer
group, and that is how folklore around drugs is
continued.

One of the things that concerns me about this is that
there has obviously been a great deal of talk in this
Parliament and outside in recent weeks about the
defunding of the coordination of the Victorian
certificate of applied learning. As I understand it, that is
a program that keeps young people engaged in school.
The study also tells us that kids value engagement with
outreach support workers. It takes a long time for trust
to be built up in that relationship and to link the kids
into housing, training and employment over a number
of years. For that we need specialist drug and alcohol
services that are not just funded at crisis level. Young
people need youth-focused services and older people
need appropriate services for them also, which leads me
to the Baillieu government’s review of the alcohol and
other drugs sector pursuant to a critical
Auditor-General’s report at the end of last year.

One way of helping schools and families is to provide
appropriate materials, and I am not talking about a
brochure that details the nicknames of drugs and how
bad they are. Groups like YSAS, tell us that they want
to create information from slightly older kids telling
their stories for peer-to-peer education. They want kids
who have been through their program to do multimedia
presentations as a resource for teachers and for families
via YouTube and social media. That is the way most
young people now get their information. I would
encourage the Baillieu government to consider
appropriate funding for groups wanting to expand this
approach.

The review — and I would recommend that everybody
in the chamber read it — presents a very good
opportunity to think about solutions that are integrated
and focused on harm prevention. The sector needs
funding that is focused on outcomes, not outputs or
episodes of care. The review needs to take into account
the increasing problem of poly-drug use and the high
number of people who abuse drugs and have mental
health issues and/or are involved in the juvenile justice
system.
The sector also needs to avoid the temptation to save
money by mainstreaming services into a
one-size-fits-all approach. We need specialist services;
young disengaged people with a variety of issues will
not turn up to a service run by the Department of
Health. We need to move towards new and effective
ways of reaching young people, like peer-to-peer
education. Currently teachers have to put 10 hours of
education on alcohol and other drugs into the
curriculum. Some teachers are uncomfortable about this
and feel ill-equipped to do it. Meanwhile the kids feel
anxious about drugs and alcohol — they want
information.
Generally the first people they talk to are family
members, but maybe it is giggling about something
they have heard or something they have read. The
family reaction to that is critical, but family members
need to know what to say and hopefully it will open the
door to further discussion — or if it is not handled well,
it will close it. How does a parent respond quickly and
appropriately? If kids do not get information they trust

Outreach and resources are much more effective than
just banning bongs. For example, page 9 of the library
research briefing paper includes a graph on recent use
of cannabis, state by state or territory. It shows a
nationwide trend of cannabis use decreasing for a
decade since 1998 and then increasing again in recent
years. The graphs for New South Wales and South
Australia follow the national trend, with a decrease and
a recent increase. Those two states banned bongs in
1987 and in the 1950s respectively. Queensland banned
bongs in 2007 and Western Australia in 2010. The
graphs for these two states show that cannabis use
decreased before the ban and increased after the ban,
but really the bong ban had nothing to do with the
increasing cannabis use, as these states were just
following the national trend.
The Northern Territory graph is extraordinary. There is
very high use — 36.5 per cent — in 1998. It decreased
sharply until 2007, but it has increased sharply again
and remains the highest in Australia. This is interesting
because since 1981 the Northern Territory has had the
most comprehensive bong ban in Australia. So the high
use of cannabis, the historical decrease and the recent
increase must be due to other factors — the same
factors as in every other state and territory.
I cannot see any evidence from other states that banning
bongs has an effect on cannabis use, either positive or
negative. I am more interested in what led to the
decrease between 1998 and 2007 in all states and
territories and what led to the increase in 2007.
Another useful graph from the library report is on
page 12, which shows the Department of Health survey
results. It shows that generally secondary students who
use cannabis a lot tend to use bongs, but students who
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use cannabis only occasionally tend to smoke joints.
This does make some sense because the bong is a
significant piece of infrastructure. You have to buy one
or make one and store it somewhere, and you are not
going to bother unless you smoke cannabis regularly. I
would hazard a guess that occasional users who report
smoking bongs were probably using a bong that
belonged to a regular user.

remember that this bill does not stop people buying
them online, and any young person who can use a
computer can buy one online. Bong shops reflect the
worst side of industrial drug use — garish, infantile,
pretending to be edgy, but just another chain store
selling cheap imported crap with a huge mark-up. The
only useful thing they do is demonstrate the
ineffectiveness of prohibition.

This brings me to some of my final points. People who
smoke bongs regularly will make their own bongs; they
always have and they always will. New section 80U
makes it an offence to display a component of a bong in
a retail outlet. However, as I understand it, it will not do
anything about people being able to buy online, and
that will be another question I will be asking during the
committee stage.

The government is upset that having bongs displayed in
windows gives the impression that cannabis use is
commonplace, but cannabis use is commonplace. If the
government comes to us with something useful to
decrease the health impacts of drug use, we will support
it. That is why my Greens colleague Senator Richard
Di Natale has been such a strong supporter of the
federal government’s move for plain packaging for
tobacco products. Banning bongs is just
window-dressing, responding to a law and order
agenda. It does not actually do anything to address the
issues.

Mrs Coote may think this is frivolous, but I think it is
quite true: I think we are going to have to ban sales of
hoses from the garden section of Bunnings and ban
water bottles from cafeterias. I used to live in a cottage
near the Footscray railway station, and I could never
figure out why my hose kept on getting shorter and
shorter and shorter.
Mrs Coote — The drought.
Ms HARTLAND — The drought! I do not really
think we should use that as a method to reduce the
amount of water people use on their gardens. It is
actually a really serious issue, because the Australian
Drug Foundation states that smoking drugs through
home-made bongs is incredibly toxic. As well as
sustaining the damage from cannabis, you are also
ingesting toxins from the rubber hose and the plastic
bottle.
Mr Barber — Yuck.
Ms HARTLAND — Yes. I think ‘Yuck’ is a good
description of it, Mr Barber.
Mr Barber interjected.
Ms HARTLAND — Yes. There is the argument
that having bongs on display in shops makes bong use
glamorous. I have never actually been into one of these
shops, but I have gone and looked in the window, and it
is not glamorous. It is not nice; it is not exciting. I do
not understand why anybody would think — —
Mr Jennings — Unlike Bunnings.
Ms HARTLAND — Unlike Bunnings, yes. They
are not glamorous. They are in the window, but

As I said during debate on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment (Drugs of
Dependence) Bill 2011 when we talked about Kronic,
the Baillieu government needs to step up to the mark
and look at a range of drug and alcohol programs. It
needs to talk to the community, especially Yarra City
Council, on the issue of supervised injecting rooms. We
need more needle exchanges, and we need to look
seriously at the issue of needle exchange in prison. We
also need more treatment beds — not just a seven-day
detox but long-term after-care, the kind of after-care
you receive in places like Odyssey House. These are
the kinds of things I would like the government to look
at.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HARTLAND — I take up the interjections from
across the chamber. One of the things that concerns me
is that in the briefing it was discussed that we had to
ban bongs because they are an illegal component of
drug use. Heroin is illegal and we supply needle
exchange, so will that receive the next attack from this
government? Needle exchange has an obvious health
promotion aspect, but I do not see anything in this bill
that does anything to reduce cannabis use or to reach
young people. It is window-dressing. For those reasons
the Greens will not support it.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
sorely tempted to respond to Mr Jennings’s
contribution now. However, I shall restrain myself and
come to his contribution shortly. Firstly, I want to put
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on record the Baillieu coalition’s long anti-drugs
record. Let me go back to 3 January 2010 and an article
in the Age headed ‘Baillieu’s election vow to ban the
bong’, which states:
Bongs would be banned in Victoria if the coalition wins the
state election this year —

which we did. It goes on:
Opposition leader Ted Baillieu said the move would send a
clear message to young people that cannabis is dangerous and
harmful.
He said Victoria was the only state not to restrict the sale of
bongs despite cannabis being illegal but widely used by
young people.
‘As long as John Brumby allows bongs to be sold freely at
more than 100 outlets across the state, Victoria’s young
people and families will continue to suffer from the damaging
effects of cannabis,’ Mr Baillieu said.
‘Victorians can’t trust a government that claims it is tough on
drugs yet won’t take this important step to reduce drug use.’

We have heard this evening in contributions from both
the Labor Party and the Greens that this is not good
enough and that the bill does not go far enough. We
have heard a whole range of comments that are
inadequate if we are to look at how cannabis affects
young Victorians and at the important messages we
have to continually put out there to make certain that
people understand what this drug will do.
This bill will implement the election commitment made
by the Premier to ban the sale of bongs through
amendment of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981. The bill amends the act so that
the display and sale of bongs, bong components and
bong kits are banned. Ornamental hookahs are exempt
from the ban on the sale and display of bongs. The
display of hookahs for sale in retail outlets is limited to
no more than three.
The ban on the display and sale of bongs, bong
components and bong kits and the limit on the display
of hookahs will be enforced by Victoria Police. Victoria
Police will use a penalty system that includes an
infringement notice in the enforcement of the ban on
the sale and display of bongs, bong components and
bong kits and in the enforcement of the display limit on
hookahs. In addition — and it is important to note that
neither of the other parties has mentioned this — this
bill will implement a communications strategy to alert
retailers and the general public to the proposed
legislation and to the health risks of cannabis use.
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I would like to reiterate what cannabis use can do and
some statistics that are extremely important to get on
the record. The 2007 national drug strategy household
survey found that 30 per cent of the Victorian
population aged 14 years and over reported use of
cannabis at some stage in their lifetime, making
cannabis the most widely used illicit drug in Victoria.
Nine per cent of Victorians surveyed reported using
cannabis in the last 12 months, which equates to more
than 350 000 Victorians, almost one-third of those who
reported as having ever used. According to 2010
National Drug Strategy Household Survey Report,
recent cannabis use was highest amongst young people
aged 18 to 29. An estimated one in every three regular
cannabis users develops drug dependence.
I believe in his contribution Mr Jennings did talk about
how dangerous cannabis can be and the effects it can
have. However, it is important to understand that this
bill is about sending a message to young people about
how harmful cannabis use can be and the effects it can
have. Everything that discourages young people in this
state from using cannabis is to be encouraged at all
costs.
It is interesting to remind ourselves of the risks
associated with cannabis use. In 2009–10
cannabis-related hospital admissions increased by
21 per cent. Half of all Victorian drug-related arrests
were for cannabis use and possession, representing a
3 per cent increase on cannabis-related arrests in 2008–
09. There is also an increased risk of mental illness
from cannabis use, with research indicating that
cannabis use is associated with an increased risk of the
development of mental health problems even without a
family history of mental illness. As we know, research
is increasingly showing that cannabis plays a role in the
development of schizophrenia, psychosis and a whole
range of mental health disorders. We know that mental
illness is on the rise. This is sending a clear message to
young people that there is a correlation between any use
of cannabis and mental illness, particularly the use of
water pipes.
I could go on to a range of other issues, but I will come
back to them. Now I will take great delight in talking
about Mr Jennings’s contribution. It is a great pity that
Hansard cannot record the physical hand flourishes of
Mr Jennings, because they were quite a sight. If I did
not know that Mr Jennings is a non-drinker, I would
have queried the performance we just saw. However, it
is important to note that Mr Jennings, despite the
flourishes, has said that the Baillieu government has a
mandate. He alluded to the fact, without actually
describing it, that the Premier, Ted Baillieu, has a long
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and proud record of taking an anti-drug stance.
Mr Jennings said that the opposition is not going to
oppose the bill, but I would like to say — and I am sure
this will come as a surprise to Mr Jennings — that he
was particularly gracious in his comments about his bill
briefing on this issue, and I would like to acknowledge
that he was generous in that respect. However, his
contribution tonight refuted just about all of that
graciousness.
Mr Jennings said he thought this legislation was trying
to cause a wedge between the ALP and the Greens. He
tried to speak on behalf of poor Ms Hartland — and she
did quite a good job on her own — when he said this
bill was underdeveloped and frivolous. He said it did
not deserve a long contribution because it was a bit of a
fraud, a downright lie and not a fair dinkum bill. I
remind Mr Jennings and the opposition that the Labor
Party left us with $115 million in lapsed funding, a
clear indication that alcohol and drugs was not a policy
priority for Labor. It is really a bit rich for Mr Jennings
to come in here and postulate about how this bill is a
fraud, a lie and frivolous.
It is important to go back and look at some of the
comments made by members of Mr Jennings’s party
when they were in power. In August 2005 the then
Premier, Steve Bracks, claimed the government was
considering restricting the sale of bongs and other water
pipes to minors. He stated in a media release:
This government recognises it’s inconsistent that minors
cannot buy tobacco products, yet they are able to purchase
bongs or similar implements.

In August 2005 the then Minister for Health, Bronwyn
Pike, who is the member for Melbourne in the
Assembly, requested advice from the Premier’s Drug
Prevention Council on restricting the sale of bongs and
other water pipes to minors. In 2007 the then Minister
for Community Services, Lisa Neville, the member for
Bellarine in the Assembly, claimed the:
… ministerial council on drugs had agreed … that the federal
government should develop options for banning or regulating
smoking equipment used for cannabis.

In July 2009 the then Premier, John Brumby, claimed
that he was willing to take advice on banning the sale of
bongs. I suggest that Mr Jennings has a very short
memory; he should go back and have a look at exactly
what ALP members said.
Mr Jennings wanted to know about a number of issues,
which I know he is going to tease out in the committee
stage, but I reiterate to him that the retail provisions are
consistent with legislation governing other drug
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paraphernalia such as cocaine kits and ice pipes. He
went on at length about the components of a bong and
how it was made up, and he was scathing about the
bong kit issue. He has a short memory, because it is not
so long ago that the former government debated the
issue of cocaine kits. Mr Jennings would get a surprise
if he went back and looked at the contributions made in
that debate.
I point out that when this legislation comes into force
the government will be commencing a cannabis
education campaign. There will be comprehensive
implementation of this bill and a comprehensive — —
Mr Jennings — A comprehensive letter will be sent
to people.
Mrs COOTE — Mr Jennings says a letter will be
sent. No, there will be a huge amount of advertising
directed at all the people concerned.
Mr Jennings — Where is it going to be? On the
radio?
Mrs COOTE — Yes, I think it will be. A series of
key messages will be developed and used to reinforce
the rationale. Retailers will have five months to comply
with the legislation. A letter will be sent alerting
retailers to the legislation and we will have a
comprehensive advertising campaign targeting all
affected people.
I do not have much time left to speak, which I am
certain Mr Jennings would say is a great pity, but after
Ms Hartland’s contribution, I would like to pick up on
some issues raised by the Greens. First of all, I refer
Ms Hartland to the Turning Point Alcohol and Drug
Centre report into drug use and drug trends. We are
happy to email this information to her because it has a
lot of data on cannabis use. Ms Hartland said the
Greens may have considered supporting the bill, but she
went on to say that she believed the bill is window
dressing. That is not the truth at all, because we in this
chamber all know that the Greens have an
on-the-record, long history of actively supporting the
decriminalisation of marijuana. An Australian Greens
policy document of June 2008 outlines measures in
drug substance abuse and addiction. Point 24 states that
the Greens would:
… introduce the regulated use of cannabis for specified
medical purposes, such as intractable pain.

Under the heading ‘Principles’ the document states at
point 3 that the Greens believe:
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harm minimisation policies and programs are those directed
towards reducing the adverse health, social and economic
consequences … to the individual user and the community.

Point 12 under ‘Goals’ states that the Greens want:
reduced consumption of legal and illegal drugs where this
leads to a decrease in problems associated with harmful drug
use.

I put to the Greens that the bill being debated here
tonight addresses all those issues. It has been well
thought through. It builds on what we as a government
have done here already. Not long ago we debated in this
chamber the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substance
Amendment (Drugs of Dependence) Bill 2011 dealing
with Kronic. That was another message sent to the drug
takers of Victoria, that we do not believe in drugs being
available, and that anything that can be done to
minimise people using, smoking or being involved with
drugs will be encouraged and supported. This bill does
all of those things.
I dispute what Mr Jennings and Ms Hartland said. This
bill will build on the reputation of the Liberal Party’s
anti-drug stance. Parents and those who in the future
could be affected by cannabis smoking are going to be
pleased that this bill was brought into this chamber,
debated and, hopefully after this evening, will become
law in this state. It will send a clear message to
Victorians that drugs are unacceptable in Victoria.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I will
make a brief contribution to the debate on this bill. As
has already been stated by Mr Jennings, Labor will not
be opposing this bill. I would like, however, to voice
some concerns about the bill and what I believe are its
obvious shortcomings.
As we all know, cannabis is the most commonly used
drug in Australia amongst all age groups. According to
data collected in the Victorian secondary school
students drug use survey of 2008, cannabis is the most
widely used drug amongst 12 to 17-year-olds. This is
obviously a cause of concern for all of us. The members
of this age group are very vulnerable and subject to peer
pressure, and cannabis can be the starting point for
heavier drug use. I believe youth education and
guidance on issues of health and drug use should be the
priority of the government, and I cannot see how this
bill will provide any of that.
Mrs Coote mentioned the word ‘education’ in her
contribution, and I got very excited for a moment,
because I thought she was on the verge of telling us the
government was about to develop a comprehensive
drug strategy. Mrs Coote did not, however, inform us
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about that at all. I am disappointed that the government
has yet to develop a drugs strategy that will
comprehensively deal with these issues. In fact
Mrs Coote was talking about educating retailers who
may be selling these water pipes or bongs.
This bill is about banning the sale of water pipes, or
what are colloquially referred to as bongs, in retail
environments, but as we have heard in previous
contributions, these types of devices are abundant in
terms of their availability through the internet and other
sources. Also, people compromise and use whatever
they have at hand to smoke their cannabis.
I want to make it clear that I support measures that
reduce the use of cannabis, but I do not believe this bill
will have a significant impact on the use of cannabis,
nor will it deny people access to devices they can use to
smoke it; and, most importantly, nor will it change the
perception that people, particularly young people, have
about this insidious drug. It is cause for concern that
many young people believe cannabis is a harmless or
recreational drug, and I would have thought this should
be the focus of the government’s attention. This is
going to require comprehensive education initiatives as
well as a focus on treatment and rehabilitation
initiatives for those already addicted.
I do not believe there is any difference between the
approach of the opposition and that of the government,
or indeed that of the Greens, in relation to
acknowledging the harm cannabis usage can cause,
particularly to long-term users. The research clearly
shows that cannabis can affect the brain, impairing
concentration, memory and learning ability. It affects
the lungs and can cause asthma, bronchitis and sore
throats. It can affect hormone production, which is quite
serious for young people.
I am particularly concerned about the impact cannabis
can have on people suffering from mental illness.
Cannabis can cause paranoia, confusion and anxiety,
and heavy cannabis use has been linked to a condition
known as drug-induced psychosis or cannabis
psychosis. Evidence suggests that regular cannabis use
increases the likelihood of psychotic symptoms in
people who are already vulnerable due to a personal or
family history of mental illness. Cannabis can not only
trigger the first episode of schizophrenia but can also
make psychotic symptoms worse for people with
schizophrenia, and using cannabis can lower the
chances of recovery from a psychotic episode. I believe
the focus should be on educating young people about
the enormous risks they can face from smoking
cannabis.
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As I have indicated, my concern about this bill is that
while it may ban the sale of water pipes from retail
outlets, these devices are widely available through the
internet. Also, as has been explained very capably by
Ms Hartland — and I am no expert on these matters —
young people use plastic drink bottles and hoses as
makeshift bongs, so simply making the sale and display
of bongs illegal is not enough. More will have to be
done in the way of education and rehabilitation among
young people.
Because I do not really understand the difference
between a bong and a hookah — and I am very much
looking forward to that being explained in considerable
detail during the committee stage — I went and
googled both of those terms a little earlier, and I can
inform members that when pictures of each of those
devices flashed up they immediately looked identical to
me. I could not see what the practical difference was
between a hookah and a bong. If you look at pictures on
the internet, you see they look identical. I therefore
hope the minister can explain the difference between
the two, because the bill is going to create an absolute
nightmare for retailers in terms of knowing what is
restricted, in the case of hookahs, and what is banned,
in the case of bongs.
Experts in the field of drug treatment have also
expressed concerns about the impact of this bill. An
article in the Herald Sun of 29 August states:
Drug and Alcohol Research and Training Australia director
Paul Dillon said that while the legislation would remove
confusion about the illegality of cannabis, he did not believe
outlawing bongs would result in a significant decline in the
drug’s use.

He went on to talk further about this, about how
cannabis is so commonly used in the community and
about how people would not stop using this drug.
I am concerned that what we are seeing here is a false
comfort being given to parents — and perhaps I am
being cynical, but I would hazard a guess that it is the
parents this bill is really aimed at — to the effect that
these types of implements are no longer going to be
available and that somehow their young children will
not be accessing cannabis. Sadly I think it is a false
comfort. I do not believe these devices will disappear.
They will still be used, or people will create their own
devices or implements to smoke cannabis.
I am concerned that the Baillieu government has also
cut funding to a number of health programs like the Go
for Your Life program, which promoted health
education for young people. Cuts like this are further
evidence that this government is not committed to
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health promotion or strategies that target young people
and other people in the community. It is not going to be
enough for this government to simply give the
appearance that it is tough on drugs without doing any
of the real work. I want to contrast this with Labor.
When in office Labor invested more than $1 billion in
drug and alcohol treatment, care and prevention. To
date the coalition government has not produced a drug
strategy. I would urge this government to focus its
energies on coming up with meaningful strategies to
tackle the drug problem by targeting treatment,
prevention and education programs that will teach
young people about how insidious and harmful these
types of drugs can be.
I believe the government needs to make a concerted
effort to educate young people about the dangers of
cannabis use. It needs to tackle the perception that
cannabis is harmless to ensure that young people
understand the real consequences of using cannabis.
Cutting programs such as Go for Your Life is not the
way to go about it.
I conclude by saying that banning the bong through this
legislation is only one very small step in the work that
needs to be done to reduce cannabis use. I will be
generous and say that this bill deserves a 3 out of 10. I
think the government needs to do a lot more if it is
serious about tackling this issue.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment (Prohibition of
Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill 2011.
Like many Victorians, I am concerned about the
increase in the number of young people using drugs.
Some of my constituents have shared with me their
concerns about the effects of drug use on young people
and in fact people of all ages, with the associated
ongoing social impacts, the increasing levels of
violence and the social dislocation caused by the effects
of drug use.
I refer to Australian Institute of Criminology statistics
from 2010. According to the institute, in 2008–09,
66 per cent of all arrests in Australia involved cannabis.
In line with previous years, cannabis was the drug
category with the highest number of offences. So there
is great concern out there about the increasing social
effects cannabis is having, but they are not the only
effects that are of concern to this government. There is
also the relationship between drug use and mental
illness. Drug abuse and its associated effects have
placed an increasing burden on our health system in
general. Mr Jennings highlighted that very effectively
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when he spoke about the effects of drug use on
ambulance services in metropolitan Melbourne. In 2010
in metropolitan Melbourne ambulance call-outs
responding to issues involving cannabis use increased
by 9 per cent from the previous year, with a total of
887 attendances. Our ambulance and hospital systems
are already under great stress, so we should do anything
we can to reduce that stress.
When in opposition the coalition listened to concerns
raised by a range of people within the community and
by the health sector in particular about the effects of
drug use. The coalition made a pre-election
commitment in relation to these issues, so this bill
delivers on another of the Baillieu government’s
election commitments. It clearly sets out and
demonstrates the government’s commitment to
preventing drug uptake and abuse, and it sends a very
clear message that illicit drug use is harmful to both the
health and wellbeing of individuals. In many instances
friends and family can be the innocent victims of
someone under the influence of an illegal drug, as can
other members of the community.
This bill is intended to ban the display, sale and supply
of cannabis water pipes, or bongs as they are more
commonly known, as we have heard this evening.
Cannabis use is illegal in this state. Bongs are very
widely used to imbibe cannabis, and it seems
incongruous that bongs and bong kits can be openly
displayed and sold to the public while cannabis itself is
illegal. What message are we sending to our young if
we allow bongs to be openly displayed while cannabis
is illegal? I would suggest it is a very mixed message.
Already we have legislation in place banning the sale of
other drug apparatus such as ice pipes and cocaine kits.
You can take cocaine by very simple means as well. I
say to Mr Jennings that there is no guarantee in relation
to how people imbibe such drugs.
As Mrs Coote has said, for a number of years the
coalition has made it very clear to the Victorian
community that it is committed to protecting the health
and wellbeing of all Victorians. In the lead-up to last
year’s election the coalition went to the community
with a clear proposal in relation to prohibiting retailers
from displaying and selling bongs, bong components
and bong kits.
In a number of contributions this evening we have
heard about research in this area. Research suggests that
cannabis is at its highest use amongst young people
aged between 14 and 24 years, and slightly older
Victorians aged between 25 and 34 years. In fact only
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yesterday the Drug Advisory Council of Australia
released drug-use statistics. The council stated:
The latest Australian national drug survey shows that 1 in
8 Australians over the age of 14 have used an illicit drug in
the previous year; 10.3 per cent used cannabis.

It seems incredible that 14-year-olds are amongst the
highest cannabis users. One only has to go to the
nightly news reports to see the all-too-common stories
relating to drug use or drug-related incidents. In
Victoria it is said that 30 per cent of Victorians aged
14 years and over have reported use of cannabis at
some stage in their life, making cannabis the most
widely used illicit drug in Victoria. As I have
previously said, this government is committed to
protecting the health and wellbeing of all Victorians,
and one of the consequences of illicit drug use is an
increase in adverse effects.
Over many years many health professionals have raised
concerns about the effects of illicit drug use, in
particular the links between the use of cannabis and an
increased risk of mental illness. Mental health has been
at the forefront of issues of concern to governments of
all persuasions in recent times. The Baillieu
government has taken the issue of mental health
extremely seriously and the Minister for Mental Health,
Mary Wooldridge, has already done an enormous
amount of work in this area.
Earlier in the year in the first Baillieu budget it was
announced that new capital funding was being
delivered for headspace outlets. That will improve
services for young Victorians with mental health and
substance abuse issues. A further $88 million package
was delivered to address the longstanding neglect of
mental health issues within Victoria. These are some of
the issues that have already been taken up by this
government.
Much research has been undertaken over many years in
regard to the relationship between cannabis use and
mental illness. Research indicates that cannabis use is
associated with an increased risk in the development of
mental illness and that stopping or reducing cannabis
use could prevent schizophrenia and psychosis
disorders in some people. We need to do what we can
to protect young Victorians from getting to that stage.
When I worked in the health system I saw firsthand the
effects of psychotic disorders and episodes as a result of
drug and substance abuse. It is not only devastating for
individuals but also for their families.
Mental health issues are not the taboo subject they once
were. As a society and community the stigma
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surrounding people with mental illnesses thankfully has
largely disappeared. As a community we know that for
many people mental illness starts at an early age.
Adolescence is already known as a period of high risk
for the development of mental illness. We need to do as
much as possible to restrict exposure to illicit drugs
such as cannabis during those formative years.
For younger users of cannabis — and I refer to
adolescents aged between 12 and 17 years who are
regular users — using a bong or a cannabis water pipe
is the most common method for consuming cannabis.
Banning the sale of bongs will reinforce the message
that smoking cannabis is illegal.
Victoria is not the only state to have banned bongs and
bong paraphernalia. All other states have, so we are
certainly not leading the way in this regard. Some of
those states have had bans in place for a number of
years. In my region, Southern Metropolitan Region,
there are a number of retail outlets that display and sell
bongs and other smoking paraphernalia. One only has
to drive down Chapel Street in Prahran to see one of
these outlets. The businesses affected by this ban will
be given information from the government, as will the
community, as to what the effects of this legislation will
be and what they will mean to offenders.
The Minister for Mental Health has demonstrated a
very clear track record in her ability to engage with
stakeholders at all levels on issues relating to the area in
which she has responsibility. Again the minister should
be commended for her handling of this issue. The
minister and the Baillieu government are taking
responsibility for the growing concern amongst many
within our communities about drug abuse amongst
young Victorians.
When this legislation is in place it will send a very
strong message that illicit drug use is harmful and that
the Baillieu government is committed to protecting the
health and wellbeing of all Victorians. Banning the
open display and selling of bongs and bong
paraphernalia involved with the smoking of an illicit
substance is another step towards achieving this
objective.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment (Prohibition of
Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill 2011. I
am very pleased to speak on this bill, and I commend
the Minister for Mental Health, Minister Wooldridge,
for her work on this issue.
Mrs Coote — A great minister.
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Mrs PETROVICH — She is a very good minister;
Mrs Coote is absolutely right. She is a very
hardworking and effective — —
An honourable member — Her staff too.
Mrs PETROVICH — Absolutely. She has very
good staff in her office as well.
Mrs Coote — Great staff.
Mrs PETROVICH — Absolutely fantastic. I rise to
applaud the government’s stance on the prohibition of
retail and display and sale of bongs and associated kits
and components that will take effect on 1 January 2012.
This government made a pledge prior to its election on
this matter. It is just another commitment which is
being delivered by the Baillieu government. We are
doing what we said we would do, and I know the
people of Victoria are grateful for that after 11 years of
a lack of commitment to election promises.
This item is not a normal retail item and should not be
seen as one. It is illogical to display and sell equipment
for smoking cannabis when it is illegal to smoke
cannabis. Cannabis is the illicit drug most used in
Victoria, and yet one of the commonly used methods of
consuming it is the bong. It is widely available to buy.
My 17-year-old son and I were recently at a party retail
shop which displayed 18th and 21st birthday
paraphernalia and paraphernalia for hens and bucks
nights, and there in the cabinet on public display — —
Mrs Coote — Handcuffs and whips?
Mrs PETROVICH — I do not know about that,
Mrs Coote; it was not that sort of shop. But there was
an array of bongs available for purchase. This provoked
a discussion with my son about the sale of these pipes
and what message that sent to our young people about
the use of cannabis as a party item and how pipes are
prevalent, openly displayed and obviously available.
This led to further discussion about cannabis use with
other young people I interact with, and I realised that
their perception is that cannabis is a natural product and
that it does not harm you. That point illustrates that we
have failed to educate our young people about this
drug. The perception is that cannabis is grown, it is
natural, and that if you smoke it, it is probably not a
harmful drug to use.
We can see the effects of smoking cannabis and the
effect it has on our young people. We know that
one-third of Victorians over 14 are estimated to have
consumed cannabis at one time in their life. It is
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reported that cannabis use is the highest among young
people aged 14 to 24 years old and also among those
aged 25 to 34 years. It horrifies me as a parent — a
mother of young people in their teens and young
adulthood — to recognise the extent of the problem,
especially as most users, like my young bloke, who
says he has not tried the drug, will debate the health
risks associated with this drug.
The health risks of using cannabis are well known.
Ms Mikakos detailed some of the mental health risks
associated with cannabis use, such as depression,
psychosis, anxiety and schizophrenia disorders. But
Ms Mikakos sent a very confusing message, which is
part of the problem that we face. She spoke about the
issues around mental illness associated with the use of
cannabis. She was talking a lot of sense when she
talked about drug-induced psychosis, but she then went
on to say that banning bongs will not send a message to
our young people that their use is inappropriate. We
need to make it clear that when you are using an illegal
substance the pipe to use that substance should also be
illegal.
The bill is the first step in an education process which
was not commenced by Labor. We know it will never
be commenced by the Greens because, as was
articulated by Mrs Coote and detailed on its website,
Greens members support the legalisation of marijuana
use. That is very irresponsible when you consider the
harm that its use is causing young people, the number
of young people who are using it, the number of people
with mental illness in our hospitals and the long-term
effects of smoking marijuana. We know we are not
dealing with just marijuana as it was some time ago.
Now we have varieties of genetically modified
marijuana which are highly potent. In some cases the
tetrahydrocannabinol can be stored in the fat cells of
young people for up to 10 years.
I strongly support this bill, which has been introduced
by the Baillieu government. It is clear that the Premier
has never taken a step back from his position on this
issue. This is the first step in educating our young
people in knowing that it is not healthy to smoke
marijuana and that it is not good for their mental health.
The bill is part of a broad, wide-ranging approach to
educate young people about the harm in using cannabis.
We know that young and older people can fashion
bongs out of plastic drink bottles by using a bit of
electrical tape, but the bill sends a good message: the
purchase of bongs is not desirable and their use is very
different from the cultural use of shishas and hookahs,
which are not covered by the bill. With those few
words, I will conclude.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise tonight to speak on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment (Prohibition of
Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill 2011,
or the Ban the Bong Bill, as we have come to know it. I
have to say, as a demonstration of my naivety, that
when I first heard the word ‘bong’ I thought the person
was talking about some jungle drum, but my kids
reminded me that that is a bongo, not a bong.
I was disappointed by Mr Jennings’s flippancy tonight
about the bill, making light of it by referring to the
‘bong squad’. Let us face it and do our job here. This is
about protecting our children. It is as simple as that.
I commend Mrs Coote, Ms Crozier and Mrs Petrovich
on their contributions tonight. They went to the
substance of what the bill is all about.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — While he sits there being
flippant about this, I have to say to Mr Jennings that
this is about protecting our kids and there can be no
greater need than that of what we have to do in this
chamber.
The bill makes it an offence to display these things in a
shop window. I have to say that I have seen these things
in shops, stood and looked at them and did not know
quite what they were. Once it was pointed out that they
were not some sort of African drum, I realised that they
are items used to consume an illegal substance. This is
a no-brainer. Let us take these things off the shelves.
Ms Mikakos said she looked on the internet and could
not tell the difference between a bong and a hookah.
One wonders which internet site she was surfing,
because there is an obvious difference. All that
members have to do is go to pages 22 and 23 of the
parliamentary library research brief on the bill to see
photographs of the two, clearly showing which is
which. Perhaps Ms Mikakos could spend less time
surfing those doubtful internet sites and simply go to
the brief prepared by the staff of the parliamentary
library, who do a great job in research.
Is it not a contradiction that in Victoria cannabis is an
illegal substance, yet people can buy the implement that
can be used to smoke cannabis?
Mr Finn — Ridiculous!
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is ridiculous, Mr Finn, and
it is time this responsible, Baillieu-led government said,
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‘Enough is enough; we’re going to protect our
children’.
I am told that using a bong is the most common method
used or consuming cannabis by regular cannabis users
aged 12 to 17 years — children. In 2010 ambulance
attendances in metropolitan Melbourne relating to
cannabis increased by 9 per cent from 2009, with
887 attendances. In one year in my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region, in the local government
area of Melbourne, there were 62 attendances relating
to cannabis; in Moreland, 45; in Hume, 44; in Darebin,
42; in Banyule, 24; in Whittlesea, 23; and in Nillumbik,
8. All those people were attended by ambulances
because of the use of cannabis. I have to say: enough is
enough.
Ms Mikakos said that this bill provides false comfort
for parents. It does not; it is a statement that this
government is prepared to protect children. We will do
what we need to do. This is a great first step. I
commend the government on putting this forward. I
commend the minister and her team for bringing this to
the table. It is time we did something to protect our
kids.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise this evening to speak in favour of the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water
Pipes) Bill 2011. I do not condone the use of illegal
drugs. It might surprise a few people here to learn that
in fact I have never participated in that part of
subculture at all. However, there was ample opportunity
to do so with a number of people with whom I went to
school and university, who did. It was cool to be
stoned, messed up or out of your mind. None of these
factors ever gave me a desire to ‘get into it’, as they
used to say. The conversations I had with stoned people
did not enthral me; it was a bit like what comes from
the other side of the chamber. In many instances after
the pot was exhausted the heavier drugs would follow,
usually well and truly after I had already left the party
or nightclub.
It has always been a paradox to me that bongs, the
vessels by which cannabis can be delivered, are freely
available and in plain sight. Some retail outlets, like Off
Ya Tree, freely display bongs in their windows and
behind their sales counter. Their website shows that
currently they are having a sale, before these laws are
enacted. I think this is evidence that this legislation is
already effective.
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At markets, alongside pirated DVDs and
quality-challenged Nike tracksuit pants, you will find
bongs for sale. These objects look innocuous. They are
made of glass, plastic or ceramic, and are long, short,
fat and thin. They come in the shape of skulls and trees
and are plain or have the form of a cannabis leaf
emblazoned across them. But the fact remains that they
are the thin end of the wedge by which cannabis users
normalise their illegal activity.
It can be called cannabis, hooch, green, grass, hemp,
hash, Mary, wacky tobacky or weed. No matter how
cute you try to make it or whatever name you give it,
marijuana is a drug of dependence which alters the
perception of people — and that is the problem. With
newer and more potent varieties of the cannabis plant,
prolonged exposure has serious consequences for
mental health.
Cannabis is also known as a gateway drug, allowing for
the perception to develop that the aforementioned
heavier drugs are less dangerous or controllable. Bongs
cannot be the cuddly or stylish poster child of the drugs
culture, where profiteers do not care that the products
they sell fry people’s brains or about the ancillary
consequences of drug use, such as violence, accidents
or the criminal activities engaged in to support the
habit.
This bill is not, as some who have contacted my office
have suggested, an attack on other cultures. I appreciate
that some cultural traditions involve the use of water
pipes for smoking tobacco. For example, hookahs are
used in Middle Eastern communities to smoke tobacco
in a communal way. However, in being consistent with
anti-tobacco laws, the removal of hookahs or shishas
from view will comply with the regulation which insists
that cigarettes be hidden, even though they are still a
legal substance.
If members listened to the speech delivered by
Mr Jennings, you would ask why we bother with much
of the legislation we pass through this place. Why do
we make it illegal for people who are under age to drink
if there is still potential for them to get alcohol? Why do
we stop people from smoking if they can access
cigarettes via milk bar operators or parents who see
nothing wrong with smoking? And why do we have
speed limits if they are only going to be broken?
Honestly, I say to Mr Jennings that there are laws in
place to protect society and people from dangerous
substances and activities. Those who choose to break
these laws can do so but they need to realise that a
penalty will be forthcoming. I support this bill for the
good it will do in taking bongs out of the mainstream
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and reducing the community’s exposure to the cannabis
culture.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It gives me a
great deal of pleasure to rise in support of this bill this
evening. It is entirely appropriate that this legislation be
passed in what is the beginning — for this sitting week
anyway — of Mental Health Week, because as we
know, there has been an explosion in recent years in
major mental health problems and that is a direct result
of extended use of cannabis and other drugs.
I recall some years ago being at the opening of a drug
centre in the north-west of Melbourne — more the
north than the west it has to be said — and I asked the
director of that particular service what the problem was
with mental health, why we were facing this huge
explosion in numbers, why so many people were
suffering mental health problems when in years gone
by we had not had those sorts of numbers, and he was
very quick and to the point. He said, ‘Drugs’. He said,
‘Cannabis in particular is the problem, but other drugs
as well.’ He said, ‘As long as we have people using
cannabis, they will fry their brains’.
It is getting worse all the time, as was explained earlier.
The strength of cannabis in this day and age is greater
than it was in years gone by, and this stuff just
absolutely destroys people’s brains. I recall my own
experience with somebody who had used marijuana
over a long period of time, perhaps 40 years. He was a
former employer of mine from when I worked in radio.
He was a fine and outstanding argument against any
legalisation of cannabis. I saw for myself what
extended use of cannabis had done to him. It had turned
him paranoid. It had fried his brain. I think he was
schizophrenic as well. There were a number of
problems that he faced and they were clearly the result
of his use of cannabis over many decades.
This legislation is about sending a message not just to
young people but to every person in Victoria that
cannabis is a very dangerous drug. That is something
that I think some people do not actually realise. You
still hear people occasionally ring up talkback radio
programs and say, ‘I’ve been on cannabis for the last
20 years and it’s never hurt me’. They barely know
what day it is. They barely know who they are, but they
do not recognise that because the cannabis has in fact
fried their brains. There are any number of people out
there who will tell you that cannabis is a harmless drug.
They will tell you that it is not a problem, that you can
smoke it as much as you like every day, morning, noon
and night, and it will have no impact on you. Of course
that is total nonsense.
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While we have laws that ban cannabis in this state, it is
quite extraordinary that I can walk out that door, walk
down the steps of this building here in Spring Street,
walk down Bourke Street and less than 2 minutes away
find a shop which has an extensive array of bongs and
similar smoking implements for cannabis use. We have
those in markets, we have those in a number of places
right around the suburbs and throughout country
Victoria. That has to stop. You cannot send a message
that this stuff is dangerous and then have these things
not only on display but also on sale. That is just a
nonsense. That is what this bill is about. This bill is as
much as anything else about sending a message that this
stuff is dangerous. Cannabis is dangerous. It is not good
for you. It will cause you grievous harm. It will fry your
brain. I believe that that is a message that is well worth
getting through.
In the extraordinarily brief time that I have to speak on
this bill — I would have loved to take up the points that
Mr Jennings made in his contribution but unfortunately
his contribution went a lot longer than I thought it
would so I have run out of time, which is very
disappointing — I would like to commend Mr Peter
Kavanagh, a former member of this house, who put
forward a similar initiative last year that unfortunately
was defeated. The Labor-Greens coalition at that time
that had the numbers, because they are soft on drugs —
we have to face facts: between them they are soft on
drugs — defeated that particular private members bill. I
regretted that then and I regret that now, but I am very
pleased that we have this legislation before the house
tonight because I believe this is important.
It is very important for young people in particular to get
that message. As Mr Ondarchie said, this legislation
really is about protecting our children. So much of what
I do in the course of my public life is about defending
children, and on that basis I am very happy to support
this legislation tonight, because this government will
have no truck with illegal drug use. This government
will not go down the path, as advocated by the Greens,
of injecting rooms and cannabis trials and the sorts of
things that have been advocated in this house tonight.
Labor is reluctantly supporting this bill. Although
Labor members say they are not opposing it, they are
very reluctant. The Greens are opposing the bill, and
that is purely because both parties are soft on drugs.
That is another message that the people of Victoria
should be getting tonight. There are two messages. One
is that cannabis is dangerous; the other is that Labor and
the Greens are soft on drugs.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to endorse the comments made by my colleagues
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on the government benches in relation to the bill to
amend the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Act 1981 to provide for the prohibition of the display,
sale and supply of cannabis water pipes and
components and the restriction of the display for sale of
hookahs.

Criminology, 66 per cent of all arrests in 2008–09
involved cannabis and more than half of all Victorian
drug-related arrests were for cannabis use and
possession. Quite clearly all those statistics show that
the strategy in relation to drug use in the past decade
has been insignificant.

The coalition government made a clear commitment
before the last election to ban the sale and display of
bongs. This bill goes some way forward in limiting the
number of hookahs and bongs on display to three in a
retail outlet or market, and that is a very important
message to send. We can see that incremental change
has had a significant effect on reducing the incidence of
tobacco smoking, yet over a number of years the former
Labor government did nothing to reduce and curb the
incidence of drug use in the community and in
particular amongst our young people.

I recall taking part in a very significant debate in the
1990s in the Victorian Parliament under the Kennett
regime when there was quite a push to legalise
marijuana. At that time I led the opposition against that,
and we were successful in holding our position. I
commend the former Premier, Jeff Kennett, for
resisting that push.

The statistics are disturbing. The results from the 2010
national drug strategy household survey found that
33 per cent — which confirmed previous results of
various research projects — or a third of the Victorian
population aged 14 and over, reported the use of
cannabis at some stage in their lives, making cannabis
the most widely used illicit drug in Victoria. Between
2007 and 2010 the proportion of people in Australia
who had used cannabis over the previous 12 months
actually went up. In the South Eastern Metropolitan
Region the incidence of drug offences from 2009–10
through to 2010–11, from July to June, increased by
18.2 per cent from 1765 drug offences generally for all
municipalities to 2086. The biggest increase was in the
city of Greater Dandenong at 32.6 per cent; in Kingston
there was a 19.5 per cent increase and in Casey a
15.5 per cent increase, and that is a very disturbing
trend indeed. It is certainly something that the
community wants more action on, because the former
government did nothing.
In 2009 ambulance attendances in metropolitan
Melbourne relating to cannabis use increased from
2008 by 23 per cent, with 831 attendances. We heard
today, for example, concerns about the delays in
ambulance attendances and the significant problems the
Minister for Health has been trying to address. Now we
can imagine what would happen if indeed there were
fewer cannabis-related ambulance attendances; it would
certainly free up greater capacity to respond to other
health emergencies.
Cannabis-related hospital admissions also increased by
21 per cent in 2009. In 2010 that figure rose again to
887 ambulance attendances for cannabis-related
emergencies. According to the Australian Institute of

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — There were no changes, and
now the research and the data justify and strengthen
that position. The failure of the Bracks and Brumby
governments to take action to curb the use of marijuana
in the community is nothing short of a betrayal of our
young people. Labor policy has allowed drug
paraphernalia to be displayed and sold in retail outlets.
It ignored the fact that over 200 000 people who enter
drug treatment each year report marijuana as their
primary drug of choice. My colleagues have outlined
the significant impact of chronic marijuana use, in
particular those crops that have high levels of
tetrahydrocannabinol concentration, and its links with
the onset of mental health problems, including
paranoia, and certainly a strong correlation with
dropping out of school and education, and a range of
other developmental and social problems associated
with marijuana use. There are now a lot stronger
varieties than perhaps may have been experienced by
the members of the flower-power generation, who may
now be in various positions of decision making, and it
is a much more dangerous drug now.
In 2005, 2007 and 2009 it was recommended to the
former government that it should implement this
change and pass this bill. There were calls for reform,
but all those calls were ignored. The former
government did nothing, and we see that these figures
have increased. In 2005 Steve Bracks, then Premier,
claimed the government was considering restricting the
sale of bongs and other water pipes to minors, and we
know that that action was not taken. Instead Labor
restricted police funding to combat the drug epidemic,
spending less per capita on police resourcing than all
other states. Victoria had the lowest number of
front-line operational police per capita of all the
Australian states. Under Labor there was no significant
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action taken to curb the use of drugs in the community,
and we have seen that reflected in the figures.

that we restrict the access, particularly to that younger
demographic, which hopefully in turn will restrict use.

This is an important step forward. It is a small step, but
we know that cannabis use has a dramatic impact on
social and developmental outcomes and that for people
who use cannabis there are obviously lots of risks of
educational underachievement, physical health
problems, social difficulties and experimentation with
other drugs, and we have heard references to marijuana
being a gateway drug. People in Victoria — families
and parents — are sick and tired of the soft approach to
cannabis. Every other state in Australia has banned the
display, sale and possession of bongs. Victoria needs to
get on board, and this legislation does that.

Also the bill sends a very clear message to Victorians
that we are committed to reducing the cost to the
community of abuse of drugs and crime. As chair of the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee — and there
are other members of that committee in this chamber
tonight — I have heard on a daily basis the heavy toll
on the Victorian community of drug overdose and drug
abuse. On that basis I strongly support the bill and
commend it to the house.

The government has already passed many
common-sense laws, but surely this is the most overdue
common-sense law to date. Without further ado, I
commend the legislation and commend the minister for
honouring such an important election commitment and
an important message to the community that we as
legislators have got to do something to curb the
proliferation of drug use. The statistic of 33 per cent of
children aged 14 and over reporting use of marijuana is
too high, and we must take some action. This is a very
important first step, a very important symbolic action,
to say that drug use is unacceptable, that it is harmful
and that this government is going to do something
about it. I commend the bill to the house.

Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
not so much great pleasure but I appreciate the
opportunity to support the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment (Prohibition of
Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill 2011. I
will be very brief because many previous contributions
have covered the areas I was going to speak on.
I want to again annunciate the reasons this bill is before
us. The Baillieu government was and is committed to
protecting the health and wellbeing of all Victorians,
young and old, and before the election we pledged to
the Victorian people that we would prohibit retailers
from displaying and selling bongs, bong components
and bong kits. We are now carrying through with that
commitment.
Secondly, it is a contradiction to ban a substance — in
this case, cannabis — yet flagrantly allow the sale of a
device that would encourage users to use that
substance. What is particularly concerning is the
highest demographic of users are in the 14-to-24-years
age group and the 25-to-34-years age group. Therefore
I do not see, as Mr Jennings suggested, that this is
frivolous legislation. In fact I think it is very important

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 34
Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr (Teller)
Pakula, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 3
Barber, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed next day.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

International Student Legal Advice Clinic:
funding
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The matter I wish to raise is for the Attorney-General. It
concerns funding for the International Student Legal
Advice Clinic. Last year the Brumby government
provided $220 000 in funding to run a 12-month pilot
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for the clinic through the Western Suburbs Legal
Service, which is based in Newport. The Western
Suburbs Legal Service has operated the clinic from its
base in Newport, from the Salvation Army centre in
Bourke Street and through Eastcare in Box Hill.
It has been an extremely popular service. Between 200
and 250 international students have used the service,
and it has covered issues such as migration advice,
education services, dispute procedures and international
student support services generally. Not surprisingly, the
former government’s funding of the International
Student Care Service hotline has contributed to the
popularity of the legal service, with many of the
referrals to the legal service coming via the hotline, all
of which makes the decision of the current government
to cease funding the legal service so surprising.
The Western Suburbs Legal Service has been notified
that funding for the clinic will not be renewed and that
it should instead seek funding through Victoria Legal
Aid. As expected, VLA has told the Western Suburbs
Legal Service that it has no spare funds and, as a
consequence, the legal advice clinic for international
students will shut its doors at the end of October. This
is causing great concern within the international student
community, a community that the Premier courted so
assiduously while he was in opposition.
I have received correspondence from the National
Union of Students, the Council of International
Students Australia, the Law Institute of Victoria,
ISANA International Education Association and the
Federation of Community Legal Centres. All those
organisations strongly support the International Student
Legal Advice Clinic and urge the government to renew
funding, and I am doing likewise. My request to the
Attorney-General is a simple one. The pilot has been a
great success and the service is highly valued by
international students. The Attorney-General should
renew funding to the clinic before it is forced to close
its doors three short weeks from now.

Sex trafficking: legislation
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My issue
this evening on the adjournment is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Michael O’Brien, and it concerns
hastening the introduction of laws dealing with sex
trafficking in this state.
I know the minister has been concerned about this as an
issue for a considerable time, and we have seen a lot of
publicity about sex trafficking in Victoria over the last
few weeks, in particular a Four Corners episode last
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night, which was referred to by Ms Hartland earlier,
and a campaign being run by the Age.
The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee of the last
Parliament, which comprised many of us here in this
chamber, including Ms Mikakos, Mr Leane and me,
conducted an inquiry into people trafficking for sex in
June 2010. The committee produced a comprehensive
report. It was the first report of its kind in this country
and was particularly well received. Much of the Four
Corners program last night reflected the work that led
to the committee’s report. We came up with a lot of
recommendations, but before I mention a couple that I
am hoping the minister will highlight in any legislation
he brings forward, I refer to the fact that we were
horrified that there was as much sex trafficking in this
country as there is. In fact over 1000 women are traded
for sex in this country every year.
The Four Corners program did not show that many
illegal sex workers are brought to the attention of the
authorities by the punters. I would like to commend the
punters who are using legal brothels in this state and
who are so concerned about this issue that they have
brought it up with the authorities.
One of the big things the committee found was that it
was unclear as to who was responsible for the
prosecution of sex trafficking offences in Victoria —
whether it was the role of the federal police, the local
police or the local council. I know Minister O’Brien is
particularly interested in clarifying this. I am asking
him to hasten the introduction of this legislation into
Victoria, because it is imperative to clarify who is
responsible for what in the prosecution of what are
serious offences. It is an increasing problem, and it is
totally and utterly unacceptable in this day and age in
this state that women are being trafficked for sex.

Planning: shire of Wellington
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning. It
relates to amendment C33 of the Wellington planning
scheme. Amendment C33 incorporates new flood data
into the planning scheme so that future development
will ensure that people are safe, that flood damage is
minimised, that land use is sustainable and that
drainage optimal.
Newspaper reports indicate that some residents in Port
Albert have concerns over the amendment. The panel
report states that these have been addressed. The
minister has asked that the Wellington Shire Council
and the West Gippsland Catchment Management
Authority (CMA) go back to the drawing board. While
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I understand that the minister is entitled to request
further work on the amendment, I ask him to provide
me with the precise matters that he wants the
Wellington shire and the West Gippsland Catchment
Management Authority to rework and report on.
The Wellington shire and the West Gippsland
Catchment Management Authority used available data
to map the areas subject to flooding and to work out the
appropriate overlays. The shire and the CMA received
139 submissions, and while they were able to negotiate
and resolve a number of the concerns of landowners,
many concerns were not resolved. The shire therefore
asked the minister to establish an independent panel to
conduct hearings and make recommendations that
would assist in resolving outstanding concerns.
The panel delivered its report in January this year and
identified issues relating to the reliability of the data
used to define the overlay boundaries and the
applicability of the overlays to individual properties as
well as the social and economic impact of the overlays
on individual landowners and affected communities.
The panel report noted and addressed submissions from
19 local towns but gave specific attention to Port
Albert. The minister will know that the panel identified
the particular concerns and anxieties of some of the
residents of Port Albert but stated that in its view the
shire was adopting a reasonable position in using the
best available information and progressively upgrading
or refining related planning controls. It indicated that
there was no problem with the technical assessment
underlying the extent of the overlays.
In the end the panel gave the green light to the
amendment subject to a range of changes and
recommendations that I understand are under way.
These include some boundary overlay checks in Port
Albert, permit requirement changes, a peer review of a
CSIRO report, improvements in the accuracy of
measuring tidal movements in the Port Albert to Port
Welshpool area, flood overlay reviews around Port
Albert and the establishment of a community
consultative committee.
The 3 August issue of the Yarram Standard reported
that the minister told the Wellington shire to go back to
the drawing board on its planning rules for Port Albert,
but the minister identified no problem that needed to be
addressed that was not addressed or was inadequately
addressed by the shire, the CMA or the independent
panel. The 13 September issue of the Gippsland Times
reported that the Wellington Shire Council does not
know what the minister expects it to do. I therefore seek
the details of what the minister requires of the shire and
the West Gippsland CMA.
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Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Housing, the Honourable Wendy Lovell. The matter I
wish to raise with the minister is in relation to a housing
project, but I would like to take the opportunity to
congratulate the minister on the release last week of
Victorian Homelessness Action Plan 2011–2015, a
document that clearly sets out the priorities of the
Baillieu government in relation to the concerning issue
of homelessness. As it clearly states, the action plan has
a focus on early intervention and targeted assistance to
those most at risk of homelessness.
The matter I would like to bring to the attention of the
minister is in relation to a housing project that is
currently being undertaken by the Port Phillip Housing
Association. The Port Phillip Housing Association has
been in operation since 1986. It is an independent,
not-for-profit organisation that develops and manages
affordable community housing for persons on low to
moderate incomes. Initially known as the St Kilda
Housing Association, the Port Phillip Housing
Association was established in 1986 to undertake
tenancy and property management of the then St Kilda
community housing program. The purpose of the
housing program was to provide secure, affordable and
appropriate rental housing for local residents with
long-term links to the area and for those who were
eligible for public housing. There was a particular
priority on services that targeted people who were
disadvantaged, were experiencing housing stress or
were at risk of homelessness. Currently the Port Phillip
Housing Association owns, develops and manages
something in the order of 636 dwellings with a total
value of approximately $180 million.
In recent times I have attended on behalf of the minister
the opening of a new facility in Blessington Street,
St Kilda. With the CEO of the Port Phillip Housing
Association, Karen Barnett, and the operations
manager, Tanya Armstrong, I have visited a number of
sites in the Elwood and St Kilda areas and have spoken
with residents who, through the association’s various
projects, now have places they can call home.
The Port Phillip Housing Association is currently
undertaking a number of projects. One in particular,
which is outside the St Kilda area but within my
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region, is the
Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project. This project will
involve the redevelopment of six vacant sites in the
area, with funding for the project shared between the
Victorian government and the Port Phillip Housing
Association. I ask the minister to join with me in
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visiting the Ashwood site to review the project and the
construction progress of that development.

Planning: Point Cook green wedge
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy, and it follows a meeting of about
100 members of the Point Cook community I attended
on 6 October. The meeting was in response to a
recommendation by the Growth Areas Authority to turn
more than 200 hectares of green wedge land at Point
Cook into what may be 3000 houses. Community
members spoke passionately at the meeting of their
concerns about the proposed development and the
impact this development would have on the way of life
of this community. I undertook at the end of the
meeting to raise the concerns of the community with
the minister and seek his response.
The community’s concerns fall into two categories.
Firstly, community members say that existing
infrastructure is inadequate and that in fact some of the
infrastructure is haemorrhaging. They identified a
number of concerns, and I will articulate some of them.
They include congestion on the roads and inadequate
public transport with insufficient and infrequently
scheduled buses and the inability to find parking at the
train station. Their concerns include inadequate medical
suppliers, inadequate bike and footpaths, and a lack of
school and child-care places, to name but a few.
These were by no means the only issues the community
members asked me to raise, but they give a flavour of
some of the frustration the community feels about the
lack of infrastructure. Community members said loudly
that what they want, and what they want me to ask the
minister, is for development to cease until the existing
infrastructure gaps are rectified.
The second issue the community members raised with
equal passion was the importance of this green wedge.
For this community the wedge and the resulting open
space is an asset they want protected and enhanced, and
many said it was the reason they moved into this
community. They are concerned that the loss of the
green wedge will have an impact through the loss of
Aboriginal artefacts and the destruction of not one but
two remnant wetlands, and they are opposed to the
view that the destruction of part of the green wedge is
necessary to fund the preservation of the wetlands.
They are concerned that once the green wedge is gone
it will be gone forever.
My request to the minister on behalf of this community
is that he respond to its request to not accept the
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recommendation that this green wedge be turned into
housing. The community also wants me to ask the
minister to stop further development until existing
infrastructure needs are met and to have the
government review that green wedge — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Autism: Eastern Metropolitan Region
constituent
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
Martin Dixon, and it concerns an individual issue for a
family, the Freeman family, who have contacted me in
recent times. Ms Abigail Freeman, a constituent of the
electorate that the President and I represent, has a son
who has recently commenced secondary school and has
only recently been diagnosed with the autism spectrum
disorder, Asperger’s syndrome. He exhibited
behaviours in primary school which caused stress to
himself and to his parents, but it was the secondary
school that advised Ms Freeman to have her son
re-assessed, and he was diagnosed with autism.
The secondary school advised Ms Freeman that her son
would require an aide at school, and has been more than
happy to try to fund the cost itself this year. The family
has applied for funding for an aide for next year.
Taking into account the late diagnosis, they did not
have the opportunity to apply for aide funding prior to
their son starting secondary school.
The action I seek from the minister is that he ask his
department to contact Ms Freeman with advice on any
assistance the department can give to help the family in
its current situation through the provision of an aide for
their son, which is very important. I intend to forward
to the minister correspondence that Ms Freeman has
sent to me to assist him and his department in finding
ways they may be able to assist this family.

Electricity: price comparisons
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Energy and Resources. It relates to energy bills and
the government’s admirable commitment to keep a lid
on the cost of living. Section 40R of the Electricity
Industry Act 2000 deems that a condition of a retailer’s
licence is to include on a customer’s bill one of two
things: one, the levels of greenhouse gas consumption
at the property; or, two, comparisons with a similar
dwelling’s average consumption against the customer’s
actual consumption. We are all familiar with this from
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our water bills, where we have what is called bill
benchmarking.
The current section 40R splits these two requirements
with the grammatical conjunction ‘or’, meaning that
under the current legislation the Essential Services
Commission, through its energy retail code, cannot
require retailers to include both sets of information on a
bill. They are obliged to include only one, and the vast
majority of retailers provide greenhouse gas
information only, although I have seen one firm that
offers the bill benchmarking of your energy
consumption against similar types of dwellings.
A comprehensive US study conducted by the
Environmental Defence Fund, called Behaviour and
Energy Savings, collected data from 750 000 homes
across 11 utility service areas, which is a huge sample.
The fund found that contrasting an average household’s
energy usage with the customer’s usage on the bill can
significantly change behaviour and reduce energy
consumption by up to 6.5 per cent.
With increasing electricity prices over the next few
years being driven overwhelmingly by the cost of
distribution businesses, Victorian energy consumers
will be more responsive than ever in trying to
understand their bills and minimise their consumption,
just as they did with water during the drought. Simple
information-based energy efficiency programs such as
this will empower households and small businesses to
not only beat their bills but also cut their carbon
consumption. Energy-saving fruit does not get much
more low hanging than simply printing information
onto someone’s bill and getting an immediate reduction
across the board.
With the chairperson of the Essential Services
Commission recently indicating that energy retailers in
Victoria are currently enjoying superprofits, energy
retailers are clearly in a position to absorb the minimal
cost impost of bill benchmarking side by side with
greenhouse gas information. They may even find their
profits increasing further through a deflated wholesale
energy price if consumption cumulatively drops.
I request that the minister inform me of whether or not
he is willing to consider this simple legislative
amendment — to change the word ‘or’ to ‘and’ in the
Electricity Industry Act 2000 — so that he can pursue
his electoral promise to help Victorian consumers keep
a lid on their electricity bills.
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Lyndoch aged-care facility: future
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Ageing, and I
am pleased that he is in the chamber and has the
opportunity to respond. The minister would be aware
that concerns have been raised in the media that the
Baillieu government may be planning to privatise a
publicly owned aged-care facility — namely, the
Lyndoch hostel and nursing home in Warrnambool.
The minister would also be aware of concerns
expressed by some 200 aged-care staff at the facility
that their agreements are now being shifted across to
private contracts.
The reason for the nervousness of staff is
understandable given both the coalition’s track record
in this area and the minister’s stance on this issue so far.
Members would be aware of the coalition’s record from
when it was last in government. The Kennett years
resulted in eight rural hospitals being closed, and
aged-care services in Bairnsdale, Paynesville,
Warrnambool and Mildura were privatised.
The minister had an opportunity to respond to a
question during a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing a few months ago, when he was
asked to rule out the sale, outsourcing or privatisation
of any existing publicly funded residential aged-care
service, but he failed to provide a categorical assurance.
Tonight I ask the minister to give the Warrnambool
community an assurance, an absolute guarantee, that
the Lyndoch hostel and nursing home will remain in
public ownership.

WorkSafe Victoria: safety information
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Assistant Treasurer in his
capacity as the minister responsible for WorkSafe
Victoria. The matter I raise is an issue regarding
lightweight all-terrain vehicle helmets for farmers who
work on the land. As members would be aware, in
order to achieve greater safety standards WorkSafe
requires that farmers wear these helmets. I was
contacted recently by Mr Tony Horne, a cattle farmer
from north-east Victoria. He saw in the Weekly Times
that there were lightweight safety helmets available,
and he rang WorkSafe to seek advice on where to get
them. The reply he got was that it was unequivocally
not WorkSafe’s business to tell him and that he should
go and look for it himself.
The action I seek from the minister is a review of this
procedure. As the house would be aware, during the
Bracks Labor government, legislation was put in place
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to enable WorkSafe inspectors to offer advice. The new
WorkCover regime is all about offering advice to
businesses seeking to make their workplaces safer,
rather than there being the old practice of a WorkSafe
inspector putting a provisional improvement notice on
them. WorkSafe inspectors have a lot of information,
because that is their job. What we have is a very
agitated Mr Horne. He said:
I find the reply unhelpful and a waste of taxpayers money to
employ people to write such …

I will leave the rest to the imagination. As a former
WorkCover minister I am aware of the challenge, so I
ask that Mr Rich-Phillips take action to get WorkSafe
to respond to Mr Horne and not hide behind a
bureaucratic defence of ‘seek it yourself’ but give
Mr Horne the advice he seeks so that he can comply
with the appropriate safety regulation.

Responses
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — In the
first instance I am pleased to provide 17 responses to
adjournment matters raised by members in this place:
Mr Pakula on 16 August; Mr Lenders and Mr Ramsay
on 17 August; Ms Mikakos, Mr Elsbury, Mr Lenders
and Mr Koch on 18 August; Mrs Petrovich and
Mrs Coote on 31 August; Mr O’Brien, Ms Hartland and
Mr Lenders on 1 September; Mr Pakula and Mrs Coote
on 13 September; Mr Leane and Ms Pennicuik on
14 September; and Mr Scheffer on 15 September.
In terms of tonight’s adjournment matters, I note the
matter raised for me by Mr Pakula for the attention of
the Attorney-General concerning the Western Suburbs
Legal Service. I know the Attorney-General and the
government are concerned to support international
students, and I will pass that matter through to the
Attorney-General.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Consumer Affairs concerning sex
trafficking, an inquiry that she and other members of
this chamber were involved with, and the need to
sharpen the response internationally. She mentioned the
contribution of the Age and Four Corners. I too saw
some of the Four Corners show, and I am sure that I
had a similar reaction to those of many in this chamber.
I was very concerned to hear about this. I will pass on
Mrs Coote’s concerns to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, who I know for a fact is also concerned about
matters concerning sex trafficking and will seek to take
steps to minimise the occurrence of that.
Mr Scheffer raised a matter concerning
amendment C33 of the Wellington shire planning

3421

scheme, an arrangement relating to flood data and
sustainable land use in and around Port Albert in the
Wellington shire. He mentioned a panel report and also
made a number of points about the issues. He noted that
the Minister for Planning had asked the West Gippsland
Catchment Management Authority and the Wellington
Shire Council to revisit these matters. I will certainly
pass this on to the relevant minister, the Minister for
Planning, so he can come back to the member with
some specific points.
Ms Crozier raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing, Ms Lovell, concerning the
Victorian homelessness action plan 2011–15. As she
correctly pointed out, this is an important strategy that
has met with the widespread approval of a number of
third parties. The Minister for Housing has done an
excellent job in putting together this important strategy.
The points made by Ms Crozier also relate to the Port
Phillip Housing Association and in particular its
Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project — a project I am
familiar with. Indeed last year Minister Lovell and I
attended a number of public meetings at this project. I
know the minister is aware of a number of matters
concerning the project, and I have no doubt she would
be keen to visit it. I will pass the matter on to her.
Mr Tee raised a matter concerning planning at Point
Cook. He made a number of outlandish claims about
the green wedges. I know the government is determined
to put in place proper protections. As a former shadow
Minister for Planning I remember being in this chamber
as the former government tampered with the green
wedges with little process, doing it in a way that was
not transparent.
Mr Tee — So you will oppose this one in turn?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, there was a series of
amendments. I could go through the list if Mr Tee likes,
but as a former shadow Minister for Planning I know
about the many activities with the green wedges that the
previous government undertook without a proper and
complete process or a transparent approach in the steps
it took. I also understand — and I stand to be corrected
on this — that Wyndham City Council may have made
recommendations around this to the minister, but I will
pass this matter to him on behalf of the member.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for
Education, Mr Dixon, concerning Abigail Freeman and
a family member of hers who has been diagnosed with
an autism spectrum disorder. I am sure the minister is
aware of the challenges here, and I am equally sure that
everyone in this chamber would be supportive of
providing assistance of some nature for Ms Abigail

ADJOURNMENT
3422

COUNCIL

Freeman. Obviously I am not aware of the specific
circumstances and cannot speak on behalf of the
minister, but I will pass on the request from Mr Leane
to ask the department to contact Ms Freeman.
Mr Barber raised a matter for the Minister for Energy
and Resources — —
Mr Barber — Change the word ‘or’ to ‘and’.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I will come to that.
Section 40R of the relevant act uses the word ‘or’
concerning the comparisons that could be provided or
the specific levels of greenhouse gas that are emitted in
this specific circumstance. I understand the importance
of transparency, and I am sure the minister does. From
the many conversations I have had with him about
these matters, I know he understands the steps that can
be taken to improve the provision of information for
consumers. I take it that that is essentially what
Mr Barber is asking for through the changing of one
word, to put ‘and’ instead of ‘or’ in section 40R of the
relevant act. I will pass that on to the minister and seek
his response.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the Assistant Treasurer
concerning WorkSafe Victoria, helmets and the
response received by Mr Tony Horne from WorkSafe
Victoria. I understand the point Mr Lenders seeks to
make about the role of WorkSafe Victoria inspectors
taking a step more than a purely inspectorial role and
providing some advice to businesses. That is a matter
which I will pass on to the minister, and I have no
doubt that the Assistant Treasurer will be prepared to
take it on board.
Ms Mikakos raised a matter with me concerning
Lyndoch Living in Warrnambool. I am very familiar
with that important centre. I have visited it a number of
times, and I am very supportive of the work that is
undertaken — not just the aged-care work but also the
rehabilitation work. I make this quite clear: it is a
not-for-profit aged-care service which provides
commonwealth-funded aged-care services primarily but
which receives some state support as well for a range of
services, including rehabilitation services. Indeed it
provides services that are supported by South West
Healthcare. It undertakes a range of significant work in
the community and has widespread support, with
significant local community fundraising supporting the
institution. I visited Lyndoch during cabinet’s recent
visit to Warrnambool.
I note unfortunately that as part of an industrial
campaign a number of groups have seen fit to make
people believe there is concern about the future of
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Lyndoch. The state government and the community
support Lyndoch; nothing could be further from the
state government’s focus than any change to that. The
service has received increases in funding in the recent
period as a direct reflection of the importance we attach
to that service. There are no plans to privatise it, as has
been described. The matter of fact, as I say, is that this
is a community facility that has a long history in the
town of private fundraising and the delivery of very
important services in that community, and it receives
state government money and support as well. I can
therefore put the member’s mind at rest.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
three outstanding adjournment matters under the
carriage of Mr Davis, two directed to the Premier and
one directed to Mr Davis in his ministerial capacity.
They are all past the 30 days of the relevant rule. How
we deal with them is in your hands, President, but two
of those matters are more complex. The one from
February, directed to the Premier, which asked who the
coordinating ministers of the 11 departments were, is,
as I said, still outstanding. In the context of Mr Davis’s
answer in his first question time last December, when
he said he would forthwith tell the house of all the
administrative arrangements — and with your
guidance, President — I would invite Mr Davis to
simply say who the 11 are now and discharge that
matter. These three matters have now been outstanding
for a long period, and that particular question is not
onerous. I would have thought a minister could answer
it in the house rather than leave it on the notice paper
for this period of time.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
respond to all three matters on the Premier’s behalf.
The PRESIDENT — Order! When?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — In due course.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister to
have a look at separating the matter Mr Lenders has
specifically referred to, dealing with coordinating
ministers, from the others, which he has suggested are
complex. The matter of the coordinating ministers is
probably a fairly straightforward matter that in the
scheme of things has perhaps just been missed rather
than not provided. The minister might expedite that one
if possible.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 10.39 p.m.
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3.

note the comments made by Professor Tim Flannery,
Julia Gillard’s community spokesperson on climate
change, who said, ‘If the world as a whole cut all
emissions tomorrow, the average temperature of the
planet’s not going to drop for several hundred years,
perhaps over 1000 years’;

4.

call on state and federal Labor MPs to strongly oppose
this huge tax impost on their local communities and
businesses;

5.

request that the Legislative Council of Victoria reject the
federal Labor government’s carbon dioxide tax and calls
on the state government to urge the federal government
to take other practical measures to improve
environmental outcomes.

The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have been advised
that the Economy and Infrastructure References
Committee, the Environment and Planning Legislation
Committee and the Legal and Social Issues References
Committee are meeting this day following the
conclusion of the sitting of the Council.

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 Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) (9 signatures).
Laid on table.

Carbon tax: economic impact
To the members of the Legislative Council:
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By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(135 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).

Planning: green wedge development
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the current review
seeking to turn green wedge land into commercial and
housing developments.
The protection, nurturing and enhancement of green wedge
land has been supported by both political parties for over
30 years in recognition of the important role that open space
plays in improving the mental and physical health of the
community and maintaining the livability of Melbourne.
They are the lungs of our city.
We are concerned that the current review of the green wedge,
which only looks at opportunities for commercial and housing
development, does not get the balance right because it does
not consider the impact that bulldozing green wedges will
have on the environment, the mental and physical health of
the community and the livability of Melbourne.
We are concerned that once gone the green wedges are gone
forever and that future generations will regret the destruction
of the green wedges.
The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
stop the current review which only recognises green wedges
as a development opportunity, agree to strengthen and grow
rather than reduce green wedge space and work with the
community to enhance and improve Melbourne’s green
wedges.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the outright
rejection of the federal Labor government’s carbon dioxide
tax and calls on the Victorian Parliament to:

By Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(819 signatures).

1.

note that Victorians reject the monster price hikes that
will be felt in the supermarkets and through gas,
electricity and water bills;

Laid on table.

2.

note the severe threat to kill off Australian industry and
Australian jobs if Australia unwisely goes at it alone;

Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan).
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Maternity Services: Capacity, October 2011.
Supporting Changes in Farming Practices: Sustainable
Irrigation, October 2011.
Austin Health — Report, 2010–11.
Barwon Health — Report, 2010–11.
Beaufort and Skipton Health Service — Report, 2010–11.
Beechworth Health Service — Report, 2010–11.
Calvary Health Care Bethlehem Ltd — Report, 2010–11.
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Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal — Report, 2010–11.
Victoria State Emergency Service Authority — Report,
2010–11.
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council — Report,
2010–11.

PLANNING: PHILLIP ISLAND REZONING
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — On behalf of
my colleague Mr Viney I desire to move, by leave:
That notices of motion nos 190, 191 and 193 relating to the
decision to rezone land at Ventnor, Phillip Island, be moved
and debated concurrently.

Leave refused.

Castlemaine Health — Report, 2010–11.
Cohuna District Hospital — Report, 2010–11.
Colac Area Health — Report, 2010–11.
Country Fire Authority — Report, 2010–11.
Echuca Regional Health — Report, 2010–11.
Film Victoria — Report 2010–11.
Fire Services Commissioner — Report, 2010–11.
Geelong Cemeteries Trust — Report, 2010–11.
Goulburn Valley Health — Report, 2010–11.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Cranbourne Information and Support Service
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On 24 September I attended the opening of the
Cranbourne Information and Support Service
extension. This service plays a vital role in the health
and wellbeing of the Cranbourne and Casey South
community and sees between 50 and 100 people per
day. It is an important resource for many people
experiencing hardship or seeking advice, temporary
help or assistance.

Heathcote Health — Report, 2010–11.
Kilmore and District Hospital — Report, 2010–11.
Kyabram and District Health Service — Report, 2010–11.
Latrobe Regional Hospital — Report, 2010–11.
Legal Practitioners’ Liability Committee — Report, 2010–11.
Melbourne Health — Report, 2010–11.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Returns — June 2011 and Summary of
Variations notified between 29 June 2011 and 7 October
2011.
Sentencing Advisory Council — Report, 2010–11.
St Vincent’s Hospital (Melbourne) Limited — Report,
2010–11.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1984 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 113.
Surveyors Registration Board of Victoria — Minister’s report
of receipt of 2010–11 report.
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 — Reports
under sections 13 and 13ZR of the Act, 2010–11 (two
documents).

The service provides information, referral and support
across an extensive range of areas. It provides
immediate support for people in crisis and emergency
relief by way of food, food vouchers, gas and petrol,
public transport tickets, pharmaceutical needs and
financial aid. The service takes a holistic approach to
people in crisis through ongoing support such as
assistance in negotiating with landlords and creditors,
and financial counselling as well as family counselling
and financial assistance. It also offers a compassionate
ear to its clients, who feel unheard and powerless to
address their problems.
In addition to the devoted allied health professionals
employed by the service, the centre is staffed by a band
of dedicated volunteers who undertake an extensive
training program, orientation and a probationary period
before becoming accredited community information
workers. The service supports some of the most
disadvantaged and marginalised people with
compassion and professionalism. I was honoured to
attend the opening of its extended facility.
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Noble Park Football Club: premiership
Mr TARLAMIS — I would like to congratulate the
Noble Park Football Club, the Bulls, on winning the
2011 Eastern Football League division 1 grand final
last month. The Bulls finished the season with an
emphatic 70-point victory over Scoresby, making them
back-to-back winners. The hard work, commitment and
dedication shown by coach Mick Fogarty, captain
Craig Anderson and all the team should be
commended, and I wish them well for next season.

Murundaka project: Yaruki Tamboore
wetlands
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I
recently launched the Murundaka project in the Yarra
Valley wetlands in Lower Plenty. Murundaka means
‘stay and live at’. It is the result of a great community
effort which has transformed this reserve into a very
special place of spectacular wetlands for the outer
suburbs. The wetlands are now officially called Yaruki
Tamboore, as they were called by the traditional
owners, the Wurundjeri people, meaning ‘magic
waterhole’.
Congratulations to Greensborough Secondary College,
Friends of Yarra Valley Parks, Conservation
Volunteers Australia, Melbourne Water and Parks
Victoria staff who have done an amazing job in
transforming this piece of public land into a special
place for present and future generations to enjoy. Only
a short time ago this area was overgrown and overrun
by weeds and pests. It is now home to a variety of birds,
reptiles and turtles. This amazing transformation was
achieved by clearing a space measuring 100 metres by
60 metres by 2 metres. Drains were cleaned by
Melbourne Water to allow the cleansing effects of the
wetlands to improve the catchment water going into the
Yarra River.
In consultation with the Wurundjeri people, significant
Aboriginal cultural values have been preserved. They
include eel traps, scar trees and an indigenous garden to
preserve plants and educate people about the value of
plants used in Aboriginal culture and foods. This is a
great example of Parks Victoria’s Healthy Parks
Healthy People approach.
I took a gumboot trek into the lagoon to listen to Cam
Beardsell from Parks Victoria explain the habitat and
activities of a colony of native swamp rats who have
made their home in these wetlands. This is significant
as there are no large colonies of this species in Victoria.
There is much to learn from these new wetlands, such
as the migration of birds and the new and rare species
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of plants and animals that are coming back to
Murundaka.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yesterday we
congratulated Mr O’Brien on his new child. Does she
have a name yet?
Mr O’Brien — As yet she is unnamed. An options
paper has been released and we are taking submissions.
We will consider every view and report back in due
course.
The PRESIDENT — We do not want to rush
Mr O’Brien, but we think he has about 30 days.
Congratulations, Mr O’Brien.
Mr O’Brien — Thank you, President. My wife is
still recovering from the effects of morphine, and she
wants to make sure she makes that decision with a clear
head.
The PRESIDENT — Does Mr O’Brien not get a
say?
Mr O’Brien — I have had my say, and I await her
decision.
The PRESIDENT — Comment was passed
yesterday that we would be more than happy to assist in
wetting the baby’s head.
Mr O’Brien — Thank you, President.

Bushfires: community preparedness
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Following
Black Saturday, Labor in government held a fire
awareness week, in conjunction with Community
Safety Month in October, to encourage all Victorians to
prepare and protect their homes from fire well in
advance of the fire season. This has not happened this
year under the Baillieu-Ryan government, yet the CFA
(Country Fire Authority) and the Bureau of
Meteorology are saying that due to the higher rainfall
there is a greater risk this season of fast-moving
grassfires which could extend into suburban areas.
Meanwhile maps issued by the government have failed
to list many areas with histories of bushfires as being at
risk despite their being listed by the CFA as at risk.
Communities in Northern Victoria Region that have
been left off the at-risk list include Bendigo,
Castlemaine, Eaglehawk, Macedon, Woodend and
Kangaroo Flat.
In addition, the government has delayed the release of a
vital final report on fireproofing powerlines — a key
recommendation of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
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Commission — and the government has failed to match
Labor’s commitment to upgrade or rebuild 250 CFA
stations across Victoria because it has other priorities.
In northern Victoria the Swan Hill region alone is
missing out on 20 CFA station upgrades or rebuilds. I
call on the Baillieu-Ryan government to live up to its
responsibilities and get on with the job of doing
everything possible to ensure that all Victorians are
prepared to face the fire season.

Emergency services: blessing of the fleet
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
Saturday, 8 October, I attended the City of Whittlesea’s
annual blessing of the fleet, hosted by the mayor,
Cr Rex Griffin. This is a multifaith service that blesses
the emergency service personnel and their fleet and
equipment. The Country Fire Authority (CFA) was
represented by the Kinglake West, Whittlesea, South
Morang, Wollert, Doreen and other brigades. The State
Emergency Service was there, as was the Metropolitan
Fire Brigade, Victoria Police and Parks Victoria.
Most of the people are volunteers. Speakers included
Fr Ray Hartley from the Anglican Church of Epping;
Jasmine Huynh, representing the Buddhist faith;
Reverend Malcolm Macmillan; Reverend Stuart Stuart,
who is from the emergency services ministry; Elizabeth
Enciondo, representing the Baha’i faith; and Reverend
Glynis Dickens from the Plenty Valley Baptist Church.
Michael Rudd from the Kinglake West CFA gave the
firefighters’ prayer.
There was wonderful community support, but what was
disappointing — and this multifaith service was in the
lower house seat of Yan Yean — was that I was the
only member of Parliament in attendance. Similarly, at
the community services dinner that was held the week
before, with all the local service clubs present, I was the
only member of Parliament in attendance in the seat of
Yan Yean. It was disappointing.
As we enter into the summer season, we pray for the
safety, the security and the support of all our emergency
services personnel, most of whom are volunteers. They
put their neighbours, their friends and their
communities ahead of themselves, and we wish them
well for a safe fire season.

Doug McColl
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I would like
to take this opportunity to congratulate Mr Doug
McColl on being named 2011 Senior Victorian of the
Year. Through his volunteer work, Mr McColl has
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made a significant contribution to the community of
Warracknabeal in western Victoria.
His list of achievements includes being the inaugural
secretary of the Warracknabeal Promotions Committee,
a member of the Townscape Committee and the
Warracknabeal Arts Council, and a dedicated member
of the Warracknabeal Historical Society for more than
50 years. Mr McColl was awarded an Order of
Australia in 1985 for his volunteer work — quite a
considerable range of achievements in only 82 years.

Road safety: Ride Beyond the Trauma
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I joined
my colleague the member for Gembrook in the other
place and a crowd of hundreds of people who gathered
in Pakenham last Sunday to wave off a team of State
Emergency Service volunteers embarking on a
5000-kilometre road safety journey. Five members of
the SES have set out on a nine-day voyage to
Toowoomba to help raise awareness about road safety
as part of the Ride Beyond the Trauma event. The team
was motivated to organise the event after their
experiences as SES volunteers witnessing incidents of
road trauma and the devastating impact they have on
communities and the lives of loved ones who have been
left behind or been seriously injured.
SES volunteers are vital contributors to our community
and often witness some traumatic scenes. They give up
their time so generously to attend local emergencies, as
was demonstrated by the team members right up until
their departure in working all day at a plane crash
rescue in Tooradin the day before they took off on their
ride. The group took off on its journey last week as the
Premier launched a new road safety campaign to
encourage rural communities to talk down the road toll
as part of a partnership between 60 of the state’s
regional newspapers and the Transport Accident
Commission.

Reginald Topp
Mr O’DONOHUE — I wish to acknowledge the
passing of Major Reginald Linnaeus St John Topp,
MBE, ED, at the age of 90. Reg was a member of the
Liberal Party for over four decades. An expert in rail,
he contributed much to debate and policy development
within the party. Reg was a tireless contributor to our
community, as evidenced by his long involvement with
Puffing Billy.
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Esplanade, Mount Martha: pedestrian crossing
Mr O’DONOHUE — I was pleased to join the
member for Mornington in the other place in
announcing that construction of the Mount Martha
pedestrian crossing will soon commence. This will
improve safety to the beach, particularly for the
hundreds of nippers who use — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Disability services: regional and rural Victoria
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
week I paid a visit to western Victoria, and it was very
interesting for me to experience the tyranny of
distance — to see the huge distances that many of our
country members have to travel and how much pressure
is put on service delivery in these areas. First of all I
went to Warracknabeal and visited Woodbine Inc,
which provides supported accommodation and day
programs for people with disabilities. I saw some of the
excellent work that Sharon Taylor and Ray Duffield do
at Woodbine. Then I went on to Mildura and spent
some time with Mallee Family Care. Vernon Knight
has done an extraordinary job, especially with work in
the mental health area and with a whole range of other
programs that he has initiated.
I also saw Fiona Harley from Chances for Children,
who has done some excellent work, Marian Leuhman
from Sunraysia Residential Services Inc., Cath Murphy
from Mallee Family Care, Graeme Loison from Access
Mildura Inc., Mary Bassi from Sunraysia Community
Health Services, Glenda from Christie Centre Inc.,
Richard Garlick from Sunraysia Residential Services
and Gayle Danson from Sunassist Volunteer Helpers
Inc. In Swan Hill I saw Alice Saville and the
LeadAbility for Women program for women with
disabilities. I commend Peter Crisp, the member for
Mildura in another place, and his staff, who know their
community, are highly regarded in their community
and have done some excellent work on behalf of this
constituency.
Disability in this region is a challenge, and I commend
all the people I saw. I thank them for the time they gave
me and the encouragement they showed me. Disability
is in very good hands in this part of Victoria.

Coptic Christians: Egypt
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Earlier this
year I raised in this house my concerns about the
treatment of the Coptic Christian minority in Egypt.
Very tragically I must do so again. Religious
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persecution is rife in that sorry nation, with Christians
openly being targeted. All too often we have seen Copts
slaughtered in large numbers, and it continues on an
increasingly large basis today.
As Australians we should take a stand in support of
human rights in Egypt. We should support the Coptic
Christians in their time of trial. More than that we
should be opening our borders, as I suggested earlier
this year, to accept those genuine refugees fleeing
Egypt in fear for their lives. We certainly should not be
sending home to Egypt anybody who may be facing
death as a result.
Instead of grandstanding in various locations around the
globe and seeking votes in his leadership quest,
Australia’s Minister for Foreign Affairs should
immediately make representations to the Egyptian
government asking it to protect its Coptic community
and to stop the killing of Coptic community members.
Egypt’s Coptic Christians need our help; we should
stand with them. They need us now; we should give
them our wholehearted support and stand with them.

Geelong Football Club: premiership
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Congratulations
to the mighty Geelong Cats for their magnificent
premiership win of 2011. The 2011 AFL Grand Final
was a great contest between historic rivals that saw one
of the best premiership matches of recent years.
Geelong has now beaten Collingwood three times at
grand finals: in 1925, 1952 and 2011. It has secured a
ninth premiership win, with three premiership wins in
the last five years. This has certainly been the year of
the Cats, who have not lost to Collingwood all year.
The Geelong Cats are a well-disciplined team, managed
without equal in the AFL. New president Colin Carter,
new coach Chris Scott and captain Cameron Ling,
along with one of the best administrators in AFL
history, Brian Cook, successfully regrouped the players
for the 2011 season. Even though Cameron has decided
to hang up his boots, his leading of the Cats to their
ninth premiership and his kicking of the final goal in
the 2011 grand final makes him one of the best AFL
players of modern times.
While too many commentators discounted Geelong’s
capacity to get to the finals, let alone win the
premiership cup, the Cats demonstrated that through
their skills and determination anything is possible.
Jimmy Bartel’s Norm Smith Medal was a just reward
for a player who manages risk so well in kicking those
impossible goals, and Corey Enright capped a
premiership-winning season with his second Carji
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Greeves Medal, a huge effort amongst giants in his own
team. My congratulations to every player and supporter
of the Geelong Cats.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Unfortunately
Mr Koch did not mention Meatloaf’s performance as
part of the 90-second statement. I have tickets for this
week. If anybody would like to buy them, see me in the
lobby!

Youth: Visioning Justice project
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
Friday, 30 September, I attended the launch of the
Visioning Justice project, which was launched by
magistrate Pauline Spencer. Visioning Justice is a
collection of short radio documentaries made by young
people about their experiences with the law. It is a
partnership between the Springvale Monash Legal
Service and 3CR community radio, and it is funded
through the Legal Services Board grants program.
The project aims to get young people’s stories onto the
airwaves and also to train them in broadcasting and
presenting their views. Amongst the short radio
documentaries are ones called Indigenous People and
the Australian Justice System by Luad; The Sudanese
Community and Melbourne’s Media by Temar and
Bec; Views of the Justice System — Falling in Love
with the Law by Hannah; Journey through the Justice
System by Daniel; Young People and the Police by
Nancy, Youth Power by Luka, Youth ‘Gangs’, the
Media and Victoria Police by Temar; and Black Face
White Mask by Daniel.
All of these short radio documentaries are available on
the 3CR website, and I urge members to listen to them
because there is a lot to learn from these young people
and their experiences with the law in Victoria.

PLANNING: AMENDMENT VC82
Debate resumed from 14 September; motion of
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan):
That amendment VC82 to the Victoria planning provisions be
revoked.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to continue this very important debate on
the future of the wind farm industry in Victoria — a
debate that will have a long-lasting impact because
unless we are successful here today we are looking at
the decimation of regional communities and farmers,
and we are looking at gaps in our regional communities
as families move elsewhere, gaps in our Country Fire
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Authority brigades, gaps in our sports clubs and gaps in
our community clubs.
This is a very important motion, and I hope those
opposite have been able to take the opportunity of the
break in sittings to talk to some of the farmers, as I have
been able to do, who are very concerned about this
government’s policy on wind farms — a policy which
might for some mean the difference between their
having the ability to stay on the land or having to sell
up and move on. The motion is about asking for a more
balanced approach, a fairer approach and a more decent
approach to this policy area.
Even if you put aside those important concerns for
farmers in terms of their rental returns — and those
opposite have clearly done so — what about the small
businesses and what about the regional families? And
again, perhaps those supporting the wind farm policy
just do not understand how difficult it is to make a
living in regional Victoria.
What about the communities that want wind farms?
You see the great difficulty with this policy is that large
chunks of Victoria are just simply out of bounds. There
are communities at Woodend and at Castlemaine that
support wind energy, but those communities do not
have a choice. In areas that have been excluded it does
not matter whether every member of the community
wants a wind farm, this minister’s ears are closed. They
cannot under this proposal have wind farms in those
communities. Those individuals, those families and
those communities simply do not have a choice.
The proposals at Woodend and Castlemaine are for
small-scale, three-turbine wind farms that are hidden
from view and supported by the local communities, and
I would hope that as part of this debate those opposite
would explain why projects like these, projects that
build community spirit and strengthen community
resilience, have been so cruelly killed off by this
government. I hope those opposite, as part of their
contribution, will take the opportunity to explain why
this government, this minister and this Premier think
they know what is best for communities like these and
why it is that this government’s view should be
imposed on those communities. What is it that those
communities have done wrong that means that they
should be treated in this way?
What is at stake as well as the farmers’, the families’
and the communities’ choice? The other issue at stake
is really an alternative industry that is a viable and
proven alternative industry. The wind industry currently
produces nearly half of all renewable energy in
Victoria. This is tried and tested technology; this is
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technology that today competes effectively against all
other forms of renewable energy. It is an industry that
provides high-skilled, ongoing maintenance and
manufacturing jobs, and these jobs will be lost right
across Victoria.
We have had an opportunity to provide some hope for
this industry and for those in regional Victoria who are
struggling as the manufacturing industry, which is
being buffeted by the high Australian dollar, declines in
some centres. What the wind farm industry provided
for a lot of those communities was the hope that they
would have a replacement industry in place and that
regional Victoria would become the centre of a
national — indeed an international — research hub
around this important renewable energy. Instead that
support has been ripped from those communities, and
the chance to supplement, replace or complement some
of the industries that are struggling in regional Victoria
has now been taken away by this government’s actions
relating to the wind farm industry.
The real impact of that missed opportunity will be felt
in areas like Ballarat in particular, which stood to be a
national focal point for this industry. We now know —
developers are telling me this — that the industry is
moving to Queensland and to other areas where there
are governments that support investment, regional jobs
and regional families.
The motion I seek to have passed today asks members
opposite to rethink, to take a less extreme and radical
position and to show a degree of compassion,
understanding and empathy. It is about asking those
opposite to talk to farmers, as I have done. I am happy
to facilitate those discussions and to set up those
meetings so that those opposite can see in the eyes of
these people the fear and concern many have that they
will be the last generation on the land and the concern
of many workers that they will need to take their kids
out of school and away from their friends and families
as they move interstate, perhaps even to Queensland, to
follow the wind farm industry. I have urged and
continue to urge those opposite to talk to people in
regional Victoria — to farmers and to workers.
While they are doing that, I also urge them to talk to
local councils, because when it comes to the wind
industry and to this policy — in fact councils tell me
that this is the case with most issues — the government
has not spoken to local councils. It certainly has not
spoken to local communities, but it is also clear that it
has not spoken to local councils. We have a very
complicated policy being delivered by this government.
It is a bureaucratic mess and will require local councils
to impose additional burdens on their ratepayers. Local
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councils will need to increase their rates to work their
way through this bureaucratic red tape. No-one from
government is talking to them. The mayor of the
Pyrenees Shire Council, Michael O’Connor, was
quoted in the Maryborough Advertiser on 2 September
this year as having said:
‘Some degree of consultation with the major shires who are
impacted upon by wind farms would have been nice,’ he said.
‘We haven’t seen any of the lead-up to this announcement.
‘We’ve been trying both singularly and through the MAV as
a group of councils to get a meeting with Minister Guy on this
sort of thing since back in March of this year.
‘He just wasn’t really available to talk to us.’

We know what the minister has been doing, and I will
not go there, but it is clear that the minister is not
available to talk to local councils in regional Victoria.
He is not available and does not care about how those
councils will deal with this mess. It is clear that unless
there is an international Hollywood superstar on your
team — unless you have Miley Cyrus tweeting — this
minister and this government just do not care.
Another council has stood up and expressed its concern
and frustration about how this government is behaving.
An article in the Weekly Times of 21 September says:
The Mount Alexander council said the new rules did not
reflect local conditions and did not consider the impact on
smaller communities.

What it is saying loudly and clearly to the minister and
to the government is that a one-size-fits-all solution
does not work. The article goes on:
‘In particular, there is potential economic loss to the shire as a
small community-owned wind farm would now not be able to
proceed,’ a council motion said.
A similar wind farm now operating at Daylesford injected
$7 million into the region during construction, employed four
people permanently and powered 2000 homes.

That and the many other wind farms that are in place
will become historical relics as we move forward and
close down this industry.
I urge those opposite to think carefully about this
motion and to think about the constituents who will be
harmed by this in many of their electorates. My motion
is a plea for those opposite to spare a thought and have
some compassion for regional Victorians and the
members of those families who are so cruelly treated by
this minister and this government. I urge those opposite
to join with me in supporting this motion.
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Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I have stood
here before and responded to a contribution from
Mr Tee in relation to this amendment and about wind
farm generation generally in the state of Victoria. I find
myself having to defend the Baillieu government’s
policy in relation to the new amendments but also the
new guidelines. I do so on the basis that what I have
heard from Mr Tee is absolute and utter rubbish.
Consistently in this house I have heard his
misinformation, his non-factual and his downright
incorrect information about wind farming.
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no thought about any of the stakeholders that Mr Tee
referred to in his dubious contribution.
This has pitted community against community,
land-holder against land-holder and farmer against
farmer. If Mr Tee wants an example of that, I suggest
he get out of suburban Melbourne, saunter down to
Winchelsea and attend the Barunah Park meeting
tomorrow night. He will see what his government did to
inflame, incite and divide communities right across
Western Victoria Region due to the haphazard way the
Brumby government provided planning permits.

Mr Barber — Choose your words carefully.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes. I say this on the basis that I
have some intimate knowledge as a land-holder, as a
farmer and as someone who is going to live next to a
wind farm in my area, whereas Mr Tee living in
suburban Melbourne perhaps has not had that
interaction.
The issue is that under the old planning permits we still
have over 1000 turbines to be built in the state of
Victoria. There is plenty of opportunity for generators
who use these permits to trade. That is what they do:
they buy and sell permits. There has been a permit to
build a wind farm near me for eight years, and do you
know how many trades have happened? Four trades.
Four different generators have traded that permit.
Land-holders have been tied up under land heads of
agreement for eight years — which they cannot get out
of without seeking legal counsel, which comes at a
huge cost — to supposedly build a wind farm. The fact
is it is unviable for many generators to build wind
turbines in the state of Victoria at the moment. It has
absolutely nothing to do with the new guidelines in
relation to wind farms that the Baillieu government put
in place.
I want to refer to some of the points raised by
Mr Barber and try to remove some of the drivel that
was part of his contribution over the last 10 to
15 minutes in relation to wind farm generation in
Victoria. The Baillieu government is extremely
supportive of renewable energy and has in place a
number of renewable energy policies that stimulate and
support those willing to invest in that energy sector.
Mr Tee talked about the choice of farmers being at
stake, and I am trying to understand what stake he was
talking about.
The Brumby government’s wind farm policy was an
utter and total disaster. In the last few dying months of
the Brumby government a plethora of planning permits
were issued for wind farm generation with absolutely

Mr Tee spoke about jobs. As Mr Tee knows, most of
the components of the turbines are built in Korea and
China, so there is little or negligible effect in terms of
any stimulation of job growth in the renewable and
wind farm energy sectors. The generators are made in
China, the turbine heads are made in Korea and most of
the stem work is transported here from overseas.
Ms Tierney — So you don’t care about Keppel
Prince?
Mr RAMSAY — Have you talked to Keppel
Prince?
Ms Tierney — All the time.
Mr RAMSAY — I can assure you our new
guidelines will have absolutely no impact on its
industry in Warrnambool — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RAMSAY — I have talked to Keppel Prince
many times, Ms Tierney. Most of the components of
wind farm generator turbines are made overseas.
Mr Tee — What is Keppel Prince doing then?
Mr RAMSAY — If you want to stimulate jobs in
China, Mr Tee, that is fine. We are looking to stimulate
jobs in Victoria — in Australia — not in China, Korea
or the Netherlands.
Mr Tee — Two hundred and forty workers;
240 families — you tell them those workers are not
working.
Mr RAMSAY — Two hundred and forty families.
Mr Tee talks about councils not being involved. The
new amendments provide councils with a choice. They
can either provide the planning permit under the old
regime or they can refer the matter to the minister.
Many councils have come to me saying they do not
want to make the decision; they want to refer the
planning permits to the minister. This amendment gives

PLANNING: AMENDMENT VC82
Wednesday, 12 October 2011

COUNCIL

that opportunity to councils, meaning if they do not
wish to provide the planning permit in relation to
generator developers’ applications, they can refer those
to the minister.
As Mr Tee would know, councils are also beneficiaries
of significant revenue in relation to wind farms, so why
should they not be proactive in wanting wind farms
around their different shires? In relation to the proposed
Mount Gellibrand wind farm, the Colac Otway Shire
Council would receive $40 000 just for the
development of the wind farm, plus another possible
$200 000 for the energy generated by that wind farm.
That is $240 000 per year, meaning the Mount
Gellibrand wind farm would be the largest ratepayer in
the Colac Otway shire.
Why would councils not want to embrace wind
generation in their shires? I will tell members why they
would not. They would not because doing so devalues
land in their shires. While they have a win on the one
hand, on the other they have a significant loss. That
applies right across the board in relation to the farmers
who opposition members have suddenly found some
sort of kindness or support for, after 11 years of Labor’s
policy had a significantly detrimental effect on the
ability to enhance primary production.
Embracing wind farms will decrease land values. If
Mr Tee wants an example of that, I suggest he walk
around Ballarat and have a look at the valuations of
properties adjacent to wind farms. He will find they
have had significant impacts on property valuations.
Not only do farmers have to bear the cost of the
interruption to their activity and business — not to
mention the livability impact — but they also see their
property and assets being devalued by significant
amounts.
An issue in relation to the 2-kilometre limit to which
Mr Tee referred in relation to amendment VC82 is
something I also do not quite understand. Before the
election, land-holders and a variety of stakeholders
came to talk to the Liberal Party about the impact
turbines have when they are in close proximity in terms
of livability, health and the ability to use land
productively for food production, wine production or
for other purposes. They felt a distance of 2 kilometres,
as described in the amendment, would at least allow a
significant lessening of the impact of turbines in the
areas I have talked about, including the livability and
health issues, which have been well acknowledged.
Not long ago a Senate inquiry came to Ballarat. There
were many contributions to that hearing, and evidence
was provided. A significant number of the people who
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contributed to that hearing provided evidence that they
were having significant health problems as a direct
result of the noise, vibration and subsonic noise of the
turbines near their properties.
Mr Tee — That is not what the minister said.
Mr RAMSAY — I say to Mr Tee that I have
actually been there. I have stood under turbines at the
Waubra wind farm and heard very distinctly the extent
of the noise and vibration that comes from those
turbines. I can certainly say that if I had to live within
2 kilometres of a turbine, my health would be affected,
my livability would be affected and certainly any
activity I wanted to engage in within close proximity of
those wind farms would be affected. I would not want a
turbine, as is the case in some places, up to 600 or
700 metres from my home, where I live, work, sleep
and try to enjoy life and the vista around me.
Unfortunately — or perhaps fortunately for him —
Mr Tee will never see a turbine 700 metres from his
backyard because they are not allowed in inner city
Melbourne.
Mr Tee — No-one will. That is the point!
Mr RAMSAY — I say to Mr Tee that that is
absolute rubbish. There are still 1000 turbines that are
yet to be built under the old planning scheme, which
does not infringe on proximity unless it is with the
agreement of a land-holder.
There are a couple of other points I want to make in
regard to Mr Tee’s contribution. He talked about the
need to talk to farmers. How audacious it was for
Mr Tee to make a remark like that. He has no sympathy
or understanding of the impact these turbines have on
farmers, land-holders and people right across Victoria.
It was audacious of Mr Tee — Mr Suburbia — to say
that the government needs to talk to farmers across
Victoria in relation to the impact of wind farms.
I will tell Mr Tee a little story. The Waubra wind farm
was launched at the Quoin Hill Vineyard by Theo
Theophanous way back when. However, now the
owner of that winery does not want and does not
support wind generation around his property. It is
interesting that we have a person who was at one time
willing to host the launch of the Waubra wind farm on
his property with the then minister and who at one time
supported the idea of renewable energy and wind
farms, but who realised after he had lived with those
turbines sited 600 metres away from his property the
impact and effect they were having on the health of his
family and the livability of his property. His workers
now have to wear earplugs at work because they cannot
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stand the noise. They can only work 24 hours in a
three-day cycle, because again the noise and vibration
of the turbines affect their capacity to work.
We had a Brumby government policy launched in
Waubra with a local property owner. At that time the
property owner was willing to host the launch, but now
he is a strong opponent of wind farms and a strong
supporter of the Baillieu government’s new guidelines
in relation to the 2-kilometre limit. I also add that the
2-kilometre limit is flexible in that there can be
agreements between land-holders and developers about
the siting of the development plan.
I want to tell Mr Tee a little story about how these
developers work. They pit farmer against farmer. They
deal in secret. You cannot access their development
plans, you have no idea where their wind farms will be
sited and they do not do any preliminary work in
relation to noise or health impacts. You go to them to
ask for information and they will not provide it before
the development plans are put before the minister. They
lie. They are untruthful in regard to the information
they do provide. They pit one farmer against another in
relation to compensation and payments and a whole lot
of other things.
There are no collective agreements between
land-holders. There cannot be, because no-one knows
what the others are doing or what the others have
signed up to. They do not know about the agreements
the developers have made with other farmers. That is
why the division occurs, that is why the secrecy occurs
and that is why some people do not trust the developers
or support the wind farms. People will not support
developers when they are not honest, straightforward,
open, transparent or accountable in the way that the
Baillieu government wants them to be, as outlined in
these new guidelines.
I can see that Mr Tee has had enough of me — he is
walking away. I can assure him that these guidelines
were put in place upon the advice of communities, even
councils, land-holders and farmers who came to this
government and said that they were unhappy with the
way the previous government provided the planning
permits. They were unhappy with the way the
developers traded these permits over a long period of
time. They were unhappy with the fact that there were
some significant viability issues in relation to electricity
generation by wind farms, and that is why these
turbines are still yet to be built under the old planning
permits. They are unhappy about the way the wind
farms have divided communities. They are unhappy
about the way developers are allowed to place turbines
next to the homes of people who have lived and worked
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on and enjoyed the land around them but who now
suddenly find they have hundreds of these 100-metre
turbines flapping around them, creating noise,
vibration, light shadows and a whole lot of other things.
In closing I say that I strongly support these guidelines.
As I said, I am passionate about this issue because I am
an interested party. I was disappointed in the way the
previous government issued planning permits without
any thought for the people who would be affected by
them. I cannot do it in this chamber, but I certainly
encourage the opposition to talk to these people about
how their lives have been affected by wind farms,
because it is very distressing.
The Senate inquiry in Ballarat heard many emotional
and passionate pleas about the impacts these wind
farms were having. I do not support the argument about
jobs. I do not support the argument about the impact
wind farm energy generation has in relation to
providing renewable energy. It is an unviable sector at
the moment. I suspect that the carbon tax legislation
that will go through the federal Parliament today will
have many components that support the renewable
energy sector and wind farm energy generation,
because it will not stand up on its own — I can assure
the house of that.
The 2-kilometre limit is important because it provides
some relief for those land-holders who, through no
choice or fault of their own, have turbines in close
proximity to their home, their family and their work
activities. I am happy for Mr Tee to bring up issues
around this amendment. I will stand up here and defend
our policy and the new guidelines. I am happy to pass
on to Mr Tee what people have been telling me about
what these wind farms are doing to communities in
rural Victoria, particularly in the western region of
Victoria, which I represent.
I can assure Mr Tee there is not one policy I can think
of that has created such division, such passion and such
heartache for those involved. If opposition members
want evidence of that, members like Mr Viney and
Mr Leane can come from their electorates to
Winchelsea tomorrow night and witness for themselves
what the previous government’s planning permits have
done to a small, rural, provincial — —
Mr Viney — Why are you picking on me? What did
I say? We did not speak to you. We were speaking to
each other.
Mr RAMSAY — I just wanted to get the attention
of Mr Viney and Mr Leane. The people in these areas
who have worked cohesively over hundreds of years to
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produce food for the people of Victoria are now
actually arguing. I have lifelong friends who have lived
and worked together in harmony for over 150 years
who are now not talking to each other. That is an
absolute disgrace, and Mr Tee will pay for that. No-one
could stand up and defend what the former government
did to these local communities right across Victoria —
western Victoria in my case — with such a stupid and
irrational policy that actually divided rural communities
across Victoria. It is a disgrace.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I will go
line by line through the government’s amendment
VC82 to the Victoria planning provisions which
Mr Tee is seeking to disallow and I will talk about what
the policy actually does and whether I think it achieves
its stated aims. Along the way I will make some asides
as to my view on the reasoning behind this policy. In
terms of demonstrating why it is that the coalition
parties have got themselves into this mess, Mr Ramsay
has given me a rich vein of material, material I would
have had to introduce myself from various sources if he
had not simply put on display the utter irrationality
behind the design of this policy. Let us go through the
policy line by line and put it to the test as we go.
The first thing that Mr Guy, the architect of the policy,
has introduced into this planning scheme is a
requirement that wind energy facilities, as defined in
the planning scheme, must not be located on land
described in a schedule to the National Parks Act 1975.
This is largely a redundant provision. Wind turbines
were never permitted in the public conservation and
resource zone which covers the vast majority of
national parks and state forests, so this does nothing
new. It simply does the same thing via a new
mechanism. You never could put a wind farm in a
national park and you still cannot put a wind farm in a
national park. Even if these rules were not here and you
wanted to put a wind farm in a national park, you
would have to get permission from the government, and
it could simply say no. Therefore that part of it is
largely redundant.
We then come to a new provision. A permit is required
to use and develop land for a wind energy facility and it
is prohibited in the locations listed in this table. The
first of these locations is land where any turbine that
forms part of the facility is located within 2 kilometres
of an existing dwelling. It must meet the requirement
that before you make an application you must have
forms signed by all residential landowners within
2 kilometres. It is not simply a case that any one
individual within 2 kilometres can veto this wind farm;
in fact any one individual within 2 kilometres can veto
you making an application in the first place. I would be
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happy for any government speaker or the Minister for
Planning to correct me if I have read this wrongly.
Let us think about what that means. If you want to
construct a wind farm, you need these forms signed by
everybody within 2 kilometres before you can even
apply. Let us say you adopt the same procedure that
was used in the past where you needed to get
landowners’ permission to put turbines on their
properties and you needed to go around and sign them
up. One of Mr Ramsay’s concerns seemed to be that the
past policy created divisions within the community. Let
us just stop and think for 1 minute how this provision
might create divisions in the community. You cannot
even make an application until you have consent forms
from everybody within 2 kilometres.
If you are the terrible exploitative developer that
Mr Ramsay describes, the first thing you might do is
rock up to Mrs McGillicuddy’s house. She is having
trouble paying her electricity bill this week and you
might offer to pay that bill in return for her signing your
form. You have then got your first permission slip from
the dozen or more residential land-holders within
2 kilometres. You may then continue entering into
agreements of various forms with all these land-holders
until you have signed them all up. Certainly that may
include payment for consideration.
I know Mr O’Brien thinks that land-holders outside
those titles that will host the turbines should get paid for
living next door to wind turbines. Mr Ramsay has also
told us that he believes that neighbouring properties
will be devalued as a result of being near turbines and
that they do not get any benefit because they do not get
payment for hosting turbines. It seems to me that the
coalition’s intention, from what it is telling us, is that as
part of this process wind farm developers will offer
payments to people who do not host turbines but who
live within 2 kilometres. Again the Minister for
Planning, who is at the table, might want to correct me
if I am wrong, but it seems inevitable that under the
process the government has just set up wind farm
developers will need to offer payments or some sort of
benefits to get the signatures of people to then be
allowed to apply for a permit.
Mr Ramsay — Where do I say that?
Mr BARBER — I am not saying Mr Ramsay said
it. In fact I do not think Mr Ramsay has any awareness
whatsoever that this will be the outcome of his
government’s policy. I am simply pointing it out to him
now that if you need to sign up everybody within
2 kilometres in order to make an application, you are
going to have to offer them some consideration to do
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that. Think of a situation where you have everybody
signed up except for one holdout. This is the last person
you need to sign your form before you can make an
application to build a wind farm. That guy is going to
get himself a pretty good deal. If the whole
multimillion-dollar development, possibly even
hundreds of millions of dollars, is being held up by this
one person, that person is going to be able to write their
own cheque.
In the meantime you have already entered into
agreements with all the other neighbouring
land-holders. They have all got their promise of a
payment, possibly on delivery, and they are waiting for
this last guy, who is now trying to get that little bit more
for himself. And the government thinks that this is
going to cure division in local communities.
There is a second issue, though, and I am glad the
minister is here to hear it. By signing a consent form
that allows the developer to make an application, you
are certainly not contracting out of your statutory right
to then go on and object to the wind farm. I am sure
Mr Guy would agree that even if you have given
consent for a wind farm application, that does not stop
you having the right to object. It is actually the Planning
and Environment Act 1987 that gives people the right
to object to an application. Developers will want to
wrap all this up in one package and deal with all those
objections, if they can. It is difficult enough to do that
when you have not even formally lodged your
application yet, but these are the logical implications of
this process.
I would like to know whether Mr Guy considers it good
practice and an enhancement of the integrity of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 for developers to
pay people not to object. It seems inevitable, in the way
this particular policy on this particular type of
application has been constructed by this government,
that developers will need permission and therefore will
have to offer some incentive to people to get their
application on the books and then get that application
through.
In the past there have been cases where, for example,
hotel developers have paid people to withdraw their
objections to a development, and as a result we have
seen the number of objections against a particular
project fall steadily. I do not consider that a good thing.
The government’s policy seems to endorse that as a
practice. It seems to make it inevitable, but if it was
happening in any other area covered by the Planning
and Environment Act 1987, we would all say that that
is dastardly and potentially opens up a form of
corruption.
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In any case, except for wind farms, there is no class of
application of any type where one person can simply
veto it. You cannot do it for coalmines and you cannot
do it for rail lines. You cannot do it even about your
next-door neighbour’s pergola. It does not matter how
objectionable a group of residents finds any particular
proposal — it could be a slaughterhouse, an orchard
with issues of spray drift from gas guns going off at all
times of the day and night or a cattle feedlot — there is
not one single type of application in the entire scheme
of developments that the coalition considers neighbours
should get the veto on, except for this one. It is an
interesting precedent to be establishing, but not one that
the government will be able to live with when other
groups from communities within electorates held by
government members come to the government with
concerns about other types of developments.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — It is interesting. As Mr Ramsay
raised the issue, is it not the case that Mr Ramsay gave
permission for a wind turbine to be constructed on his
property at one stage?
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Yes. He confirms that.
Mr Ramsay — Eight years ago. It has never been
built.
Mr BARBER — Is it not the case, Mr Ramsay, that
you then sold that parcel of land?
Mr Ramsay — Yes.
Mr BARBER — He confirms that. Do you believe
that that devalued that piece of land?
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am happy to have this conversation with
Mr Barber, but I am a little unclear if he is actually
providing a contribution or if he just wants me to have
an exchange with him about my family’s business in
relation to wind farms.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! There is no point of order. I point out that
Mr Barber was actually responding to an interjection
made by Mr Ramsay. If Mr Ramsay does not want
Mr Barber to respond to interjections, I ask that he
refrain from making interjections.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay obviously agrees that
by hosting a wind turbine on a parcel of land with the
future stream of lease payments in return for the option

PLANNING: AMENDMENT VC82
Wednesday, 12 October 2011

COUNCIL

that that developer took over his land, an agreement
willingly entered into between consenting adults, he
increased the value of that parcel of land.
Mr Ramsay — No.
Mr BARBER — Then Mr Ramsay seems to be an
irrational property investor.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay entered into a
property agreement that he says devalued, despite a
future — —
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — We are talking about live
examples here. While Mr Ramsay purports that these
are the effects across parcels of land or across Victoria,
he also raised his personal situation. I just want to know
what Mr Ramsay thought about hosting a wind turbine
on a parcel of land with a future stream of lease
payments, which are considerable. They are drought
proof and they come into your bank quarterly, is my
understanding, so they are better than a wool cheque.
Farming electrons is just about the steadiest business
you are going to be in; it does not have the vagaries of
other types of crops. Mr Ramsay, as a consenting adult
land-holder, entered into that transaction and
subsequently disposed of that parcel but now lives next
door to the proposed wind turbine that he gave
permission for — and he is a vociferous objector to that
turbine.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — We understand that the Mount
Gellibrand wind farm received its permit some time
ago. Now there is a second step, though, permitted
under the way that permits are issued — that is, some
minor changes to be made to the location and spacing
of turbines to the satisfaction of the responsible
authority. The permit itself is not up for objection, but
Mr Ramsay is pulling every lever he can to have
changes made by the responsible authority, which in
this case is in fact Mr Guy. Mr Ramsay does not have
to walk far to have his view on this heard — but that is
the process.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay says he supports wind
farming. We will put that to the test as we move on. We
will come back to the issue of the 2 kilometres and
what amenity that might actually be impacting on.
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To move along through the policy in Mr Guy’s
amendment VC82, having dealt with the prohibition on
land in the National Parks Act 1975, we also read that it
is not permissible to put wind farms on land declared to
be a Ramsar wetland under section 17 of the federal
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1999. I wonder if Mr Ramsay, Mr O’Brien,
Mrs Petrovich or even Mr Guy would like to tell us
which are the Ramsar wetlands in Victoria? Can
anybody name the Ramsar wetlands?
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr BARBER — Western Port bay. Mr O’Brien can
move to the top of the class, having named Western
Port bay. It is a Ramsar wetland. Members should be
reassured that nobody will be able to build a wind
turbine in Western Port bay. Mind you, the coalition’s
plan is to turn it into a massive container port and ram a
dredge straight up the middle of it. When members ask
about the environmental impacts of that particular
proposal, which government members are pushing
forward as fast as they can, they say, ‘That’s all right;
we’ll be able to do an environmental impact statement’.
I am not sure the environmental impact statement itself
reduces the environmental impact of turning the
Western Port bay wetland into the overflow and
exponentially growing container port with the necessity
for not only dredging but continuous dredging. I reckon
that any scientist the government wanted to haul out
would tell the government that that type of proposal
will probably have more impact on the Ramsar wetland
of Western Port bay than a couple of wind turbines
would have. On that, I am pretty confident.
Another Ramsar wetland site in Victoria is the
Gippsland Lakes. You are not allowed to build wind
turbines there. What is the major threat to the Gippsland
Lakes? Right now it is the constantly rising salinity and
nitrification of the lakes. There is no doubt, to within a
shred of scientific certainty, that there is an ecological
collapse going on at Lakes Entrance. The reason it is
happening is that historically an entrance was dredged
open there, but to this day that problem continues to
worsen.
What is the government doing right now? It is
allocating tens of millions of dollars to the continued
dredging of that mouth, knowing full well the
environmental impact that is having, effectively defying
the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 and defying the requirements
under the Ramsar treaty to protect and enhance that
wetland. The government knows that the thing it is
doing is the cause of the environmental degradation,
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which anybody down there can tell you about, and
knows that if it keeps doing it, it is going to keep
getting worse, but it has no plan to make it better. But
that is all right because it is going to protect the
Gippsland Lakes from wind turbines.
Do we want to keep going through a tour of Ramsar
wetlands? There are the Barmah and Gunbower forests
and the red gums. I do not know that there are any
proposals for wind turbines up there, but we certainly
know what the major threat to the red gum forests is. It
is a lack of water, and the government has no plan for
that. There are the Kerang Lakes. I do not think there
will be any wind turbine proposals there any time soon,
but the major threat to the Kerang Lakes is the altered
water regime. They are used effectively as storages,
which means water gets delivered in irrigation — —
Mrs Petrovich — Have you been up there recently?
There’s a bit of water around.
Mr BARBER — I know Mrs Petrovich, the
environmental subaltern, is loving it at the moment,
because she can kick back and watch the water flowing
through those lakes and pretend she has got something
to do with it. But there is no plan in place for the next
dry spell. In fact the government is using it as cover.
Hon. M. J. Guy interjected.
Mr BARBER — Yes, we can only speculate about
what the view of Mr Lenders’s favourite shooters party
candidate would have been on wind farms. It would
make a change from shooting at road signs, I guess.
There would be more target practice with a rotating
turbine.
The Ramsar wetland thing came out of nowhere. It is a
piece of environmental nonsense. The government has
absolutely no commitment to protecting or enhancing,
let alone restoring, the habitat of very important water
birds, such as the brolga. Mr Ramsay would be aware
of what the threat to the brolga is and why it is so
endangered. It is a creature of shallow marshy
wetlands, 92 per cent of which have been destroyed.
Ninety-two per cent of those wetlands have been
destroyed by being drained for agriculture pasture, and
the government has no plan to restore the necessary
habitat across western Victoria to allow a sustainable
increase in brolga populations.
Mr Ramsay — They’re all back. They’re all
nesting — exactly where they were 50 years ago.
Mr BARBER — I thought Mr Ramsay would have
talked about the Ramsar wetlands closer to home.
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Mr Ramsay — We’re talking about turbines.
Mr BARBER — We’re talking about protecting
wetlands from turbines, according to the government’s
proposal, and I am asking Mr Ramsay about the
Ramsar wetland that is close to home, but I think he
needs to go and look up the list and learn a bit more
about Ramsar wetlands and the threats to them before
he makes the assumption that turbines could provide
any kind of threat to the wetlands or their natural values
or the species that inhabit them.
There are then a set of specific provisions relating to
local towns that the government believes it is necessary
to ‘protect’ from wind turbines. For example, there is a
5-kilometre exclusion zone around Moe and Morwell.
We would not want wind turbines there. It is quite okay
for people to live next to a bunch of polluting power
stations and giant coal pits, but if you tried to put a
wind turbine next to Hazelwood, you would be told,
‘You can’t do that; you might damage the
environment’.
Coalmining down there caused the Latrobe River to fall
into the pit and the Princes Highway to almost do so,
but people in Moe and Morwell can rest assured and
sleep better because, ‘We will not let any of those nasty
turbines be built within 5 kilometres of your towns’,
and likewise across a seemingly randomly picked set of
towns across Victoria.
It is all coming back to this concept that it is dangerous
to live next to a wind turbine. Mr Guy, to his credit, did
not try to sell the policy in that way. Mr Guy, as the
main person who has to go out and sell this policy, has
only really made two claims in relation to it. One is that
it returns certainty and fairness to the planning scheme
in relation to turbines. Certainty and fairness is what we
are all after, Mr Guy — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — That’s what you’ve got.
Mr BARBER — I think I have demonstrated that
this does the opposite.
Hon. M. J. Guy — A subjective demonstration.
Mr BARBER — Let us argue it from the other
point of view. If this is the way you give certainty and
fairness, how about rolling it out for the regional rail
lines, or how about rolling it out for Mr Guy’s
forthcoming decision about the Anglesea coalmine?
The Penshurst wind farm, according to Mr Guy, needs
an environment effects statement (EES), but the
Yallourn baseload gas plant does not. Any number of
other coal-fired and fossil fuel-based projects that are
coming down the line — some of them with specific
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actual noise impacts — do not need an EES, but
Penshurst does. If this is certainty and fairness, then let
us see the government apply it with fairness to all sorts
of developments that have off-site impacts and provide
certainty for developers of those projects that the
minister does not see the planning scheme as his
personal plaything, designed to reward certain loyal and
vociferous groups, but that he wants a rational
framework for development in the state of Victoria.
In my view this whole thing is a rapid return by the
coalition to irrational politics. It is effectively
pre-Enlightenment. Once upon a time a government
had to come up with some evidence for its policies.
This idea has been around basically since Copernicus.
The government wants to take us back to the Dark
Ages when superstition and belief in mysterious forces,
if strongly held and officially accepted, became the law.
Hon. M. J. Guy interjected.
Mr BARBER — I think Mr Guy needs to do a bit
of research on that one. Basically since Galileo if you
could prove a physical phenomenon, then that was to be
accepted — you do not simply put superstition against
empirical fact. Otherwise we could have the Treasurer,
Mr Wells, casting the I Ching before us rather than
relying on Treasury’s financial analysis. At this rate the
government will be pulling out the ouija board in
cabinet meetings to help guide it in its decision making,
and that is the sort of thing that scares people. It not
only scares rational people, it scares those who want to
make rationally based investment decisions. For many
rural communities wind farms have been, and would
have continued to be, the major economic growth story.
Mr Ramsay, getting easily baited by others, made the
claim that there were negligible jobs in wind, and at one
point, before he was cut off, said, ‘No jobs’.
Mr Ramsay — Once they are built.
Mr BARBER — You actually said, ‘No jobs’.
Mr Ramsay — Just a bit of maintenance, two or
three people.
Mr BARBER — ‘Just a bit of maintenance, two or
three people’, says Mr Ramsay, the member who
claims to have visited the Waubra wind farm. I say to
Mr Ramsay, for every two or three turbines he can see
up on the hill, there is a permanent, full-time,
high-skilled, high-paid, locally based job.
Hon. M. J. Guy — In Hamburg, in Bremen. Have
you met them?
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Mr BARBER — You bet I have.
Mr Ramsay — They are transitory — they move
around.
Mr BARBER — You are talking about skilled
mechanical and electrical engineers here. Again these
are empirical facts.
Mr Koch — What a lot of rubbish. You have not
been out there at all.
Mr BARBER — I have been to Waubra twice in
the last year, including for the Waubra community
festival and for my own tour.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — We will come back to Waubra
and its noise performance; we have got plenty of time,
members need not worry. If Mr Guy sticks around, he
might even have the chance to tell us a bit more about
Waubra and its performance against the conditions of
its planning permit.
Hon. M. J. Guy — I am happy to hear from you.
Mr BARBER — Mr Guy says he is happy to do
that.
Hon. M. J. Guy — I said, ‘I am happy to hear from
you’.
Mr BARBER — No, I think the community wants
to hear from Mr Guy. After all, the Waubra wind farm
completed its post-construction noise monitoring report
and gave it to him in October last year. He then wrote
to them asking — and this was in the Ballarat
Courier — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — I was not the minister!
Mr BARBER — You then wrote to them asking for
points of clarification and telling them that they had
28 days to get back to you with those points of
clarification. As we stand here today, you have not
signed off on the post-construction noise monitoring
report for the Waubra wind farm, or at least you have
not informed the company or the community that you
have done so. And yet someone at the Ballarat Courier
seems to be very well informed about correspondence
coming in and out of the minister’s office on this issue
because whenever one of these letters goes back and
forth there is a story in the Ballarat Courier about it.
Last week we read that although the company had not
received a letter from the minister, the minister had
written a further letter to it, and this was coming out of
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his office, from someone who his office informed. That
is an appalling way to treat any developer of any project
in this state, wind farms or anything else.
Hon. M. J. Guy — Are you saying it was me?
Mr BARBER — No, I am not saying it was
Mr Guy. I am saying someone is extraordinarily
well-informed about the correspondence between
Mr Guy and the Waubra wind farm, about its
post-construction and noise monitoring reports and the
status of those, which we would all like to hear
about — I would like to hear it, the Waubra Foundation
would like to hear it, the locals would like to hear it.
We would like to know whether the minister has given
this wind farm the sign-off that it is compliant with the
terms of its planning permit. For the minister to string
this out in that way while permitting a series of strategic
leaks to stoke the public dialogue I think — —
Mr Koch — Here is a bit of licence.
Mr BARBER — The Ballarat Courier, Monday,
3 October, in an article by Brendan Gullifer, states:
Waubra wind farm run by Spanish multinational Acciona is
still under the microscope from the state government.
A government source said last week planning minister
Matthew Guy had written to the company again demanding
further information over ongoing noise testing.
‘This is a complicated issue but the minister wants more
information,’ the source said.
However, an Acciona spokesman said the company was still
waiting ministerial sign-off.
‘Acciona commissioned an independent 12-month
post-construction noise monitoring report which showed
compliance, and submitted to the state government last
October,’ the spokesman said.
‘We are still awaiting government’s final sign-off.’ But a
Spring Street insider —

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — I am sure Mr Ramsay would fall
into that category —
said the minister’s latest letter would have only ‘just been
sent’.

Certainly the Spring Street insider is well aware of the
correspondence the minute it is signed by Mr Guy and
sent back to the company. While the company can only
fall back on its necessary post-construction reporting,
there is a continuing dialogue running down that
company and stoking — —
Mr Ramsay — Is that independent reporting?
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Mr BARBER — That is up to the minister to judge,
is it not, Mr Ramsay? Was it independent? Was it
sufficient? I am just saying that with all the other
developments and amendments that the minister seems
to rocket through his in-tray, he is struggling over this
one, and the upshot of that — whether it is the
minister’s intention or not — is that mischief makers
out there can make a lot of this and increase uncertainty
when really it should be a routine matter for the
minister to say that the company either is or is not
compliant with the necessary guidelines. The noise
guidelines, which I am trying to get to, are what are at
issue here.
We should talk a little about the science of noise,
because it is not that mysterious. Noise is a
phenomenon that is well understood. The noise
generated by a wind farm is simply the noise of an
object rushing through air, with some mechanical
clanking associated with the mechanism. Again there is
nothing mysterious about that. Mr Ramsay and now
Mr Koch want to say, ‘Well, you suburbanites, what
would you know about it?’. First of all, I have visited
plenty of wind farms, and secondly — —
Mr Koch — But you don’t live there, do you?
Mr BARBER — I have been asked this question:
‘Would you live next to a wind farm?’. I live in West
Brunswick. There are no wind farms in West
Brunswick. I am under the flight path of two airports, I
am a few hundred metres from the Tullamarine
Freeway, I have trams rumbling along Melville Road,
hoons in my street, garbos waking me up, I have uni
students partying on until all hours — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — You’ve got the baby at 7.00 a.m.
on ABC radio.
Mr BARBER — I have got the baby. I have the
wind in the trees sometimes. I am living in an
environment with a considerable amount of noise, and
there is nothing amazing — —
Mrs Petrovich — But you chose that.
Mr BARBER — That is right, but the residents of
Footscray did not choose to live next to the regional rail
link either, did they, Mrs Petrovich? I have asked the
minister on a number of occasions in this chamber what
the guidelines are for the rail noise coming out of the
regional rail link, which he has under construction, but I
have not received an answer. There are no guidelines,
but the Environment Protection Authority’s report on
the regional rail link was scathing. It pointed out that
the noise generated by that project, which all
government members want to stand up and endorse and
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take credit for, is vastly greater than the noise coming
out of wind farms. It is hardly a question of fairness or
certainty.
But one just has to read the report put together by the
Clean Energy Council, through Sonus, the noise
experts — —
Mr Ramsay — That’s impartial, is it?
Mr BARBER — I did not say, Mr Ramsay, that the
company was impartial; I am saying that you should
read it, and if you can disprove what is in it, using the
same science of noise engineering, good luck to you.
But to give the house the short version, this is what
noise is all about: 140 decibels is the threshold of pain
with noise. A hundred and twenty decibels is the noise
from a jet aircraft flying 250 metres overhead, which is
a regular occurrence in a large part of Sydney, as
members would be aware. One hundred and ten
decibels is the noise of a pop group. Mr Ramsay would
have been to a few pop concerts in his time; he
probably rocked out to Huey Lewis and the News last
time they were in Melbourne.
Ninety decibels is a heavy truck at 40 kilometres an
hour, at a distance of 7 metres. We should ask the
residents of West Footscray whether they get any say
over that noise. A passenger car at 60 kilometres an
hour at a distance of 7 metres — 70 decibels. A busy
general office — 60 decibels. Mr Ramsay in his normal
tone of voice — I would say about 70 decibels.
Standing directly beneath a wind turbine when it is
operating — which I have done — something less than
60 decibels, which is the level of decibels of a noisy
office. A typical living room — 45 decibels. That is
with some people sitting around chatting, and maybe
with the noise of the fridge in the kitchen.
The wind farm baseline limit outside a house — these
are the South Australian guidelines, and it is pretty
much the same in Victoria — is 40 decibels for a rural
area or 35 decibels, 5 decibels less, for a rural living
area. That is all we are talking about. We are talking
about a typical conversation that would be going on
normally between me and Mr Koch. That is
35 decibels. In the South Australian guidelines the
noise in a quiet bedroom is a baseline of a bit over
20 decibels. That is what has to be achieved on a
performance basis by these wind turbines.
They are the conditions that have been set out for the
Waubra wind farm, and if Mr Guy says they are
non-compliant, he has the option to tell that wind farm
to turn off some of its turbines. He has not taken it up
yet. He is just dragging it out, letting this debate brew
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and fester, and we know now who that will benefit. We
are talking about 35 decibels; we are talking about the
noise from a wind turbine that will actually be drowned
out by the noise of the wind itself as the wind gets
higher, and of course for a considerable majority of the
time the wind will not be blowing enough for those
wind turbines to be generating at their full level. We
know that.
Mr Ramsay also made the false claim that they do not
do any preliminary work. Of course they have to do
preliminary work; it is in the guidelines. They have to
do baseline monitoring. Admittedly they need the
permission of land-holders to do baseline monitoring
and work afterwards. They do, as Mr Ramsay would be
able to attest, need the permission of land-holders in
order to do monitoring on or near those land-holders’
dwellings. Any wind farm developer or operator needs
the permission of someone such as Mr Ramsay in order
to install a noise monitoring device on their property
and then to come and get it to collect the data. In that
respect Mr Ramsay cannot complain too much if he
will not let them do monitoring on his property.
Mr Ramsay — They didn’t ask! They trespassed
under a bedroom window. Broke the law.
Mr BARBER — Well there you have it. Some
degree of cooperation is required from those who claim
that a wind farm is non-compliant at their dwelling. It is
a necessity — —
Mr Ramsay — They are required to seek
permission from the land-holder. They broke the law.
That’s how they work, Mr Barber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Ramsay!
Mr BARBER — I have hit a sore spot. I have come
straight under the ribs. For those who claim that the
wind farm is non-compliant in its operation, it is
necessary to enable that wind farm operator to place a
noise monitoring device on the relevant complainant’s
property. It does have to go both ways for us to ever
sort out the innuendo, the rumour and the voodoo from
the science — and there are people, many of them in
the coalition, who want to keep the voodoo going for as
long as they can.
It is about the politics of the politics. It is not about
policy any more. We are in the post-truth era of politics,
and they are all taking their lead from the federal
Leader of the Opposition, Tony Abbott. They think
they are on a roll at the moment with Tony, but I am
here to tell them that, first of all, nobody likes Tony
Abbott — the numbers show that; and secondly, that
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primary vote that they are so chuffed about is soft. I
could understand why they would not want to put it in
Prime Minister Julia Gillard’s column at the moment,
but they should not think they have earnt it or that this
kind of approach to politics will see them through to
2014.
A majority in the community want action on climate
change, and wind farms are the fastest and one of the
most effective ways to cut our emissions. That brings
us back to the — —
Mr P. Davis — By a transfer of payments, by
increasing the cost of electricity to consumers so that all
the poor people in your area in Brunswick — the
student class, for example — have to subsidise wind
farm development; is that what you are suggesting?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Davis will have to wait his turn.
Mr BARBER — Mr Philip Davis raises an
important point, which I fully intend to get to, but right
now I am dealing with the government’s other main
claim. Mr Guy, to his credit, has stayed on message.
The first is that this is fairness — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BARBER — Credit where credit is due. If a guy
tries to sell a policy like this, you have to give him
some credit. The first claim is about fairness and
certainty. The second claim is that there are already
1000 turbines already approved, so we do not really
need to worry about it. This will not change anything.
But Mr Guy well knows that about a third of those
turbines will need to take advantage of his limited
window of opportunity for them to get an extension on
their permit and commence works. They have to do that
by the end of March. That is a third of those
1000 turbines.
What they need to do is get an application and get it to
Mr Guy. They need to get it approved. Then they need
to get their financing, their contractors and everybody
rolling and commence works by the end of March. I
would say for any major development, and there is no
doubt these are major developments, that is a hell of a
burden. If they do not achieve it, or if Mr Guy just
leaves their permits sitting on his desk, as he has done
with some other planning issues in this realm, then they
are stuffed, to put it simply. Hopefully they will get
their permits extended, they will be able to commence
works by the end of March and they will have deep
enough pockets to be able to go on and build those
wind farms. That is the first third. Of the remainder,
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about half of them will have their permits expire in
2013.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — This is a verifiable fact,
Mr Ramsay. You just need to get out the permits and
get out the information on the approval and expiry dates
of those permits. Half of the remainder outside that first
third could expire by the end of 2013, and I am pretty
sure that every one of those permits will expire if the
wind farm is not built before the 2014 election comes
around.
The government thinks it is on a winner with this
anti-wind-farm policy, but the majority support action
on climate change. They see renewables — solar and
wind — as one of the big ways to do that, and over the
next two years we are going to see a series of
challenges to that policy as individual applications
come up and either need a renewal or actually expire —
and Mr Ramsay’s 1000 turbines will start falling pretty
fast. He will not be making that claim in a year and a
half’s time, and he certainly will not be able to say it at
the next election; in fact, most of these wind farms will
either have been built or there is no way they will ever
be built under these guidelines.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — I will help Mr Ramsay out,
because we have got time and I have got plenty of
material. He needs to come to grips with a whole range
of issues, but it comes back to Philip Davis’s issue
about the renewable energy target. The renewable
energy target means that this year about 5.6 per cent of
all the electrons that we buy in the pool of electrons will
be from renewable sources. That target — and I believe
it was originally supported by the Howard
government — will ramp up; in fact it will quadruple
over the next nine years, so there is going to be
considerable development of renewable generation to
meet that target, and most of it is going to be wind. But
my hypothesis is that most of that will not be in the
state of Victoria.
Mr P. Davis — And at what cost?
Mr BARBER — We know the cost. We know the
price. In fact I can tell Mr Davis what the trading price
of a renewable energy certificate was yesterday if he
wants to know. What has happened with that target, just
to give a quick seminar on the economics of that
market, is that it has been met and exceeded, usually in
advance of the arrival of each year’s target, so at the
moment we have an oversubscription of renewal energy
certificates. The retailers have more than they need, so

PLANNING: AMENDMENT VC82
Wednesday, 12 October 2011

COUNCIL

right this minute there is no pressing need to build a
wind farm. That is why it is legacy projects, such as
two being built out west, and others who want to retain
their rights to do so in the next year or two, but as the
target ramps up, we will see a recovery in that price. It
will be boosted from about $30 a megawatt hour to $40
or $50, which is what makes it viable for a wind farm to
go ahead.
What does that mean in relation to the issue that
Mr Davis raised: will that be on our electricity bills?
Yes. Will Victoria get the benefit in terms of
development of renewable energy? No. We will pay for
it, but it will be built in South Australia, Tasmania and
New South Wales, and those regional communities will
get the jobs, they will get the construction and they will
get the knock-on effect. They will get the ongoing
stream from selling the wind.
That to me looks like a pretty bad deal. I thought there
was bipartisan support for the renewable energy target,
but perhaps not; you never can tell with Mr Abbott,
who says he is going to do a lot of things. He says,
‘Don’t really believe me unless I write it down first’.
Hopefully we will get some clarity on his view on the
renewable energy target — or will that be the second
prong of the attack by the coalition on renewable
energy industries? We will find out.
That is very much the situation we are going to be
facing. In fact, if this renewable energy target continues
the way it has been going, we will see the Victorian
border marked by a line of wind turbines, because they
will have been chased out of Victoria to South
Australia.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr BARBER — No, it is certainly true that many
of the best prospective areas are in Victoria, so if the
whole of the renewable energy target needs are to be
met in other states — and South Australia is booming
along with this at the moment — that is a very real
likelihood.
In terms of the price impact, though, of wind on our
power price, you might be surprised to know, Acting
President, that wind farms, once built, have quite an
impact on the power price. The impact that wind farms
have on the power price is that they drive it down. For
proof of that you only need to check out the behaviour
of the Victorian energy grid at times when, like now, it
is midwinter and perhaps the middle of the night and
therefore our power demand is not very high, but wind
farms across the South Australian border are going flat
out. Of course the fuel is free, so the marginal cost of
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running a wind farm is zero. You might as well sell the
power for whatever you can get.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — That is right. The very well
educated in financial matters Mr Ondarchie understands
the difference between short-run marginal and long-run
marginal costs, but he would also understand that once
a sunk cost is there you will often find yourself in a
situation of selling the short-run marginal cost. The
short-run marginal cost of a wind farm is pretty low.
Just watch the behaviour of the grid at times when our
demand is fairly low and wind farm generation,
particularly in South Australia, is very high, and you
will see an immediate depressing effect of up to $10 a
megawatt hour.
I have a copy of Pricing Events Report, which is
published by the AEMO (Australian Energy Market
Operator), and in February 2011 it noted that not only
did the price of power drop to zero but it actually went
negative. Work that one out, Mr Ondarchie! How is it
that people would pay to sell power into the grid? You
will need to read up on it to learn how that can happen
for short periods of time.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — Whacko! I have found a kindred
spirit and possibly an intellectual ally in explaining to
the other 38 members of the chamber how the power
grid actually works. But the AEMO would be the
expert. What it says is that the principal contributors to
the negative power prices were:
The South Australian demand was less than 1350 megawatts
with between 1749 megawatts and 2109 megawatts of
generation capacity in South Australia offered in negative
price bands and substantial wind generation of up to
713 megawatts.
Flow into Victoria on the Murraylink and Heywood
interconnectors combined was approximately 580 megawatts,
the maximum transfer limit for the two interconnectors for
transfer into Victoria.

And here it comes:
With excess generation capacity in South Australia,
negatively priced generation offers set the price for a number
of dispatch intervals during the affected TIs —

or time intervals, short ones.
That is the negative pricing event. But if you want to
start playing with spreadsheets, and I am sure
Mr Ondarchie has the software at home somewhere,
you will actually see the immediate and depressing
effect. I said I would talk about the why, and at the end
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of the day that is the why. It is not Mr Ramsay with his
wacky ideas. It is not Sarah Laurie with her utterly
discredited data. Every time that data about the
so-called wind turbine syndrome has been put in a court
and tested to a legal standard of proof it has been
trashed, most recently in the Allendale case, where the
judges trashed her evidence and preferred that of the
South Australian professor — who actually used her
data to refute her conclusions, by the way. It is not
about that.
At the end of day for people like Mr Ramsay, some of
the landscape guardians and, I have to say, the Premier,
it is about the fact that they just do not like looking at
them. They do not like looking at turbines. It is an
amenity issue; they just do not want to look at them.
Mr Ramsay — We are looking at them — about
2 kilometres away.
Mr BARBER — We will come to the Lal Lal
application in due course. Their application is for an
amendment to their permit, which again sat on
Mr Guy’s desk for some months while this policy was
hatched.
They just do not like looking at them, and more
recently with their angst over everything related to
climate change, they do not kind of like what they
represent. They do not like the idea that we are making
progress, and that maybe the greenies are right or they
are getting their way. That is the kind of thing that
really bugs them.
However, that is not what is behind this. The reason we
are here is that coal does not like this. Victoria’s power
demands are not growing at any great rate; the growth
has been about 0.5 per cent per annum for the last five
or six years, and so there are no real prospects of major
generation. Coal-fired power stations, notably
Hazelwood, are spending a considerable amount of
time with part of their capacity offline, and wind is
filling the gap, both from Victoria and through those
interstate interconnectors which at times are carrying as
much green electricity as they can possibly carry and
depressing the price. Coal hates it, and so coal is
fighting it. Behind all of this is coal.
Who else hates it? Gas hates it, because when it comes
to the marginal increase in our generation capacity that
is really gas versus wind, so wind has got a lot of
enemies at the moment. It is taking money directly out
of the pockets of coal-fired energy shareholders, and
when it comes to any increase in power supply gas is
fighting them as well, and they have been pretty
obvious about it.
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As always, if you follow the money, you actually get
the answer. It does not have to be part of this cultural
craziness that the coalition parties have whipped
themselves up into by talking to their strictly limited
gene pool of landscape guardians and their wild
representatives causing them to block their ears to the
vast majority of community members and what they
want.
I am sure that by the time you have finished listening to
Sarah Laurie you do have high blood pressure and a
thumping headache — that is certainly the way I feel.
So that is what is driving this, and I can tell the house
that there were no empirical assessments of the
landscape values of the Bellarine and Macedon Ranges
which caused them to have blanket bans issued. To find
the reason you only need to look at the fact that they are
marginal seats, they are pretty low down on the
pendulum, and the coalition wants to win them at the
2014 election. That is what that is all about.
Hon. M. J. Guy — What, Lowan?
Mr BARBER — No. I am talking about, in
order — skip over Eltham — Bellarine, Ballarat East,
Ballarat West and then Macedon.
Hon. M. J. Guy — There are none in Ballarat West.
There are none even close to Ballarat West.
Mr BARBER — I know. You went out and banned
wind farms anywhere it was windy. Of course that was
part of the policy. I understand that completely, but
there is not a lot of rationality that Mr Guy can
demonstrate with this policy. It was written out by the
Premier on the back of a cornflakes packet. It is about
his personal peccadillo in relation to wind turbines,
which has been around for a long time.
The last time we heard Mr Baillieu go to town on wind
farms was on 26 August 2004 in relation to Bald Hills,
which I notice is being built. Mr Baillieu was talking
then about electoral oblivion for any government that
supported wind turbines. He is reported as saying:
They will be just as angry as those in whose garden Labor left
these towering triffids. These structures will stand as
permanent reminders of the contempt Labor showed for our
coastal landscapes.

That was Mr Baillieu at his most flowery but his least
cautious. We know he is a cautious politician. Even for
this mob it is necessary that there be some fig leaf of
rationality over the top of this, but look behind it and
there is nothing there. We see headlines that would
normally cause conservative politicians to start
howling — ‘100 jobs may be lost’ was a headline in the
Portland Observer and Guardian.
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Wind farm developers, who understand fully what this
policy means for their applications, for the timing of
their permits and for the reality of the industry they are
working in, do not seem to be given any credit. Their
difficulties are considered to be a greenie plot. There
are similar sorts of difficulties for the farming and
development industries, which may go through cycles.
They are the sorts of things the government is meant to
get behind and help them with, but on this it is an
excuse to cut them down.
In some cases we are talking about companies that are
investing not just in wind farms but also in all sorts of
infrastructure projects in Victoria that bring with them
access to international capital. The government is not
just trashing wind as a category; it is trashing our
reputation amongst those companies. I would have
thought a coalition government would be keen for those
companies to have confidence in it.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay persists with the
argument that there are 1000 turbines that are eligible,
and as we stand here right now that is absolutely true.
However, within mere months that figure will fall off
rapidly. By the end of 2013 that figure will hardly exist.
Despite the fact that I, with the help of Mr Ondarchie,
have been able to walk Mr Ramsay through the
economics of this, he seems to want to deny that part of
it as well. There is a huge reservoir of denial off to my
left, with only a few of the sharper politicians — I
would certainly include Mr Guy in that — willing to
exploit the politics while not necessarily buying into it.
It will only be over time that Mr Ramsay and others
come to see that they are not on such a political winner
as they think they are. The community at large wants to
see action on climate change, and they particularly want
to see action through renewables.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — The one-third of Liberal voters
who ignored Mr Baillieu’s call to put the Greens last
and preferenced the Greens anyway might be that
group. I am simply pointing out that there is every
indication that on climate issues the Liberal Party is
fairly wedged. When one-third of its own voters ignore
the Liberal how-to-vote card and preference the Greens,
it is a pretty good indicator that there is deep concern
amongst a significant slice of Liberal voters and that
they want to see action on climate change — and wind
farms are one of the best ways for that to happen.
Mrs Peulich interjected.

3445

Mr BARBER — I do not have time to do the
carbon tax 101, as I did last week. Any talk about the
carbon tax will be something of a post-match analysis
in the next week or so. There is no question that the
coalition thinks it is on a winner with both its
anti-wind-farm war and the carbon tax, but time will
tell. I am patient. I am laying out my case now so that
the government is aware of what I will be telling the
community. Of course, if we did not have a difference
in views about what is electorally popular, we would
not be in different parties contesting this matter.
I have tried to keep my contribution as far as possible,
despite constant provocation, down to the essence of
the policy. I have tried to debate the policy on its
merits. Mr Ramsay gave me plenty of live examples
and encouraged me to use him as an example of the
things I was talking about, but I tried to separate out the
elements of the policy and look at them rationally and
in scientific terms. It is essential. We can have the
politics later, but we need a scientific and empirical
basis to the policies we offer.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — And the science of economics as
well. Mr Ondarchie and I had a good debate about his
employment impact modelling versus mine or the
Treasury’s and the different assumptions in that.
Mr Ondarchie and I gave it a better thrash than the
Treasurer did. Mr Wells was almost incapable of selling
his own modelling, but I am not sure that he has read
the modelling. Mr Ondarchie and I have read the
modelling, and we are quickly able to see the major
assumptions that differ between that modelling and
others. Seemingly Mr Wells has not written himself a
checklist on that, and that does not augur well for the
government’s ability. The Australian Financial Review
has said that Mr Wells is competing for the prize of
worst job of explaining a carbon policy. It could be
right in that one instance.
We have to go out and sell our alternative policies, and
this is a big part of it. We have to sell our own policies.
We cannot always have the luxury of explaining the
other guy’s policy. There is what I say about my policy
and what you say about my policy, and there is what
you say about your policy and what I say about your
policy. I am trying to talk about what I say about my
policy, and the government needs to say what it thinks
about its policy — notably, the direct action plan,
which miraculously would create twice as much
domestic emissions abatement for half the price.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
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Mr BARBER — There is actually no dispute about
that between me and Mr Hunt, the federal shadow
minister for climate action, environment and heritage.
We had a conversation about this the other day. The
federal opposition in government would create all the
abatement domestically, but it would come out at half
the price. They would do that by relying on soil
sequestration, and that is an area I am prepared to
explore. Hundreds of millions of dollars have already
been allocated through the Greens-Labor package for
both soil sequestration and biodiversity, so we are
definitely getting in there.
However, I for one do not believe you can do what
Mr Hunt says you can do, certainly not on the level of
permanency we need. Yes, you can encourage better
soil conservation practices that will store carbon, but
the next 11-year drought could very well wipe out your
carbon bank, and that is the risk that Mr Hunt will not
admit to. We will get back to that one.
Regarding the evidence base that Mr Ramsay tried to
marshal for his policy on behalf of the government, I do
not believe the evidence is actually there. If he simply
wants to go on gut, on his view or on a personal
opinion, that is fine.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay, I have knocked
around. First of all, I understand country people better
than you might think I do: I come from a long line of
cow cockies, and when I was a little tacker I was
generally barefoot in the dairy.
Mrs Petrovich — That is disgusting!
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Mr Ramsay — I look forward to it.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay should have no
worries about that at all. There we have it: round 1 over.
The government has its policy in place, but the impacts
of that policy are going to be seen and felt, and that will
knock on to the politics. But the evidence base that the
government has marshalled so far is pretty lame; at
some level you need a bit of science to back you up.
Mr Ramsay — You need to listen to the people too.
Mr BARBER — Government members do have to
listen to the people. First they have the science, then
they craft the policy and then they put the political
overlay over that. I agree 100 per cent with Mr Ramsay
on that, but we disagree on which square to land on.
Hopefully we agree this will not be the end of the issue.
I do not know if the government thinks this will be the
end of the issue. I do not think it will be the end of this
issue in this chamber or out in the community. I think it
is something we will be talking about for a long time.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I am
very pleased to speak on the coalition’s policy on
amendment VC82, which was announced in the
Macedon Ranges, a significant landscape of character
and beauty. We are fortunate to currently have a
proactive Minister for Planning who delivered a policy
that was both an election commitment and a policy
clearly articulated by the coalition prior to the election
about areas that perhaps were not suitable for wind
turbine developments. The provision of a 2-kilometre
buffer zone will give some protection to communities
in those areas where wind turbines are being
constructed.

Mr BARBER — It is disgusting, but it is a great
feeling, especially when they are warm! On a cold
morning that was how I used to warm my feet up. If
Mrs Petrovich had been out there, she would know that
before the sun has come up it is better to stand in a
warm cow pat than on cold concrete. Warm up your
gummies, and if you have not got gummies go for bare
feet. My ancestors have been doing it on the Kempsey
River since the late 1890s. For crying out loud, roll on
question time!

The Labor government, lacking this policy, had very
few planning controls relating to local communities.
This lack of control produced division in communities
and the disempowerment of local government, which is
supposed to be the responsible planning authority. It
has been sad to go to some of these communities, as
was outlined by Mr Ramsay. He has good rural
credentials, understands his broad electorate and talks
to his community. The area he represents has been
particularly impacted on by a vast number of turbines.

If it were as easy to dismiss my evidence base as saying
that I do not understand anything about country people,
Mr Ramsay would be on a winner. But Mr Ramsay
does not have a hope, and if we get out of here early
enough on Thursday, I will come with him to that
meeting in Whittlesea. We can share a lift or get on a
train, if that is how we are going. I am happy to ride in
the ‘Re-elect Simon Ramsay panel van’, if that is what
it is, with the logos on the side. Mr Ramsay is on.

I would also like to say from the outset that the
coalition is not against wind turbines; we are supportive
of a range of sustainable, alternative energies. When the
wind turbine plans were released in 2003 by John
Thwaites, a former Minister for Planning — a plan
continued also by the previous Minister for Planning,
Justin Madden — we had a wind atlas which showed
that turbines would be erected across Victoria and said
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that unless they were below 35 megawatts in output the
local council had no contribution to make to the
planning process. This harsh provision disempowered
communities, which in many cases were not supportive
of turbines in their area — and we have to remember
the turbines are 180 metres tall; they are very big
structures. We are not talking about putting turbines in
Brunswick, we are talking about putting them in rural
zones. It is industrial use in a farming zone.
One of the interesting points about the announcement
made by Mr Guy in the East Paddock at Hanging
Rock — and I believe it was quite a visual
opportunity — was that we had the magnificence of
Hanging Rock on one side, Mount Macedon on the
other and fantastic farming land to the right. Looking at
that visual contrast, the analogy I make is that the
turbines would be as high as Hanging Rock. They are
180 metres tall and have huge infrastructure; they are
definitely of industrial use size.
One thing that the policy announcement made at
Hanging Rock on 29 August did was to give some
surety to communities, which they did not have
previously. It gave local communities and local
government a say on where these turbines were to be
constructed. We acknowledge that there are some areas
where these structures would be unsuitable because of
landscape character values or environmental values.
You would not build an industrial park in a national
park. You would not build a multistorey development
on the Great Ocean Road, just as you would not put a
highly industrial structure on or in a place such as the
Yarra Valley, the Dandenongs, the Mornington
Peninsula, the Bellarine Peninsula, the Great Ocean
Road, the Macedon Ranges, the McHarg Ranges or the
Bass Coast. This policy presents our communities with
some certainty and a guarantee in relation to where
these structures are going.
As Mr Ramsay said in his contribution, it is terrible to
see communities that have been divided by these
arbitrary decisions made under the previous planning
system, which I must say was very much a scattergun
approach. In many cases those applications were not
determined within 18 months, which is not ideal for the
proponents of wind farms either. There are community
members living alongside turbines who were given no
choice in the matter. The 2-kilometre buffer will at least
provide community members some distance in the
future.
The most divisive element, which has not been
discussed today, is that there was no equality in the
previous policy. Those who were able to secure wind
farms on their properties would glean between $5000
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and $7000 per turbine — that was my last estimate, but
the amount has probably increased since then — but
those in the neighbourhood lost their amenity and lost,
in their view, their peace and quiet. Landscape values
were lost, and there was also an increase in the use of
country roads as a result of these wind farms.
We have talked about the relevant planning in terms
of the natural environment, which was raised by
Mr Barber. In an area Mr Ramsay represents I
witnessed a case where brolga breeding grounds had
been built on. No environment effects statement was
done in relation to that application. The local farmers
knew that in that part of the property there was a
wetland and a brolga breeding area, but there was no
acknowledgement, either by the planning department,
under the then Minister for Planning, Justin
Madden — —
Mr Barber — Which application are you talking
about?
Mrs PETROVICH — I would have to take that on
notice, Mr Barber — —
Mr Barber — You’re telling the story. I just want to
know — —
Mrs PETROVICH — No, I am not telling a story;
I can actually give you that later — and after an hour of
your storytelling, that is a hot shot.
It is very important to note that in just nine months the
coalition has returned planning control for wind farms
to local councils and communities and given regional
Victorians greater confidence in the planning system.
It is also very important to note that amendment VC82
now provides certainty for the industry and the
community. It ensures that opportunities still exist
within Victoria to develop wind energy without there
being an impact on local communities and on the
important social and environmental assets which, as we
need to understand, people who choose to live in these
regional communities value. They choose to run their
businesses, which are farms, and to have a lifestyle in
these areas because that is where they want to live.
Their having had no say in these matters previously had
been dividing communities. There are families whose
members no longer speak to each other and friends who
no longer speak to each other because they were
opposed to the turbines that were erected on
neighbouring properties for between $5000 and $8000
per turbine.
Those were economic decisions those people took, but
unfortunately those around them have had to put up
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with the consequences and the impact of these
megastructures.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Health: register of interests
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health, who is also
the Minister for Ageing. In his register of interests
update the minister has declared in part:
As a parliamentary member of the Liberal Party, I received
campaign assistance, political and legal support from the
Victorian division of the Liberal Party, its members and
supporters.

The Members of Parliament (Register of Interests)
Act 1978 says that a member who is a minister shall
ensure that no conflict exists or appears to exist
between his public duty and his private interests. Can
the minister tell the house how anyone can be satisfied
that there is no conflict between the support he received
and his ministerial responsibilities when he has not
identified which supporters of the Liberal Party have
provided him with the support he discloses in the
register?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
made a declaration there that is appropriate, and
donations to the Liberal Party are declared in the
normal way to the Australian Electoral Commission.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his non-answer, but in fact the
register of interests is about donations made to the
member. I understand that the minister has said both in
the register and in his answer that there will be
disclosure under federal law in the appropriate
reporting period, but the minister has obligations under
the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests)
Act 1978. I ask: will the minister now satisfy the house
that there is in fact no conflict between his private
interests and his ministerial duties by revealing which
supporters of the Liberal Party helped pay his legal
bills?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
made all declarations I am required to make.

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

Health: maternity services
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing, Mr David Davis. I ask: can the
minister inform the house of the failings in Victoria’s
maternity services and the Baillieu government’s
response to the Auditor-General’s report headed
Maternity Services — Capacity?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to respond to Ms Crozier’s question concerning
Maternity Services — Capacity. This report, tabled
today by the Auditor-General, is a very important
report. It lays out a series of issues with maternity
services around the state. The report makes six
recommendations, all of which have been accepted by
the government. A range of activities are currently
being undertaken to address the issues.
I have met with the Auditor-General’s team. In doing
so I have understood many of the key points that have
been made in the report. I welcome this report by the
Auditor-General’s performance audit team. The report
highlights the failure of the former Labor government
to properly plan or deliver health services through the
community. It particularly points to a lack of planning
for maternity services and a particular lack of planning
in growth areas.
Victorian Health Priorities Framework 2012–2022 lays
out a number of key points about planning better in our
growth areas. It is clear in this report that the previous
government and previous health minister did not in any
way plan adequately. This is a damning attack on the
performance of the previous health minister and the
previous government.
It will take some time to turn around 11 years of
mismanagement. We have indicated that there will be
additional support in these areas, but we are particularly
pleased to announce the establishment of a Perinatal
Services Advisory Committee, members of which will
be appointed after consultation with the sector. That is
recommended in this report. We will happily put that in
place because it will inform long-term planning more
adequately. It will make sure that growth in the growth
areas is better responded to. It is clear that Premier John
Brumby and the former Minister for Health, Daniel
Andrews, in the period of their management of these
areas — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is amazing to look at the
old metropolitan health plan from 2003, which was in
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operation until a new plan was announced under this
government. That plan talked about networks that no
longer existed. It completely failed to plan
adequately — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am concerned about
the persistence of the interjections by the Deputy
President. I am particularly concerned about the
substance of the last one, because it was similar to one
for which I rebuked Mr Lenders earlier.
An honourable member — They’re grubs!
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not sure who said
that, but I do not need that assistance. I suggest that the
Deputy President curtail those types of remarks in
respect of the proceedings of this Parliament. The
minister, to continue without assistance.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The report’s
recommendations include monitoring maternity
capacity, implementing a capability framework, putting
an advisory committee in place, dealing with access in
the growth areas and working with the commonwealth
to deal with a number of key issues around antenatal
care. The commonwealth needs to work with the states
to deal with issues around GP access and the continuity
of care around antenatal care in particular. There are
significant challenges there. I will write to the
commonwealth minister with some of the findings of
this review and seek to work collaboratively with the
commonwealth government.
There are also recommendations about greater
information for women, and we will certainly ensure
that there is greater information available. The Better
Health Channel already provides significant
information in terms of having a baby in Victoria. That
is a very useful source of information for women, but I
think it could have greater exposure and there could be
greater dissemination of that information to enable
women to make more informed choices.
The health plan talks about health literacy and its
importance and also self-sufficiency in the regions.
That is an important key challenge for governments
picking up the particular — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Opposition members may
regard it as amusing that the Auditor-General has come
down with a report that is damning of their performance
in government. They clearly have failed to understand
the lesson put out by the Victorian people. If you fail to
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manage in a proper way, a significant judgement will
be made by the Victorian people.
This report of the Auditor-General is important. The
government has endorsed its recommendations. It is
acting on them. I have met with the Auditor-General’s
people to understand the nature of the audit and some
of the challenges there. There is significant capacity for
improved performance; that has been outlined by the
Auditor-General.

Planning: Phillip Island rezoning
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. I refer to the minister’s
reversal of his decision regarding the rezoning of land
at Ventnor on Phillip Island and his statement that, and
I quote from his media release:
Our commitment to listen is genuine, and the government has
heard the community and the council’s concerns …

Can the minister advise the house whether this means
that he will not approve any rezoning where there is
significant community or council opposition?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Tee for his question. I make two key points in
relation to the issue that he has asked me about
regarding community opinion and listening to
community opinion. Firstly, there is a very clear
difference between me and the Minister for Planning I
replaced, Justin Madden, now the member for
Essendon in the other place, in regard to listening to
people and taking a message. It is a reflective point.
Listening to people is something that this government
does seriously.
It is a real shame that Justin Madden did not listen to
people in respect of the Windsor Hotel. It is a real
shame that he did not have the courage or the ability to
listen to communities and to say, ‘What is being
proposed over the road — a monstrous redevelopment
of the Windsor Hotel — is not worth going ahead
with’. I simply say that a key feature of this
government, one on which it was elected and on which
members of the government will act, is that it will never
stop listening to people, whether it is in relation to
rezoning, wind farms or any other planning matter in
this state.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before calling Mr Tee
to ask a supplementary question, I indicate there is an
issue in respect of the anticipation of matters that are
listed on the notice paper. Matters related to the
Ventnor estate are included on today’s notice paper.
Standing order 12.19 refers to this issue. It states:
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A member may not anticipate the discussion of a subject
listed on the notice paper and expected to be debated on the
same or next sitting day. In determining whether a discussion
is out of order the President should not prevent incidental
reference to a subject.

I do not intend to do that. I am just advising the
member that when he is framing his question he needs
to be mindful of not impinging upon the motion that is
to be discussed later this day. I did not have a problem
with his original question in specific terms, but I am
offering advice rather than checking his questions at
this time.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
President, and I am cognisant of that standing order.
I welcome the minister’s commitment to listen to
communities, and many communities have approached
me in relation to that commitment. They have asked me
what criteria the minister will use to gauge community
support and act as the minister did in Ventnor. What
can I tell those communities in terms of what they need
to do to demonstrate to the minister their opposition to
particular proposals in order to get the minister to act?
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — As
Mr Barber interjected, it is about fairness and certainty.
Fairness and certainty are now back in the planning
system. What I find astounding is the opposition asking
me to take on board people’s concerns and to listen to
communities. The member for Altona in the Assembly
held a community forum about possible changes to the
urban growth boundary, and the first one she called she
did not even show up to. If Mr Tee wants to listen to
people, maybe he should show up to the forums he
invites people to and that he actually spends his
electoral allowance on.

Road safety: toll
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Assistant Treasurer, the Honourable Gordon
Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the minister inform the
house of recent initiatives the Baillieu government has
undertaken to reduce the road toll in regional areas?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr O’Brien for his question and
for his interest in this very important issue. Reducing
Victoria’s road toll has been a bipartisan issue for
40 years. Both sides of Parliament and governments for
the last 40 years have been committed to reducing
Victoria’s road toll. Forty years ago, with a much

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

smaller population and far fewer vehicles on the road,
we had a road toll that exceeded 1000 people killed per
year. Last year in 2010 we had a record low road toll of
288 people killed on Victorian roads, which
demonstrates a dramatic decline over that 40-year
period, at a time when Victoria’s population is now at
5.5 million and there are far more vehicles on our roads.
I am very pleased to advise the house that currently —
and I stress currently — the 2011 road toll is tracking at
around 5 per cent lower than last year, but of course we
cannot be complacent. It would take only a minor series
of incidents for that road toll to exceed the level
achieved last year, so we cannot afford to be
complacent. It is important that we continue with new
initiatives to drive the toll down.
One of the big challenges of the road toll is the mix in
the number of deaths that occur in metropolitan and
rural areas. The reality is that rural collisions are
overrepresented in our road toll. Last week the
government and the Premier were pleased to launch a
new Talk the Toll Down campaign. The Premier
launched this campaign in Ballarat, along with
60 editors from rural and regional newspapers.
The purpose of this campaign, in partnership with the
Transport Accident Commission, is not only to
continue existing advertising campaigns with the TAC,
which have been very effective and supported by both
sides of the house for a long period, but also to actually
engage regional and rural newspapers and their editors
in editorial content. The purpose of the campaign is to
get Victorian regional communities engaged directly,
not only through advertising but also through editorial
content, peer pressure and peer discussion, in reducing
the road toll.
We have the strong support of editors from those
regional and rural newspapers who are willing to take
the road toll message to their communities through their
papers. We are looking to work with Victorian
communities in regional and rural areas to get the
message out directly about the importance of improving
driver behaviour and working to reduce the road toll.
The Baillieu government looks forward to working
with regional and rural communities to continue to
drive down the Victorian road toll.

Bushfires: risk area maps
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. I refer the minister to the
release of the new bushfire-prone area maps by the
government on 9 September and concerns about their
content, and I ask: were councils given an opportunity
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to have a look at these maps before they were publicly
released?

minister advise the house of recent Baillieu government
efforts to promote skills and skills training in Victoria?

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Department of Planning and Community Development
and the Department of Sustainability and Environment
have obviously worked through a large body of work
that has come out of the royal commission. They have
put those maps out which they believe are reflective of
what the royal commission called for and sought and
for which there was bipartisan support, and that has
been very important. Councils can now view the maps
that are out there. We are working through any issues
that may arise from them.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mr O’Donohue for his question
and obvious interest in this particular program. Last
week was National Skills Week, an event celebrated for
the first time to highlight the extraordinary talents of
people in this country in terms of the skills that they
possess in various trades and to highlight for young
people the opportunity to engage in skills training. A
range of events was conducted right across Victoria to
celebrate National Skills Week, and I had the fortune to
visit just some of those.

Supplementary question

Of interest was the launch on Tuesday of last week
which was sponsored by Victoria University and the
WPC Group. It was also attended by the Leader
newspaper group, and I want to pay particular tribute to
the current campaign the group has operating, being
‘101 jobs in 101 days’. Talking to the group, I heard
that at that time they had already achieved 45 jobs in
just four weeks. It is an excellent initiative by that
group of newspapers.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his response. That confirms the concerns
that councils have raised with me about the lack of
consultation. There are a number of significant
problems with the maps that have been identified as a
result of the lack of consultation. The concerns are that
they exclude areas that were affected by the Black
Saturday and Ash Wednesday fires. Communities are
excluded. The maps are causing confusion when
residents on opposite sides of the same street are treated
differently. I ask the minister: will the maps be
reviewed? And this time, will the minister consult with
local communities and local councils so that the
government can get the maps right?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — What I
find astounding is that the present leader of the
parliamentary Australian Labor Party, Mr Andrews, the
member for Mulgrave in the Assembly, went out and
announced to communities that he found it astounding
that certain areas had not been included in the bushfire
overlays. He said that the maps were incomplete
because areas had not been included. Now Mr Tee says
that too many areas have been included. The opposition
needs to get its story right. Opposition members are
conflicting with each other every day when it comes to
bushfire maps. Do opposition members think there are
enough in or do they think more should go in? Do they
think areas should be excluded or not? If Mr Tee does
not have his story straight, then no-one can take his
argument seriously, either in this Parliament or
externally.

Skills training: government initiatives
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, who is also the Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession, Mr Hall, and I ask: can the

Throughout the course of the week I also attended two
different presentations made to young trainees and
apprentices in Victoria, one by the Housing Industry
Association and the other by Apprenticeships Group
Australia, which was staged at Pakenham, a town
Mr O’Donohue would know well, given it is part of his
electorate.
Later in the week I also had an opportunity to visit the
William Angliss Institute and attend what was termed a
culinary cook-off. Again, it was an opportunity for
young people who have an interest in cooking to
engage with some of Melbourne’s top chefs, to see a
demonstration by them, learn some practical skills from
them and replicate two demonstration meals that had
been demonstrated to them by a number of
Melbourne’s top chefs. That was a great event.
The highlight of the week for me really was the five
young Victorians who were participating in the
WorldSkills International championships that were
staged in London during the course of the week. It was
the week before when I farewelled at Melbourne
Airport those five young Victorians who were joining
23 other young Australians to go across to London to
compete in those WorldSkills International
championships.
I was particularly pleased to see that the five young
people who were participating in those events were all
from regional Victoria. The Victorian contingent came
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seventh amongst 51 member countries. I pay great
tribute to all those young people from Australia who
represented our country proudly and demonstrated that
we do have some very talented people with wonderful
trade skills. We also have a great number of providers
here of whom we should be equally proud.
As it was a minor sponsor of National Skills Week, I
was pleased that Skills Victoria was able to participate
in what is a significant event for the promotion of the
importance of skills training in this state.

Planning: green wedge zones
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
for the Minister for Planning. The state planning policy
framework has a number of strategies to protect green
wedges, including the protection of productive
agricultural areas, the protection of environmental,
landscape and scenic value, and so on. On
23 September the Department of Planning and
Community Development released planning
amendment VC77, which added an additional strategy
to green wedges, being to protect mineral extraction in
green wedges, and I quote:
Protect significant resources of stone, sand and other mineral
resources for extraction purposes.

Why the change, and will it reduce the protection of
Melbourne’s green wedges?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It will
not reduce the protection of Melbourne’s green wedges
which Mr Tee, after 12 months, has found an interest
in, given that the previous government expanded
Melbourne’s urban growth boundary by
43 000 hectares into green wedge land and the only
considerations at the moment are for a maximum of
6000 hectares into green wedge areas; so I think he
needs to get his story straight on one part.
The first point is that mineral extraction has been
designated in those local planning schemes and by
overlays for some time. One of the key components that
we have in Melbourne in relation to affordability is the
movement of materials to build houses. If we do not
protect areas which are already identified — —
Mr Tee interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Tee, they were put in place
in the planning scheme through Melbourne 2030.
Mr Tee might want to look at who actually put them in
place and who actually identified those areas. They
were identified by his government; the Labor
government identified those areas. The Labor
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government — with, I might add, full support —
identified areas. They were areas where we can attain
stone and sand to build roads or housing in Melbourne,
which have been identified since the 1960s and 1970s.
Better it come 40 kilometres than 240 kilometres —
due to a carbon tax. How about truck movements on
roads? We are transporting it only 40 kilometres, not
140 kilometres.
There is a whole range of reasons why those areas have
been identified and again further strengthened in the
state planning policy framework, supported by
Melbourne 2030 and fully supported by
Melbourne @ 5 Million. I find Labor’s change of heart
quite surprising and, indeed, bizarre. I am sure that the
unionised workplaces that occupy those sites would be
very interested to hear Labor’s change of heart about
the hundreds of jobs that exist in or rely on those
extractive industries.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — There is
significant concern that the change to the planning
framework to include the stone, sand and other mineral
resources for extraction purposes will further reduce the
protection of the green wedges, and I ask: was there any
consultation with the community before the minister
made the change which was introduced by him as
amendment VC77?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I hate
to bring this to Mr Tee’s attention, but a lot of the
consultation that occurred on these sites and on
protecting these sites probably occurred under his
government under Melbourne 2030. His government’s
own documents outlined these sites. We are simply
seeking to protect sites that the Cain government
identified.
This conspiracy theory that the current opposition now
has about the green wedges is astounding, given that
the biggest incursion into green wedges in Melbourne’s
history occurred just 12 months ago, on the motion of
former Minister for Planning, Justin Madden, and voted
for by Brian Tee.

Kindergartens: regional and rural Victoria
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development, my colleague the Honourable
Wendy Lovell. Kindergartens are an important and
well-supported facility in our small communities, for
our preschool children, and I ask: can the minister
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inform the house of how the Baillieu government is
supporting small rural kindergartens?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for his question, his ongoing interest in the welfare of
kindergartens in his community and his support for
those kindergartens. The Baillieu government believes
that access to a kindergarten program is a vital first step
in a child’s education. The Baillieu government also
appreciates the contribution that parents make to not
only the kindergarten committees and the running of
our kindergartens but also to the fundraising to keep
those kindergartens operational.
In rural communities kindergartens face particular
challenges. They have small enrolments and they have
the same costs of running those kindergartens, so often
their fundraising requirements are onerous. Of course
they also have limited opportunities for fundraising
because of their smaller communities and because
many of those communities have also suffered drought,
fires and floods in recent years.
As the shadow minister, I listened to the rural
communities and their kindergarten committees about
the difficulties that they faced in fundraising and their
need for some additional support. During the election
campaign, I was delighted as the shadow minister to go
down to Mr Koch’s electorate, to the fundraiser that the
Willaura kindergarten was holding, and announce that
in government the Baillieu government would put aside
$6 million to provide operational grants of up to
$20 000 a year for small rural kindergartens with
enrolments of 14 or fewer.
Recently I had the pleasure of announcing the first
round of grants at the Axedale kindergarten in my
electorate. I am pleased to say that this year 65 rural
kindergartens with enrolments of 14 or fewer will
receive grants of up to $20 000. This will relieve
parents of some of the more onerous fundraising
requirements they have been facing. It will also ensure
that rural children are able to get the best start to their
education regardless of where they live.

Schools: special religious instruction
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills in his capacity as minister responsible for the
Assembly portfolio of education. It is in regard to a
memo sent to schools by the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development containing two
clarifications in relation to the provision of special
religious instruction (SRI). The first of these states:
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Students who do not attend SRI should be appropriately
supervised by teachers and are required to be engaged in
positive, independent learning …

The second paragraph of the memo informs schools
that note 1 — which is basically the opt-out clause — at
the base of form GC 566 has been amended. The
explanation at the bottom of that paragraph says:
This note is not relevant in all instances of SRI provision
across Victorian schools.

I ask the minister to clarify that note and also to clarify
how teachers can be supervising both the provider of
SRI and students who are not engaged in SRI.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question,
which was addressed to me in my capacity as
representing the Minister for Education in this chamber.
When such questions are asked of ministers
representing other ministers, the normal practice would
be to take them on notice and provide the member with
an answer in due course. However, on this occasion
Ms Pennicuik gave me some notice that this question
might be asked of me. I was therefore able to seek
advice from the Minister for Education so as to provide
her with some information in response to the question
she asked, which I will now do.
In regard to the memo sent around to schools regarding
special religious instruction, having had some
discussion with my colleague Minister Dixon about
these matters, first of all, with respect to the supervision
of students who elect not to participate in special
religious instruction, the issue is basically one of
schools making arrangements, within their
circumstances, to accommodate that provision. That
may work in a number of ways according to the
school’s resources.
I offer by way of illustration some of the ways in which
it might work — for example, there may be several
classes in which only some students elect to do SRI. In
those circumstances it is not an uncommon practice to
put those classes together and take those students who
are doing SRI into one room and put the others, who
are undertaking independently supervised, meaningful
activity, in another classroom with another teacher. If
there are small numbers of students who do not elect to
participate in SRI, they may be supervised either in a
class which is not undertaking SRI or by another staff
member who does not have teaching duties at that time.
As I said, how that requirement can be accommodated
depends on the circumstances and the staffing
arrangements at the school.
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The second part of the question sought to clarify a
footnote to the second point of the memo, which says:
This note is not relevant in all instances of SRI provision
across Victorian schools.

My understanding is that that footnote relates to the fact
that the original requirement, which was set some
20 years ago, applied when Access Ministries was the
only provider of SRI in schools. That, I understand, is
not the case now. There are providers other than Access
Ministries that undertake this activity. In circumstances
where Access Ministries is not the provider of SRI in a
school, that footnote is required, because there is a
different provider of SRI. I hope that is a meaningful
response to the question Ms Pennicuik has raised.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. In his answer he said that some
students may be supervised by teachers who do not
have teaching duties at the time. I would assume those
teachers who do not have teaching duties at the time
have rostered time off. Does this mean those teachers
are now going to have to take up that extra duty?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — My understanding from my discussion
with the Minister for Education on this matter is that
staff are not forced to undertake those additional duties,
if you like. I am not aware of any such demand being
made of staff, but obviously if a qualified teacher at a
school does not have teaching duties and is available
and willing to supervise students who do not wish to
participate in SRI, that is but one way in which this
requirement of schools might be met.

Industrial relations: building industry
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed to the Minister
for Employment and Industrial Relations, and I ask: can
the minister update the house on what action the
Baillieu government is taking to deliver better value for
money on major construction projects in Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for her question. The Baillieu government is
very much committed to ensuring that Victoria gets the
infrastructure it needs at a cost that is affordable and
responsible. This government is also committed to
ensuring the end of a culture of unlawful behaviour on
our building sites. We know in June this year the
Premier announced that the Victorian government
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would review the industrial relations principles as they
relate to the construction code of practice.
Last week the Minister for Finance released for public
comment a draft of these new industrial relations
guidelines. The Baillieu government is introducing
these guidelines — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of order,
President, the question was asked of the minister as the
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations. He
has just indicated that the Minister for Finance released
the guidelines. I know in the past I have asked
questions of the minister about matters such as this and
he has said that they are not within his ministerial
responsibilities. Can I ask, on a point of order, for the
minister to clarify whether these guidelines are actually
within his ministerial responsibilities.
The PRESIDENT — Order! While the minister
may want to make an explanation in the course of
continuing his answer, I accept the point of order the
member is making. As the member knows, the Chair is
not in a position to direct the minister as to how to
answer the question. I also suggest that ministers
always need to be aware that when they answer
questions pertaining to other ministers’ actions, such as
the release of statistics or other information to the
public, they obviously open themselves up to questions
on those matters from other members of the house — in
other words, they do not necessarily get to have one day
of good news and avoid several days of pain. Ministers
do that at their peril.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I find it amazing that
the opposition does not realise that we have a very
inclusive approach to the way industrial relations work
in this state. I have been directly involved in the
establishment of this construction code and also had
responsibility for the overarching review of these
guidelines. I am just putting this forward because it
seems to be a sensitive issue for those opposite, that we
are putting industrial relations guidelines in place to
ensure that workplace arrangements and practices that
apply to firms that tender for state government contracts
comply with the workplace laws, promote productivity
and reduce costs and delays.
There is a history of the way the former government
dealt with construction across the state, and we know
there is a desalination plant and a whole range of other
projects where problems continued on and on and
where there were cost blow-outs and industrial relations
disputes. We are setting down some new principles
which will achieve a new and more rigourous vetting of
tenders, determining which tenderer has the best and
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lowest risk workplace management systems, increasing
accountability through monitoring compliance and
undertaking enforcement in the event that the
guidelines are breached. The new principles and
guidelines will be built into contractual arrangements.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Again I hear those
members opposite barking, but they really ought to
understand that we know that when they had control of
the contractual arrangements in this state things were all
over the place. It is interesting to note that Mr Pakula, a
former industrial relations minister, did absolutely
nothing to prevent some of the rorts that were going on.
We are acting to ensure that the key elements of the
revised industrial relations principles within the
Victorian Code of Practice for the Building and
Construction Industry are also applied to the regional
rail link. The new guidelines will limit the risk of cost
blow-outs and ensure that taxpayers get better value for
money when funds are spent on community
infrastructure such as hospitals, roads and public
transport because, as I have said before, we are about
improving productivity. It is very hard for members
opposite to understand productivity improvements.
Every time the subject is mentioned they fail to
understand exactly what it means to try to get value for
money and productivity improvements through
workplace reforms and improvements.
What we see opposite is the ongoing approach of those
who seem to think that continually paying out will
resolve industrial disputes. We know there has been a
long history in this state of the failure of the former
government to control industrial relations. We are
going to bring back those controls in areas where we
have accountability for the money of Victorian
taxpayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 680,
1031, 2423, 3244 and 3276–371.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — As it
is Wednesday, I wish to follow up on unanswered
questions on notice. Questions 139, 140, 167, 175,
2260 and 3566 were to Minister Ryan. We contacted
his office on 15 June and were told the answers had
been signed by the minister and were awaiting tabling.
On 30 September we called and emailed again and
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were told the minister’s office would get back to us, but
we have not had a reply.
Questions 170, 172 and 173 were to Minister Walsh.
We contacted the minister’s office on 25 May and
again on 16 June and were told that the answers were
lodged with the Department of Premier and Cabinet in
mid-April. We contacted the minister’s office again on
30 September by email, but we have not had a reply.
Questions 684, 685, 688, 692, 710, 848 and 852 were to
Minister McIntosh regarding prison rates, mandatory
sentencing costs, crimes against the person, targeted
sexual assaults in prisons and the Graffiti Prevention
Act 2007 charges and fines. We contacted the
minister’s office on 24 June and did so again about all
questions except 848 and 852 in late June, but we have
never had a reply. Again on 5 October we emailed
about all these questions but have not had a reply.
Questions 704 and 705 were to Minister Smith
regarding the FReeZA program and musical equipment
bank. On 10 October we contacted the minister’s office
and were told that question 704 had been signed by the
minister on 29 July, and we have not yet heard back
regarding question 705.
Questions 711 and 714 were for Minister Dixon
regarding school rebuilding and maintenance. On
5 October we called the minister’s office and left
details, but we have not heard anything in reply.
Question 445 was for Minister Napthine regarding the
Port of Melbourne Corporation tidal stream limits at
Port Phillip Heads. On 5 October we were told the
answer was awaiting sign-off and the minister’s office
would move it along.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her queries and would welcome the list
she has in her possession, if she could provide that to
me. I note that the member has requested responses
from Ministers Ryan, Walsh, McIntosh, Smith, Dixon
and Napthine. I will follow up those queries and seek to
do that expeditiously.
I note that today we have hit some sort of new record
with these questions on notice. On a rough calculation I
make it 2832 that have been added to the list, which
might be some sort of record. I notice in the other
chambers around the country such extraordinary rates
of questions on notice are not reached, so around 2800
is some sort of record — I am not sure of what. But in
relation to Ms Pennicuik’s points I will follow those up,
and I would appreciate that note from her.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I need to
raise a number of questions that have been unanswered.
It is essentially the same list of questions that I have
raised with the same ministers in many previous sitting
weeks. If it is of assistance to the ministers in chasing
these down, we notice that some of these questions are
taking two months from the date they are signed to
make it the 200 yards from Treasury Place to
Parliament, so perhaps sacking the entire mail room
might be advisable before the government sets a new
record.
Question 161 has been on the notice paper against
Mr Dalla-Riva’s name since 3 March. Noting his
undertaking last sitting week to supply a response to
that question, and noting the many statements and the
language he used in relation to the previous
government — which I am sure he will recall, and
which are still on the record — when his questions
were not answered, I am wondering if there is anything
he can tell me about the commitment he made last
sitting week.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I am
interested to follow that up, because I did say that I
would, and I will pursue it again. Was that a question
directly to me?
Mr Barber — What is the answer to the question?
The minister’s name is on the notice paper.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — But was it a question
directly to me?
Mr Barber — It says, ‘To ask the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations’.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Then I will follow it
up.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Question 675 was first raised on 3 May for the Minister
for Health representing the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change in relation to permits of authority
to control wildlife. Again for the Minister for Health,
this time representing the Premier, question 718 on
26 May. Then also on 26 May, questions 731, 733
and 734. That is all for the Minister for Health.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Questions 675, 731, 733 and 734 were for the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change, and I will follow
those up; and question 718 was for the Premier, and I
will follow that up as well.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Questions 728 and 729 from 26 May were for the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills to be passed
on to the Minister for Energy and Resources, and
question 735 was for the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Might I begin by saying that in response
to some debate to these matters during the course of last
week I personally went through the records to check
every single question that was asked directly of me in
my capacity either as Minister for Higher Education
and Skills or as Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession, and also those that have been asked of me
in my capacity representing other ministers.
Of the 300 or thereabouts that were directly asked of
me, all but nine have been processed by my office. In
respect of questions asked of me in my capacity
representing other ministers, about two-thirds of those
have been tabled in Parliament. There are a few
outstanding ones which I am trying to track down.
I understand Ms Pennicuik has said that she has
contacted the offices of ministers Walsh, Ryan and
Dixon about answers, but where it is expected of
ministers in this chamber to table those answers it
would be helpful if her contact with those ministers was
also conveyed to our offices so that we could
collectively try to pursue those for the member. For
example, in the cases Mr Barber has raised of a number
of questions for the Minister for Energy and Resources
and the Minister for Water, if he has made contact with
those ministers directly seeking an explanation or an
answer, if he could also give me a copy of those
representations he has made to those ministers it would
assist me in following up those questions and answers
for him.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Now for
the Minister for Planning. Starting on 26 May there
were a series of pre-budget questions. I am still
interested in the answers, but clearly the ship has sailed
to some extent and the opportunity for the government
to be accountable on those matters has also sailed with
it. I refer to questions 747, 752, 755 and 757 from
26 May, question 791 from 2 June, question 2741 from
16 August and questions 4067 and 4068 from
30 August. I seek an explanation as to what has
happened to those questions.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Regarding any questions which are outstanding under
my name, I apologise to the member, and I will seek,
with my office, some feedback as to where they are and
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try to get them to the member as quickly as possible.
Again I apologise for the delay.
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RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Sub judice rule

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I still
have a number of outstanding questions: question 235
for the Minister for Public Transport and question 599
for the same minister, this time in his capacity as
Minister for Roads. Also, I have repeatedly asked for an
answer to question 680 and it has just been delivered to
me, but it was signed on 19 August, so it has taken two
months to get to me in this chamber, which I think is
extraordinary. Then there are questions 793, 2940, 2941
and 2942, all for the Minister for Public Transport —
obviously there is a problem there.
We do fax the ministers, and I have a copy of the fax
we sent to the minister’s office with regard to
question 680. Regarding Mr Hall’s request, I would be
happy to send them to ministers in this house as well,
but I am very concerned that it was signed two months
ago, and I am happy to show that to the President.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Again,
I apologise to Ms Hartland. It should not take two
months to post that to her, so I will ask why that was
the case and ascertain the status of the questions she has
asked me about.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will make two brief
statements. The first one is that Ms Hartland has
actually written me a letter of yesterday’s date seeking
reinstatement of her question on notice 677, which
indeed was to the minister responsible for public
transport, and it was in regard to Werribee railway
services. She has indicated to me that she felt the
answer provided was unsatisfactory in that the minister
referred her to a website, suggesting that the
information sought was publicly available and that
therefore it was not necessary to provide the details she
sought.
I have considered her letter and I have read the
question, and I am of the view that part of her question
should be reinstated on the notice paper. This
question — question 677 — had two parts: part 1 and
part 2. Each of them had a number of elements. I am of
the view that part 2 is not directly relevant to the point
made in the letter or to the preamble of the question
itself. That information could be obtained fairly and
easily from the timetables as per the response of the
Minister for Public Transport. However, on the
question of part 1, I believe the Minister for Public
Transport ought to be able to provide information in
that regard, because I do not believe that information
could be easily obtained in the same manner.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to make a
statement in regard to general business items that are on
the paper for today, specifically motion 194 in the name
of Ms Pennicuik. The notice requires the Leader of the
Government to table by 25 October 2011 the briefing
note to Victorian government ministers that was
prepared by the Secretary of the Department of Justice
regarding the transfer of prisoner Carl Williams from
an isolation unit to one shared with two other prisoners
in Barwon Prison.
It has been drawn to my attention that certain matters
relating to this motion are before the courts and may
therefore be sub judice. The sub judice convention is a
restriction the house imposes on itself to prevent its
deliberations from prejudicing the courts of justice. Just
because a matter is before a court it does not necessarily
follow that every aspect of it must be sub judice. There
are four criteria which need to be considered when
applying the sub judice convention: one, whether there
is a danger of prejudicing the case if the matter were
debated in the house; two, the danger of prejudice
occurring versus the public interest in the matter; three,
whether the danger of prejudice would occur if the case
were being heard by a judge, judges or jury; and four,
whether an individual’s rights would be unduly
transgressed or injured if the matter were discussed
prior to the judgement.
The application of the sub judice convention is always
subject to the discretion of the Chair. The Chair should
always have regard to the basic rights and interests of
members in being able to raise matters of concern in the
house, and regard needs to be had to the best interests
of persons who may be involved in the court
proceedings and to the separation of responsibilities
between the Parliament and the courts.
The matter which is of concern in this particular motion
is a criminal matter. As a general rule matters before
criminal courts should not be referred to from the time a
person is charged until a sentence has been announced
and, furthermore, until an appeal, if any, has been
decided. I am advised that in this matter the case has
been heard and the sentence is awaited.
May’s Parliamentary Practice, 24th edition, makes it
clear at page 442 that where in a criminal case there is a
delay between conviction and sentence the restriction
remains in force until the sentence has been passed. I
add that I have made passing reference to House of
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Representatives Practice in respect of matters of
sub judice as well.
It could be argued that motion 194, proposed by
Ms Pennicuik, is narrowly focused and that debate
could be confined simply to whether or not the
document should be produced. However, in my view,
given the nature of the matter, it would be difficult for
the debate not to potentially stray into areas that are still
before the court and into matters that would be of
concern in relation to the sub judice principle. I am also
mindful that the motion imposes a deadline for the
production of the briefing note, which I understand is
25 October. It is possible that the sentence may still not
have been imposed by then, irrespective of whether or
not an appeal has been lodged.
I accept that there is considerable public interest in this
matter, but I believe that on balance the sub judice
principle should apply and therefore debate should not
proceed on Ms Pennicuik’s motion at this time. I am
obviously not seeking to delete that motion from the
notice paper, and I would expect that motion to be
debated at a future date when it is clear to me that there
is no danger in respect of the sub judice principle. I
assure Ms Pennicuik and members of the house that I
will continue to take advice in respect of the status of
this matter so as to advise her and the house at which
point this motion could be proceeded with. I thank
members for their understanding on that, particularly
Ms Pennicuik, with whom I have discussed this ruling.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

PLANNING: AMENDMENT VC82
Debate resumed.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I started
my contribution before question time and I was talking
about the changes that have been made through
amendment VC82, which was timely. They were an
election commitment made by the coalition to restore
some planning certainty and community rights to the
planning of wind farms.
The previous government announced the establishment
of a wind atlas in January 2003 and work was done by
the then Minister for the Environment, John Thwaites,
in 2003. I remember that because I was serving as the
mayor of the Macedon Ranges Shire Council at the
time and I was horrified to realise that there had been
no consultation with the council. When I addressed the
issue of the planning controls that councils would be
involved in I was told that anything over 35 megawatts
would be the responsibility of the planning minister. I
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spoke firmly on ABC radio. When I asked about what
consultation there was going to be with local
government and in communities, understanding the
sensitivities around the landscape values of the
Macedon Ranges, I was told that there would be a
phase of consultation to talk about planning controls
and what inputs the community would have.
Unfortunately the Labor machine rolled on and that
vital strategy of talking to people, talking to
communities, was excluded from the conversation, and
we ended up with a system that disenfranchised
communities and was extraordinarily divisive in many
respects. It was not good for the environment. I do not
think it was good for the alternative energy industry,
and in some cases it split communities in a way that
should not happen.
As is the nature of the rural communities, friends and
families contribute in a range of ways. Many hats are
worn and whether it is through the Country Fire
Authority, through the football club or the netball club,
or the pony club, or Rotary or Lions, people have a way
of interacting in rural communities that perhaps is not
understood by those opposite. When they were in
government they made some fundamental mistakes, as
we saw with issues such as the north–south pipeline.
When you fail to acknowledge how country
communities work and take on board their concerns, it
is very easy for things to go awry. It takes a lot to rouse
country people; they are generally very
community-minded people who just go about what they
do best, which is participating in community life and
trying to run their businesses or their farms and just
getting on with it. But the previous Labor government
had a way about it that caused many anxious moments
with issues such as the ones I have mentioned.
In just nine months the coalition government has
returned planning control for wind farms to local
councils and communities and given regional
communities greater confidence in the planning system.
Minister Guy, the Minister for Planning, is in every
respect a stark contrast to the former Minister for
Planning and current member for Essendon in the
Assembly, Mr Madden, who was very slow to move on
a number of issues and very fast to move on others.
Process was not a strong point, and I think we have a
much greater capacity for clarity and delivery of what
the community is wanting because of the new style
demonstrated by this minister, who has delivered on
this election commitment.
This commitment was expressed in a report which I
worked on as part of an all-party committee in the
previous Parliament. The Environment and Natural
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Resources Committee inquired into the approvals
process for renewable energy projects in Victoria. It is
quite astounding when people like Mr Barber talk about
the conversations that have been had with rural
communities. I can tell the house that that particular
committee travelled far and wide and took many
submissions about how planning was developed around
these very large structures.
It is a terrible experience to sit in hearings and see
tough old farmers weeping because of the loss of
amenity in their area, their lack of control and their
belief that in a democratic society they should have a
say. They are affected by the lack of contact with
neighbours and friends as a result of poor planning
processes, and they have concerns about the
environmental impacts and lack of the environmental
work that is necessary when these very large structures
are put in some sensitive areas — those same sensitive
areas which in many cases the farms have operated in
for over 100 years.
I have worked with groups such as the RATs
(Residents Against Turbines) of Tooborac and a group
that works out of Baynton and Sidonia, and they have
had great concerns about the proposals for wind farms
in the Macedon Ranges because of the lack of planning
controls, the lack of buffers and the lack of consultation
and consideration for their requirements. Many of these
people operate rural businesses; they operate bed and
breakfasts or they run other tourist enterprises.
The concerns that have been raised with me relate to
conductivity of the turbines, the noise and the
reverberation. There are health concerns with these
turbines, and I think the jury is still out in many cases
regarding the health implications of turbines.
Regardless of that, I know there has also been work
done through the Senate inquiry, and there has been
fairly damning evidence about the effect that the
structures have had on the people living alongside
them.
People have had to move out of their own homes, and
when you talk to people who live alongside these
turbines there is always a conversation about the noise
of the turbines not always being audible; it is almost a
reverberation that is felt. They talk about the flicker
from the blades which can be seen through closed
blinds. They talk about the loss of peace and quiet and
amenity, and maybe there is a tort of nuisance there if
that is the case. I am not sure. That is something that
needs to be explored before we impose these turbines
on people. Under the previous planning regime some
people just had these turbines imposed on them without
there being any right of appeal. We can fairly say that
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the previous government’s approach was unfair, slow
and divisive.
Mr Elsbury — That is being kind.
Mrs PETROVICH — It is being kind, as
Mr Elsbury says, particularly if you talk to the
communities who were affected. In contrast our policy
provides equity for community and wind farm
proponents.
I will quote a couple of things from this report because
they are quite enlightening in respect of the really good
listening process that went on during that inquiry. The
report quotes one of the proponents from the Ararat
Rural City Council as explaining in August 2009:
If the current system of approvals is to remain in place, it is
critical … that staff in the minister’s office understand the
impact of their approvals process, specifically the time it takes
once it [the application] lands on the minister’s desk, at their
discretion. Once an application reaches the desk —

the Crowlands wind farm proposal —
… is probably a classic example of this — there is no clear or
accountable time frame that we are aware of when that
project is dealt with. To put that into perspective for us,
Crowlands went to a planning panel more than 18 months
ago. We are no closer to having any clear understanding of
where that process is at, nor are any of our businesses or the
people we have worked with to try and gear up for the
project. There is certainly no process of communication
between the minister’s office and any other stakeholders that
we are aware of. It affects our credibility and the developer’s
credibility with our local business community. We sit down
and brief our contractors and businesses to be geared up ready
for these projects… $150 million of local content coming into
a region from one project alone, Crowlands — and then the
mystery of the minister’s desk results in projects like
Crowlands being idle for 18 months. It makes us look quite
foolish in front of our businesses and others who either have
other projects on the go or are trying to keep businesses afloat
…

That really highlights that perhaps the previous regime
was not an ideal world for a proponent of a wind farm
development either. The report goes on to say:
At the time of writing, a decision on the Crowlands wind
farm had not been made by the Minister for Planning.

That was of course the former Minister for Planning,
Justin Madden. It goes on:
The committee calculated that it has taken between 2 and
91⁄2 months for planning panels to prepare reports and 1 to
15 months for the minister to then make a decision.

It is an interesting read. I am sure people would find it
most enlightening to go back and have a look at some
of this, because it sets the tone of where we have been
previously and where we are going in the future.
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We need to consider alternative energy solutions. We
know on the one hand that wind farms were the heroes
of alternative energy solutions for the previous Labor
government, whereas the coalition believes in a suite of
alternative energy solutions. The coalition looks
towards the effectiveness and abundance of brown coal
as a means to provide a reliable source of energy for
Victorians. Until a reliable alternative source is located
how, as a responsible government, can you condemn
people to an unreliable power supply? We saw
blackouts and brownouts occurring a couple of
summers ago with 150 elderly people dying as a result
of the lack of power supply. It is the role of government
to make decisions about provision of services and to
make sure that those services are reliable.
In the inquiry into the approvals process for renewable
energy projects in Victoria, which I was talking about
earlier, we received some submissions on the reliability
of wind farms. One submission is quoted in the
committee report as saying:
All wind farms in all regions produce a
common-characteristic output. This output is characterised by
extreme variability, extreme unpredictability and extreme
intermittency. Their output is typically somewhat less than
one-third of installed capacity on average. The wind industry
and its academic supporters concentrate on reporting average
outputs only. They fail to report these other, negative
performance aspects. Indeed, it could be inferred that they do
their best to cloak these aspects in a veil of secrecy.

There were a variety of conversations, as I alluded to
earlier, around the health risks and reported impacts of
turbines on people who live close to them. The
committee report says:
The draft national wind farm development guidelines
acknowledge that there are risks that people living near a
wind farm will be impacted by noise from the turbines and
the impacts may relate to the volume, timing and/or character
of the noise produced. There is also the potential for
cumulative noise impacts should a new wind farm or an
extension to an existing wind farm be proposed in close
proximity to the existing wind farm.
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the distress around the lack of process in planning for
wind farms in rural communities. They have divided
communities. It is true that many relatives and friends
in these communities no longer speak, and I have
spoken about that a couple of times already. One of the
most significant impacts was outlined in a submission
to the inquiry. The report says:
The negative social impact of wind farms and other major
projects, including the gas plant projects, in the shire of
Corangamite was also described to the committee by
Ms Segafredo —

who now, coincidentally, works as a senior planner in
the Shire of Macedon Ranges. However, at the time,
she made a submission to the inquiry. The report quotes
her as saying:
One of the most significant [impacts] is the social impact
these sorts of projects have on local communities, and the
breakdown in those rural communities, pitting even family
against family. It is not just within towns but is often in the
rural landscape; there is a significant problem that arises
through these sorts of major projects which may not ever be
healed. When you are looking at populations that need each
other to operate in terms of the footy team and the whole
community fabric, projects like this — and these are not the
only things — have a significant impact on that social
cohesion. I think it is accentuated with the linear nature of the
wind farms in particular, but in our experience the gas plant
projects have had a similar impact as well.

She also alluded to an understanding of the
community’s expectations of the shire, and that is
something that has previously put local councils right in
the line of fire. Local communities believed that
councils had planning control over wind farms and
wind turbines when in many cases they did not. They
were not given that opportunity and not included in that
conversation. Minister Thwaites, a former Minister for
Planning, excluded communities when he forgot to
consult with them. He excluded local government when
he did the same to them. The report says:
A community-led approach to identifying suitable sites for
wind farms also occurs in Germany … This means that
‘every community has determined their own dedicated areas,
especially for wind farming’. This approach is in contrast to
the current approach in Victoria where proponents investigate
and determine suitable sites …

Something the current minister is cognisant of, which
the previous minister was not, is that even though there
is a wind atlas that says somewhere is a windy area,
there needs to be an understanding of the cumulative
effects of wind farms. Not only from a visual
perspective but also from a noise, reverberation and
health impact perspective, it is important to
acknowledge that the placement of turbines needs to be
strategic, not only on the basis of them being in a windy
spot but on the basis of the impacts they will have on
the communities around them.

We now give access to a variety of sites. As we have
heard, there are already 1000 turbines on the agenda
with permits let. We support alternative and renewable
energy, but in this case we have carefully selected some
sensitive areas. On the whole communities have told us
that they are not appreciative of wind farms in those
areas.

Mr Ramsay, who as I said earlier is a man who
understands rural activity and rural communities, noted

It is interesting that a number of people, including
Mr Tee, have spoken about the proposal for a
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community-based wind farm on Black Forest Drive in
Woodend, which is a community and a town that I have
a lot to do with. I live there and have represented the
area in various capacities. I was an inaugural member
of the Woodend Sustainability Group, along with a
fantastic man called Rodney Snell, who came to me
with a proposal to start a sustainability group in
Woodend. He was looking for a home, and he thought
it would be a good idea to cohabit with the pony club,
with which I was heavily involved. We sat down and
worked on a proposal to find a better spot. He and the
group were made very welcome at the Woodend
neighbourhood house. We applied for a federal grant
and received money, along with some support from the
shire. We now have a fantastic building, which was
built on sustainability principles, at the back of the
neighbourhood house. It has a fabulous permaculture
garden, which is in the process of having some
sculptures added to it. It is something the community
can be very proud of.

the planning complexities facing local councils and residents
and land-holders.

That group is probably disappointed in many respects
that there is now no opportunity for a community-based
wind farm on Black Forest Drive, which they had a
proposal for, but there were some concerns around the
siting of that. The turbines were suggested to be put in
the middle of a pine forest plantation owned by
Hancock. When this was first thought of the thought
was that the turbines would be hidden by the pine
forest, but that forest is due to be harvested. The area
also has a wildfire management overlay, so there were
some complexities with the siting of that proposal. I am
sure that group will continue to work with me to look at
other alternative energy proposals, and my door is
always open to them.

Concerns were raised about limited EES processes being
included in areas which have a zoning of rural conservation or
environmental significance overlay. An EES would normally
be required to assess the impacts of a development on listed
flora and fauna to ensure protection of our biodiversity.

The position the government has come to is one that I
am proud of. I am proud of the work that is being done
by this government now and also of the position that
was taken by it in opposition. I refer to the Environment
and Natural Resources Committee’s minority report,
which clearly sets out some of the basis for where we
are today on positions around the need for sustainable
and renewable energy. The minority report says:
The need for sustainable and renewable energy will continue
to place demands for planning and development of these
important facilities.
It will be increasingly important to engage and consult local
residents whose lives, livelihood and environment may be
impacted upon by these developments.
The wind atlas introduced in 2003 by John Thwaites was the
preliminary phase of identification of suitable wind energy
sites. A subsequent consultation phase with local government
would have enabled greater capability and understanding of

Unfortunately the Brumby government chose to exclude local
government from planning for wind turbine developments
over 30 megawatts. It is also regrettable that the Brumby
government did not see fit to provide adequate resources to
local government to deal with the complexities of planning
for wind farm developments less than 30 megawatts. Local
government needs to be given the tools and resources to
ensure proper planning at a local level is carried out.
Local communities in some cases welcome wind energy
developments; others feel that these facilities may have
negative impacts on health, wellbeing and amenity.
…
Establishment of clear guidelines are needed to assist in the
development of constructive relationships between residents
and wind farm proponents.
Local knowledge of the topography, the environment, flora
and fauna needs to be taken into consideration in the planning
approval process.

It was signed off by me and Christine Fyffe and Peter
Walsh, the Legislative Assembly members for Evelyn
and Swan Hill respectively. There were some slight
differences in views, but at the hearings conducted
across Victoria, which included the western and
northern areas, and in the many conversations held
about a variety of alternative energy sources, it was
quite clear that there was no opposition to alternative
energies. It is something responsible governments need
to look at because it would be irresponsible to charge in
blindly and disregard the rights of communities who
previously had no say.
When I read that report I was pleased to note what it
said about where we are at now with the policy
developed by the Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy.
A government can make substantial changes that have
real and positive impacts on people’s lives. Planning is
everything in communities. It is not just about the built
form; it is also about social aspects and health and
wellbeing issues. This government’s direction will
provide a much more consultative approach which will
benefit communities who felt excluded from the
conversation for a long time. Local governments now
have an opportunity to have their say. We will continue
to listen to and work with communities, as is our
government’s direction. I am proud to be part of that.
With those few words I will finish up my contribution.
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Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to
support Mr Tee’s motion, and in doing so I support
regional jobs, regional development, renewable energy,
investment in regional Victoria and sustainable
communities and families. I will start by talking about
jobs. We all understand that the creation of jobs and the
investment of industry and jobs in regional Victoria is
often a little bit more difficult than in other areas of the
state. That is primarily because of transport,
communication and associated costs. But when we are
successful in securing those industries in our rural
towns and regional cities we usually support them as
well, whether it be at a local, state or federal
government level.
At the moment the situation for the people of Portland
is one that is full of anxiety. Keppel Prince Engineering
is a major contributor to the wind farm industry. It
employs something like 400 people in a number of
activities. With a population of approximately
11 000 people in Portland, Keppel Prince is the
second-largest employer in the town. A threat to any
job there results in pressure on families, let alone the
number of jobs available. That means enormous
pressure is placed on the town, its local economy and
all other families directly and indirectly associated with
the company.
It is not surprising that when it comes to the wind
industry there is a lot of commentary in the Portland
Observer and the Warrnambool Standard, particularly
given, as other members here in this house from
western Victoria have said, that area is basically the
home of wind farm energy. I want to give the house a
taste of what is being said in those newspapers, in
particular in south-west Victoria. I quote from the
Portland Observer of 5 September this year:
One hundred jobs destined for Portland are on hold, as
Keppel Prince looks interstate.
Following the introduction of —

the Minister for Planning’s guidelines, general manager
Steve Garnet is reported as saying:
Portland based Keppel Prince Engineering has suspended
plans for a new $6 million painting and blasting facility,
instead looking to develop in less regulated states.
…
The $6 million facility —

and I understand it was for grit blaster capability —
destined for Portland would have generated 100 new jobs …
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Keppel Prince currently employs 450 in Portland, with 200 of
those dedicated to the wind farm sector, a sector that may
relocate.
…
The minister’s decisions were baseless, pandering to a vocal
minority.

He was also quoted as saying that they ‘would have to
look elsewhere and that would be 200 jobs’.
On ABC South West Victoria Radio the mayor of the
Glenelg Shire Council, Cr Bruce Cross, said:
Main concern for Glenelg at this point is its influence on the
manufacturing sector … The main thing to bear in mind at
this point is that there are over 200 jobs in Portland that are
directly aligned with manufacturing wind farms. There are
certainly other jobs associated with the operation of existing
wind farms.

This is a point reinforced by the Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union which has coverage in
the area. Gary Robb, who is secretary of the metals
division of the AMWU, wrote in an email to me that:
… wind farm companies such as Keppel Prince may be
forced to close its workshop in Portland and relocate these
jobs interstate where they could receive support from another
state government, which would see over 300 direct jobs and
hundreds of indirect jobs lost to Victoria forever.
…
… the AMWU strongly oppose the suggested amendment
and believe this state government should be building on the
work the former ALP government had done to encourage
wind farm investment in regional Victoria and grow
manufacturing and create good paying regional jobs instead
of sending them interstate where we will end up importing
that work in from other states …

There have been a number of commentaries in the
Weekly Times, but I will just include one in my
contribution this afternoon. It was on 31 August and it
indicates that since the government handed councils
planning control over wind farms earlier this year, the
Moyne shire has voted against extending planning
permits for the Ryan’s Corner and Hawkesdale farms.
Developers Union Fenosa Wind Australia said in a
company statement that the projects proposed for
south-western Victoria were valued at more than
$400 million and would have created 150 jobs during
construction and a further 20 jobs during operation.
Jobs in regional Victoria are incredibly important. The
impact with which the wind industry is threatened as a
result of the changed policy of the current government
means there is severe pressure on and threats to a
number of workers and their families. This is being
done with the background of the government knowing
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full well that families out there at the moment are doing
it tough and are up against a whole range of cost of
living pressures.
One of the key elements of keeping families together is
of course making sure they have jobs — and jobs that
are within a reasonable travel time from the family
home. Already in south-western Victoria family
members are being forced to travel long distances to
secure work, and many live away from the family home
during the week and try to get home when they can on
the weekends. Many are being forced east to Geelong
and to Melbourne and beyond, as well as interstate.
This has been the case particularly in the last 12 months
as infrastructure works and major projects have
basically dried up in western Victoria — and there are
none planned in the foreseeable future.
This current situation is bad enough, but Mr Guy’s
hurtful kick directed at the wind industry will mean
working families in western Victoria will be under
further and enormous strain and will be searching for
work elsewhere. We all know what that leads to.
Families in western Victoria really do not deserve the
circumstances this government is putting them in.
I turn to the issue of investment and what is essentially
the loss of regional development, and I will advise the
house of a number of comments that have been made in
recent times on this issue. Lane Crockett, Pacific Hydro
general manager for Australia, is reported as saying on
29 August:
In our view these changes send a disturbing signal to other
infrastructure projects and investment in the state. In the
context of planning policy requirements for consistency and
fairness, these rules should apply to all infrastructure
developments not just one industry.
…
However, under the new guidelines, Pacific Hydro does not
envisage pursuing any new project development in
Victoria …

It should be noted that Pacific Hydro’s current three
projects in Victoria are expected to ‘drive around
$530 million in investment for regional Victoria’.
On ABC’s The World Today of 29 August we heard
from Russell Marsh from the Clean Energy Council. He
said:
On the face of it it would indicate that certainly wind
development in Victoria is going to be severely affected and
wind developers may start looking to other states to develop
projects.
…
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The 2K setback the government was talking about would do
something like reduce investment in wind energy in Victoria
by between 50 and 70 per cent. We were forecasting about,
you know, over $3 billion worth of investment will disappear
from Victoria as a result of the 2K setback policy.

An article in the Pyrenees Advocate says:
… the Ben More project, between Lexton and Amphitheatre,
is still in the planning phase, and appears unlikely to gain
approval.

The Ben More project was to have injected around
$1 million a year back to the local community.
Time and again we are getting told we are going to lose
an enormous amount of investment that was planned
for our economies and our local communities in
regional Victoria and that the investment simply will go
elsewhere. There was also a letter of the week on
27 August in the Warrnambool Standard, written by
Geoff Rollinson, a local from Purnim on the Hopkins
Highway. He wrote:
The decision to reject permit extensions for the Hawkesdale
and Ryan’s Corner wind farm projects and the subsequent
loss of $430 million to the region is an ill wind indeed.
While I agree that project proponents can sometimes ride
roughshod over councils and communities, the basis for
rejecting the extensions are not based on any sound scientific
or planning reasons.
…
As the wind changes in Moyne shire, of most concern is the
ill wind. How councillors will defend knocking back projects
that will enhance the economic, social and environmental
bottom lines for us and our descendants remains a mystery.
When the local building industry is being impacted by
depressed housing prices and volatile financial markets, we
should take on, rather than reject, clean energy projects.

That is just a taste of some of the comments being made
in the local press. If we go by a selection of just a few
of these comments from the enormous commentary on
this issue, it is clear that regional development will
stagnate, and local towns and economies will just not
have the jobs to generate great spin-offs for our local
communities.
Then there is the issue of renewable energy, the
environment and community sustainability. A lot of
that has been covered by Mr Tee, and Mr Barber has
also covered it. I also raise the concerns of the
Woodend Integrated Sustainable Energy group. The
new guidelines will affect the group’s plan for a
community wind farm. The group was planning to set
up a three-turbine community wind farm to generate
enough power for 3500 homes in Woodend, Mount
Macedon and Newham. In an article published in the
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Macedon Ranges Leader of 6 September Peter
Hansford, a representative of the group, is quoted as
follows:
It’s a great disappointment to a group that has been working
on this project for four years and enjoys community support
and interest.

In an article in the Bendigo Advertiser of 30 August
2011 he was quoted as having said:
Finding another location is pretty well impossible. If there is a
mandated 2-kilometre setback, there’s no part which is
2 kilometres from the nearest house.

We have also heard from the Hepburn Wind project. In
an article that appeared in the Age of 18 October 2010
Vicki Horrigan, a director, was quoted as having said:
The turbines are estimated to produce about 12 200 megawatt
hours each year … That’s enough to power 2300 homes,
which is more than the number of households here in
Daylesford and Hepburn Springs.

In relation to the Hepburn community wind farm near
Daylesford, Andrew Bray, an organiser of 100%
Renewable Energy, said in an opinion piece in the
Warrnambool Standard of 7 September 2011:
The winner of the Premier’s Sustainability Award, the
Hepburn community wind farm near Daylesford, would not
likely have been built under these laws.

Cam Walker, of Friends of the Earth, said in a media
release dated 29 August:
At a time when we urgently need to generate more clean
energy, this policy is sending us back to the Dark Ages.

I could not agree more with Mr Walker’s comments.
Two sitting weeks ago I made a contribution in which I
questioned this government’s commitment to tackling
climate change. I questioned its insistence on putting
significant hurdles in the way of the wind farm energy
industry. Since that time, which was about four weeks
ago, this government has again demonstrated its lack of
commitment to the renewable energy sector through its
withdrawal of the solar tariff rebate to Victorian
households. This in itself jeopardises a further 20 jobs
in Portland, jobs that are involved in the installation of
solar panels. Again that is work undertaken by people
at Keppel Prince. In an article published in the Portland
Observer and Guardian on 5 September the managing
director of Keppel Prince, Steve Garner, said that these
changes could threaten the jobs of 20 people. He is
quoted as having said:
I feel as though we’ve been kicked well and truly in the
teeth …
… just another kick in the guts for the renewable industry.
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That sentiment expressed by Steve Garner just about
sums it up. Many individual stakeholders, employer
organisations, investors and community groups are
saying that their voices are not being heard by this
government on this issue. Instead the government has
come up with a policy that seems to be based on the
views of a small vocal group of people within the
community and it overrides the rest of the community.
I am in total agreement with sentiments expressed in an
editorial in the Age of 31 August which called on the
Baillieu government to explain its policy rationale on
wind farms. I certainly do not think that is too much to
ask. I certainly do not think that is too much to expect
from any government, but this government continues to
refuse to provide that rationale, and that is why it is
important that members vote for this disallowance
motion.
Amendment VC82 will deliver a significant wrecking
ball that will swing through Western Victoria Region. It
will wreck jobs, it will wreck families, it will wreck
regional development, it will wreck investment
opportunities, it will wreck renewable energy
opportunities, and very importantly it will wreck the
opportunities for communities to become innovative
and sustainable. On those grounds I urge those in the
house to support this motion.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I thank Acting
President O’Brien and take the opportunity to
congratulate him on a great event in his family life this
week with the birth of a child.
Before I proceed to deal with the motion specifically,
which is a disallowance motion in regard to a planning
scheme amendment related to the establishment of
wind farms in Victoria, it seems to me that it would be
useful to give some context to the position I am going
to outline — that is, to take up the invitation that
Mr Barber offered to widen the debate significantly.
Mr Barber, as he generally does, made an impassioned
speech.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Barber made an impassioned
speech that covered a broader range of matters than
those covered by the planning scheme amendment.
Indeed we had a veritable travel log from Mr Barber
about a range of environmental issues across the state.
Mr Barber wants us to recite some history, so having
been invited by Mr Barber to recite some history, let me
put forward a perspective here. In 2000 I was a
relatively freshly minted shadow minister for natural
resources and energy and relatively new in opposition.
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At that time wind farms were emerging on the horizon
and stalking the countryside of rural communities
across the globe. These wind farms emerged out of the
sea, you might say. I decided that I should go and have
a look at an area that was leading in the development of
wind farms at that time. Interestingly that area was in
the UK. Like some other parts of Europe, the UK was
an early adopter of wind technology. I went to the UK
in 2000 and had a look, and I wrote a quite detailed
report on the subject. I am not sure where that report is
today, but it will be in my archive somewhere. If
Mr Barber is very polite to me, I might give him a copy
one day to share with him some of my thoughts from
that time.
Something that was apparent to me even at that time, as
is clearly apparent now in relation to the community
view of wind turbines, was that, like all matters of
industrialisation of a country or rural landscape, there
was a significant impact on the quality of life and the
amenity of the communities. Importantly from my own
perspective and from the way I perceive that country
Victorians and, frankly, most Victorians see this, it had
a huge impact on the visual amenity of our countryside.
It might be all right for Mr Barber of Brunswick to live
in an industrialised urban environment and claim
environmental credentials because of the association he
has with a political party that is more closely attuned to
environmental protesting than any other singular
activity for which it is known, but what I have to say is
that this opposition that I see from the Greens to most
forms of economic activity outside the metropolitan
area is not replicated in their view of the consequential
impact of wind turbines on the countryside and those
amenity values I have described.
I could see the problem emerging in 2000. It was even
recognised in the UK by the British Wind Industry
Association, with which I had meetings. I clearly recall
sitting in its office and having a look at its plans for the
future development of wind farms, if we want to use
that term — it is not very effective because what it was
proposing then was to put a lot of the wind turbines
offshore. Buried in my file somewhere I have a great
visual representation of offshore wind farms from the
report I wrote. It was in the early days of airbrushing
photos. The point is that it was recognised even then,
some 11 years ago, that there was an acknowledged
problem in relation to the adverse impact of wind
turbines on the amenity values of our countryside.
As a consequence of that thought, deductive reasoning
led me to believe that in principle, on the basis of the
information generally available, the development of the
wind industry might be a useful thing because it might
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actually contribute a net benefit in terms of a renewable
energy source and that we would see the development
of the wind industry over time.
But it is now time for a little more history. Prior to the
2006 state election I recall that the then Minister for
Energy Industries and Minister for Resources,
Mr Theophanous, introduced legislation into the
Parliament to establish the Victorian renewable energy
target scheme. There was some debate around that
issue, which essentially came down to a matter of
principle. Frankly, it is the same principle which was
debated and voted on in Canberra today in relation to
the carbon tax: it was about a massive redistribution of
wealth. The analysis of the Victorian renewable energy
target scheme was that an imposition of net present
value cost of $2.5 billion on the future price of
electricity — that is, the cost of electricity to
consumers — would be a net transfer payment to wind
farm developers. For that reason, the then opposition,
the Liberal Party, joined by The Nationals, opposed that
legislation.
We did so because we thought this was an
unsustainable model in relation to the development of
the wind industry in Victoria and Australia. But we
have seen an escalation of what I think is a
fundamentally poor understanding of economic theory
being manifested in Canberra with the carbon tax. I do
not want to turn this into a debate about the carbon tax,
but clearly the principles are equivalent.
The issue for many is whether there is a significant
benefit to Victorians from the development of a wind
energy industry in this state. Like a lot of things in
public policy, it depends on where you stand. If you are
one of the beneficiaries of transfer payments under
various commonwealth models of redistribution of the
natural benefit — that is, a wind farm developer and a
prospector for sites, which in effect has been the reality
in Victoria — then you would be strongly in favour of
wind farm development.
Prior to 2006 in my capacity as then leader of the
Liberal Party in this house, I had the chief executive of
a business which had an equity interest in wind farms
actually sit in my Parliament House office and make a
direct threat about the political future of a serving
member of Parliament in relation to targeting him in his
seat if the Liberal Party opposed that bill. That
confirmed for me everything that I find objectionable
about the issue of public policy in Victoria. I might say
that the direct threat to campaign against a position
taken by a political party in a public policy sense is fine
in a generic sense, but to actually identify an individual
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member of Parliament and try to blackmail a political
party is entirely objectionable.
Having said that, what that incident did was serve to
reinforce in my mind that this view of the wind farm
development industry was something we had to
question, which we now do. The Minister for Planning,
Matthew Guy, has to be congratulated — —
Mr Finn — Most honourable.
Mr P. DAVIS — Generally speaking — all the
time, yes. The Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy has
worked assiduously to implement the coalition’s policy
positions in the area of planning. I have to take the
opportunity as it exists for me to say right now that I
consider Mr Guy is demonstrating his very real
capacity as a minister. I sincerely mean this: while the
planning portfolio is in some respects unenviable,
because there are always winners and losers and you
cannot satisfy all parties all the time, I think Mr Guy
has demonstrated an incredibly good feel for the need
to consult, listen and respond when appropriate to the
views of the community. That stands in stark contrast to
previous ministers for planning, one of whom was
subject to much scrutiny in this place in the last
Parliament.
Mr Finn — Whatever happened to him?
Mr P. DAVIS — He has gone missing; I have not
noticed him for quite some time. Last night I had the
opportunity to speak to another former Minister for
Planning, the Honourable Robert Maclellan, at an event
here at Parliament House. I am delighted to say that
Rob Maclellan was a very effective Minister for
Planning who had a great reputation as planning
minister, and I am looking for the current Minister for
Planning to learn from that and take it to another level.
The implementation of the planning regime in relation
to wind farms that Mr Guy has proposed has brooked
some opposition from the opposition benches, from
both Labor Party members and the Greens. Why is
this? It is because it is the same coalition in Victoria as
is working in Canberra to achieve the most significant
redistribution of wealth in modern Australia. The
carbon tax legislation is quite clearly the most profound
economic policy that has been implemented since the
failed attempt at bank nationalisation in 1948.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — When I look at the scale of the
adverse impact on our community and the future
economic life of this country of the measure to
introduce a carbon tax, I cannot imagine that it will be
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long before even Mr Barber will acknowledge that it is
a failed and flawed redistribution of wealth. In any
event there are many comments I would like to make
today, because there is much to be said.
I was wondering how to illustrate some of the points I
wish to make. I thought I should try to put in context,
and in someone else’s words, the perspective I am
talking about, because obviously to date in this debate I
have not succeeded in persuading Mr Barber of the
merit of what I say about the impact on landscape.
What does somebody else say about this? This book,
The Real Global Warming Disaster, published in 2009,
is an analysis by Christopher Booker, who is a
commentator and political and social science writer for
various publications. He sets out the description of
wind turbines in this way:
In many people’s eyes, of course, wind turbines had another
serious failing. It seemed incongruous that, in the name of
some supposed ‘environmental benefit’, these vast industrial
structures were all too often being erected in particularly
beautiful stretches of countryside, such as the Scottish
Highlands or the mountains of mid-Wales, severely intruding
on their natural environment. Rising as much as 400 feet into
the air, the height of a tall city office block or the spire of
Salisbury Cathedral, these incongruous towers of steel, with
their blades giving off a dull, low-frequency ‘whump’ each
time they revolved, dominated the once-unspoiled landscape
for miles around.

In that comment Booker makes a useful point in
describing the British experience in relation to
landscape, which I have seen. I was back in the United
Kingdom again as recently as July, when I spent most
of my time looking at landscape issues. I saw wind
farms and was able to compare that footprint, having
made a good inspection in 2000 and again more than a
decade later. That footprint has expanded, and it seems
to me that the objections I hear from the community
here are particularly replicated in the objections of
communities in the UK — that is, they are based on
exactly the same reasons.
One of the intriguing things about the analysis — there
is a lot of analysis by Booker of the UK and European
experience, which I do not mean to go into in too much
detail — is the important issue that he goes to, which is
the significant impact on electricity bills. He recites, for
example, that the cost of turbines made Denmark’s
electricity easily the most expensive in Europe.
In an analysis of the UK experience he quotes from a
study carried out for the Royal Academy of
Engineering that showed that the cost of electricity
produced by onshore wind turbines, including the cost
of stand-by generation, was at least more than twice the
cost of any other form of electricity generation and that
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that can be paid for only with a significant
cross-subsidy from the tariffs on electricity consumers.
He says:
The net effect of all this was that the electricity supply
companies were forced to pay twice as much for
wind-generated electricity as they did for conventional power.

He goes on:
But this was hidden from the public because the additional
cost was merely added, without explanation, to their
electricity bills.

This is the very issue with which we wrestled in 2006,
and it is again the very issue which in recent days has
been argued in the federal Parliament in relation to a
carbon tax. The reality is these costs are borne not by
Mr Barber, political parties or government but by
consumers. At the end of the day — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — On 100 per cent GreenPower. In
installing that, was Mr Barber the beneficiary of any
government schemes and programs?
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — He was not? That is excellent. I
am very pleased to hear it.
One of the interesting things that Booker looks to is the
analysis of what scale of wind industry is required to
generate a meaningful supply of renewable electricity.
He refers to the 2007 election campaign for the Scottish
Parliament and to the governing Labour Party. Funny;
this is always driven by Labor, is it not? He stated:
… the governing Labour Party promised that by 2020
Scotland would be producing no less than 40 per cent of its
energy from renewable sources.

I wish. He then says:
To achieve this new target would require building at least
8000 more turbines, covering 7 per cent of Scotland’s entire
land area. But even these would generate on average only
3.3 gigawatts of electricity, equal to the output of just a single
conventional power station …

My point is that the scale required to generate any
meaningful power from wind turbines is of such a
magnitude that if free rein were given and there were
sufficient subsidies to make it economic to build the
wind towers required to generate significant capacity of
power, then you would not see the landscape in rural
Victoria. The countryside of Victoria would be totally
dominated by the wind industry, but it would only be so
if the theories of Mr Barber and his ilk were to run wild
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and reign supreme in the sense of continually ramping
up the cost of electricity to consumers, continually
ramping up the cost of power so that consumers frankly
would not have access to it. It is my view that that sort
of policy is unsustainable.
I think it is interesting that the same sort of analysis
applied to the Scottish experience was undertaken in
regard to the US. Just to conclude my reference to
Booker’s book, his analysis was that the 10 000 wind
turbines already built in the US had an average output
of just 3.9 gigawatts, which was equivalent to a single
large coal-fired power station. In other words, the
perception that wind can in fact contribute significantly
to electricity generation is naive.
In Victoria today we know from general experience that
when you talk about renewable energy primarily,
substantially you are talking about long-term
hydro-electricity — in other words, hydro plants which
are established and have been in place for decades.
There is a limited capacity for the extension of
hydro-electricity in this state, but that will provide the
base of renewable energy for some time to come. It will
be interesting to see what the future development of
wind farms will cost electricity consumers. But I
digress.
I did want to come back to the more general issue of
whether the further development of wind energy —
which is, as I say, a minor component of renewables
and will remain so — can have a meaningful effect in
reducing greenhouse gas emissions, which Mr Barber
would have us believe are a substantial threat to the
world in which we live. I would put it to him that a
more substantial and direct way of reducing emissions
from conventional power generation, meaning from
coal and to some degree gas — I am not quite sure
where the Greens sit on gas — would be just to go
straight to establishing nuclear power. This is a
question for the Greens to respond to, because we know
that a nuclear power plant will not generate emissions
in any significant way.
Mr Barber — That’s wrong.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Barber has had his chance.
Ms Pennicuik can perhaps respond to my contribution.
Therefore it seems to me that if you want to make a
profound difference to emissions, then you really have
to think a bit more broadly than sticking up a few
Southern Cross windmills. It seems to me that if the
policy objective is to do something about emissions,
then you actually have to go to the question of baseload
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power. Clearly wind turbines will never ever achieve
any meaningful contribution to baseload power.
Mr Barber — You’re a socialist. The only people
who support nuclear power are socialists, therefore,
QED, you are a socialist.
Hon. M. J. Guy — I’ve heard him called a lot of
things!
Mr P. DAVIS — I am being seriously challenged
intellectually. I am really just trying to work out a
segue.
Mr Barber — Only socialists support nuclear
power.
Mr P. DAVIS — The United States of America,
which is the most economically powerful capitalist
economy in the world, has nuclear power. Is there a
problem with the French? Are they all socialists in
France? The United Kingdom has had nuclear plants
for years. I am not quite sure what Mr Barber’s point is.
What you are confirming, Mr Barber, by your
interjections is that there are nuclear power plants
nearly all over the world except in Australia. What is
going on here?
Let us come back to it. If Mr Barber is serious about
wind energy policy being a contributor to reducing
emissions in the interests of dealing with greenhouse
emissions and climate change, why does he not get up
and advocate for a nuclear power plant? If he wants to
shut down Hazelwood, why does he not suggest
replacing it with a nuclear power plant? Mr Barber has
not posited for a moment how his view of the world can
possibly prevail without totally disrupting the
economics of this state, without reducing access to a
reliable power supply, without replacing baseload with
baseload. What is the alternative, Mr Barber? You have
not posited a solution to that.
Mr Barber — It would make your job easier if that
were true. Unfortunately it’s not the case. Are you
looking for an easier life?
Mr P. DAVIS — I am asking that the Greens
demonstrate that they have a clear and consistent view
on this.
Ms Pennicuik — We have that.
Mr P. DAVIS — I hate to use the word ‘brown’, but
it is certainly looking a bit muddy at the moment.
One of the issues we deal with is that of contributing
emissions. My understanding is that, notwithstanding
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the substantial growth in population around the world,
China, which is regarded per capita as a much less
significant emitter than Australia, has a significantly
increasing emissions path. The projected data shows
clearly that China will be increasing emissions by about
500 per cent over the period from 1990 to 2020. That is
significant indeed.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr O’Brien interjected with a
question, ‘Will the Chinese be subject to carbon tax?’. I
am not aware of any proposal for the Chinese, who will
of course be the beneficiaries of the export of our
minerals and resources, to contribute in a meaningful
way. I am not sure about that.
Let us be frank about this. If one accepts that emissions
from stationary energy have increased over the last
several decades, we need to understand why that is. It is
not because the technology is less efficient than it was.
It is because there is an increasing amount of stationary
energy producing electricity and we need to understand
that there is an increasing demand. There is demand at
two levels. There is demand because of the increasing
use of electricity for our consumer goods. Australians,
like the rest of the world in the modern economy, have
more consumer demands. Where once a radio on the
mantelshelf was enough to satisfy the entertainment
needs of a family, today most families have more than
one television set in a home and at least one
computer — and generally more than that if there are a
number of children in the home — and today we see
that there are a lot more demands on the need to
generate electricity. But the primary driver of the
increase in emissions from energy generation is
population growth.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I think Mr Barber is trying to
distract me from my contribution, but we are having a
discussion about a policy which is an endeavour, is it
not, to deal with emissions on a global level, or is
Victoria on its own going to solve the whole global
emissions problem? No, it is not. That is so ridiculous
as to not even warrant a riposte, so I will ignore it.
We have an estimate of global population of about
7 billion people, and various commentators, including
Bernard Salt, suggest that by about 2050 that
population is likely to plateau at 9.5 billion. We are not
sure exactly, but that is about the range, with a
plus-or-minus variability of projections. That in itself is
presumably going to achieve an outcome in limiting the
growth in emissions, if indeed global population does
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plateau, providing that the effective use of resources,
and in particular the efficiency of use of resources by
the usual sorts of technological developments in terms
of improving the efficacy of the use of crude oil and
other fuels, stabilises that demand in combination.
Will wind energy be a major contributor at that time? I
think not, but what wind farms and wind turbines will
do in the long run in this state, if they are allowed to run
rampant, as Mr Barber would have it, is ensure that the
high value of the rural landscape is significantly
diminished. I do not just object on the part of those
families who feel the immediate impact of that. I do not
just object to that on behalf of those families who are
currently feeling the impact of that. I have spoken to
many and I have been very aware of the tensions which
have arisen in communities, in the community around
Toora for example, which is not far from where I live
and where I saw this conflict, and in other places
around the state. It is not just about the contemporary
residents of those areas: it is about the quiet enjoyment
of life for future generations of Victorians.
Therefore it is not unreasonable for the government to
have a planning policy that will limit the impact of
wind turbines to the extent that there will be a lessening
of the impact on the landscape, on the aesthetic amenity
of the landscape and on life, because we know that the
objections which have been raised about flicker and
sound from turbines are very real to those people who
experience them. They might not be real to somebody
sitting in a little cottage in Brunswick, but they are
certainly real to the people who have had the
experience.
As I said, I think that is a different level of concern. The
level of concern for me is that there is nothing richer
than the beauty of the rural landscape. It is something
that needs to be protected, and I am surprised that the
Greens party does not value that at all — that there is
no value perceived by the Greens party in visual
amenity. In fact it is profound that the Greens do not
have any sense of valuing that aspect.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I am not quite sure what
Mr Barber’s point is, and I will not pick it up because I
am not concerned about taking up his interjections.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I have tolerated a fair bit of interjection from
Mr Barber and Ms Pennicuik. I did that on the basis
that there was no-one from the opposition benches,
apart from the mover of the motion, in attendance in the
chamber at the time, which I find quite strange. With
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respect to allowing Mr Davis to complete his
contribution, I ask Mr Barber to stop interjecting.
Mr P. DAVIS — I thought I should help Mr Barber
better understand the broader issues about climate
change and the alarmist view that he shares with others
like him about the end of the world being nigh. To do
this I thought I would refer him to somebody I find
enlightened. This is not somebody you could ever
categorise as a climate change denier; this is somebody
with impeccable credentials. This is in fact Dr Patrick
Moore, who was a co-founder of Greenpeace.
Mr Barber — No! Is that your best shot?
Mr P. DAVIS — It is not my best shot by any
means; I am just warming up. Dr Patrick Moore has
written a great background paper to question some of
the eco-activist/ecoterrorist views of the world that we
see being represented and advocated by green groups in
current society. His book is entitled Confessions of a
Greenpeace Dropout. Dr Patrick Moore, who became
engaged in the environmental movement 40 years ago,
was motivated because he was passionate about the
Japanese whaling fleet at that time and subsequently
concerned, as part of that campaign, with the nuclear
debate, about which he may have changed his mind a
lot now.
The issue I found interesting from Patrick Moore’s
contention is that carbon dioxide CO2 is at historically
low levels in geological terms. The point he makes is
that the problem with the current debate about climate
change is that it is framed in the context of a
comparatively short time line.
Mr Barber — Like the lifetime of humanity?
Mr P. DAVIS — His argument is that the climate
was warmer during most of the past 500 million years
than it is today. That is essentially his case. Further he
contends, as a demonstration of the point he makes, that
glaciers have been retreating for about 18 000 years as a
result of the climate becoming warmer; so the warming
of the climate is not related to emissions from
man-made stationary energy, which is essentially the
substantive debate that — —
Mr Barber — He says that, or do you say that?
Mr P. DAVIS — No, I am trying to paraphrase him
for you, Mr Barber. He contends that we are in a period
of warming which has been going on for some
significant time, recovering in effect from an ice age,
and that this is a natural cycle and there is nothing
unusual about it. My point in relation to the
commentary by Moore is that it does not really matter
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what I think, because I do not know, and I have to say I
am quite certain that Mr Barber does not know.
Mr Barber — We’re policy-makers.
Mr P. DAVIS — We are policy-makers. Taking up
the interjection of Mr Barber, which is absolutely the
point — I am and we are policy-makers, and we know
policies change. The policy position of the current
government in Victoria is that essentially a lot of the
opportunity for the development of renewable energy is
inevitably to be driven by federal government policy,
because that is where the major levers are, and that
Victoria needs to take a position broadly which does
not discourage the opportunities that are afforded by
federal government policy. Insofar as there is
opportunity for Victoria itself to allow or facilitate any
economic development in this area, the government
will do what it needs to do to remove the obstacles.
But that has to be balanced across the wider community
interest, so the Victorian government, like other
governments around the world, has to wrestle with a
number of issues at one time. In relation to this issue
about energy policy, on balance I think the position
taken by the planning minister is an excellent position.
It reflects a position taken by the coalition before the
election. I have absolutely no doubt that it is the correct
position to take in supporting the debate today, and
therefore I am absolutely opposed to the disallowance
motion.

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

Yesterday a motion was passed in this chamber which
put some limitation on the time allocated to general
business in a sitting week. It was moved and passed,
and these are the guidelines we work under.
David Davis, in his summing up of debate on that
motion, said this house should work with a view to
cooperation. As far as the opposition is concerned, with
the government’s legislative program — and I talk from
personal experience — I have tried my best to work
with the Government Whip and the Leader of the
Government in reducing the number and length of
government bills so that the program can be cleared by
the time messages are received on Thursdays.
Therefore I put on record my disappointment at what is
now occurring.
It appears to be the government’s position on a motion
like this — and we have seen it on previous
Wednesdays when we have been able to debate only
one motion on the general business program — to
allow no time limits on a Wednesday, for its members
to talk as long as they can and never allow
non-government parties the chance to vote on items
they have placed on the notice paper. If that is the case,
it is definitely not in the spirit of cooperation, and I find
it very disappointing. If it is going to be a one-way
street, then we all need to think about how we go
forward in this air of cooperation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I am having some trouble understanding what
part of that contribution related to the amendment.

With that regrettably short contribution, allowing an
opportunity for Mr Finn to make a very significant
contribution shortly, I look forward to hearing from
another Greens speaker, because I think Mr Barber is
looking a bit lonely on that side of the house, and it
would be good for the Greens, before we leave the
chamber today, to set out clearly what it is that they
expect government — given that the Greens are not the
government of Victoria — to do about dealing with
reliable baseload electricity supply. Clearly there is a
delinquency in the Greens’ policy, so I look forward to
one of Mr Barber’s colleagues coming into the chamber
and helping me understand his position better, but in the
meantime I thank the house for its courtesy.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I see no point of order there.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — This motion
takes up one and a half lines on the notice paper, and I
respect the position of government members — that
they feel they need to defend this particular amendment
to the Victoria planning provisions — but I say to
government members that the best way for them to
defend this amendment is to let this matter go to a vote
and to vote as per their contributions to the debate.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise today to
oppose Mr Tee’s motion. I have to say that until this
morning I had been under the impression that the Labor
Party in this state actually cared about the environment.
That was so until I walked into this chamber today and
saw what was awaiting me and every member of this
chamber — Legislative Council notice paper 38 dated
Wednesday, 12 October 2011, listing questions on

Mr LEANE — On a point of order, Acting
President — and this might need to be referred for the
President to make a ruling rather than you, Acting
President — I have not found a reference in the
standing orders, or anywhere else, to acting presidents
being able to provide editorial advice on members’
contributions. This has happened time and again.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting
President — —
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notice 5304 through 8136. We have a tome which
would have to be almost 2 inches thick.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I gave a ruling on Mr Leane’s contribution being
relevant to the motion at hand. I also fail to see what
part of Mr Finn’s contribution up to this stage has
relevance to the motion Mr Tee brought to this
chamber. For consistency, I ask Mr Finn to refer his
contribution back to the motion.
Mr FINN — Acting President, if you and the
Deputy Clerk would listen to what I am saying, you
would note that in fact I had — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I hope Mr Finn is not reflecting on the Chair.
Mr FINN — No, not at all; I am trying to be
helpful. I am trying to explain what I am doing. You do
not want me to be helpful; is that what you are saying?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! It would be helpful if Mr Finn would continue
his contribution by being relevant to the motion.
Mr FINN — Deputy President, in the first line of
my address on this motion I referred to the
environment. This an environmental issue. If I cannot
speak about what I need to speak about, I fail to — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! For the record, I am not the Deputy President; I
am an Acting President. I ask Mr Finn again to refer his
contribution back to the motion at hand.
Mr FINN — Yes, Acting President, whatever you
say. I will certainly bow to your superior knowledge
and experience in that regard.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — I did bow. This debate began, and I
struggled to stay awake during Mr Tee’s contribution
earlier today. To say it was passionless would be
somewhat an understatement. To say he did not have
his heart in it would be a further considerable
understatement. I think the view of most members of
the house who heard Mr Tee’s contribution would be
that he was going through the motions, and that is fine;
we can cope with that. But then Mr Barber got up and
spoke extensively on this motion. He in fact did not just
speak on this motion, he spoke on a wide-ranging
number of matters related and unrelated to this motion.
Acting President, it was a pity that you were not in the
chair at that particular time. You might have been able
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to curtail him as you were able to curtail me, because
Mr Barber went on for about an hour and a half on a
whole range of matters. I would have thought a
precedent would have been set for members following
Mr Barber in contributing to this debate.
I have to say the thing that really struck me while I was
listening to Mr Barber was the thought that if verbal
diarrhoea could be harnessed as a power source,
Mr Barber would light up the entire eastern seaboard of
Australia. There is one great thing about the Greens —
that is, they practise what they preach; they provide
their own renewable energy. If bulldust were electricity,
Bob Brown would power Tasmania on his own. The
Green caucus here in this house of the Victorian
Parliament would look after the rest of Australia. If
Senator Lee Rhiannon were able to be harnessed in the
way that I speak of, all of Europe’s energy needs would
be solved for the next century.
I never thought a discussion on wind energy would
produce such rampant nonsense as we heard from
Mr Barber early today. As I said, he spoke on a whole
range of matters that travelled far and wide, some
related to the motion, some not related to the motion,
and that is perhaps a particularly important point to
consider.
I have to say I quite like windmills. I grew up on a farm
just outside Colac. I spent a fair bit of time down in
Colac over the last week or so, and a fair bit of time on
the farm that I grew up on. I am aware of how
impressive windmills can be in producing to a degree a
water supply on the condition of course that there is
wind. One thing I discovered very early in my life is
that if there is no wind, a windmill does not work, and
that is something that perhaps the backers of wind
energy should take into consideration. That is
something I learnt a long time ago, and therein lies the
problem.
Wind farms are exceedingly ugly. Very few people
would be able to hold their hand to their heart and say
wind farms are attractive. Mr Barber is an exception; he
is in love with wind farms, and that is a marvellous
thing. Perhaps he should take a poll of some of the
farmers who live near them and hear their complaints
about these grotesque windmill farms that pop up from
time to time along our coastlines in particular but in
other areas as well.
Wind farms are not only ugly but also very noisy, and
that is something that would obviously annoy those
who live near them. I am not exactly sure how close
one would have to live to a wind farm — maybe you,
Acting President, will be able to illuminate me — to

PLANNING: AMENDMENT VC82
3472

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

cop an earful of the noise that these windmills produce,
but they certainly are noisy.

matched only by his capacity for hypocrisy — a
modern-day Buddha without the holiness.

We have the double of their being ugly and noisy, and
that is obviously not a very good thing. They are also
unhealthy. There are a number of reports that have been
written over the years that have shown that these things
can radiate magnetic fields and so forth and produce an
unhealthy environment for people who live around
them, and that is clearly something that is totally
unsatisfactory. Now we have the trifecta: they are ugly,
they are noisy and they are unhealthy. We might as well
go for the quadrella: they are unreliable as well.

This religion that Mr Barber gave us an insight into is
built on a number of myths, and I ask the house to give
some consideration to the basis of this new religion —
this throwback to earlier times. I ask the house to think
about what this religion gives us in this modern day and
age. The first myth of this new green religion is that all
we need is the sun, the sea and the wind. Yes, if you are
going to the beach, then all you do need is the sun, the
sea and the wind. There is no doubt about that; that is
all you need, and that is great.

I ask members of the house to use their memory —
even Mr Barber — to remember back to the days
when we used to have hot summers, before global
warming took over and reduced the odd summer day
to around 23 or 24 degrees. I ask the house to think
back to those long, hot days when there was not a
breath of wind and recall that those days would
sometimes continue for two or three weeks on end. I
remember them very well. They seem a long time ago
now. How are the wind farms going to work then? If
there is no wind — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Yes, that is right; you can go back,
Mr Barber. I remember those days, those long hot
summers when we had day after day without as much
as a breath of wind, very well indeed. How on God’s
earth are these windmills supposed to produce
electricity if there is no wind? If you put all your eggs
in one basket — and there seems to be a fair bit of
enthusiasm for that idea today — then you will find
yourself in a fair bit of strife.
I have to say, Acting President, I am grateful to
Mr Barber, and so that there is no confusion on
anybody’s part I am referring specifically to what
Mr Barber said in the course of this debate. I am
grateful for the words he used, because they gave us all
quite an insight into what I think has been described by
many public commentators and even politicians as the
‘new green religion’. It is a religion that worships the
earth, and it regards people as really nothing but a
nuisance.
I suppose we could have the First Church of the Holy
Green, with Archbishop Barber, Pope Bob Brown and
Father Tim Flannery — although he is a little short on
holy water since it has not rained for so long, as he
predicted. In this new green religion, which will have
taken over the earth, we could have Saint Al of Miami
Beach, a saint whose appetite for wealth would be

Mr Scheffer — That is all we have got.
Mr FINN — That might be all Mr Scheffer has got,
but over on this side we have got a little bit more. We
have got added value over here, let me assure
Mr Scheffer. That is the view that the followers of the
green religion have: that all we need to do is sit back,
let nature work its magic and follow its course, and
everything will be fine. That would be fine and dandy if
we wanted to live in the dark; that would be fine and
dandy if we did not want to have air conditioning. That
would be fine and dandy if we did not want to have
heating — and speaking of heating, this new religion
commands us to warm ourselves by the fire, except that
we cannot burn wood. This new religion tells us that if
a tree falls down in the forest, we cannot pick it up and
burn it.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Maybe nobody else heard it,
Mr Ondarchie, but you can be guaranteed that
Mr Barber heard it. This new green religion tells us that
we cannot go into the bush to pick up wood and
branches that have fallen from trees. In fact under the
previous government it was made illegal. Can you
believe that? Then people wondered why there was so
much fuel for the bushfires. It was because we were not
allowed to go in, pick it up and burn it at home, which
we should have been doing.
This new green religion that Mr Barber gave us such an
insight into is something of a mystery. I have been
looking at it for quite some time and have wondered
about a religion that delivers the sort of prime stupidity
that tells you that if a piece of wood falls to the ground,
you cannot pick it up and burn it to warm yourself.
What sort of philosophy or new religion would tell us
that? It is the new green religion that is worshipped by
quite a number of those on the other side of the
chamber, and I believe that is very sad indeed.
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It is sad for us, but today is a great day for the new
green religion. One of the biggest myths is on its way to
becoming reality. Earlier today dozens of federal Labor
MPs sold out their electorates and betrayed their
constituents by voting for a carbon tax which they went
to the last election saying they would not introduce.
We all remember Julia Gillard, who was a Prime
Minister of sorts, saying just a few days before the
election, on behalf of every Labor candidate in
Australia and every Labor member of Parliament,
‘There will be no carbon tax under the government I
lead’. She has copped a fair bit — we have heard
people refer to her as ‘Juliar’ and in a number of ways
that are a bit more crass than that — but the reality is
that it was not just Julia Gillard she was speaking for;
she was speaking for the entire Australian Labor Party.
She was speaking for every single member of the ALP
who had their name on a ballot paper in August last
year. That makes today’s vote by every Labor member
of Parliament who voted for the carbon tax and for the
18 bills, which included financial support for the wind
farm industry — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane, not for the first time, is
trying to get me into strife. I am not straying in any
way, shape or form from the motion, because the wind
farm industry is a major part of the 18 bills that were
passed today in the House of Representatives. That is
part of the betrayal by Labor members of their
constituents and their electorates. They told a
monstrous porky last year and turned around this year
and did exactly the opposite of what they had said.
It is sad that it looks like the myth that a carbon tax will
somehow solve our environmental problems will
become a reality, but I can understand how the
followers of the one true faith of the green religion will
be dancing in the streets, possibly without clothes on —
I do not know; that is up to them. They will be very
happy as a result of what has gone on today. As myths
go, this carbon tax is a ripper. It is very hard to beat.
This carbon tax is a great big tax on everything, but it
will achieve nothing. These people have in their
minds — Mr Barber, Mr Leane, the Prime Minister, the
federal Treasurer and every member — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Perhaps there is nothing in your mind,
Mr Leane. I am not sure. I will give you the benefit of
the doubt. Every member of the federal Parliament who
voted for those bills today has in their mind that the
carbon tax will in some way be good for the
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environment, and that is a nonsense. We all know it is a
nonsense. Anybody who looks at it in a dispassionate
way — —
Mr Leane — On a point of order, Acting President,
regarding relevance, this motion consists of one and a
half lines about an amendment to the Victoria planning
provisions. Mr Finn has discussed religion and federal
issues and has called the Prime Minister names, and I
ask you to bring him back to the issues pertaining to the
one and a half lines on the notice paper.
Mr FINN — On the point of order, Acting
President, I ask you to consider the issue of precedence.
Earlier this day we heard Mr Barber speak for close to
an hour and a half on this motion. In the course of his
address to this house I do not think there was any issue
he did not touch on. Debate on this motion became very
wide ranging and broadbased not as a result of what is
actually in the motion or anything Mr Tee has done but
as a result of what Mr Barber did when he got up and
spoke for nearly an hour and a half on everything
known to man. The precedent is there, and I ask you to
uphold it and allow me to give the address that is my
right as a member of this house.
Mr P. Davis — Further on the point of order, Acting
President, I make the point that on the face of it this
debate appeared quite narrow, but it has become
evident from the contributions made by all members
during the course of today that it is a much wider
debate than it may superficially appear. It relates to the
context of the planning policy of the government,
which fits within the framework of the broad climate
change issue. Therefore members have been seriously
digressing, inspired and led particularly by Mr Barber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order. However,
Mr Leane has made some pertinent points, and I agree
that this is a very narrow motion that is now becoming
a much larger discussion. I take on board the comments
made by Mr Davis.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting President, for your
ruling. I reiterate that this became a much wider debate
some time ago, not as a result of what I have said but as
a result of what Mr Barber said when he gave his
oration earlier today and touched on a whole range of
issues. Some were related to the motion and some were
not, but at that time it did not seem to matter. Now it
seems to matter, so it is a bit hard to follow.
One of the 18 bills that comprise the carbon tax
package contains very generous support for the wind
farm industry, and that makes the carbon tax directly
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relevant to the matter we are debating here today. This
carbon tax is a tax on businesses, jobs, homes,
transport, energy, schools, hospitals and local
government. As I said before, it is a tax on everything,
and a large part of the tax and the 18 bills that comprise
this tax package is generous subsidies and support for
the wind farm industry. Even if members opposite want
to, they cannot remove wind farms from the carbon tax;
they are intrinsically linked.
Another myth I have referred to in this green religion is
that the extraordinary imposition of a tax that will put
people out of work is going to help the environment. I
do not understand that at all. This is a tax which is
going to cause hundreds of thousands of people, at the
very least, to lose their jobs. Out in my part of the world
it is going to hit the western suburbs particularly hard. I
have already spoken to a number of businesses that are
teetering on the edge, if not preparing to pack up and
either head overseas or close up altogether. It is going
to have a devastating impact on so many people. It is
impossible to believe that as a result of an 18-bill
package — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I
understand that the motion has been debated to a point
where it has broadened out. I am fully accepting of the
rulings of Acting President Ramsay, but we need to be
confident that contributions are relevant to the motion.
Passing reference to broader issues is perfectly in order,
but members are making contributions that are
substantially on related matters rather than the
substance of the motion. Whilst it has always been
acceptable for lead speakers from the various parties to
make broad-ranging contributions, it is important that
subsequent speakers stay substantially on the motion
before the Chair. They can make reference to issues
raised previously, but that should only be a reference,
not the substance of their contribution. I ask Mr Finn to
return to the motion and keep his remarks on other
matters as passing references or in specific response to
contributions made by other members.
Mr FINN — As the Deputy President has just taken
the Chair, he may have missed my comment earlier
when I referred to the 18 bills that comprise the carbon
tax package that was passed by the House of
Representatives in Canberra today. In those bills there
is very generous support for wind farms in this country.
As I said a moment ago, if support for wind farms is
part of the 18-bill package, then we cannot remove
reference to and discussion of the carbon tax from any
discussion on wind farms and this motion here today. I
ask the Deputy President to take that connection into
consideration, because this motion is not so much a
planning motion as a motion about the environment. Up
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until this point all speakers have been given latitude to
discuss the environmental impact, if indeed there is any,
of wind farms and wind turbines. I find it difficult to
believe that up until this point everybody has been
given the freedom to raise those issues and now the
policy has changed. I throw that comment in for what it
is worth.
It is extraordinarily important that this issue be taken
into consideration with the carbon tax. There is no way
to separate them. It is a part of the package, and to try to
separate it would be quite ludicrous. We have a number
of myths that surround this issue, the major myth being
that wind farms and wind turbines are going to be able
to provide us with the sort of energy that we will need
for the future. That is clearly not the case at all. What
we are looking at here is a situation where wind
turbines and wind farms, which as I said are ugly, noisy
and unhealthy, are going to put a lot of people out for
very little benefit. They are a bit like the carbon tax
itself. In this country we put out some 1 per cent of the
world’s emissions, and the carbon tax bill passed today
aims to cut emissions by some 5 per cent. It does not
matter how many wind farms you have and it does not
matter whether you have a wind farm on every corner
or every beachfront, because a carbon tax reducing
5 per cent of 1 per cent of emissions is not going to
make any difference at all. The whole thing is quite
ludicrous.
My support is with what is good for people. I do not
believe that wind farms built willy-nilly all over the
place are good for people, and after speaking to people
in country areas they made that point very clearly.
Mr Guy, the excellent Minister for Planning, has
discussed this matter over an extended period with a
wide range of people and has come to the view that it is
important that this amendment be introduced, adopted
and extended, and I support that. We all know Mr Guy
as a very intelligent and compassionate man who works
very hard and is very diligent. He is pretty much the
opposite of his predecessor in so many ways. He has
taken all of this on board, and he has come to the view
that this amendment is good for Victoria. That is what
members opposite must realise — that what we are on
about over here is what is good for Victoria.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — No; I do not know. Mr Ondarchie
suggests that Mr Tee wants to build these things in
green wedges. Mr Barber may well want to do that,
because he certainly does not want to build anything
else there. If they are so environmentally friendly,
perhaps a green wedge or two full of windmills would
not hurt anybody. That may well be Mr Barber’s
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attitude. Given some of the things I have outlined in my
address this afternoon, that would not surprise me at all.
I commend the minister for looking after the people —
for doing his job. He is doing his job, yet we have the
shadow minister coming into this place and trying to
knock him for that. Where is the common sense in that?
I ask Mr Leane where the common sense is in that.
Mr Tee is just playing games. He comes in here, and he
is just playing games. Members have to take into
consideration that these windmills — these wind
turbines — affect real people in real families. These are
matters that members must take into consideration.
I suggest that instead of playing games Mr Tee might
like in future to take into consideration, as Mr Guy
does, the very real impact these decisions have on real
people. I do not know whether Mr Tee would like to
live near one of these wind turbines. I am putting
money down that he will never have to think about that
and that it is not something that will ever be on his
radar. He is a long way from where these farms, for
want of a better word, will be built, so it is not
something he has to take into consideration. Mr Guy,
however, does. As the minister, he has to take into
consideration the concerns and worries felt by real
people who have spent their money building their
homes, building their livelihoods and raising their
families. These issues are real, and they affect real
people. Mr Guy has taken these into consideration and
come to this decision, and I say, ‘Good on him’. I say
he has done an exceptionally good job.
I commend Mr Guy, and I ask members of the house to
defeat this motion. I ask them to disregard the nonsense
we heard earlier in the day, particularly from
Mr Barber, who spouted his new green religion, as I
said, when he was allowed to do so. I ask members to
take into account the feelings and the futures of those
people who would be adversely affected if this motion
were carried.
I will leave it at that, but once again I urge the house to
defeat Mr Tee’s motion and to very strongly support a
minister who is doing a great job for Victoria and who I
have not the slightest doubt will continue to do a great
job for Victoria for many, many years to come.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I call
Mr O’Brien and offer my congratulations.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — Thank you,
Deputy President.
Wind has been and is a very important resource for the
state of Victoria. It has been recognised by rural
people — it has been recognised in Penshurst, in
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Portland, in Toora and in all the windy parts of
Victoria. For that matter, it has been utilised for many
years for water bores. We now have a wind industry
that is developing into electricity generation, that has
been developing throughout Victoria and that will
continue to develop throughout Victoria under the
coalition government.
The specific motion that has been put forward is to
revoke the new wind farm guidelines that have been
brought in under amendment VC82. To revoke a
planning scheme amendment is a very serious motion;
it is the type of motion that should be moved rather
sparingly. We seem to see a number of these motions
coming from the shadow Minister for Planning in order
to create debate.
The debate today has been a very constructive debate. I
begin by congratulating the speakers, particularly
Mr Ramsay for his passionate contribution, as well as
Mrs Petrovich and Mr Finn. In time I will turn to
Mr Barber’s contribution and congratulate him on some
of the points he has helpfully put, not serving his
argument but serving the argument I wish to make in
support of amendment VC82. That involves returning
to the notion of the wind as a resource. In this way it is
comparable to other resources used to create power,
such as minerals, wave energy and solar energy, and
there is a comparison also, as raised in the very helpful
contribution of Mr Philip Davis, with the potential for
nuclear power.
The wind farm industry has gathered momentum
throughout Victoria over the last 10 years. It has largely
been responsible for the mess the wind farm approval
system was left in at the time the coalition government
took its policy to the last election. I say it was a mess
because potentially this was an industry that could have
been harmonious and non-divisive for rural
communities, and it could have embraced those
communities. Hopefully under coalition policies it will
once more be a community-accepted industry, because
there is great potential in towns such as Penshurst,
Portland, Macarthur and other places for jobs generated
by wind farms. But there is also great potential for
division. That was not recognised under the
administration of the previous government.
I have some experience with this. I was involved in two
of the very first wind farm approvals in this state —
firstly, in East Gippsland at Toora, which was the first
wind farm facility in the state to be approved by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and was
referred to as a wind farm policy zone in the East
Gippsland planning scheme. That was also a very
divisive proposal because some landowners benefited
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from having turbines on their properties, while their
very near neighbours, with whom they had previously
worked together well and were otherwise cohesively
living near, missed out on turbines and had to put up
with the loss of amenity. This divisive aspect of the
policy has remained throughout the last 10 years of the
Labor government’s administration.
I was also involved in the Cape Bridgewater panel
hearings, which also looked at wind farm policy and at
the significance of wind farms on land of natural
importance. Those hearings also looked at the issue of
jobs for Portland. Portland is still benefiting from the
wind farms that have been approved in that area.
Currently 1000 permits have been approved for an
estimated $2 billion to $3 billion industry, and there are
400 in production.
However, in western Victoria there is a sizeable strain
on the resources of the road construction industry in
terms of scoria and other basalt quarries as a result of
the establishment of approved wind farm projects.
These are perhaps unintended consequences of the
initially approved wind farms, but they raise another
important environmental aspect — namely, the source
of the stones. However, that creates the potential for
further jobs and further extractive industry proposals to
be approved. To that end I have had meetings, and will
continue to have meetings, with local quarry operators,
who are encouraging quarry exploration wherever it is
feasible, including in relation to our own properties at
Penshurst from which one day some of our valuable
basalt might be used for road construction.
I am also affected in a personal capacity by the
approval at Penshurst of what will be the largest wind
farm considered by RES Australia. RES has been
involved in the Penshurst community for some time. It
has been involved in community stakeholder forums,
and it sponsors the local football and netball teams. I
have spent a couple of years running around with a
RES logo on my football jumper. That sort of
community support will continue.
Nevertheless, RES recognises that there are significant
issues to be identified in the local approvals. It is
particularly important that the community is cohesive.
That particular community is generally a fairly cohesive
community, but all communities will have differences
of opinion. There will always be potential rivalries and
tensions between landowners. The problem with wind
farm approvals under the former Labor government
was that that government had a winners-and-losers
approach to the approval of wind farms. In other words,
if a wind farm company was able to secure royalty
payments with lessees who would benefit out of it, then
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those proposals would have great support and they
would go through without much consideration of the
attitude of the wind farm’s neighbours.
In terms of the impacts of wind farms, Mr Finn’s
contribution helped to identify some of the key
impacts — namely, the visual impacts. One must
acknowledge the visual impact of facilities that are over
100 metres tall. They have a tendency, even if
approved, to visually dominate a landscape. Previously
where you might have had rolling hills around Waubra
or anywhere else in eastern Victoria, or flat, open
plains, you will now have the stick-like figures of wind
turbines at observable distances. That is an impact and a
change. The impact certainly becomes much greater the
closer you are to them, but they are visible from 10 to
15 kilometres away. This is something that the
community will most likely bear for a long time.
Having said that, one benefit of wind farms is that they
are, in theory, reversible. In a sense it is not like an
open-cut mine, which may not be reversible in the same
way that wind farms are. Nevertheless, in all likelihood
wind farms that are approved are likely to be there for a
very long time, so the visual impact needs to be
acknowledged. Visual impact is assessed in wind farm
approval cases by the giving of complicated expert
evidence about view sheds and the percentage of the
impact, but ultimately it has to be experienced in the
real and lived with for its merits to be considered.
As a number of speakers have identified, there are
different views about whether or not wind farms have a
good visual impact on the environment. Most people
tend to be concerned about the visual impact, but there
is no doubt that some people — including Mr Barber,
judging by his contribution — believe that wind farms
have a positive visual impact. Based on anecdotal
evidence, I believe the people who benefit from
turbines in terms of royalty compensation payments
tend to be those who also have less concern about their
visual impact. I do not say that in a selfish sense. It is
just a fact that if you see the benefits of a proposal, you
may not be as concerned about how it looks, certainly
from your own point of view. That is one of the key
aspects of wind farms.
Under the previous government’s policies, you could
have had a wind farm that was further from someone’s
house — say, 2 to 3 kilometres from their house — but
located down in a back paddock somewhere that would
be much closer to the house of their neighbour who
would receive no compensation as a result of any
royalty payment. On the other hand, a person who had a
turbine on their farm would receive compensation of
the order of $5000 to $7000 per turbine, which is what
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Mrs Petrovich said and which is my understanding of
what landowners are generally paid. However, these
amounts are kept secret by confidentiality agreements,
which is another aspect of the divisive nature of the
wind farm approvals that have been conducted to date.
There has been a secretive process of signing up
landowners under confidentiality agreements to receive
turbines on their properties; therefore those landowners
do not object to the turbines as a result of that process.
In essence what the coalition policy does in recognising
this very important aspect of the inequity of the
previous government’s policy is that it includes those
landowners within 2 kilometres of the wind turbine in
that important decision-making process. To respond to
Mr Barber’s contribution, there is already a financial
aspect within the wind farm approvals. At present
everything just goes to those landowners who get it on
their property and not to those who might have to put
up with the amenity aspects. Under the coalition’s
policy, which is a simple means by which we can
achieve a greater level of fairness and certainty, one
will be able to consider the impacts of wind farms on
the owners of properties on which they are sited as well
as the impacts on their neighbours.
This is something that is frequently misstated by
opponents of the coalition’s policy. It is frequently
misstated by the shadow minister and those putting out
misinformation in relation to what the coalition’s policy
actually does. This first emerged in the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings that I was a part of,
when a large yellow map of Victoria was put on the
table and then quickly withdrawn. I have a copy of a
similar map. I will describe it. It virtually has the whole
of Victoria covered in yellow. It indicates that the areas
in yellow are those where a wind farm is not
permissible under Liberal-Nationals policies. The
article I have extracted this map from is entitled ‘Maps
show where you can’t build a wind farm in Victoria’,
and it is by Ben Courtice. The article states:
The following maps are from the office of Brian Tee, ALP
MP and shadow Minister for Planning.

These maps imply that the coalition’s policy acts as a
veto on the approval of wind farms within the
2-kilometre buffer zone. That is just not correct. It is a
policy whereby landowner consent is required in order
to proceed to an application. That is not a veto; it is
quite the opposite. It is a further example of this
government restoring local decision making to local
people affected by a proposal. It is important that it is
local, because that is where the impacts and the benefits
are felt and those affected are the people who should
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have greater consideration in relation to the decision
making.
To suggest it is a veto is misleading. It implies that the
coalition has put a blanket stop to wind farm approvals
in Victoria. What the coalition has done is restore a
greater degree of balance and fairness. I commend the
minister for his work in delivering this policy, which
was also an election promise. Any suggestion that no
mandate has been put up in support of the motion is
absolutely refuted. In order for a revocation motion to
succeed, you really need something to have gone
seriously awry — as occurred perhaps in relation to the
issue of the Windsor Hotel — in the approval process
of a particular planning policy to suggest that it should
be revoked. This was a clear policy which was taken to
the election and which was also very well received
within the community.
Mr Barber — What about Penshurst?
Mr O’BRIEN — Mr Barber asks, ‘What about
Penshurst?’. One thing that I am very conscious of
doing in my job is staying in touch with that
community. I would now like to quote from Wind Farm
September 2011 Update, written by the proponent of
the Penshurst wind farm, RES Australia, to which I
referred earlier. I first received notification of this
document through an even more helpful summary by
RES which was published in the Penshurst newspaper.
Unfortunately I have not brought my copy in with me,
but I could provide that to Mr Barber at a later time. I
urge him to read that excellent publication in relation to
the attitudes of that community.
The document states:
The most relevant policy within this amendment for the
proposed Penshurst wind farm is that wind turbines for the
project will now no longer be allowed within 2 kilometres of
an existing dwelling without written consent from the owner.

Again, this is accurately stated. There is no misleading
spin of a veto.
The document further states:
RES are now in the process of reviewing the impact of this
policy on the layout of the proposed wind farm. Initial
analysis undertaken by RES, however, has determined that
despite the new policy a wind farm in the region is still viable
and RES are still working towards submitting the project into
planning in early 2012.

In response to the contributions of Mr Tee and
Mr Barber about whether any proponents are able to
work within the existing policy, there is the very
example they cited demonstrating that that particular
wind farm proposal is continuing. An EES
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(environment effects statement) is also continuing. I am
aware of that because of another matter that Mr Barber
raised, which is the question of brolgas. I might pause
there for a moment.
One of the things to consider around wind farm
approvals is that there are often competing
environmental issues, including amenity, noise, visual
issues and in many instances birdlife issues and bird
strike — for instance, the orange-bellied parrot issue
down in Gippsland and also now an issue that often
involves brolgas. As a matter of stakeholder interest, I
will again refer to the brolgas that are on our property at
Murdum Creek. During the Stockyard Hill wind farm
approval process, which was one that involved
Mortlake, brolga counters came to our property and
identified it as a particularly important flocking site.
The Biosis Research report into the Penshurst wind
farm property, Penshurst Wind Farm — Targeted
Fauna Assessment Report, states:
The flocking site also takes into account a number of previous
records from the Murdum Creek area as shown on figure 3.
Birds Australia Atlas records BA04 is noted as being on
‘Murdum Creek’; however, the location of the record does
not plot on Murdum Creek and the datum does not have a
high level of accuracy … This record is of 132 brolga and
indicates a flocking record.

We have had brolgas on our property for many years.
From our observation they become more frequent
during periods of low rainfall. They are not on other
properties because they dry up, including Lake Bolac,
Lake Linlithgow and other open waterways to the north
of us. Ours seems to become a very favoured site, not
only for brolgas but for other birdlife, including ibises,
storks and ducks. My grandmother’s geese used to also
find it a very productive waterhole.
We are very familiar with those issues and how they
will be balanced. In that regard I put it on record that
we will stay involved with RES and the rest of the
community in considering this very important
application’s impact upon brolga sites. It may or may
not have a negative impact; my family will always be
guided by the science. But I wish to place that on
record.
I also wish to indicate that these very important issues
are best resolved through the local decision-making
process that this policy has restored to local
communities, councils and beneficiaries of wind farm
developments. That is very important, because the
previous divisiveness that occurred in these proposals
will probably still be there. There will be differences of
opinion. One of the reasons that these wind farm
proposals are so divisive is that they cover large areas.
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It is estimated, for example, that with all approvals
presently under way in western Victoria we may well
have wind farms stretching from the Grampians to the
sea, which is about 70 or 80 kilometres. If you just start
with the Penshurst, Macarthur and Willatook wind
farms, that includes a large number of turbines. That is
not necessarily a bad thing, because many people in
that area will be supportive of them, but there are other
people who will not be.
There are the famous examples of those who missed
out in the Macarthur approvals, including the Gardners
and other families who have been devastated by the
impact of these turbines and who are now putting up
with the road construction and other impacts on their
properties. They will not have the opportunity to benefit
from the fairer policy the coalition has now put in place
for new wind farm applications. They will have to live
under the regime put in place by the previous
government that was unnecessarily unfair to adjoining
landowners in particular. The reason I say it was
unnecessarily unfair to adjoining landowners is that
under the coalition’s small-government philosophy, this
is essentially a permit-generated, applicant-generated
and non-dictatorial policy describing how wind farms
should be approved.
In other countries they have much greater use of
community-owned facilities. Obviously we have
community-owned wind farms in Victoria. They can be
encouraged, and I urge that. In the main the wind farm
industry has pursued a model of very large wind farms.
That model will continue to be put forward by most
proponents, resulting in a need for a greater
consideration of the regulatory environment in which
they operate.
One of the important things in wind farm regulation is
that it is basically an industry that is funded in one way
or another by renewable energy certificates or carbon
taxes. In that regard certainly I do not accept that the
industry should be free from regulation. If an industry is
seeking government funding to advance itself for
reasons that seem to please the Greens of Brunswick or
Northcote — namely, environmental benefits and
reduced emissions — and it is getting subsidies, carbon
tax credits or carbon trading credits, it also needs to
accept that it is subject to regulation of the impacts.
There has been a tendency among some players in the
wind farm industry to scream blue murder every time
there is to be a change in policy, saying, ‘This will put
us out of business; this will shut us down’. When
dealing in a regulatory environment there can be a
boy-crying-wolf response, to use a popular phrase. It is
not good enough to just assert that the industry will be
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closed down; people need to be very careful in saying
how a suite of policies may impact on an industry.
As I said, the evidence in relation to the particular
applicant with whom I am familiar is that they will
continue. I know other wind farm proponents who have
been concerned. I know that one of the proponents of
the Willatook wind farm, who is a personal friend, has
made extensive representations to the minister. The
policy is still rolling out. They will nevertheless have to
comply with that policy and seek the consents.
Consents are a matter on which I would also like to
respond to Mr Barber. They may or may not require
financial consideration. They could be just consents.
The policy that has been put in place by the minister
helpfully sets out a guideline statement of consent, or a
consent form, which is not a document that is very
difficult to obtain. It may have more complicated things
attached to it, but in itself it is a quite simple document.
It is a statement of consent, requiring full details of the
property. It also requires the name or names and
address or addresses of the owner or owners. It says:
I/we as the owner/s of the existing dwelling on the above
property:
declare that I/we consent to an application for … a
planning permit/an amendment to planning permit
number [insert] for a wind energy facility to be made
that includes a turbine or turbines in the location(s)
shown on the attached plan
acknowledge that the proposed turbine(s) will be located
within 2 kilometres from the dwelling.
Signed
Dated
Attached: A plan …

It is not so different from the sort of consent that needs
to be obtained from landowners who are the permit
applicants in any proposal.
To pick up Mr Barber’s central criticism, all that has
happened is that there has been a shift from a turbine —
not a whole wind farm but an actual turbine — being
the basis of receiving royalty payments under a lease or
royalty arrangement. A turbine occupies
proportionately a very small percentage of a farm from
a boundary fence on one side in effect to the other. That
is how it used to operate: if you wanted to get someone
into the scheme, you would shift the turbine. In fact I
have seen that happen in relation to a wind farm
application. I can tell members that there can be nothing
more divisive than someone who was one of the
objectors to a proposal or was concerned about it all of
a sudden turning up with a turbine on their property at
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the last minute and having to drop out of a community
group or switch sides. This sort of process was going on
all the time.
Cheques have been being passed from the time the
industry came into Victoria. They have been called
royalty payments. They are different from what goes on
with approvals for mining and other things. The reason
is that there might be a 10-hectare wind farm, but in
terms of the physical earth it actually occupies it is a
very small part. You can have a wind farm facility
made up of turbines dotted around but touching the
physical earth at only comparatively small points.
There is no other industry with that sort of stretch but
very small actual land impact. Because of that the
2-kilometre buffer policy will be much fairer. It will not
solve all the disputes, it will not stop environmental
considerations arising and it will not stop some wind
farms or turbines being approved and others not, but as
the minister has said, it will bring a greater degree of
balance and fairness into this important issue.
I have made a number of disclosures about my personal
involvement. I have thought carefully about ducking
out of this issue. I will not do so. I will stay involved in
the wind farm industry because the turbines, approved
or not, and the jobs and roads will be things that we will
have to live with in western Victoria for the rest of our
lives. For that reason, I regard this as a very important
time in the consideration of these very important
approvals, and I consider it most appropriate that we
stay involved in the debate.
I commend the minister on his administration of the
portfolio and on bringing the policies together. I
encourage those in the wind farm industry to continue
to work constructively with local communities, as RES
is doing. I encourage them to hold forums and
endeavour to avoid community division and to make
this a continued advancement of western Victoria. In
that regard I also support further training and
consideration of tertiary places at the South West
Institute of TAFE at Hamilton, which has recently
considered what wind farm training could be done.
I note that this important debate has been long, and I am
conscious of the time. I absolutely oppose this motion.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I will be
brief in my contribution this afternoon, also opposing
Mr Tee’s motion:
That amendment VC82 to the Victoria planning provisions be
revoked.

This afternoon members have heard from a number of
speakers what the Minister for Planning has done for
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Victorians by putting some certainty back into the
planning processes. This amendment is just one aspect
of the planning responsibility he has undertaken very
effectively in his time as minister.
I want to mention just a couple of things. The reason I
am speaking briefly on this motion is that the places
where some wind farms are located and proposed to be
located are in areas of Victoria I know very well and
because I know many people who have been caught up
in the divisive decision-making process of the previous
government in relation to the planning of wind farms,
which is why this amendment has been introduced.
For those reasons I refer to a number of things raised in
the contributions of Mr Barber and various members of
the ALP, including Mr Tee, in relation to investment in
this state. I think it needs to be put on the record that,
from my understanding, currently there are eight wind
farms operating and a further 29 are proposed. In total
they have close to 1000 towers, I believe, and each of
those towers has a value of $2 million to $3 million.
The proposal is for a $2 billion to $3 billion investment,
which is a substantial potential investment. So to say
that this government is not supporting investment in
this state is quite wrong.
It is not because of the decision of this government that
there is some uncertainty in relation to investment. As
Mr O’Brien aptly pointed out, people in the wind
industry have been having trouble both in obtaining
finance for wind farms and with the current price of the
renewable energy certificates. This has been on the
record for some time, and various commentators have
pointed it out. As far back as 4 December 2009 the
Clean Energy Council, which I am sure members on
the other side of the house would be familiar with, said
in a discussion paper on the renewable energy
certificate (REC) market:
Current surplus RECs and market conditions suggest no
new … large-scale generation projects will be commissioned
until 2013.

The website Climate Spectator on 25 August had the
following article under the heading ‘AGL under the
weather’:
AGL is currently building three wind projects: the massive
Macarthur wind project in Victoria, as well as Oaklands and
Hallett 5, but that will be it for the moment. ‘We’re not
committing to any more projects’, managing director Michael
Fraser said. ‘There is still a surplus of RECs washing around
the market’.

In the Australian of 14 March, under the heading
‘Clean industry warns of boom-bust’, an article states:
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Nationwide, wind farms projects have been stymied by low
prices for the renewable energy certificates that are supposed
to be a key income stream for the projects — sparking fresh
warnings of a boom-bust cycle …
Pacific Hydro corporate and government affairs executive
manager Andrew Richards said there was a significant
backlog of shovel-ready wind farm projects, but developers
struggled to lock in the power purchase agreements needed to
finance them.
Clean Energy Council chief executive Matthew Warren said
uncertainty about the carbon price was weighing heavily on
REC prices.

Again in the Australian last year, under the heading
‘Price hit puts wind projects in limbo’, the following
appeared:
At least $1.5 billion worth of investment in wind farms is in
limbo after a collapse in the price of renewable energy
certificates.

Those issues were affecting the industry well before
this government was elected last November. What the
minister announced was our commitment in the lead-up
to last year’s state election.
One other thing I would like to refer to in my
contribution is Mr Barber’s mention of Dr Sarah
Laurie. I thought he was quite disparaging about
Dr Laurie. She has concerns for a number of her
patients, and a number of other health
professionals — —
Mr Barber — She’s got nothing. She’s working off
nothing.
Ms CROZIER — I would like to remind Mr Barber
that the Senate’s Community Affairs References
Committee also undertook an inquiry into this matter,
and I will quote a few of the recommendations of that
committee. Firstly:
The committee recommends that further consideration be
given to the development of policy on separation criteria
between residences and wind farm facilities.

That goes to our 2-kilometre buffer zone, which has
been debated this afternoon.
Secondly:
The committee recommends that the commonwealth
government initiate as a matter of priority thorough,
adequately resourced epidemiological and laboratory studies
of the possible effects of wind farms on human health. This
research must engage across industry and community, and
include an advisory process representing the range of interests
and concerns.

And thirdly:
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The committee recommends that the National Health and
Medical Research Council review of research should
continue, with regular publication.

Those recommendations have come from a Senate
inquiry. Mr Barber said a number of things in his
contribution that I wanted to respond to on the record.
Our minister clearly stated his position and the Baillieu
government’s position on this issue in the lead-up to
last year’s election. It was out there. He has listened to
and continues to listen to communities right across this
region in relation to major planning projects, and that is
why I, along with the other members of the
government, will be opposing Mr Tee’s motion.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Like my
colleague Ms Crozier, I will only be making a short
contribution. Firstly, I would like acknowledge the
contributions of my colleagues from the Western
Victoria Region. Mr Ramsay’s contribution this
morning was very good. Although Mr Ramsay and I
share a similar region of Victoria and he probably
pulled a little bit of the ground out from under me, I
thought he put the issues very well and I really
appreciated that. My other colleague, Mr O’Brien, in
the last 20 minutes has followed on from where
Mr Ramsay was, and I think a very good representation
of the western Victorian community has been put
forward here today, including its appreciation for the
minister having recognised what a lot of people saw as
the plight they were facing, with no local controls being
applicable to the location and size of wind farms,
particularly across the Western Victoria Region.
The media release by the Minister for Planning,
Matthew Guy, on 29 August certainly outlined
provisions that a lot of people were waiting for and
were very glad to see introduced. A couple of those are
important to recount. Minister Guy made sure that wind
turbines would no longer be permitted to be constructed
within 2 kilometres of existing dwellings unless there
was consent from the owners of those dwellings. The
provision is that without written consent of those
homeowners turbine placement cannot be approved. He
also went on to say that he had given planning controls
on wind farms back to local councils and, more
importantly, made resources available to those local
municipalities through the planning department to assist
in making their own decisions on any wind farm
applications that came their way. As we all appreciate,
there will be no-go zones for wind farms in close
proximity to national and state parks, and no wind
farms will be permitted within 5 kilometres of regional
growth areas.
It is a very succinct policy that I think addresses a lot of
the concerns the community has had, particularly in my
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region, over the last five or six years. Mr O’Brien
alluded to the Macarthur wind farm development,
which gave no hearing whatsoever to locals in the
community who were not going to be directly involved
as recipients of rental payments from these wind
towers. I think he referred to the Gardner and Jelbart
families, who were affected. They were also looking at
the effects of shadows from some of these large
infrastructure developments as the sun sets.
I certainly support what Minister Guy has announced.
As I say, the announcement has come as a breath of
fresh air to many in western Victoria. As long as four
years ago I represented people at Waubra, and I also at
that stage raised an adjournment matter in the chamber
on behalf of Victor and Trish Godfrey. They were dealt
what I believe was a very severe blow by a company
that actually got a planning permit for a wind farm and
then onsold it to another company for development.
The original company representatives indicated to
people living in the area at Waubra that there would not
be towers in close proximity to the houses and the wind
farm would not be a great disturbance to their way of
life. In many cases people were very supportive, as I
am, of raising energy from alternate sources.
Mr and Mrs Godfrey were a couple who had retired to
Waubra and bought a 12-acre property. They were
convinced that the wind farm development would be
for the betterment of their community and also Victoria.
They were told that no obstacles would be in close
proximity to their property. Mr Godfrey really enjoyed
using his telescope to look back across the Pyrenees
range on a regular basis. Mrs Godfrey was assured that,
as they ran a cottage industry from their home, they
would have minimal disturbance. On those grounds
they signed to allow the proposed development to go
ahead, only to find out that there were towers between
500 and 600 metres from their house. There were
towers on three sides of them. Although he had
discussed the issue with the developer, Mr Godfrey
could no longer enjoy using his telescope to look at the
Pyrenees range as he had in the past. To their dismay,
and without their knowledge, a transmission line was
put around two sides of their 12-acre property.
To say that Mr and Mrs Godfrey were disappointed
would be an understatement, and they suffered not only
mentally but also from the noise of the machines,
especially when they were rotating in strong winds. In
representing Mr and Mrs Godfrey I was fortunate
enough to get the wind farm to give further
consideration to their situation. As it turned out the
wind farm purchased their property and relocated them
to Avoca, which was a great outcome for the Godfreys,
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but I can assure members that other people in that area
were not offered a similar privilege.
On one occasion I was called to Mortlake by people in
the community who were very dissatisfied with what
was taking place. Members should remember that the
wind farm operators carried out their business under the
cover of darkness. As Mr Ramsay very correctly stated
this morning, generational families, people who had
lived beside each other for generations, with children
who had gone to school together, who had worked
together on various community projects, were pitted
against each other.
In a case at Mortlake I clearly remember a lady and her
husband who had bought land in that district. The
husband had some health concerns and they retired
from their business in Melbourne. When they went to
Mortlake the lady of the house became the carer of her
husband. They proposed to build a new home. They
went through the shire and got a building permit and a
planning permit to erect a new home, which they went
ahead and completed. Everything was going
swimmingly well until one day the wind farm
development company representatives arrived, knocked
on their door, introduced themselves and indicated to
the family that the company proposed to put a wind
tower within a couple of hundred metres of the kitchen
window. The window had a marvellous rural aspect
around which the house was designed for the family to
enjoy. The family had absolutely no idea of the
proposals because there were no overlays — the
council had given them a building permit without full
knowledge of where the towers were, and that has
caused much grief for that family. The neighbours were
also disappointed about what was proposed. One case
involved an airstrip where pilot training took place and
a wind tower was proposed to be erected within
50 metres of one side of the airstrip. There was no
consideration whatsoever shown for any of these
people.
Regrettably under the previous government the wind
farm companies had full say in what was going on.
They had the opportunity to achieve any regime they
wanted to put in place with no community consultation
and no transparency, and at the end of the day, if the
community had a lucky run, the public hall or
something might have got a coat of paint on the west
side, and that was the sign of the company’s
appreciation of these rural communities.
From all meetings I have attended, and I have also felt
it here today through the contributions not only from
Mr Tee but also from Mr Barber, the wind farm
companies do not know how rural Victoria works, and I
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do not know that they care how rural Victoria works.
They would never have these towers, in Mr Barber’s
case, dropped into Brunswick, or in Mr Tee’s case, out
at Doncaster. They have absolutely no idea of the
conflict this has caused with generational families in
rural Victoria, and it is an absolute disgrace that it
happened under the previous government.
There is absolutely no doubt that those two
metropolitan colleagues do not have an understanding. I
heard Mr Barber say this morning how regularly he had
visited these people and how he understood the
problem, but I can assure members, from the people I
have spoken to, that that certainly has not come
through, and I say that genuinely. It is one of those
things that this government has certainly recognised
and a lot of us did a lot of work in relation to.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KOCH — As I was saying, I support Minister
Guy and others for getting this policy in place. We have
been looking for such an opportunity for a long time.
Today by chance I happen to have correspondence in
my satchel from a couple at Glenthompson who have
been involved, regrettably, in the Oaklands Hill wind
farm development. This development was
commissioned on 23 August. Our policy was
introduced on 29 August, but the development had been
completed by the time Minister Guy announced our
policy position. The correspondence comes from
Mr Adrian and Mrs Helen Lyon of Glenthompson, and
within 24 hours of the turbines starting operation,
Mrs Lyon was experiencing problems. Within a couple
of days the same sort of discomfort was being
experienced by Mr Lyon.
We all support the initiative to find alternative ways of
raising energy, including wind, but the placement of
wind towers is very important to rural communities.
We have plenty of space in regional Victoria where
wind farms can effectively operate and be sustainable
for those companies wishing to put their capital up
against the commonwealth taxpayer dollars to try to
make these things viable.
The government’s cabinet members recognise that our
policy has healed a shocking rift that was taking place
among rural communities. I thank everyone for making
their contributions today. This is one of those matters
that we have waited a long time to discuss, and I thank
Mr Tee for bringing it forward so that we could all have
an opportunity to speak on it.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I know
there is very little time to go through this motion, given
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that it is part of opposition business and there have been
a number of speakers. However, I point out that a
number of members on this side of the house,
particularly country members like Mr Koch, who has
just spoken, are exceedingly interested in this issue and
want to make their points known, and so they should.
Therefore I congratulate the government members who
represent regional electorates who have made a
contribution on this important motion.
A revocation motion is a serious issue and should never
be treated with flippancy. I suspect the idea of
introducing a revocation motion, thinking it would last
25 minutes, was not completely thought through by my
parliamentary colleagues opposite, because this is an
important issue for my side of the house, which has
gone to two elections with a clear and transparent
policy on the placement of wind turbines.
From the outset I state that the Liberal-Nationals do not
oppose wind energy at all. We do not oppose the
renewable sector, but we do believe we need clear
guidelines in place for any major planning application
in regional Victoria. Those guidelines need to be fair,
certain and clear, and people need to know exactly what
might be built next to their properties. That is what is
driving our reform of the planning system in the
metropolitan area and our reform of wind turbine
placement in regional Victoria.
We have to remember that the structures we are talking
about are, in most cases, in excess of 120 metres high.
While I did hear some flippant comments before from
members opposite about the height of the towers, about
why they do not really matter and how they might be
fantastic, whatever a member’s personal views are on
wind turbines, the reality is that a wind turbine is a
building the size of a 40-storey apartment tower. People
do not move to regional Victoria to live near a structure
that is the height of a 40-storey apartment tower; so if
we are going to impose these structures, particularly
under the previous government’s regime of no
notification or appeal rights, we need to ensure that the
process is cleaned up and that the planning system acts
in such a way that all people in those areas can have a
say as to where such a large structure can be situated.
I reiterate very clearly, as my colleague Mr Ramsay did
in his presentation, that this is a policy that was taken to
the 2006 and 2010 elections by the now government.
This policy has been a longstanding commitment, and
people know of this commitment. Amendment VC82
concerns the placement of turbines no less than
2 kilometres from a home unless an agreement can be
reached.
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Mr Tee interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am trying to go through this
really quickly. If Mr Tee wants to interject, I can make
it a half-hour speech if he likes. I will leave it up to him.
Amendment VC82 was around the 2-kilometre
placement. We do not oppose a turbine within that
2 kilometres, nor does this policy. It says very clearly
that turbines can be built within 2 kilometres, so long as
there is agreement reached between the homeowner and
the turbine proponent. Any turbines outside of that area
go through a normal process.
We also said that the no-go areas — and I point out that
similar no-go areas existed under the previous
government — would ensure that the visual amenity
areas of Victoria, such as the Great Ocean Road and
national parks, would be protected. I remember being in
this chamber probably four years ago when a former
Minister for Energy Industries and Minister for
Resources, Mr Theophanous, was talking about a
project that was close to the Great Ocean Road. As a
Labor minister at the time he was saying that his
government wanted to protect the visual amenity of the
Great Ocean Road from turbines. That policy is similar
to what was included in our policy at the last
election — the one we were elected on.
Clearly, if you have a large turbine wind farm in a
population corridor, then you cannot have large urban
growth nearby. We are simply protecting the future
growth of a number of regional towns identified in the
state planning policy framework as places that will
grow into tourist areas and population corridors of the
future. We are putting in place mechanisms that will
allow towns to grow into the future and allow
regionalisation and decentralisation of regional towns to
grow. We are in effect saying that those turbines can
operate and can be placed outside of those town areas
and those future growth areas, and we have done that
for a clear and transparent reason.
This is a very clear policy that we were elected on, and
those points were featured in our policy and
complemented the amendment VC78 provisions which
we introduced at the start of the year, giving councils
the right to be consulted first as the responsible
authority on all wind applications.
I was curious, I must say, about the reasons that some
people actually thought this was a negative — giving
power back to councils. Despite all the bleating about
ministerial call-ins, about government running
roughshod over planning, here was a perfect example
of a government giving power back to local
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communities, saying, ‘Irrespective of the size of the
permit application, you will be the first people to decide
and have a say on that permit’, and opposition members
opposed that initiative.
This initiative will give councils the first point of call as
opposed to what happened under the previous
government, which, through ministerial responsibility
over a 30-megawatt provision, approved those turbine
proposals without any consultation with the councils
involved. We are giving communities in regional areas
the right to have a say, and that is exceedingly
important. That is why we did it, and that is why
amendment VC78, which complements amendment
VC82, actually allows regional councils to be involved.
If councils cannot manage it, there are facilities within
my department to assist those councils with that
workload. If councils want to manage the application
entirely by themselves, they can. If they want to refer it
to the minister for ministerial responsibility, they can.
They now have three options. In most cases before they
had none. Before the election they had none, and they
now have three. That is real local decision making. The
Liberal Party and The Nationals have given that back to
regional councils, and we are very proud of that.
I want to get some facts on the table about future wind
energy growth. There are around 400 turbines operating
in Victoria at the moment, producing around
428 megawatts of power. There are 1100 turbines
permitted but not yet built. There is a huge amount of
work within the sector and, as Ms Crozier mentioned
before, even the Clean Energy Council and a number of
other organisations, including wind farm proponents,
have mentioned that the system is, to use their
language, almost ‘permit-ed out’ until 2013.
There are enough permits around before anymore need
to be approved. There are so many permits for turbines
within the system that have not been built —
1100 turbines, nearly three times the number that exist
in Victoria today. Therefore I find it astounding that
some of those opposite run around saying this proposal
will cost jobs immediately, straightaway, tomorrow,
when we have permits for nearly 1100 turbines in the
system which will require a large number of years to be
built, let alone get through the system.
I note that in the Warrnambool Standard, in relation to
one wind farm in particular — the Penshurst wind farm
being built by RES Australia — the developer was
quoted as having said:
We’re looking at the new policies and assessing what impact
it will have on the wind farm. We believe that we still have a
viable project in the area …
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They will fit in with new regulations. Like any
developer, those who seek to build wind farms will fit
within the planning guidelines and planning regime of
the day, and the planning regime of the day now says
that if you go within 2 kilometres of an existing
dwelling, you need consent, and that is something we
are very proud of.
In a press release dated 29 August 2011 Pacific Hydro’s
general manager, Mr Lane Crockett, is quoted as
saying:
Pacific Hydro remains committed to our existing approved
projects in Victoria and fully intend to proceed with our three
current projects at Portland (PWEP IV), Crowlands and
Yaloak South.
These projects will account for 209 megawatts installed
capacity and drive around $530 million in investment for
regional Victoria.

The Henny Penny attitude of those opposite in
saying the sky is about to fall because of amendment
VC82 — —
Mr Tee — Why has it said it is moving out of the
state?
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Tee, it is not.
What we see is a very clear set of indications from the
wind energy industry that it is prepared to stay here and
prepared to reinvest in Victoria. People who are putting
up these towers are developers — whether it is a
residential tower, whether it is a power station or
whether it is a wind turbine, it is a development — and
like any developer, these people will fit within the
regime of the day, because they are producing
something and making revenue out of it. They will do
that, and we believe the regime of the day puts fairness
and certainty back into the system.
This policy does not have an impact on the wind energy
facilities in some of our urban areas — on top of new
buildings, for example. They will not be affected by
this policy.
I note, as it was mentioned before, that a report
produced by a Senate committee that was chaired, I
think — Mr Barber can correct me if I am wrong — by
a member of the Greens expressed support for
examining buffer zones around homes, which is
precisely what the Victorian government is doing. I
note that in Canada there are provincial counties that
have responsibility for this level of planning which are
now putting in place 2-kilometre buffer zones and
citing Victoria as a world leader in this policy.
Mr Barber interjected.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Barber can laugh just
because he does not agree with it, but this is fact. We
are being cited as a world leader in this policy, and we
actually respect those who have a different point of
view to ours. There are some clear examples.
I want to refute a couple more points in a few minutes.
The Greens and others — including the Labor Party, I
might add; apparently it is still around — have been
running around this state saying it is easier to build a
coalmine than it is to build a wind energy power
station. This is complete rubbish. If anyone has sighted
the minerals and energy acts and actually seen the
260 pages of regulations within them, they would know
it is not easier in any way to build a coalmine than it is
to build a wind energy facility in Victoria. There is no
doubt about that.
I have noticed a couple of industry lobby groups, the
ALP and I think the Greens once or twice running
around the state saying that this policy will possibly
cost up to $3 billion worth of investment in wind
energy in Victoria. That figure being quoted relates to
the existing 1100 permitted turbines, and this policy is
not retrospective. It will not have that impact on those
existing 1100 turbines. If they are built according to
their existing permits, they can be built. They will go
ahead.
Mr Tee — You see, that’s the tricky bit. That’s the
slippery bit.
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is not slippery, Mr Tee.
Mr Tee may disagree, but it is fact. What is fact is that
$3 billion worth of permanent projects can proceed at
once. They can proceed in this state; they have been
permitted and they can go ahead. To run around the
state saying that $3 billion worth of projects have been
threatened by this policy is to tell an absolute and
complete lie. However, that is what is being said.
I noticed Mr Barber saying in his speech that living
near a wind turbine is similar to living next to a busy
office. He talked about a busy office producing the
same level of decibels. People do not move to regional
Victoria to live near the sound of a busy office; they
move to regional Victoria because it is different and
because it is not like Melbourne. To expect that
regional Victoria should be an industrialised place that
sounds like a permanently busy office is more reflective
of the Greens’ attitudes to regional Victoria than of
wind energy. I found that quite an astounding comment.
I put it to Mr Barber and those opposite that if they
want to organise a community group to put up a
120-metre wind turbine in Brunswick or Macleod or
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somewhere else, then why do neither the Greens nor the
Labor Party have the courage to come back and say
they want to put up a 120-metre wind turbine in the
middle of Brunswick? I hand it over to them. If they
want to do it, I will be very interested to see the
application as well as the level of objection to it.
Apparently that is of no concern to those people — the
Greens and the Labor Party from inner city
Melbourne — who could not care less about those
people in regional Victoria who have to live next to a
turbine that large and who have never had a chance to
object or even be notified about those permits.
In closing, I state that the Labor Party has never, ever
mentioned in its conversations the fact that under its
watch — and I notice the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations coming into the chamber — a large
amount, and in fact the vast majority, of wind energy
construction projects in this state went to China. Under
the Brumby and Bracks governments the majority of
the work that existed for wind turbine construction in
this state was outsourced offshore — sent to China —
under the Labor Party’s watch. Now Labor Party
members bleat about jobs. I simply say that if they
cared about wind energy jobs in this state, they would
not have sat back and watched a large number of
construction projects, whether it be for the stems or
other parts, being outsourced to overseas firms, but that
happened under their watch.
Having opposition members running into this chamber
and saying that the current government should have
brought this policy before this chamber by way of
legislation is astounding given that when the previous
government brought in its wind energy regulations it
did it overnight by the stroke of the pen of the former
Minister for Planning and now member for Essendon in
the Assembly, Justin Madden. Members opposite did
not bring those regulations to the chamber. They did
not do what they are now claiming should be done.
Now they whinge and claim a level of accountability
for the current government that they themselves never
bothered to implement.
It is a classic, hypocritical attitude we have seen before.
It is a bizarre attitude from the shadow Minister for
Planning, Mr Tee, who says that amendments VC78
and VC82 will increase rates. I am waiting for him to
say that they will make the world flat! It is an
astounding belief, and an astounding level of
scaremongering, fear and complete and absolutely
deliberate rubbish is being espoused by an irrelevant
shadow minister who needs to go away and have a
serious think about what his minister did in government
and what he is doing now. It is astounding to believe
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that that ludicrous argument could be articulated by
someone who is supposedly quite intelligent.

the period that they are in government. Those are the
government’s own figures.

Under the previous government’s regime there was no
notice of objection and nothing in terms of notification.
It could not care if 130-metre towers were built right
next door to residential homes in regional Victoria. It is
no wonder that the barbarians at the gates opposite are
sitting there screaming and squealing, wondering why
regional Victorians cannot stand them and wondering
why regional Victorians are over the Labor Party both
federally and state. When you adopt this left-wing
agenda of telling people, ‘We know what’s good for
you’, then eventually those people will rise up and say,
‘Let us tell you what is good for you’, and that is what
is happening to the Labor Party at both a federal and
state level.

Then the minister says, ‘No, we have 1000 that have
been approved that will come on board’, but what he
does not say is that the developers are telling him that
the transitional provisions he has put in place are so
onerous, so complicated and so bureaucratic that most
of those will never see the light of day. That is why the
Department of Primary Industries is saying, ‘No new
wind generation for this term of this government’. Then
this minister has the gall to stand up here and say he is
handing over power so that decisions can be made
locally. He has the gall to say he is giving local
communities the right to have the say, when that is a
slap in the face for those at Woodend and Castlemaine
who would dearly like to have a say, but under this
provision, under this proposal, under this policy, they
have no choice.

While Labor tries to shove this agenda down the
mouths of regional Victorians, it is the members of the
Liberal Party and The Nationals who are standing up
for country Victorians and who are listening to them,
like we have on a number of other planning issues of
late — listening to them and making decisions
appropriately and indeed putting regional Victorians
back into the picture and giving them the chance to
have the same rights as people who live in metropolitan
Melbourne.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just briefly in
reply, I note the irony of this minister saying that this
side of the chamber is trying to impose its views on
those communities, when the communities in Woodend
and Castlemaine, which would like to have those three
turbine wind farms, are not allowed to under this
minister and under this government; they do not have
any choice.
There are a couple of matters I want to respond to in
terms of the contributions that have been made. Those
opposite, who complained about the health impacts,
again cannot even convince the minister about the
health impacts. This is the view of the minister. The
minister said:

The minister also says that this is an election
commitment, but nowhere in this government’s
policy — not this time, not at the last election and not at
the election before — did it ever mention anything
about a 5-kilometre zone around 21 regional centres.
That is a breach of the promise that the Liberal Party
made to the electorate. This is not a commitment that
was ever put to the Victorian people.
At the end of the day the opposition says, ‘Let’s not
close down the industry. Let’s not have this extreme
agenda by those sitting opposite. Let’s have some
balance’. What we are asking for is some balance, some
common sense and some dignity in the planning
system, not for our sake but for the sake of those
farmers who are relying upon this — those farmers who
have been allocated $16 million in rent on their
properties. What is at stake now is those farming
communities.
This motion is about some dignity, some respect and a
bit of balance in terms of the approach — not this
extreme view that those opposite have adopted.
House divided on motion:

An assessment by the National Health and Medical Research
Council concluded that there is no published scientific
evidence to positively link wind turbines with adverse health
effects on humans …

That is Minister Guy’s letter. Those opposite who
complain about the wind farms cannot even convince
their own side. Those opposite talked about the support
that the government has for wind farms, and yet the
figures of the Department of Primary Industries — the
department’s own figures — show that this government
will not put any new wind generation into the grid for
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house requires the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee to inquire into, consider and report no later than
15 March 2012 on the Victorian Fares and Ticketing Manual
(myki) created by the director of public transport under
section 22OD(1) of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983 as to whether it contravenes any of
the principles of section 21 of the Subordinate Legislation Act
1994.

This relates to a subject that the government likes
talking about even more than wind farms, and that is
myki. Now that the Baillieu government has fully
endorsed the myki system and charted a way forward,
this is something that we are going to have to talk about
a lot more.
The system that governs myki in terms of its rules
particularly relates to the myki ticketing manual, which
arises out of a power under section 220D of the
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983 — that is, the power of the authorities within the
Department of Transport to create the ticketing manual.
Let me make it very clear, Deputy President: when you
buy a myki card, you sign up to 116 pages of fine print
in the form of the myki ticketing manual, and the
government has the power to change that fine print any
time it likes and make it retrospective. The terms in the
myki manual I find to be, in some cases,
unconscionable by the standards of any contract. If this
were a typical statutory instrument it would, in my
view, offend a number of the principles set out under
section 21 of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994,
particularly in relation to the retrospectivity of it, to the
further delegation of powers and in some cases to the
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unusual or unexpected use of those powers, as many
myki users are finding out to their cost.
This is an extraordinarily coercive balance of power. If
it related to the use of any other essential service — that
is, the provision of electricity, water or housing — we
would find an entire structure of law around that to
ensure that someone did not sign up to an unbalanced
contract, or if they did, they would be protected by the
force of law. Instead we simply have this one line of
power under section 220D which gives a departmental
bureaucrat unlimited power to affect the essential
service of transport.
When myki is up and running — if the government
ever gets it there — this is going to be the contract that
governs 500 million individual transactions each year.
In fact since you now have to swipe both on and off, it
will be 1 billion transactions every year that will fall
under the terms of this particular manual, and I believe
that needs more scrutiny. I believe the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee is the appropriate
committee to look at the matter, but any parliamentary
committee equally could do so. This is an issue that has
come into my office time and again, and I would like to
see further scrutiny of the fine print, if you like, that the
citizens of Victoria unwittingly sign up to when they
buy a myki card simply for the purpose of getting them
to work, to school or to visit friends.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot
call for statements on reports and papers until 5.30 p.m.,
so I need Mr O’Donohue to at least start his
contribution.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you for that direction, Deputy President. I am pleased to
respond to the motion moved by Mr Barber. Mr Barber
has brought on yet another motion that relates to the
myki ticketing system. In preparing for debate this
afternoon I had a look at Hansard from the previous
Parliament and at the debate that led to the changes to
the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994, which Mr Barber
refers to in his motion and which is part of the
substance of the debate today. I note the comments of
Mr Carli and Mr Jasper, the previous chairs of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee and the
regulation subcommittee respectively. I note that in his
contribution Mr Jasper talked about having been a part
of the scrutiny process since his election to Parliament
in 1976, so he spoke with some authority.
I propose to continue speaking on this matter during the
next sitting week, but so that the house has no
misunderstanding as to where the government sits on
this matter I advise members that the government will
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be opposing the motion moved by Mr Barber. It will do
so for a number of reasons. First of all it is the opinion
of the government that the motion moved by Mr Barber
contains some drafting errors. Whilst in and of
themselves they could be easily amended, they are
worth bringing to the attention of the house. The
motion moved by Mr Barber refers to section 22OD(1)
of the Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act
1983. I think what Mr Barber should have included in
the motion is — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I apologise
to Mr O’Donohue. I know that I required him to start
his contribution, but I must now interrupt business for
statements on reports and papers. Mr O’Donohue will
have the call when debate on Mr Barber’s motion
resumes in the next sitting week.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Victorian Multicultural Commission: report
2010–11
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on the Victorian Multicultural
Commission’s annual report of 2010–11. At the outset I
put on record that Victoria does not just tolerate
diversity but celebrates it. As I have said previously in
this house, the population of Victoria comprises people
from over 200 countries who speak more than
230 languages and dialects and practise over
120 different faiths. Further, around 1 million people
speak languages other than English in their homes.
Victoria is well known for its rich diversity, and I see it
every day in the electorate I represent, which is one of
the most culturally diverse electorates in Victoria.
This is not to say that Victoria is perfect. We have and
will have issues that come up from time to time, but it
is the way in which we respond to and try to get in front
of these issues that will lead to a strengthening of our
community, and it is a responsibility of all members in
this place to support this aim. The community grants
program is an important way to contribute to this,
because through it we encourage and support emerging
communities together with more established
communities to share and celebrate cultural diversity
with all Victorians.
This report is a brief testament to the many people and
groups that have worked hard to build our strong
multicultural community. From just reading the report
it is hard to visualise the work that goes on, but a
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commitment to multiculturalism and to understanding,
learning and celebrating each other’s diversity is
something I am sure every member of Parliament
understands as a result of the many activities in which
they participate in their communities. I would like to
place on record my gratitude to one of the champions of
multiculturalism, Mr George Lekakis, AO, who chaired
the commission up until January this year. His
commitment to multiculturalism, the state and our
community during his almost 10 years in that role
should be commended.
Earlier this year, via the Multicultural Victoria Bill
2011, the Baillieu government introduced a number of
amendments to the way the Victorian Multicultural
Commission operates. The result of this is that much of
the Victorian Multicultural Commission’s functions
will be shifted to the Office of Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship established within the Department of
Premier and Cabinet. I hope this does not foreshadow a
more politicised approach to the funding of community
groups. It would be unfortunate if the bipartisan
approach to funding these community groups was
based on the interests of the government of the day as
opposed to the benefits to the wider community.
As I stated earlier, the community grants program is an
important part of the work the Victorian Multicultural
Commission does, as is outlined in some detail in the
report. I would like to touch on some of the significant
achievements outlined on page 10 of the report. In
2010–11 the Victorian Multicultural Commission and
the Office of Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship
awarded and distributed more than 2800 grants worth
$5.3 million to 1875 multicultural community
organisations, schools and councils. This same period
saw a 40 per cent increase in funding for the
multicultural senior citizens organisational support
grants. Over 700 multicultural seniors groups were able
to build upon their existing activities that enrich the
lives of many vulnerable and isolated Victorians. I hope
the diversity of this distribution to many established and
emerging communities continues.
In order to ensure that the needs of these diverse
communities are catered for there are seven categories
of the community grants program that have been
developed through extensive consultation with
Victoria’s culturally and linguistically diverse
communities. They include: building and facilities
improvement grants; educational program grants;
strengthening multicultural communities grants;
multifaith and interfaith grants; multicultural festivals
and events grants; senior citizens organisational support
grants; and organisational support grants.
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The previous Labor government had a strong record of
investment in multiculturalism and successfully
supported culturally, religiously and linguistically
diverse communities. This was highlighted by the
action we took to significantly increase funding. In fact,
we made a sevenfold increase in funding after taking
office. This was after a period of defunding and
slashing community services by the previous coalition
government, which is something I hope will not be
repeated by the current government.
Pages 33 to 69 of the report demonstrate the large
number of diverse groups that were supported during
the last year. The funding received by these groups
allows culturally and linguistically diverse communities
to celebrate their cultural heritage and share their
traditions and language. The funding has fostered an
environment in which diverse communities can meet
regularly and enjoy outings, lunches and festivals with
their communities. In many cases these groups have
assisted with reducing social isolation and included
activities specific to people’s cultural heritage.
Whilst I have focused a great deal on the community
grants provided by the Victorian Multicultural
Commission, it is also important to acknowledge that
the activities the commission undertakes are a lot
broader than just community grants. Some of the
activities include ongoing communication with
stakeholders and the commission’s work in partnership
with many other organisations to promote harmony,
improve language services and support new arrivals
and ageing and migrant communities, as well as the
commission’s ongoing support for cultural precincts
and community infrastructure. It is important that we
continue to support the work this organisation
undertakes so that we continue the success of
multiculturalism in Victoria. I commend the report to
the house.

Office of the Public Advocate: report 2010–11
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — This
afternoon I wish to speak on the Office of the Public
Advocate’s annual report for 2010–11. First of all I
would like to say how closely Minister Wooldridge, the
Minister for Mental Health and Minister for
Community Services, is working with the Office of the
Public Advocate, particularly with Colleen Pearce, who
is the CEO. It is 25 years since the Office of the Public
Advocate was founded, and in July 1986 Ben Bodna
was appointed the first public advocate.
The community visitors, one aspect of the Office of the
Public Advocate, are to be commended. They do the
most extraordinary amount of work, often in seriously
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difficult circumstances. They are a silent group, and
many people do not know of the work they do. They
visit people who are vulnerable Victorians in the most
elementary sense. They make friends and go and watch
to make sure that people are being well cared for and
that the services that are provided are being delivered
with the dignity and respect that the individuals
concerned deserve. I would like to put on record my
great praise for the community visitors of Victoria and
for the work that Colleen Pearce does in the Office of
the Public Advocate.
One of the things spoken about in this report is
Colanda. Colanda, to refresh members’ memories, is
probably the last so-called institution in this state. It is
set in beautiful parkland in Colac and houses just over
100 residents, many of whom have very severe and
challenging personal circumstances. I would like to
commend all the staff who work at Colanda. I have
been there on many occasions and will go back again in
two weeks to address for a second time a meeting of the
parents and friends group. Everyone involved with
Colanda is to be commended.
After the closure of Kew Residential Services, Colanda
looked like a fabulous example of what was going to be
the future. But this type of arrangement is no longer
appropriate for individuals as planned and it will not
continue into the future as it currently is. This report
states that Colanda’s community visitors program will
be ongoing, and I would like to put on the record my
praise for the work that the president of the Colanda
Parents and Friends Association, Noel Bates, and his
late wife, Sandra, have done for this organisation.
The guardianship program is an interesting aspect of
the Office of the Public Advocate (OPA). The report
notes guardianship trends in relation to the age of
clients: 36 per cent of clients are 80-years-plus, 3 per
cent of clients are up to 20-years-old, and there are
graduations in between those age ranges. The gender
balance of clients cared for under the guardianship
program is 54 per cent women and 46 per cent men.
The disability profiles of clients under guardianship is
acquired brain injuries, 18 per cent; dementia, 33 per
cent; intellectual disability, 16 per cent; physical
disability, 9 per cent; mental health, 17 per cent; and
7 per cent of disability types are not specified.
The OPA deals with a whole range of issues including
accommodation issues; family conflict; non-family
conflict; conflict between individuals; eligibility issues;
end-of-life issues; health and medical treatment; justice
and legal issues; service issues, including case
management; sexual issues, including contraception;
and welfare and safety at risk issues. The Office of the
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Public Advocate does a wide variety of work. It does
many other things, but I do not have time to talk about
them today.
I would like to commend everybody associated with the
Office of the Public Advocate, particularly the
community visitors. In the next couple of weeks I hope
to meet with the community visitors from Kew
Residential Services to listen to their concerns about
what they are experiencing and to see what trends there
are so we can develop proper policies and systems to
deal with what is emerging. I put on the record my
thanks and praise for all those who are involved with
the Office of the Public Advocate.

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee:
review of Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like to make a statement on the report of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC)
entitled Review of the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006, which was released in
September 2011. It is interesting that the cover of the
report contains a photo of the preamble to the Charter
of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. It
states:
This charter is founded on the following principles —
human rights are essential in a democratic and inclusive
society that respects the rule of law, human dignity,
equality and freedom;
human rights belong to all people without
discrimination, and the diversity of the people of
Victoria enhances our community;
human rights come with responsibilities and must be
exercised in a way that respects the human rights of
others …

Those principles are the ones we need to keep in mind
when we as a Parliament and the government consider
the recommendations contained in this report, which
runs to 175 pages plus appendices. Obviously I will not
be able to cover all that in the 5 minutes available to
me.
The committee chair, Mr O’Donohue, says in the
foreword that he hopes that the report continues the
tradition of:
… parliamentary committees … dealing with challenging and
complex issues in a diligent and bipartisan manner.
It is hoped that this report continues that tradition by
adequately responding to the terms of reference and provides
the community with detailed and constructive
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recommendations to improve the regime for protecting
human rights in Victoria.

He also says:
In responding to the … terms of reference there was much
common ground. There is agreement regarding the problems
with the current charter and only a difference on the most
appropriate solution.

I recommend that everybody read through the report.
For people not familiar with the charter and the general
human rights framework internationally, interstate and
in Victoria, there is a lot of information in this report to
guide them.
However, it is not possible to agree with all the findings
and recommendations made by SARC. There are some
that are quite good. For example, some of the
recommendations go to amending the charter so that
there is more plain language and less reference to
overseas jurisprudence and to other legal instruments.
This would make the charter more accessible to
ordinary people who have to deal with it on a
day-to-day basis. I particularly agree that the issue of
statements of compatibility needs addressing. Members
who were around for the last Parliament in particular,
but also in this session, would recall that I have raised
the issue of statements of compatibility in terms of their
inconsistency and the fact — and this is also addressed
in the report — that SARC often does not finish its
reports on statements of compatibility or has not
received responses from ministers to whom it has
written regarding issues raised in reports before the bill
goes through the Parliament. That issue is addressed in
the report.
Today I will be releasing for public consumption a
summary analysis that I conducted of 99 of the
329 substantive submissions to the SARC review. I
embarked on that project because reading through the
submissions I thought to myself that we should have a
summary of what is being presented in these
submissions. SARC did not do that. The summary
found that 74 per cent of the submissions viewed the
charter as valuable and supported retaining and
strengthening it; 6 per cent of them expressed neutral
views, neither for nor against; and only 20 per cent
were unsupportive of the charter itself or certain aspects
of it. Nevertheless, the report’s main
recommendation, 35 — that is, the majority option 2 of
recommendation 35 — basically recommends taking
out the guts of the charter. That does not follow from
the evidence presented by the substantive submissions
or the submissions I looked at in preparing my
summary.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Bass Coast Regional Health: report 2011
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to
make some remarks on the Bass Coast Regional Health
report for 2011. The previous Labor government
initiated a number of significant developments in health
service delivery along the Bass Coast, including the
establishment of Bass Coast Regional Health in 2003.
Improvements were made to many services and
facilities, including midwifery, maternity, the new
maternity unit, community health, the redevelopment of
the dental clinic and consultancy suites, the completion
and expansion of the haemodialysis unit, the
development of the aged mental health partnership
arrangements with Latrobe Regional Hospital and the
redevelopment and expansion of the emergency
department.
The Bass Coast Regional Health corporate plan notes
that the Department of Health classifies Bass Coast
Regional Health as a group C hospital and that the
service needs to develop its capacity so that it can
become the subregional health service for the south
coast. Bass Coast Regional Health is certainly doing
this and, leaving aside the Wonthaggi hospital, already
incorporates residential aged-care facilities, the
Inverloch Community Care Centre as well as a range of
services delivered from Wonthaggi, Cowes, Inverloch,
Corinella and Grantville.
Bass Coast Regional Health has of course established a
range of partnerships with other health services in the
area. The public system operates in conjunction with
local medical practitioners such as the Wonthaggi
Medical Group, radiologists and pathologists to
strengthen the quality of health services across the area.
I extend my congratulations to members of the board of
management; the chair, Jeff Bennett; and to the CEO,
Lea Pope, who has done an excellent leadership job and
always makes time available to discuss the work of the
organisation. I also acknowledge the fine work of all
the staff right across the service. I take this opportunity
to thank individuals such as Dr Nola Maxfield, who has
been an active campaigner for better resources for
regional health, and also Melissa Van Rennes, the CEO
of the Bass Coast Community Health Service, and the
board, which does so much good work providing
nursing, allied health and drug and alcohol services in
the area.
When I started working in the Bass Coast area the
shortage of doctors was a critical issue. Back in 2007
the Wonthaggi hospital was having great trouble
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running its emergency service, because there were not
enough local GPs and those that were there were too
overworked to meet demand. The shortage of doctors
was common across regional Victoria, but the issue had
become a crisis on the Bass Coast, because of the
massive and rapid increase in the population. The
regional doctor shortage was largely due to the failure
of the Howard government to invest in training doctors.
By March 2008 the then Labor health minister was able
to announce that five new doctors would start work at
the Wonthaggi hospital owing to funding provided by
the Brumby government as part of an 86 per cent health
funding increase. Through the Council of Australian
Governments process, federal Labor now works in
partnership with the Victorian government to drive
major improvements in public hospital services, and
that is why the Minister for Health, David Davis, could
visit Wonthaggi hospital and announce new
commonwealth and state funding for Bass Coast
Regional Health. In truth he was riding on Labor’s
coat-tails, re-announcing what Daniel Andrews, then
Minister for Health, had already announced in March
2010 — namely, the expansion of the emergency
department and the refurbishment of the maternity and
theatre areas.
Eventually the carryover from Labor’s investment in
health services will end, and it will become even clearer
that this government is reducing actual services behind
a smokescreen of reviews, frameworks and plans. The
opening of the children’s hospital was also a classic
example of that — and I know that the Deputy
President played a key role in that area in past years.
After 10 months in office the government has presided
over a deterioration in the ambulance services, and
yesterday Mr Jennings drew attention to this fact. The
latest controversy over the collapse in bed availability
at the Austin Hospital — with the minister refusing to
say whether the government would adequately resource
the hospital other than the $1 million boost for an
expansion of emergency services, which is of course
welcome — is only the beginning.
People living in regional and rural areas experience
poorer health outcomes than people living in cities. We
know that city people live longer, that the rates of foetal
and neonatal deaths are higher in regional areas and that
more people in regional areas smoke, drink alcohol at
risky levels and use cannabis and other illicit drugs. Not
surprisingly, health professionals are less prevalent in
regional and remote areas, which is why the work of
Bass Coast Regional Health is to be commended.
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Auditor-General: Individualised Funding for
Disability Services
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Deputy President, I am speaking from a position a little
out of my place, because I have an injured colleague
next to me, who is recovering.
I would like to make a few remarks on Individualised
Funding for Disability Services — Victorian
Auditor-General’s Report, which was tabled in
September. The Auditor-General advised the
Department of Human Services back in December
2010 of plans to conduct the audit of individualised
funding for disability services. The objectives for the
audit were to determine the effectiveness of
individualised funding and whether it met client needs,
including choice and control, and supported the
provision of high-quality services and sector
sustainability and capacity. These are really important
issues for review, given there is a growing need for and
growing pressure on the resources for supporting
people with disabilities and given the need to ensure
that these resources are being well utilised in order to
best support those who need support.
The audit was conducted in three sample regions: the
north and west metropolitan region, the Gippsland
region and the Barwon-south western region. It
involved extensive consultation with departmental staff,
people with a disability and their families and carers,
disability service providers, peak bodies and advocacy
groups. After the report was made the department
provided comment on the recommendations that
emerged.
The main findings include that the process for
accessing an individualised support package is hard to
understand, it takes too long and is inconsistent — and
indeed I understand that process is under review; that
demand for individual support packages (ISPs) is
greater than supply; and that people in crisis are not
being consistently identified or supported. In particular
the comment was made that the a person needs to wait
for their circumstances to be reviewed is exceptionally
long; it is getting towards 18 months, and clearly when
people are faced with a crisis this is much too long.
Other findings include that people do not always
understand how to use an individual support package
and cannot get access to consistent information or help
to do so; people who are vulnerable are not being
consistently identified and supported; further research
into the impact of current unit prices in the context of
individualised funding is warranted, but successive
submissions to increase unit prices for day services
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have not been successful; and the department has
worked to support the disability services sector through
investment and training, but its reach has been limited.
Of course the department responded positively to the
report and recognised that the findings will be useful in
forming enhancements in how individualised support is
provided.
The government welcomes the Auditor-General’s
report. I am pleased that the report acknowledges some
of the positive outcomes associated with the
implementation of the ISPs for people with disabilities,
their families and their carers. I am also pleased that the
report recognises the significant program of reform that
had been progressively implemented over the last
15 years for which Victoria is seen as a leader in
Australia. With this experience in delivering a
self-directed approach to disability services, Victoria
would be well positioned to host a trial of a national
disability insurance scheme (NDIS). Members would
be well aware of the submission that was made jointly
under the support of the Premier and the minister to the
federal government on this particular issue.
I note that the Auditor-General’s report outlines further
work that still needs to be done to ensure an improved
understanding of self-directed approaches, consistency
of implementation and an increase in funding. Whilst
the recent budget delivered a funding boost to disability
services of $93 million, we know that more needs to be
done. That is why there is a lot of expectation and hope
resting with the NDIS to see where that goes. Clearly it
is an expensive scheme — it will cost $12 billion.
There is going to be a lot of discussion, dialogue and
compromise that will need to occur between the state
and the federal governments if that is to become a
reality. The government will use the report to continue
the work of reviewing current practice and identifying
opportunities to improve and further develop services
that provide greater choice and control to people with
disabilities.
While I would like to make more extensive comments,
time will not permit that. I look forward to making
subsequent comments to serialise what is a very
important report. A lot of people rely on its wisdom.

Office of the Health Services Commissioner:
report 2011
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the report entitled Office of the Health
Services Commissioner — Annual Report 2011, which
primarily concerns the operations of the Health
Services Review Council. The council was established
under the Health Services (Conciliation and Review)
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Act 1987. In 1987 the Cain Labor government
instituted a proper process of complaints resolution.
The council’s raison d’être, or the purpose for its
existence, is to investigate complaints referred to it by
organisations and users of health services.
One thing that never lessens is the capacity for humans
to make mistakes, and when a mistake happens in the
health industry it can be a matter of life and death. The
council and its professional staff play an interventionist
role by investigating complaints of a serious nature with
appropriate authorities in a timely and effective manner.
The council’s membership is comprised of highly
medically qualified individuals appointed by the
Minister for Health. The council’s members are
dedicated to providing excellent advice to the health
commissioner. A team of conciliators and assessment
officers have dealt with a multitude of complaints and
resolved a fair number of disputes throughout 2010–11.
It is important to note that the council is also a body that
provides advice to health service providers on how to
improve service delivery. So in effect it is also a
proactive council dedicated to ensuring the
non-reoccurrence of legitimate problems identified
within the health system. I also noticed with interest
that dental complaints had risen due to the federal
government’s allocation of $4200 to members of the
community who met the criterion.
The health commissioner, Ms Beth Wilson, her board
and her staff are to be commended for their ongoing
commitment and diligence by continuing to provide
real solutions to complaints highlighted by service
providers and families living in the community.

Auditor-General: Business Planning for Major
Capital Works and Recurrent Services in Local
Government
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
report of September 2011 entitled Business Planning
for Major Capital Works and Recurrent Services in
Local Government. Whilst the four councils that have
been subject to the scrutiny of the Auditor-General are
not in my electorate, I have good reason for looking at
this report quite closely. I can say parenthetically that
the Whittlesea City Council, the Glen Eira City
Council, the South Gippsland Shire Council and the
Hepburn Shire Council — particularly the Whittlesea
City Council — fall within the ambit of my
investigations as the Chair of the Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee, so I was particularly interested in the
Auditor-General’s analysis of that particular council.
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In terms of background information, collectively
Victoria’s 79 councils spend something like $7.6 billion
on capital works and recurrent services each year. Local
government in Victoria is responsible for the
management of a host of community assets and
infrastructure that amounts to a staggering $60 billion.
We can see how important the question of how these
assets and the delivery of services and infrastructure
that fall under the ambit of capital works programs
warrant good systems and close scrutiny.
In order that the public is assured that these large sums
of expenditure are effectively managed and budgeted,
the Local Government Act 1989 was amended in 2003
by the former government, and that resulted in the
introduction of a significant change. Of course the new
planning framework for local government that was
subsequently introduced was really important. It is also
important to stress that the Victorian Auditor-General
undertook to see how effectively the new framework
was being managed and responded to within local
government. It is quite alarming that after the
amendment in 2003 it was not until 2011 that this
investigation took place, because there were many
shortcomings and possibly a lot of ratepayers money
could have been squandered.
The aims of the framework were to achieve better
strategic planning outcomes through greater public
input into the development of council’s plans and
budgets. With the opportunity for greater transparency
in performance reporting, everyone was hoping that
greater accountability from the councils would flow on
from that. There was a sense of anticipation about that.
Eight years have passed since the legislation was
enacted, and it seems that that was a lot of time for local
government to respond appropriately and actually
implement the changes that were sought.
The Victorian Auditor-General has concluded that the
actual intent of the reforms as foreshadowed in the
legislation has not been realised. Apparently the
councils examined and focused on the delivery of the
minimum statutory obligations, and that is a very
unfortunate attitude to have prevailed for these last
eight years. Furthermore, the councils have developed
plans and budgets without paying sufficient attention to
whether they are effectively integrated or whether they
contain useful and appropriate information that
supports effective decision making. The Victorian
Auditor-General also stressed:
Until they integrate and improve the quality of their planning
and budgeting, councils will find it difficult to justify annual
rate increases and effectively negotiate for equitable grant and
other funding arrangements.
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One of my areas of discomfort at the moment when
thinking about justifying annual rate increases is with
regard to Nillumbik Shire Council. This council was
not included in the Victorian Auditor-General’s
investigation, but I hope one day it is because
Nillumbik Shire Council has standing in terms of the
amount of rates it charges its ratepayers. It is in the
unenviable position of issuing the second highest rates
by a council in the state of Victoria after the City of
Melbourne. I think this warrants an investigation as to
how it manages its forward planning.
The Maroondah City Council — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development: report 2010–11
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I wish
to make a brief contribution in relation to the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development’s annual report for 2010–1l. It is a report
that outlines many positive achievements of the
department. These are almost wholly as a result of the
great initiatives instigated in the education portfolio by
the previous Labor government, which clearly made
education its no. 1 priority.
Labor has a proud record of investment in education
and rebuilding public schools, including many in my
electorate which now face no prospect of receiving
capital funding in the near future. We sought to ensure
that all children had opportunities through properly
funding the Victorian certificate of applied learning,
which is now facing $48 million in cuts by this
government.
On page 13 the report talks about the early childhood
area. Labor has a very proud record in this area. The
report refers to the implementation of the universal
access to 15 hours of kindergarten in the year before
school in accordance with the national partnership
agreement for early childhood education, which has
also seen a number of kindergartens piloting the
15-hour program. These pilots were commenced under
the Labor government. All we have heard from
Minister Lovell is her whingeing about the federal
government not giving her enough money. As is
evidenced in the report, she is seeking to renegotiate the
bilateral agreement for universal access to 15 hours of
kindergarten, and this at a time when the federal
government is providing Victoria with $210.6 million
over five years. All that Minister Lovell can muster is a
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measly $15 million this year for capital improvements
to kindergartens.
This is an obvious underinvestment by a government
which thinks it would be better to campaign against
universal access to 15 hours of kindergarten rather than
do the right thing by Victoria’s children and provide the
necessary capital infrastructure to support it. It is
interesting to note that $15 million is the figure the
coalition has been boasting as being part of its record
investment in early childhood education. Fifteen
million dollars is only a fraction of the $100 million
promised by Labor at the last election and will be far
from adequate to address the growing demand for
kindergarten services across Victoria. I am seeing a
number of kindergartens across Victoria complaining
about this — the ramification is that they are looking at
cutting their three-year-old kindergarten programs.
Since 2005 Victoria’s kindergarten participation rate
has increased to record levels. The report refers to a
record 95 per cent participation rate for 2010–11. That
is a testament to former Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development Maxine Morand’s legacy in
this area, and I wish to congratulate her for that. That
95 per cent participation rate exceeded the department’s
target for the number of children funded to participate
in kindergarten. But I am very concerned about what
will happen now that the Baillieu government is not
indicating any willingness to move on its $15 million
contribution to capital improvements. This lack of
investment will clearly have an impact on kindergarten
participation levels across Victoria in the future. It is the
responsibility of the state government to ensure that our
children have access to the quality early childhood
education they need to get the best possible start in life.
The other matter that I would like to bring to the
attention of the house is the fact that the annual report
does not make any reference at all to the Take a Break
occasional child-care program, despite it being a
program that is funded by the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development, or will be until the
end of this year. I can only imagine that the total
absence of that program from the report is because the
minister would like to pretend that it never existed.
Nevertheless it does, even though the government has
decided to cut its funding at the end of this year.
The minister is clearly misguided if she believes this
issue will disappear. The families who are affected are
determined to raise awareness amongst the community
and members of Parliament about this issue. They are
not going to go away, and they will not be forgotten. I
ask the minister to take heed of her fellow coalition
member Mrs Donna Petrovich, a member for Northern
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Victoria Region, when she said in Parliament on
20 May 2010 in referring to the Take a Break program
that it was ‘fulfilling a great need of mums, particularly
in rural areas where it is difficult to access child care let
alone occasional care’. She went on to state that her
gravest fear was that the Brumby state government
would scrap its component of the funding, leaving this
great community service high and dry. Labor did not do
so. We kept the funding for the program in place and
funded it for the last 12 months. Yet the Baillieu
government has chosen to ignore its responsibilities to
Victoria’s children and decided to axe it.
The Take a Break program is sustainable on state
government funding alone. We know that this is the
case because Labor did so — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
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The $3 million upgrade of the Sandown grandstand is a
another example of GRV putting its money where its
mouth is. Similar works are now being undertaken in
Bendigo to keep greyhound racing standards at that
centre rising.
Something to be noted is the continuing growth in
offcourse turnover, which has also gone up by more
than 11 per cent. This has not been achieved by the
other racing codes, and we now see the GRV market
share approaching 20 per cent overall. Moving from the
early teens to this level in a decade is truly a great
achievement.
The move to three-tiered racing to assist older,
out-of-form and less talented dogs has been really well
received by owners and trainers. One thing this industry
has never lost sight of is the humane life cycle of its
major participant and principal stakeholder, the
greyhound itself.

Greyhound Racing Victoria: report 2010–11
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — It is a great
pleasure to rise to talk about the Greyhound Racing
Victoria (GRV) annual report for 2010–11. It has been
a great year for greyhound racing generally. Total pool
proceeds have exceeded $30 million for the first time.
Total returns for participants are forecast to rise by a
further 11.2 per cent in 2011–12, and we will also see
an increase of 20 per cent in travel fees for participants.
Along with GRV the Baillieu government endorses the
important role that racing plays in regional economies.
Racing of all codes is a very strong thread in the
regional Victorian fabric. It also contributes to
employment and supports many small businesses
across many areas. Sixty per cent of racing employees
across the three codes are in regional Victoria.
The report notes the recent redevelopment at Geelong’s
Beckley Centre and the $9 million investment that has
seen Geelong become the unrivalled greyhound racing
venue and the envy of greyhound racing in the
Southern Hemisphere and possibly the world for its
unique double track and modern pavilion. This
investment at the Beckley Centre is a credit to
Greyhound Racing Victoria, and the government, under
Minister Napthine, was very pleased to contribute some
$4 million towards this unique venue.
More recently, last week a further $144 000 was
invested by the government and GRV in a new
children’s playground and entertainment ground that
will offer shared facilities to both greyhound racing
people and those in the harness racing fraternity, who
are immediately next door.

Other highlights that should also be noted in particular
are the innovative provisions relating to unclaimed
wagering dividends and oncourse wagering taxes that
will underwrite more initiatives of this industry. This is
a common-sense initiative of the Baillieu government.
I was personally staggered but certainly not surprised
by the generosity of Craig Wilson in setting up on
behalf of his late parents the Eric and Jan Wilson
Scholarship Trust. Jan was a long-time and generous
chair of Greyhound Racing Victoria, especially during
the period when I was the shadow Minister for Racing.
Jan knew the industry and always spoke well of those
with whom she associated. Eric also made a large
contribution to Dandenong as a former mayor. As
members will be aware, Jan was a former member of
this Parliament, having represented Dandenong North
in the Assembly.
Through Craig’s initiative and GRV’s matching
support, we see 10 recipients in 2011 already and know
what a huge benefit these scholarships will be to both
the industry and individuals. My congratulations go to
Craig for his contribution to regional Victoria and this
most worthwhile scholarship, which is a great reflection
on the way he works for those around him.
I would like to acknowledge also my friend Eddie
Caruana on being awarded the Ken Carr Medal. It is a
just reward for his contribution to the industry and his
chairmanship of The Meadows. I would like also to
congratulate chairman Peter Caillard and CEO John
Stephens on another year of success at Greyhound
Racing Victoria. GRV continues to look
enthusiastically to its future with confidence and
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optimism, and it does not underestimate the support and
endorsement from the Baillieu government in doing so.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I thank
Mr Koch, and I concur with his comments on the
Wilson family.

Swan Hill District Health: report 2011
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I wish to make
a statement on the Swan Hill District Health annual
report 2011. A lot has happened since Swan Hill
District Health’s 2010 report was provided to the
Parliament. To name just a few achievements, Swan
Hill District Health and the community of Swan Hill
have conducted a successful celebration of the health
service’s 150th anniversary; the health service has
received accreditation from the Australian Council on
Healthcare Standards for the next four years; the
funding agreed last year by the former state government
for a new dental facility has progressed to construction;
funding has been agreed by the federal government for
a community rehabilitation centre; and a new master
plan for the service has been developed.
Notwithstanding these achievements and the high
quality of care being delivered by Swan Hill District
Health, the fact is that the hospital and the extended
care unit require replacement in order to meet
community expectations. No-one who visits the health
service, as I have, can be in doubt that that replacement
is required.
As outlined in the annual report by president Don
Logan:
In December 2010 we made a detailed submission to the
commonwealth government for funding through the special
Health and Hospitals Fund … Even though the state
Department of Health gave us assistance in preparing the
business case for the stage 1 development, we were
unsuccessful. The stage 1 development included a new
aged-care facility.
In discussions with the commonwealth department, one of the
reasons given for the rejection was that there was no leverage;
i.e., no state government funding had been approved.
We have made strong representation to the government and
the health department as to our disappointment of this lack of
leverage.
The commonwealth have invited us to make a further
submission for our stage 1 development in the second round
of funding later this year.
Hopefully we will be able to overcome the lack of leverage at
state government level.

Swan Hill District Health certainly has my full support
for its further submission to the federal government for
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funding. I take this opportunity to call on the
Baillieu-Ryan government to also commit to funding,
as requested by the board of directors, so that the
federal government can be in no doubt that the
redevelopment is a priority for the state government.
I also take this opportunity to put on record my
acknowledgement of and thanks to the president, Don
Logan, and members of the board of Swan Hill District
Health, the CEO, Ted Rayment, and staff, and the many
volunteers who make such a valuable contribution to
meeting the health-care needs of communities in the
Swan Hill area.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr O’Brien, who might also like to advise the house of
the status of the little baby he has been to visit.
Mr O’Brien — No change in status on that, but
developments, discussions and consideration are
continuing, and I will advise you as soon as we can.

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee:
review of Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I would like to
talk about the issues raised in the recent report by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee on the
Victorian Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006, which has raised strong
opinions on all sides of the human rights debate in
Victoria. This debate has been further fuelled by the
recent High Court decision in the case of Momcilovic v.
The Queen and Others, which was delivered almost
simultaneously with the SARC report. Regrettably, at
times the debate has strayed far from the actual terms of
the report. Whilst human rights, truth and justice are
three very important values that are often grouped
together in the discussion of governments and their
relationship with their citizens, in this instance at times
truth has played second fiddle to spin.
If one thing is absolutely clear as a result of the
Momcilovic decision, which provides significant
vindication for the SARC report, it is that the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 has
serious flaws as a legal instrument and has not
improved certainty in the Victorian courts. In relation to
its application to the courts, the charter has not
furthered the administration of justice in Victoria, nor
has it served to enhance human rights protections. It has
been said that to amend or repeal part of the charter act
as it relates to the courts would seriously undermine
Victoria’s human rights reputation. That is based on the
false premise that the charter has somehow enhanced
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Victoria’s human rights protection in the first place. If
anything, the charter act is a failed experiment with the
dialogue model, which is fundamentally flawed, and it
has put at risk the rule of law and greater judicial
certainty in this state.
One needs no further vindication of the many concerns
unanimously identified by all members of SARC —
that is, Labor, Liberal and Nationals members — than
to read the various judgements in the Momcilovic
decision. It is a very complicated decision and one
which time does not permit me to summarise
adequately here — even if I could. I will, however, go
to the strongest critique of the charter by one of the
judges, Justice Heydon, who, sitting as a High Court
judge, said of the 2006 charter act that it was invalid as
it was in effect contrary to the rule of law. In
paragraphs 380 and 381 of the judgement
Justice Heydon states as follows:
The charter may reflect much of what is best and most
enlightened in the human spirit. But there are some virtues
that cannot be claimed for it.
One is originality. For a great many of the rights it describes
already exist at common law or under statute. In that form, the
rights are worked out in a detailed, coherent and mutually
consistent way. Thus the very general rights to liberty and
security in section 21 may be compared with the
incomparably more specific and detailed rules of criminal
procedure which exist under the general law.

This is the first truth that has regrettably been missing
for much of the debate about the charter and the
unanimous recommendations from this bipartisan
SARC report — namely, that somehow the SARC
recommendations would result in a winding back of
human rights protection in Victoria. This claim has
been made and repeated by numerous persons in the
human rights lobby and media commentators.
On the contrary, the principal point of the SARC report
is that these fundamental rights, freedoms and
protections have already been passed into law and were
enforceable in Victorian courts well prior to the
so-called charter coming into force in 2006. In the
Momcilovic decision Justice Heydon states at
paragraph 382:
Another virtue which the charter lacks is adherence to key
values associated with the rule of law — and the protection of
human rights is commonly, though not universally thought to
be closely connected to the rule of law. One value associated
with the rule of law from which the charter departs is
certainty, particularly in s 7(2). Application of the charter is
very unlikely to make legislation more certain than it would
have been without it. A further value associated with the rule
of law from which the charter departs is non-retrospectivity.
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The simple point identified in the SARC report is that
the charter in its application to the interpretation of
legislation and its vague aspirational statements of
human rights does not create certainty or protection in
the Victorian constitutional context. The SARC report
correctly recommends that these rights are best
protected under the various subject matters of detailed
specific laws such as the Equal Opportunity Act 2010,
the Mental Health Act 1986 or other criminal laws and
procedures.
One final matter worth correcting is the spurious notion
that there is a recommendation for the substantial
strengthening of the role of the charter in the courts in
the minority recommendations of the SARC report.
SARC put forward two options in a unanimous report.
The so-called minority recommendations 1 to 34 were
also agreed to by the majority of the SARC committee
and would result in significant amendment to and
reduction of the role of the charter in the judiciary, not,
as has been reported, a strengthening of its role in the
courts. The only difference between the minority and
majority positions in the 35 recommendations is the
extent of removal of the courts — almost all in the case
of the minority, and all in the case of the majority.
This does not mean that human rights would not be
considered if either the majority or minority
recommendations were adopted. To the contrary, by
adopting the regime proposed by SARC there would be
greater consideration of human rights in this chamber
and in the Parliament, thereby enhancing human rights
protection for the executive as well, and delivering
greater certainty and therefore justice in this state.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Victorian Environmental Assessment Council:
metropolitan Melbourne investigation
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to
speak on the Victorian Environmental Assessment
Council’s final report on its metropolitan Melbourne
investigation. The report has many key themes that
affect us in this place as members of Parliament and as
members whose electorates cover municipal areas. But
it begins with an acknowledgement of Melbourne’s
growth and how this will affect us all in one way or
another.
That is in part why the Labor governments of the
Honourable Steve Bracks and the Honourable John
Brumby were so keen to support a growth areas
infrastructure contribution. If developers are making
millions of dollars out of Melbourne’s growth, it is only
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fair that they should be paying significant contributions
towards the cost of the infrastructure that automatically
follows instead of expecting everyone else to pay for it
through our taxes. Yet those opposite cannot appreciate
such common sense, just as they do not understand how
the average, everyday member of the community
suffers. If someone is making a profit, they should pay
their fair share of the burden that their profit has
created. If land is being sold and homes and businesses
will be built, then those who are making money out of
those deals should contribute to the infrastructure needs
of their projects.
Then there is this item in the report, which I quote from
the foreword:
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Williamstown railway line. These are areas we cannot
afford to lose, because once the plants and animals are
extinct, they are gone forever; we will never get them
back. Like the Tasmanian Tiger and the dodo, they will
be lost for all time.
We need to consider this report and the
recommendations that are presented in its final pages.
We need to think about the future and ask ourselves if it
is right that we allow every blade of grass to be
concreted away. I fear that this state government does
not have enough of a connection with the land to
guarantee public open space. I can only hope that in this
case I am wrong, but I doubt it.

Public open space, whether it is city squares, small
neighbourhood parks, sports fields or large national and state
parks, is an important contributor to Melbourne’s livability.
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I fully agree with this statement. Yet until recently the
administrators of the city of Brimbank were seeking to
sell off 14 such properties, despite massive community
opposition, as the member for Keilor in the other place,
Ms Natalie Hutchins, has stated in that house.
Thankfully the administrators saw the light and the
community has saved 12 of these community
facilities — land which is critical as our city becomes
more and more dense, more and more concrete, more
and more a jungle of non-living matter.

Reference

The community needs this space, and the report
acknowledges that critical fact in a number of areas. As
Melbourne’s population grows and our streets become
even more dense with three, four, five, six and even
more storey buildings in our residential communities,
with greedy developers providing less and less parking
as they seek to maximise profits, how will the
community survive?
Public land is absolutely essential, unquestionably
essential to living. We were not born to live in concrete
boxes and to not interact with others, to ignore the sun
and the air and the trees and the grass. Public land is
therefore essential to a better world, in this case to a
better greater Melbourne, whether it is parks, gardens,
reserves, sports fields, athletic tracks, land alongside
creeks and rivers, escarpments or school land. Pages 64
and 65 of the report list such lands.
There are significant areas of public space within
Western Metropolitan Region, such as Ryan’s Swamp
near Werribee, which is surrounded by 191 hectares of
amazing land which the report identifies as containing
many rare and threatened species of flora and fauna.
Then there is the Truganina Swamp near Altona, with
rare bird life having been identified north of the

Debate resumed.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — As I was
saying earlier when I started my contribution in
response to Mr Barber’s motion, the issue of myki has
consumed a significant amount of time in this place for
legitimate reasons. Myki has been a source of
significant concern to the Victorian community, and
indeed to the Victorian taxpayer. This government is
taking action to improve myki and its ability to operate.
The government opposes Mr Barber’s motion and, as I
said previously, the government believes there are a
couple of drafting errors in the motion. Mr Barber’s
reference to section 22OD(1) of the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983, as I
understand it, should be a reference to section 220D(1).
In the second drafting error I bring to the attention of
the house Mr Barber refers to section 21 of the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994, which says:
21. Review of statutory rules by the Scrutiny Committee
(1) The Scrutiny Committee may report to each House
of the Parliament if the Scrutiny Committee
considers that any statutory rule laid before
Parliament —

It then lists a number of sections or subsections with
applicability to that section. The issue in this regard is
that the manual that is the subject of this motion is a
legislative instrument, not a statutory rule.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Questions on notice: answers
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise is for the attention of the Premier. Today
after question time a number of members raised the
issue of questions on notice (QONs) remaining
unanswered by various ministers. There was a theme in
which the MPs who raised those issues had gone
through a number of ministerial offices and were
clearly told that the ministers had signed responses to
questions on notice, in some cases up to two months
ago, but the responses were not getting through to the
Legislative Council.
The Council has been debating the number of questions
on notice, what they are and what is in them. Part of the
issue in the Legislative Council is that many ministers
are doing the right thing in responding to questions on
notice, but the responses are not getting to the Council.
I deduce from the information supplied to MPs by
ministers and ministers’ offices that partly what is
happening is that responses are going through a central
channel to come here. I am dotting the i’s and crossing
the t’s to deduce that they are either going through the
Premier’s office — and I will not speculate on why
they would be going through the Premier’s office — or
there is a phenomenal lack of productivity or a
communications logjam somewhere in government.
The action I seek from the Premier is that he respect the
Legislative Council and direct his office, his department
and his government to coordinate responses so that
when a minister signs an answer to a question on notice
from the Legislative Council, that response is promptly
delivered to the Council. That is the action I seek, but I
reiterate the reason for my request. We have enough
confusion in this house already with QONs and a whole
range of other areas, but one area that would assist in
clearing that backlog would be if responses were
properly returned to the Council. That would assist all
members.
That is the action I seek from the Premier. In the
interests of the transparency that he so clearly
enunciated as one of the goals of his government in his
debate with the then Premier, John Brumby, and his
response to Josephine Cafagna when he said he wanted
to make Parliament quick, transparent and responsive, I
urge the Premier to do that today.
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Industrial relations: Qantas
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — The matter I
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Employment
and Industrial Relations. I am deeply concerned about
the union campaign against Qantas that seems to be
coming to some sort of a crescendo at the moment. It is
clear to anybody who has taken even a passing interest
that Qantas is not as healthy as we would like it to be. I
do not think there is any doubt about that at all, and I
have to ask the question: are unions trying to
permanently ground the national carrier?
The future of aviation already has an increasingly dark
cloud over it as a result of the carbon tax that will be
introduced in the middle of next year, which will be
less than helpful for aviation. I am extremely worried
about the impact on the north-western suburbs of
Melbourne of losing Qantas. It would have a huge
impact on the western side of Melbourne, but
particularly north-west of Melbourne where, as the
minister would be aware, 15 000 people are employed
at Melbourne international airport at Tullamarine, many
by Qantas. It is not just those who are employed at the
airport, there are thousands more who are employed in
auxiliary industries around the airport, supplying
Qantas with a whole range of services.
I remember only too well what happened when Ansett
hit the wall years ago. It might seem to us that it was
some time ago now, but it is still very fresh in the
memories of a good many of the ex-Ansett workers.
They still feel the pain, and not just the financial pain
but also the mental anguish from what happened and
what they went through when Ansett went out of
business. We do not want that to happen again.
I hope the unions have more brains than to subject their
members to unemployment as a result of an ongoing
campaign which seems — I say ‘seems’, but it is an
extraordinary thing when a group of unions does this —
to have set out to completely bring an airline into
disrepute. At this stage there are many doubts as to
whether any of us would fly Qantas, and no business
can afford to continue down that path for very long.
We need action on this, and we need it now. We cannot
have our national carrier, Qantas, out of business, with
all the devastation that would cause. I ask the minister
to intervene, if necessary with his ministerial colleagues
from interstate, in an attempt to resolve this matter to
ensure that Qantas stays in the air and those employees
stay in jobs.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, clearly
there is an event taking place in Queen’s Hall, and I
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think one of the effects of the house’s decision to bring
the adjournment on at 6.30 p.m. obviously will be
disruptive to a number of things that are normally
planned for the dinner break. I suggest the house
postpone the adjournment debate until after committees
have met to avoid the interruptions that are clearly
taking place to this chamber in the conduct of its
business. It is an example of why these proposed
changes are quite impractical and an imposition on the
normal activities of the Parliament as a whole and why
we should not be focusing on ministers getting an early
break from the operations of the house by having the
adjournment at 6.30 p.m. on a Wednesday.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Viney, the
Deputy President, for his views, which actually went
into debate rather than necessarily just the point of
order. On this occasion I was approached before
tonight’s proceedings and asked what I would do about
the school band that was appearing in Queen’s Hall,
and it was my decision that tonight we would proceed
with that band playing as it had been booked, and to
proceed with the adjournment debate as per the
sessional order decisions of the house yesterday.
I have made a note and will ensure that in future no
further entertainment is staged on a Wednesday
evening before 7.15 p.m. We will take action to ensure
that it does not happen again in the future. On this
occasion it is my view that we should proceed with the
adjournment debate notwithstanding the comments
Mr Viney has made.

Anglesea River: water quality
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) —. My
adjournment matter this evening is short and sweet,
although the content of it is certainly not short and
sweet — in fact it is a saga.
It is about fish kills in the Anglesea River. Nearly
12 months ago fish kills became evident in Anglesea,
and there was a lot of reportage of them at the time. In
April this year Minister Mulder, the Minister for Public
Transport and Assembly member for Polwarth,
launched a review into the health of the river. In fact at
the time of the announcement of the review the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change said the
review would be complete and open for public scrutiny
at the end of June.
Obviously now we are in mid-October, there has been a
substantial delay and the problem continues to exist.
When the Geelong Advertiser this week made inquiries
of the Minister for Environment and Climate Change in
relation to this issue, he could not answer the question
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and delegated the issue to a spokeswoman. She is
quoted in the Geelong Advertiser as saying she could
not confirm whether the report was complete and that
there was no definite date set for its release.
I believe this is totally unacceptable. It has been six
months since the government launched its review and
we are now leading into the peak tourist season, so it is
absolutely critical that we identify the issues and work
out a way of dealing with the matter. I ask the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change to inform me as
well as the people of Anglesea why this review is
taking so long and to provide us with an exact date
when it will be made available to the public.

Planning: Werribee employment precinct
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — With my
theme music in the background, I raise a matter this
evening for the attention of the Minister for Planning,
the Honourable Matthew Guy, and it relates to the
Werribee employment precinct. I know the minister is
aware of the site, which I visited with him in March at
the invitation of Cr John Menegazzo, the mayor of the
City of Wyndham.
I have been in contact with the minister’s office on this
matter before and following the visit, because I know
the great outcomes this precinct can deliver to
Wyndham and, more broadly, the western suburbs. I
request that the development of this site be placed
under the auspices of an instrument of the government
like the Growth Areas Authority to ensure that it is
carried out in a well planned and orderly manner.
The Werribee employment precinct development is a
project that seeks to promote greater jobs growth in the
outer western suburbs which will break the dependency
of seeking work in the CBD of Melbourne and assist in
alleviating the growing congestion over the West Gate
Bridge. The site of the Werribee employment precinct
holds unique opportunities. It comprises the former
State Research Farm site of 925 hectares bounded by
the Princes Highway, Maltby bypass and the best part
of Wattle Avenue and residential properties.
The site is owned by the state government, with small
parcels of it being used by the CSIRO, the Melbourne
University vet school, Victoria Police, the Department
of Primary Industries, the Suzanne Cory High
School — a selective entry high school — Victoria
University and the Werribee Mercy Hospital. A small
private development is already under way to provide
private medical care and day hospital services on
Hoppers Lane opposite the Werribee Mercy Hospital.
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Wyndham City Council has taken the lead in promoting
the greater potential this site possesses, and I
congratulate it for its work to this point. In stating its
case for the Werribee employment precinct, the
Wyndham council estimates this site will support
60 000 jobs. For a city, the population of which is
expected to reach 400 000 residents over the next 30 to
35 years, this will be critical for addressing future
transport, lifestyle and environmental issues that the
western suburbs face.
The Committee for Wyndham has also taken a strong
advocacy role in this case and has made its views clear
to me. The desire is to see this site predominantly
support office, administration and retail employment
opportunities, rather than the industrial role most
commonly associated with the west.
The Werribee employment precinct is strategically
placed close to a major freeway and rail line running
between Melbourne and Geelong. Its benefits include
easy access to Avalon Airport and the port of
Melbourne; and with its close proximity to the
industrial and manufacturing hubs of Altona and
Laverton North, this employment precinct is an infill
site with great economic benefit.
I again ask the minister to place this development under
the auspices of an authority like the Growth Areas
Authority.

Planning: Phillip Island rezoning
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy, and it follows a meeting on the steps of
Parliament House today where hundreds of Victorians
turned up to express their concerns to the minister about
planning. They attended in response to the intervention
of the minister on Phillip Island where he said he had
listened to the community and would no longer proceed
with the rezoning which was not supported by the
community. Those in attendance wanted the minister to
listen to their concerns about planning decisions that he
is making which will harm their communities. Many
spoke passionately about developments that would
destroy the environment and put developments on open
spaces which families use today and which should be
protected for future generations.
The minister was asked to attend the rally and listen
directly to the concerns, but he refused to do so. While
it would have been better if he had been there, I agreed
that I would reflect those views to the minister as best I
could and make a request to him on behalf of the
community.
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Those in attendance believed in five key points: firstly,
that planning should be driven by the voices of the
community and not by the wallets of developers;
secondly, that planning should be determined by the
long-term needs of the community and not by political
donations or who you know in government; thirdly, that
green wedges and open spaces should be honoured,
protected and enhanced for future generations and not
be bulldozed for short-term development outcomes,
because once they are gone they are gone forever;
fourthly, that planning should enshrine and embrace the
character and history of local communities and should
protect against the destruction of communities
associated with inappropriate development; and finally,
that planning should be about listening to the
community.
Those attending asked me to call upon the minister to
set up an ongoing community forum that would provide
a voice for the community and restore public
confidence. The forum would be an advisory
committee to balance the advisory committee which the
minister has set up, which is headed by the former head
of the development community. The forum would be
there to bring balance and decency to the planning
system. I ask the minister to respond to the proposals
that were put forward by the community and to support
the request for an ongoing community forum as a
vehicle to address the views of the community.

Rail: Laburnum service
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, Mr Mulder. It concerns the reduction
in the number of train services that stop at Laburnum
station. The number of services was reduced earlier this
year. As the minister will know, petitions around this
particular issue have been tabled in this Parliament,
with approximately 400 signatures on them. A member
of the public has also collected her own petition, which
has been sent directly to the minister. Ms Lucy Krelle
has collected about 350 signatures on her own petition
around the reduction of these services.
I have had discussions with representatives of Box Hill
High School. They alerted me that this issue is a
problem for their students; it has made it inconvenient
for them to get to and leave school. They previously
enjoyed more services. The action I seek from the
minister, in the position that he has, is that he respond
to me on these concerns around the reduction of these
services so I can alert the people who have signed the
petition I have tabled in this Parliament. I also ask him
to respond to Ms Lucy Krelle directly so she can let the
people who have signed her individual petition know of

ADJOURNMENT
3502

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

Coal seam gas: exploration licences

saying the new planning regime will make it impossible
for them to get approval. A growing industry is being
killed off, along with the jobs that go with it. Wind
farms play a crucial role in reducing Victoria’s
dependence on dirty brown coal. Importantly the
industry supports investment in Victoria in numerous
ways, most significantly through the jobs it creates for
hundreds of families in my electorate.

Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Thank you,
President — with feeling! I am pleased to be
accompanied by the students and very upset to hear that
their timeslot might be truncated by the new sessional
orders.

The action I seek is that the minister meet with
concerned local residents in the same manner that he
has met with and reacted to opponents of wind farm
energy projects in western Victoria to discuss planning
controls and permits for exploration.

Moving right along, my adjournment matter this
evening is for the Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy.
Over the last few weeks Friends of the Earth, in
association with the Environment Defenders Office and
local interest groups, has had a number of public
forums throughout western Victoria to address concerns
over the expansion of coal, coal seam gas and shale gas
exploration. Victoria is seeing a surge in coal seam gas
exploration. There are many people in my electorate of
Western Victoria Region who believe it will threaten
landscapes, groundwater, communities and food
security.

Responses

his position on these services and so they can be
informed about what action, if any, the minister intends
to take on this issue.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Building to a
crescendo, Ms Pulford.

The environmental impact of coalmining is a significant
concern. In Victoria it is easier to obtain a mining
permit than to build a wind farm. The state of Victoria
under the Brumby Labor government was leading the
way in addressing climate change by committing to
reduce carbon emissions by 20 per cent by 2020 —
something that enjoyed bipartisan support, even though
the Treasurer had a momentary lapse of recall on that
fact the other day. Labor knows that one of the best
ways to reduce emissions is to invest in green energy.
The Baillieu government has essentially wiped out
wind farming investment in this state by imposing
restrictions that make it unviable. Indeed the Hepburn
Wind community project in western Victoria, which
this year won a Premier’s sustainability award, would
not have been built under the new wind farm
regulations. In stark contrast the government has
overseen the granting of an exploration licence to a
Western Australian company, Mantle Mining, with an
exploration target of between 1 and 2 billion tonnes of
brown coal in Bacchus Marsh alone. The exploration
will take place on rich fertile land that is currently being
used to grow fruit and vegetables. It is just illogical.
This government has created so many restrictions that it
has essentially shut down Victoria for future wind farm
projects. Companies are now abandoning new projects,

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Mr Lenders
referred to the matter of questions on notice to the
Premier in terms of some of the coordination in the
responses. I will ensure that the Premier is advised of
Mr Lenders’s request in that area.
Ms Tierney asked the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change about the matter of fish kills at
Anglesea River. She also asked about a report that was
launched in April 2007 and about the follow-up
comments that were made in the papers this week.
Ms Tierney had asked the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change for a review and an exact date in
respect of that report, and I will refer that on to the
relevant minister.
Mr Elsbury raised a matter for the Minister for Planning
regarding the Werribee employment precinct and gave
an erudite explanation of the importance of this precinct
and why it ought to be considered by the Minister for
Planning. I will refer that matter on.
Mr Tee also raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning. He outlined five key points raised today in
relation to the Phillip Island matter and sought that the
minister hold a forum. Even though the minister is here,
I will pass the matter on in the appropriate manner.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport regarding the number of trains stopping at
Laburnum station, which he has raised before. He
sought action from the minister in regard to his
response and the position he has on the services, and in
particular mentioned a Ms Lucy Krelle in the
adjournment matter that he raised. I will refer that on to
Mr Mulder.
Ms Pulford raised a matter also for the Minister for
Planning — a popular guy, literally — in terms of
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mining exploration permits and sought a comparison
between wind farms and mining permits. I listened with
intent and agree with her that the clock was not ticking.
I will refer that matter to the minister, who is sitting
next to me.
Mr Finn raised a very important issue for me in regard
to the union campaign at Qantas and the concern that he
has about a range of issues regarding the carbon tax, the
impact of losing Qantas and the significant employment
numbers throughout the area and particularly in his
region where 15 000 people are employed, but Mr Finn
also made reference to when Ansett hit the wall and
fresher memories, as he said, of ex-Ansett workers and
his understanding that there needs to be urgent action
and intervention.
I note it has been put on the record before that the
airline industry — in particular Qantas — is facing a
very tough operating environment. We know that the
airlines have been competing vigorously for market
share and that it is most fierce in the international
market, which has been outlined by Qantas. We know,
for example, that the high Australian dollar, the
relatively high domestic interest rates, the intense
global competition, and I think it is fair to say Labor’s
carbon tax, which Mr Finn raised in his adjournment
matter, are having an effect.
In response to Mr Finn, I remind members of the
chamber that in a statement dated 11 July Qantas stated:
In the context of the significant challenges facing the global
aviation industry, the Qantas Group will be unable to absorb
the additional costs associated with the carbon price …

Qantas assessed those costs to the airline’s bottom line
as being between $110 million and $115 million in
2012–13 alone.
I understand that the Prime Minister has dismissed the
impact of the carbon tax on commercial decision
making, but the airline’s statement suggests otherwise.
It is also important to understand that in the current
climate Qantas is dealing with a fairly volatile industrial
relations environment. We have raised, and I have
certainly raised in my role, the importance of the
commonwealth undertaking with Senator Evans. I have
written to, called upon and met with him in respect of
an urgent review of the fair work laws, but that has
been rejected. We are seeing the full force, as Mr Finn
rightly pointed out, in respect of the number of unions
that are taking industrial action fairly heavily at a time
when the company is facing a decline in market share,
costs that are 20 per cent higher than its competitors
and the impost of a carbon tax.
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As Mr Finn rightly pointed out in his adjournment
matter, this could potentially have a long-term impact
in terms of people’s perception of Qantas as being a
reputable and ongoing business entity. People want
certainty when they fly. They want certainty to ensure
that when they arrive at the airport they are going to get
on a flight or when they return from overseas that flight
will be managed through the normal processes.
I think it would be fair to say that we, and certainly this
government, have been very active in ensuring that the
federal government understands the impact of its
industrial relations laws and the effect they are having. I
call on Qantas and all parties to continue to work to
resolve this dispute. It is fair to say that the negotiations
and the way the unions have been dealing with this
matter have been less than satisfactory, and I agree with
Mr Finn; we need to intervene. There are too many jobs
at risk, there is too much goodwill with Qantas, and we
would call for an urgent settlement of this at some point
in the near future.
I have written responses to the adjournment debate
matters raised by Mr O’Donohue and Mr Pakula on
30 August 2011 and by Mr Lenders and
Mr O’Donohue on 14 September 2011.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.59 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Report of the Gambling
and Lotteries Licence Review Panel to the Minister for
Gaming in Relation to the Invitation to apply stage for the
grant of the Monitoring Licence, October 2011.
Maldon Hospital — Minister’s report of receipt of 2010–11
report.

COUNTY COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2009–10
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) presented
report by command of the Governor.

Mildura Cemetery Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2010–11 report.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment C119.
Campaspe Planning Scheme — Amendment C90.

Laid on table.

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — Amendments
C164, C184 and C241.

MAGISTRATES COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2010–11
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) presented
report by command of the Governor.

Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme — Amendments
C116 and C157.
Moira Planning Scheme — Amendment C68.
Portland District Health — Report, 2010–11.
Seymour District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2010–11.
Southern Health — Report, 2010–11.

Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Ballarat Health Services — Report, 2010–11.
Budget Sector — Financial Report, 2010–11, incorporating
Quarterly Financial Report No. 4 for the period ended 30 June
2011.
CenITex — Report, 2010–11.
Central Gippsland Health Service — Report, 2010–11.
Chinese Medicine Registration Board of Victoria —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2010–11 report.
Coronial Council of Victoria — Report, 2010–11.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 6 October 2011 giving approval to
the granting of a lease at Torquay and Jan Juc Foreshore
Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 10 October 2011 giving approval to
the granting of a lease at Torquay and Jan Juc Foreshore
Reserve.

Special Investigations Monitor’s Office — Report pursuant to
section 126 of the Police Integrity Act 2008, section 105L of
the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 and section 61 of the
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004, 2010–11.
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Primary Industries
Department Report under section 30L of the Act, 2010–11.
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2010–11 report.
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation — Report, 2010–11.
Victorian Institute of Forensic Medicine — Report, 2010–11.
Victorian Pharmacy Authority — Minister’s report of receipt
of 2010–11 report.
Western Health — Report, 2010–11.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot anticipate
whether it will, but if Mr Davis’s motion relating to
setting the proceedings for the next Wednesday of
meeting succeeds today, I indicate to members that the
intention to make a statement will be in the first sitting
week in November. If the motion does not succeed,
then it will obviously apply in the next sitting week and
obviously Mr Davis’s motion will also be open to
amendment. That needs to be borne in mind.

Dental Health Services Victoria — Report, 2010–11.
East Grampians Health Service — Report, 2010–11.
Eastern Health — Report, 2010–11.
Forensic Leave Panel — Report, 2010.

Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
opposition has not been informed that it is the intention
of the government to debate that motion today. It is on
the notice paper, but there has been no indication to us
that there is an intention to debate it. We assumed it
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would be debated on the next sitting Tuesday. The
information I seek from you, President, is: is it the
government’s intention to debate that motion today?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not sure whether
the government intends to proceed with that motion
today.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, it would be logical to debate the motion
today given that that would provide the greatest amount
of flexibility in terms of the house being able to predict
its destiny. Alternatively, it could be debated on the
next Tuesday, but I would be very happy to discuss it
with the Leader of the Opposition if he wishes.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
25 October 2011.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Carbon tax: legislation
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I
congratulate the House of Representatives on the
passage of the clean energy legislation. I congratulate
the federal Labor Party, the federal Greens and the
federal Independent MPs on their hard work in the face
of an unrelenting, incoherent and reckless opposition
campaign. They say that prophets are not recognised in
their own land, and I suggest to the house that Prime
Minister Julia Gillard is one such prophet. In years to
come the achievement of Australia’s first woman Prime
Minister will be seen with a clearer perspective and will
be more celebrated than it is today. The US publication
Atlantic, in naming Julia Gillard as one of its Brave
Thinkers 2011, along with Barack Obama, Steve Jobs
and some remarkable individuals who have risked their
lives for their beliefs, has paid this country’s Prime
Minister a great tribute.
The clean energy legislation is momentous and will
enable this country to make a serious contribution to the
global effort to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and to
boost Australia’s productive carbon pricing potential.
Most people agree that human-induced greenhouse gas
emissions, in particular carbon dioxide, contribute to
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climate change that harms the environment and the
economy. Putting a price on greenhouse gas emissions
that accounts for the damage that these gases do when
industry releases them into the air, free of charge, is the
most economically efficient way to foster innovation.
Future generations will be deriving energy from
different sources and using it in ways we cannot yet
imagine, in great part because of the courage of this
Australian Parliament and because of the leadership of
Prime Minister Julia Gillard.

Taiwan: national day celebration
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — On
Monday, 10 October, Taiwan’s Double Ten Day, the
republic celebrated the anniversary of the overthrow of
the repressive Qing Dynasty by Dr Sun Yat-Sen, who
went on to found the Republic of China, the first
republic in Asia. He pledged to make a strong and
prosperous nation and to bring democracy to the
peoples’ lives, equitable distribution of wealth and
education for all. The travails the republic endured
included its resistance of Japan’s brutal imperialistic
ambitions over China for more than eight years.
During the immediate post-World War II period the
Republic of China was a founding member of the
United Nations and contributed to the drafting of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. However, in
1949, when the Chinese mainland was lost to the
communists, the government of the Republic of China
relocated to Taiwan.
Many sacrifices have been made by the Republic of
China’s national heroes over the decades in order to
bring about the democracy that the people enjoy today.
Taiwan has been transformed by the liberalisation of its
political landscape since martial law was ended in
1987. All seats in the Parliament were opened to
elections in 1992, and direct elections for president
were introduced in 1996. President Ma Ying-jeou of the
Kuomintang was elected in 2008.
At this momentous time, a time for celebration of the
century past, whilst poised on the threshold of a future
golden decade and a second century, we congratulate
Taiwan, a country based on the foundation of the
Republic of China and social reform. I most especially
wish to congratulate the outgoing Director-General of
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Office — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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Police: Geelong

Rugby World Cup: Wallabies

Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — A month out
from last year’s state election the Premier was quoted in
the Geelong Advertiser as having said:

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Following the Wallabies historic Rugby World Cup
quarter final win against the Springboks on Sunday,
Australian Rugby Union is calling on all Australians
around the world to unite as one behind the Wallabies
as they prepare to face their old enemy, the All Blacks,
on Sunday in Auckland. It is also asking members of
Parliament to wear something gold on Friday as a
demonstration of that support and unity. I for one
certainly wish the Wallabies all the very best of luck
and look forward to their great success.

There’s still very much a law and order issue in Geelong and
there’s a shortage of police … We need more of them in the
street …

That was on 1 November last year. At a community
safety forum in Geelong in 2007, as reported in the
Geelong Advertiser of 14 September 2011, Mr Baillieu
said:
You would have to have your head in the sand not to know
that Geelong needed more police …
We identified a shortfall of over 70. We have committed to
provide that.

It has been almost one full year and the Baillieu
government has provided hardly any police. In fact we
got only 2 allocated to the Geelong region out of the
70 promised.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will interrupt
Ms Tierney for just a moment. I ask members on my
right to have their committee meeting outside. If it is
just dissipating or they are not going to have it at all, I
do not see why it was necessary to intrude on
Ms Tierney’s contribution. Ms Tierney to continue; my
apologies for that.
Ms TIERNEY — After almost a year of this
government, the people of Victoria have become
accustomed to the fact that the coalition blatantly
misled Victorians to win government. We only need to
ask the teachers, nurses, police officers and low-paid
public sector workers to verify this. But what is very
alarming is this government’s lack of commitment to
law and order and adequate police levels. The Geelong
Advertiser recently revealed that five stations
throughout the greater Geelong area could close on
certain days because of staff shortages. Officers from
stations in Lara and the Bellarine Peninsula have to fill
holes at 24-hour stations like Geelong and Corio,
leaving stations in Geelong not staffed. People in
Geelong are demanding answers from this government
as to why the situation has escalated to this point and
where are the 70 new police officers — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Narre Warren North Primary School:
Victorian Premiers’ Reading Challenge
Mrs PEULICH — I also wish to congratulate
Victorian school communities on taking part in the very
successful Victorian Premiers’ Reading Challenge.
Across Victoria more than 211 000 students from prep
to year 10 registered for the challenge, and by the time
the challenge finished those students had read
3.8 million books. I attended the Narre Warren North
Primary School recently to present Victorian Premiers’
Reading Challenge awards to 52 children who had
successfully completed the challenge, with one young
student reading more than 200 books. Obviously the
enthusiasm and support of parents, teachers and
librarians is in large part a significant contributor to
their success, and I congratulate the principal, Connie
vanderVoort, who continues to provide wonderful
direction and leadership to Narre Warren North
Primary School.

Career Education Association of Victoria
Mrs PEULICH — I congratulate the Career
Education Association of Victoria. I had the pleasure of
opening its new facility the other day. It provides a very
important service to Victorian careers teachers, students
and other stakeholders in helping young people choose
pathways for the future.

Former government: achievements
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — What do
Sunshine Hospital, the latest developments at Debneys
Park in Moonee Valley and the Royal Children’s
Hospital all have in common? They are just a few of the
many projects initiated by the former Labor
government that have recently been opened or will be
opened by Liberal government ministers — projects
these very ministers, or their colleagues, attacked when
in opposition but to which they are now happy to see
their names attached. They are projects which a proud
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Labor government created and the then Liberal
opposition did not support, but now it is in government
it seeks to claim them as its own — and there are more.
I congratulate the then Minister for Health, now Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, Daniel Andrews,
and former Premier Brumby on the Royal Children’s
Hospital and the Sunshine Hospital. I thank former
Minister Pike, the member for Melbourne in the
Assembly, for her many years supporting the poorest
community in her electorate, the latest example being
the fantastic playground area at Debneys Park. I also
thank the federal government and the City of Moonee
Valley for their support for that project, and I wonder
when this government will do more than simply
increase the number of speed cameras or open
upgraded railway crossings in conservative electorates.

Soccer: Strengthening the World Game
program
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — For
many people across the western suburbs soccer is not a
game; it is a way of life.
Mr Somyurek — Football!
Mr ELSBURY — Football? Okay. We will beg to
differ on that one. The enthusiasm and community
feeling this sport can generate is unparalleled. I was
pleased to hear that four local clubs have been
successful in receiving support through the
government’s Strengthening the World Game program.
Lighting improvements will be made to the venues for
the St Albans Saints Soccer Club, Altona City Soccer
Club and Pascoe Vale Soccer Club, and the Essendon
United Soccer Club will upgrade its change rooms.

Extrusions Australia Pty Ltd: Truganina plant
Mr ELSBURY — I was pleased to join the Minister
for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, the Honourable
Richard Dalla-Riva, at the opening of Extrusions
Australia Pty Ltd’s new $11.5 million plant at
Truganina on 22 September. This business expansion
will provide 50 new jobs for this great manufacturing
region.

Point Cook: recycled water
Mr ELSBURY — On 4 October I joined the
Minister for Water, the Honourable Peter Walsh, at the
official opening of a recycled water main in Point
Cook. When this project is complete in two years time,
six of the City of Wyndham’s sportsgrounds and six
schools will utilise this fantastic recycled resource.
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Rail: pedestrian safety
Mr ELSBURY — In light of the recent event at
Ginifer station I take a moment to plead with anyone
who chooses to cross a railway line at any time to be
aware of their surroundings, to listen to the signals, to
take notice of the barriers that come down in front of
them and to not try to race in front of any sort of train,
whether it be an express train or one that is pulling out
of or into a station.

Manufacturing: Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission report
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to condemn the Baillieu government for failing to
publicly release the final report of the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission into
Victoria’s manufacturing sector. The first draft of the
VCEC report contained some toxic recommendations
which, if adopted, would drive a stake through the heart
of the Victorian manufacturing sector. Despite the
opposition’s call to rule out adopting these
recommendations, the government has consistently
refused to do so, creating a great deal of anxiety for the
state’s 300 000 manufacturing employees and the
proprietors of 25 000 Victorian manufacturing
businesses.
There is no reason why the government should be
sitting on this report. It is in the interests of the
Victorian manufacturing industry and the interests of
the public for the report to be released. Before the
election the government promised to be open,
accountable and transparent. Sitting on this report
demonstrates that the government’s claims on this have
been pure rhetoric and nothing else.

Information and communications technology:
national broadband network
Mr SOMYUREK — I condemn the Baillieu
government for attempting to sabotage the national
broadband network (NBN) project by refusing to adopt
opt-out legislation. The rollout of the NBN will deliver
Victorians high-speed broadband, be they home users
or businesses. The NBN promises exciting
opportunities for videoconferencing, health, education
and business. It is vital in maintaining Victoria’s lead in
the information economy. Tasmania was the first state
for the NBN rollout, and it introduced opt-out
legislation. The Victorian opposition, then in
government, committed to introducing opt-out
legislation.
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Grampian Pyrenees Business Awards
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — Last Friday I
had the great pleasure of attending the Grampians
Pyrenees Business Awards on behalf of the Deputy
Premier, the Honourable Peter Ryan. These awards are
held every two years, and Halls Gap was chosen as the
venue for this year’s dinner due to the economic and
environmental impact of last year’s September floods.
The road from Dunkeld was recently reopened, so I
encourage members to visit Halls Gap during
springtime and help that community recover from the
numerous events it has had to deal with.
I congratulate all the award winners, especially
Waack’s Bakery, which has outlets in Horsham,
Stawell and Ararat. This is a true family business which
emphasises the value of training its staff, with over
50 per cent of employees undergoing post-secondary
training. I also congratulate Halls Gap regional zoo,
which was the winner of two awards, being the
outstanding product or service and making an
outstanding contribution to tourism.
The business awards showcase the diversity of the
Western Victoria Region and the established and new
businesses spread throughout the Grampians and
Pyrenees. Businesses nominated included an online
stationery business based in Ararat, Australian Soy
Candles, which was successful in the home-based
business category, and Lake Bolac Eel Festival, which
won the outstanding festival of the year.
I would also like to say that the host, the Northern
Grampians Shire Council, particularly CEO Justine
Linley and the mayor Ray Hewitt, did an excellent job.
I encourage and thank Powercor for its continued
sponsorship of the business awards.

Kelly Symons
Mr O’BRIEN — On a sad note I would like to pay
tribute to Kelly Symons of Madigans Tea Room at
Penshurst, who tragically passed away last weekend.
She was a significant contributor to that town and will
be sadly missed by her family and friends.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I read
overnight that Tony Abbott has declared that the 2013
federal election will be a referendum on climate
change, and inevitably if he were to win that election
we would get a double dissolution election in 2015, and
I would say almost inevitably the 2014 state election
would be drawn into that as well. If we are going to
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have three elections in three years, all of them being
referendums on climate change policy, all I can say
about that is, ‘Thank you, thank you, thank you’.
To be a climate change denier requires an enormous
mental effort, and therefore you suddenly find yourself
denying certain other inconvenient facts — for
example, that carbon pricing will have minimal impact
on the vast majority of consumer goods, almost
unnoticeable; that homes and businesses are already
taking action to net out the effect of any increased price
on their power bills; and that thousands of Victorians
already have jobs that are directly supported by carbon
pricing. By the time these elections come around, there
will be thousands more and there will be three
referendums in three years on the coalition’s destructive
anti-climate policies.

Noble Park Community Participation Awards
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On 8 October I attended the Noble Park Community
Participation Awards gala dinner dance held at the
Noble Park RSL where five awards were presented to
dedicated community volunteers for their outstanding
contribution to the community. I was extremely
humbled and honoured to join the City of Greater
Dandenong mayor, Roz Blades, to present the awards.
The Rotary Club of Noble Park was the worthy
recipient of the community award, for its leadership,
support, advice and assistance to the local community.
Brian Duggan received the sporting achievement award
for his contribution to sport and recreation in the
community through his work with young people,
facilitating their participation in sport and recreation
and providing outstanding leadership and mentoring.
Steve Allender and Andrew Kampl were presented
with the youth services award for their efforts in
providing encouragement and education for
up-and-coming youth leaders and ensuring they remain
connected and engaged with their community in a
meaningful way through active participation and
engagement in community life.
The cultural and service award was befittingly awarded
to Iris and Colin Robinson for their tireless efforts in
promoting cultural endeavours, not only in the local
Noble Park community but to a wider cultural
audience, not to mention Colin’s activities as town
crier. And finally, the foundation award was awarded to
Lyn Murray for her selfless dedication and lifetime
commitment to building on the Struggle Town ethos on
which Noble Park was founded.
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I would like to make special mention of the members of
the award judging panel — Jim Laidlaw, Helen Smith,
Alf Goldburg, Roz Blades, Gaye Guest and John
Meehan — for their efforts in selecting the award
recipients from a large field of worthy candidates.
Finally, I would like to acknowledge the Noble Park
RSL for its ongoing support of this and many other
community activities and Gaye Guest for all her efforts
in making this event the success that it was.

Newbridge: recreation facilities
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — As many people
would know, the small town of Newbridge in central
Victoria was badly hit by the floods in February of this
year. Part of the damage to the Newbridge community
was that the recreation reserve was just about totalled.
The clubrooms, which were used by the football club,
the netball club and the cricketers, as well as the
separate shedding that was used by the tennis club,
were effectively destroyed.
It has been a long and hard-fought process to assess the
damage and to get the insurance cleared up. All of a
sudden this week the locals have been very happy to
acknowledge that the full-scale demolition and clean-up
is now under way. The local government, the Loddon
shire, has been working very closely with the Baillieu
government and the community in this process. I must
acknowledge Ron Trimble, president of the Newbridge
Football Club, and also Hedley Price, chairman of the
recreation reserve.
The damage to the recreation reserve affected not only
the sporting clubs in Newbridge but also the thousands
of campers who descend on the recreation reserve at
Christmas time and especially around Easter. It is a
very popular spot, and hopefully with the new facility
the Newbridge community will be able to go forward
into the future.

Australian Labor Party: same-sex marriage
policy
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to add my voice to that of the Victorian branch of
my party regarding same-sex marriage. Anyone who
has been married for any length of time will agree that
marriage is a difficult compact. It is full of ups and
downs, trials and tribulations and moments of great joy.
It is not entered into lightly and not everyone succeeds
at it, even with the best of intentions. If a gay couple
wants to take that leap and make that commitment, I do
not believe it is my right, the government’s right or
anybody else’s right to tell them that they cannot.
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I know that many disagree, including many honourable
members — some in my own party — but gay
Australians are our friends, our neighbours and our
work colleagues. They are in the army and the judiciary
and the parliaments, and if they want to commit to each
other for life, it is nobody’s business but theirs. And for
those who say we should focus more on other issues, I
say resolve this one then. Ignoring it in the hope that it
will go away is not going to work. Gay couples are
living together right now, committing to each other
right now, and I do not think it is too much for them to
ask that they be allowed to call it the same thing that
everybody else calls it: marriage.

Hospitals: bed numbers
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — This
year’s state budget was a failed opportunity for the
Premier to explain to Victorians his vision of how he
will invest in our hospitals, schools, transport and other
important services. While in opposition the Premier
spoke about growth and demand into the future and
how this would place more pressure on health services
and hospitals. He went so far as to say that this
‘required real action now instead of talk and empty
promises’. However, all that the Premier has delivered
is talk and empty promises.
The Minister for Health, David Davis, also had a lot to
say during last year’s election campaign about the
Baillieu government’s commitment to delivering
800 hospital beds in its first term of government and
100 new beds this year, but now that the Baillieu
government is in office it remains tight-lipped about
just when and where these beds will be delivered.
The Australian Nursing Federation has raised concerns
about hospitals closing beds only to reopen them down
the track as new. Mr Davis has even suggested that
these new beds may include patients receiving
treatment at home rather than in hospital.
The Austin Hospital and the Northern Hospital are both
situated in growth corridors and will need to expand in
the future. News reports last week about the struggling
emergency department at the Austin Hospital have
highlighted the urgent need for more resources, and true
to the Baillieu government’s form, 37 of the Austin
Hospital’s maintenance crew workers were sacked last
week as these jobs were outsourced to private
contractors. Inadequate funding in this year’s budget to
service the growing needs of Victorian patients with no
plan for Victorian workers is what we have come to
expect from this government. A leopard never changes
its spots.

CHILDREN’S SERVICES AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Thursday, 13 October 2011

COUNCIL

CHILDREN’S SERVICES AMENDMENT
BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) introduced a bill for
an act to amend the Children’s Services Act 1996,
the Education and Care Services National Law Act
2010, to make consequential amendments to other
acts and for other purposes.
Read first time; by leave, ordered to be read second
time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) 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 Children’s
Services Amendment Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Children’s Services Amendment 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 Children’s Services Amendment Bill 2011 makes
various amendments to the Children’s Services Act 1996 (the
act) and the Education and Care Services National Law Act
2010 (the national law) that are necessary in preparation for
the commencement of the national law. The act is being
retained as certain children’s services in Victoria will be
outside the scope of the national law, and so will continue to
be regulated under the Victorian children’s services
legislation.
The amendments in this bill ensure that children’s services
that are required to operate under the national law are not
subject to two regulatory regimes (state and national), and
clarify the relationship between the national law and the
Victorian act.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Various clauses within the bill amend sections of the act to
add ‘approved associated children’s services’ into the list of
entities to which the sections apply. An ‘approved associated
children’s service’ is a service that provides children’s
services of a kind that will not be regulated under the national
law. These services are called ‘associated children’s services’
because they are linked with other education and care
services.
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All services in Victoria which will fall within the definition of
‘approved associated children’s services’ are currently
regulated under the Victorian act. When the national law
commences, education and care services will be regulated by
the national law; however, approved associated children’s
services will not. The amendments contained in this bill
clarify the fact that certain services that are linked with (and
operate out of the same premises as) education and care
services that will be covered by the national law will still be
subject to the Victorian act.
I note that several sections of the act that will be amended in
this way in themselves engage charter rights. These include
sections 36, 38 and 42A of the act, amended by clauses 42, 45
and 46, which provide for search, questioning, and
information-gathering powers. However, as the amendments
contained in this bill will not substantively affect the
operation of those sections, nor result in the application of
those sections to new bodies not currently covered by the act,
I consider that it is unnecessary to assess those provisions for
the purposes of this statement of compatibility. All the
amendments do is clarify that the provisions they relate to
will continue to apply to approved associated children’s
services.
Similarly, the schedule to the bill makes a number of
consequential amendments to other acts which insert
references to education and care services under the national
law. These amendments do not expand the types of services
that will be subject to provisions of the amended acts or
change the operation of the amended provisions; rather, the
amendments simply reflect a change in terminology to
describe those services that is necessitated by the introduction
of the national law. I have therefore not considered the
amended provisions for the purposes of this statement of
compatibility.
Where new clauses are inserted or substituted, however, or
where an amendment changes the way in which a provision
operates, I have assessed those amendments against the
charter act. I discuss these provisions below.
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act protects a person’s right not to
have his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
interfered with in a manner that is unlawful or arbitrary.
Clause 43 of the bill engages the right to privacy by replacing
section 36A of the act with a new provision. New
section 36A, like the existing provision, enables authorised
officers to require certain persons to provide relevant
information, answer questions or produce documents. The
new clause also ensures that the provision will apply to
associated children’s services.
Most of the information obtained under the new section 36A
is likely to be public rather than private in nature. To the
extent that clause 43 will involve an interference with privacy,
home or correspondence, such interference is lawful and is
not arbitrary. The powers are clearly set out under the act, are
necessary to monitor compliance with the act, and are limited
to that purpose. I therefore consider this provision is
compatible with the right to privacy under section 13(a) of the
charter act.
Clause 53 of the bill also engages the right to privacy.
Clause 53 replaces section 53B(1) of the act with a new
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section which provides that the secretary may publish certain
information regarding a children’s service, including
information about the name of the licensee or approved
provider, the performance of the service in complying with its
obligations under the act, and actions taken as a result of
actions taken under the act in respect of the service.
Not all information dealt with under new section 53B(1) will
be of a private nature. However, to the extent that the
provision does relate to private information, any interference
with the right to privacy will be neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. The type of information that may be published is
clearly specified, and the publication of that information
serves the necessary purpose of ensuring that parents and
other members of the public are able to make informed
decisions regarding the provision of education and care
services to their children. I therefore consider this provision is
compatible with the right to privacy under section 13(a) of the
charter act.
New section 25X, inserted by clause 29, also engages the
right to privacy by providing that division 3 of part 3 of the
act applies to applications to the secretary for an approval of
new nominees and primary nominees. These applications
concern approval of persons who will have management and
control (or primary responsibility for the management and
control) of an approved associated children’s service in the
absence of the approved provider. The application of
division 3 of part 3 requires the secretary to determine if the
person who is the subject of the application is a ‘fit and proper
person’. For the purpose of that determination, section 24
enables the secretary to require the person to submit to tests,
provide references and reports, submit to medical and
psychiatric examinations, and to provide results or reports
arising from the examination.
This provision constitutes a prima facie interference with the
person’s right to privacy. However, in my view the
interference is neither unlawful nor arbitrary. It applies only
to persons who voluntarily seek to be approved under the
regulatory regime, and it is necessary to enable the secretary
to determine whether the person is an appropriate person to
have responsibility for the management and control of an
approved associated children’s service. It serves the important
purpose of providing children with such protection as is in
their best interests, which is a right protected under
section 17(2) of the charter act. For these reasons, I consider
that new section 25X is compatible with the right to privacy
under section 13(a) of the charter act.
Right against self-incrimination
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter act provides that a person
charged with a criminal offence is entitled not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt. This right has been held to apply to protect a charged
person against the admission in subsequent criminal
proceedings of incriminatory material obtained under
compulsion, regardless of whether the information was
obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge being laid.
Section 42A of the act engages this right by authorising the
secretary to require that certain persons connected with
children’s services provide information or documents or give
evidence before the secretary. Pursuant to subsection 42A(4),
a person is not excused from producing the information,
document, or evidence on the grounds that it may tend to
incriminate the person. Under subsection 42A(5), a direct use
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immunity is granted to ensure that any answers or information
provided in compliance with section 42A are not admissible
in evidence against that person in any subsequent criminal
proceedings.
Subclause 46(4) strengthens section 42A’s compliance with
section 25(2)(k) of the charter act by inserting a derivative use
immunity in addition to the existing direct use immunity. The
effect of the amendment is that any information obtained
directly or indirectly because of an answer given or
information provided by a person under section 42A cannot
be used against that person in any criminal proceedings. This
ensures that section 42A is fully compliant with the right
against self-incrimination in section 25(2)(k) of the charter.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
of the charter act

Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Section 8(1) of the act provides that it is an offence to publish
or cause to be published an advertisement for a children’s
service unless the children’s service is licensed or approved
under the act. Clause 7(2) of the bill substitutes section 8(1) of
the act to enable the advertising of a service that is an
‘approved associated children’s service’.
Section 8(2) provides that it is a defence to a charge under
subsection (1) if the accused proves that he or she took
reasonable steps or exercised due diligence to determine that
the children’s service was licensed or approved under the act.
Clause 7(3) extends this provision so that it is also a defence
to a charge under subsection (1) if the accused proves that he
or she took reasonable steps or exercised due diligence to
determine that ‘a service approval had been granted under the
national law’.
Section 8, which is extended by clause 7 of the bill as
described above, places a legal burden of proof on the
accused. Whether a statutory presumption imposing a legal
burden of proof is an unreasonable limitation on the right to
be presumed innocent will depend on all the circumstances of
a particular provision. This includes the nature of the matters
to be proved by the accused, the seriousness of the offence
and the punishment that may flow from a conviction. While
the bill limits the right to be presumed innocent, I consider
that the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably justified in
accordance with section 7(2) of the charter act for the
following reasons.
The risk that the provision may allow an innocent person to
be convicted of the offence is low. The fact that the service is
unlicensed and that it has been advertised by the accused must
be proven by the prosecution, and if the accused has taken
reasonable steps or exercised due diligence to ascertain that
the service was licensed or approved, the defendant should be
able to adduce evidence of those steps.
The elements of the offence and defence achieve an
appropriate balance between the rights of the accused and the
need to protect children in the care of children’s services. The
provisions support the legitimate objective of protecting the
rights of children by ensuring that unlicensed or unapproved
children’s services are not advertised to the public, without
disadvantaging persons who genuinely sought to ascertain
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that the service was properly licensed or approved under the
scheme.
An evidential onus is not a less restrictive alternative
reasonably available to achieve the purpose of the provision.
Once the prosecution has proved that the accused has
advertised an unapproved or unlicensed children’s service, the
fact that the accused took reasonable steps or exercised due
diligence to determine the status of the children’s service is
clearly within the knowledge of the accused and much more
difficult for the prosecution to ascertain. It is more appropriate
and reasonable for the accused to have to prove on the
balance of probabilities that those steps were taken than it
would be for the prosecution to prove beyond reasonable
doubt that they were not. Taking into account the maximum
penalty of 120 penalty units (which, currently, amounts to less
than $15 000); the importance of what is at stake; and the
extreme difficulty a prosecutor would face in establishing that
the person had not taken reasonable steps or exercised due
diligence in the absence of the presumption, I do not consider
that the imposition of a legal burden goes beyond what is
necessary and reasonable to achieve the purpose of the
provision.
For these reasons, I consider that clause 7 of the bill is a
reasonable limitation on the presumption of innocence in
section 25(1) of the charter act.
Conclusion
In my view, for the reasons given above, the Children’s
Services Amendment Bill 2011 is compatible with the human
rights protected by the charter act.
Wendy Lovell, MLC
Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development

Second reading
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

The Children’s Services Act 1996 provides a robust and
high-quality framework for the licensing and regulation
of children’s services in Victoria. The legislation is
comprehensive in scope and outcome based in nature.
The act seeks to rely on the use of principles to set
standards for best practice, rather than seeking to
depend upon detailed, prescriptive rules. This feature of
the Children’s Services Act 1996 has been widely
recognised and has resulted in Victoria leading the
development of the national law. Many of the
substantive provisions in the Education and Care
Services National Law 2010 are modelled on those
contained within the Children’s Services Act 1996.
Currently approximately 4100 children’s services are
licensed under the act. These services provide care or
education for four or more children under the age of
13 years in the absence of their parents or guardians for
a fee or reward, or while the parents are using the
facilities or services provided by the proprietor of the
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service. Services provide a range of long day care,
preschool (kindergarten), occasional care and outside
school hours care children’s services. Family day care
services which provide a network of carers, each of
whom provides care or education for up to seven
children in their residences or approved venues, are also
licensed.
In December 2009 the Council of Australian
Governments agreed to a new National Quality
Framework for early childhood education and care and
outside school hours care services, replacing existing
licensing and quality assurance processes. The new
national law will regulate preschool (kindergarten),
long day care, family day care and outside school hours
care services in all Australian jurisdictions.
There are some services in Victoria that will fall outside
the scope of the national law that will continue to be
regulated under the Children’s Services Act 1996 and
Children’s Services Regulations 2009.
These services (approximately 400 in number) include
occasional care services, three-year-old activity groups,
mobile services and early childhood intervention
services. Most operate on an ad hoc, short-term or
casual basis and consequently do not meet the
conditions or the qualification requirements established
under the national law.
The purpose of this bill is to modify the scope of
services regulated under the Children’s Services Act
1996 in response to these national reforms. The bill
removes specific provisions relating to children’s
services that are governed by the national law,
including preschool (kindergarten), long day care,
occasional care, outside school hours care and family
day care services. These amendments will ensure that
children’s services that are required to operate under the
national law on 1 January 2012 are not also subject to
the Victorian regulatory regime.
The bill will incorporate new provisions in the
Children’s Services Act 1996 to support providers who
operate different service types at one location, where
one type of service is regulated under the national law
and the other operates under the Victorian children’s
services legislation; for example, a preschool
(kindergarten) and an occasional care service at the
same premises. These are known as ‘associated
children’s services’.
Rather than having two separate service approvals, both
service types can be subject to one service approval
governed under the national law. However, all other
aspects of the Victorian service will continue to be
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regulated under the Victorian children’s services
legislation. These provisions clarify the relationship
between the Victorian children’s services legislation
and national law, reduce regulatory burden and ensure
that any unnecessary duplication is removed.
The bill will streamline requirements between the two
systems. Educators who are assessed to be fit and
proper under the national law will be automatically
recognised as meeting the fitness and proprietary
requirements under the Victorian children’s services
legislation. Similarly, educators who have been
approved as certified supervisors and can be placed in
day-to-day charge of a service under the national law
will be recognised as undertaking corresponding
functions as approved nominees under the Victorian
children’s services legislation. These amendments
reduce duplication between the two systems and relieve
the imposition of unnecessary regulatory burden.
Finally, the bill makes a number of technical and
consequential amendments to the Children’s Services
Act 1996 and other relevant legislation to ensure
accuracy and consistency of the reforms to the
children’s services sector.
The government is committed to ensuring that
high-quality, safe, affordable services are available to
children and their families. As the host to the national
law, Victoria is proud of its significant contribution to
the National Quality Framework which will ensure the
same high-quality standards are met across Australia.
This bill provides the mechanism to ensure that the
Victorian children’s services legislation will work in
concert with the new national law to create a seamless
transition to the new national system, without
unnecessary duplication or an increase in the
administrative burden.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 27 October.

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 September; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to rise to speak on the Commercial
Arbitration Bill 2011 and to indicate that the opposition
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will not be opposing the bill. This bill is a culmination
of a process that commenced when the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General, colloquially known
as SCAG, met — in fact it has been meeting for a
number of years — in order to arrive at a uniform
national commercial arbitration law. We had a briefing
with the Department of Justice, and it was indicated to
us that SCAG has been discussing this matter since the
early 2000s in order to try to reach agreement on a
model and that the agreement has been difficult to
arrive at. In May of last year SCAG agreed that the new
model law would be based on the United Nations
model law on international commercial arbitration.
The national model law that has been developed by
SCAG has some modifications contained within it to
enable it to be more relevant to a domestic commercial
arbitration regime. As a consequence of that national
model law being created, new laws based on it have
been introduced and passed by the New South Wales
Parliament. A bill has also been passed by the
Tasmanian Parliament, but it is yet to come into force.
South Australia, Western Australia and the Northern
Territory have bills before their parliaments at the
moment, and Queensland and the Australian Capital
Territory have undertaken to introduce legislation later
this year.
The bill before the house contains a paramount
objective — the fair and final resolution of commercial
disputes by impartial arbitral tribunals without
unnecessary delay or expense. I think anybody who has
been engaged in any kind of commercial dispute would
say that if such matters could be resolved by an arbitral
process without necessity for the length and cost of
court proceedings, they would take that option if they
could.
This bill deals with the composition of arbitral
tribunals, including matters such as how they might be
selected and challenged and a default composition for
an arbitral tribunal where agreement cannot be reached
between the parties. Crucially the bill limits the
circumstances under which the appointment or
determination of an arbitrator can be challenged in
court — and I will come back to the section 85
implications of that in a while. Logic would suggest
that an arbitral process by definition needs to have
some limitations placed on the ability of parties to
challenge or overturn the arbitral outcomes; otherwise it
is not an arbitration but a mediation.
At the moment it is considered that arbitration is not as
effective as it might be in providing a solution, and an
alternative to court processes, which is both cost
effective and time effective. It has been considered by
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SCAG that it is too easy to challenge the determinations
of tribunals in the courts. The provisions which deal
with that issue are contained in sections 12(6), 13, 34
and 34A of the bill. Importantly also, clause 27E of the
bill imposes a presumption of confidentiality upon the
parties to a proceeding. It is important for the
confidence that all parties have in the arbitral process
that there be a degree of confidentiality in the
discussions and negotiations that inevitably occur in an
arbitration — that there can be surety that some
confidentiality will be attached to those discussions.
At clauses 17 and 17A the bill also allows tribunals to
order interim measures, and clause 27D provides for a
tribunal to exercise both mediation and arbitral
functions in certain circumstances. It is important to
note that clause 27D imposes some guidelines around,
or some limits to, the ability of an arbitrator to act as a
mediator, a conciliator or a non-arbitral intermediary.
That is important, because often in a mediation parties
disclose certain things which could potentially
prejudice their position in an arbitration. It is therefore
important that consent be provided and that there be an
opportunity for an arbitrator, when acting as a mediator,
to communicate with parties collectively or separately
while treating information the arbitrator becomes aware
of confidentially when appropriate. Clause 27D
therefore places some appropriate limits on the capacity
of an arbitrator to act in other capacities when
performing those functions.
In regard to the section 85 implications, as the
opposition, we do not lightly support legislation that
ousts the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, but in our
briefing with the Department of Justice it was made
clear to us that in order for an arbitral process to operate
effectively and for it to in fact be an arbitral process
rather than just a process involving mediation or an
advisory process, then some ousting of the jurisdiction
of the Supreme Court becomes required, otherwise
parties could simply appeal endlessly an appointment of
an arbitrator or a determination of an arbitrator, and the
efficacy of the arbitral process would become unduly
compromised. Whilst the opposition would not
routinely or lightly support section 85 declarations in
the context of this bill, we have formed the view that in
this case it is not inappropriate.
I would like to make a few other points in commenting
on this bill, the first of which is that the opposition
argues that the government would have more credibility
in its pursuit of alternative dispute resolution, arbitral
outcomes et cetera in regard to this bill specifically if it
had not earlier this year repealed the changes that the
previous government made to the Civil Procedure Act
2010. I do not want to relitigate that debate, but the
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changes to the Civil Procedure Act 2010 that were
passed by the Parliament in 2010 placed a range of
modest, non-onerous obligations on parties to disputes
to follow certain pre-action protocols when they were
engaged in litigation.
As part of the changes made by it in 2011, the
government removed those protocols and removed
those modest obligations on parties to engage in those
prelitigation procedures. For a government that is
bringing forward a bill to improve the operation of
commercial arbitration to remove from the Civil
Procedure Act 2010 the prelitigation protocols that
were passed just last year prior to their coming into
effect shows a degree of cognitive dissonance. I think
this bill and the changes to the Civil Procedure Act
2010 that were passed last year could have operated
together in a way that would have taken more matters
out of the court system and ensured that they would
have been resolved expeditiously and more cheaply
than they will be when this bill is passed.
It is probably also worth noting the irony of the Liberal
Party, the government of the day, supporting in this
bill a paramount objective of ‘fair and final resolution
of commercial disputes by impartial arbitral tribunals’.
That stands in stark contrast to the historical and
ongoing antipathy of the Liberal Party to industrial
disputes being settled in that very same way. For
decades the Liberal Party has railed against the use of
the Australian Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission, which is now known as Fair Work
Australia, and which in the interim was the Australian
Industrial Relations Commission, in settling disputes
between industrial parties as part of the ‘fair and final
resolution of commercial disputes by impartial arbitral
tribunals’.
We on this side of the house say that what is good for
the goose is good for the gander. The resolution of
disputes, whether they be commercial or industrial, by
an independent arbitral tribunal is not just cost effective
and timely but also common sense. If the government
thinks that is appropriate for commercial disputes, it
would be interesting to understand why it does not
think it is appropriate for industrial disputes.
I might also say that the opposition strongly supports
the opening of an Australian international disputes
centre here in Melbourne. There has been a similar
centre operating in Sydney since 2009. It is a centre
which now operates commercially without the need for
ongoing state government funding, but it did require
state government and federal government funding to
get it under way. We would say that likewise the
Victorian state government will need to make a
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contribution to get a similar centre under way here in
Melbourne. The opposition is aware that the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Victorian Bar and other
organisations, including peak bodies of arbitration, are
lobbying both the state and federal governments very
strongly for the sort of seed funding that would be
required to get a centre of that type under way here in
Melbourne.
I think the New South Wales experience is instructive.
The fact is that since that centre has been up and
running it has been able to keep operating
commercially without any ongoing government
support. We strongly support efforts that are under way
from these organisations to ensure that the Victorian
government does its part to get an Australian
international disputes centre up and running here in
Melbourne so that Victoria does not fall behind New
South Wales in this crucial area of the law.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member, as I understand it, was talking
about industrial relations and a series of matters around
that. This bill is actually about commercial arbitration.
It is an entirely different matter, and I ask you to bring
him back to the bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! There is no point of order. Mr Pakula is the lead
speaker and is therefore awarded some latitude.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — That is an extraordinary
point of order by the Leader of the Government, given
that about 3 minutes ago I had come back to the bill. I
was simply making the point in passing during my
contribution that the government’s support for a
commercial arbitration regime stood in contrast to its
historic antipathy towards a similar arbitral regime in
industrial matters.
Hon. D. M. Davis — The member was on a little
detour.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — It was a detour made in
passing. I had returned to the highway some time ago.
Perhaps Mr Davis was not listening.
Hon. D. M. Davis — That is the point; I was
listening.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Perhaps Mr Davis is a bit
slow then. Before I was diverted yet again by the
Leader of the Government I had just made the point
that we strongly support an Australian international
disputes centre operating in Melbourne. We urge the
government to provide, in cooperation with the

Thursday, 13 October 2011

commonwealth, the necessary seed funding to get a
centre of that type under way here in Melbourne.
I think it is also worth putting on notice that the Law
Institute of Victoria has, whilst supporting the principle
of uniform commercial arbitration legislation,
expressed concern about the fact that the model bill is
based on the United Nations (UN) model law. We take
that concern from the Law Institute of Victoria
seriously. There is correspondence from Mr Danny
Barlow, the former president of the Law Institute of
Victoria, going back to March 2009, in which he says
in part:
The LIV considers that the complexity of the model law —

and in that respect he is referring to the UN model
law —
does not suit domestic arbitrations and should not be adopted
as uniform commercial arbitration legislation in Australia.

I would simply make two points about that in
reiterating the fact that the opposition will not oppose
this bill. The first is, as I indicated earlier in my
contribution, there has in fact been some modification
or tweaking made to the UN model law in order to
ensure that it is more relevant to a domestic commercial
arbitration regime. Secondly, and equally importantly, I
go back to the point I made at the outset which was that
in fact SCAG had been trying to agree on a domestic
model law without having to use the UN model law as
a base right back to about 2002.
With the best will in the world I think it is right to say
that at some point you have to bite the bullet. In the
circumstances of SCAG not having been unable for
some years to agree on a domestic version of the model
law, introducing the UN law — appropriately modified
or domesticised, if you like, so that it will deal with
domestic commercial arbitration — is not
inappropriate.
I end my contribution by indicating that the opposition
will not oppose the bill and will wish it a speedy
passage. We also support having an Australian national
dispute centre up and running in Melbourne before too
long.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support the Commercial Arbitration Bill
2011. It replaces the existing Commercial Arbitration
Act 1984 with legislation agreed to by the then
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General (SCAG).
That legislation is based on the model law, which is the
United Nations Commission on International Trade
Law Model Law on International Commercial

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION BILL 2011
Thursday, 13 October 2011

COUNCIL

Arbitration, and uses the uniform clause numbering of
the model law, as other jurisdictions have done.
The bill aims to be as consistent as possible with
uniform legislation that has already been passed by the
New South Wales Parliament and came into operation
on 1 October 2010. It has been passed by the
Tasmanian Parliament but is yet to come into operation
in that state. I note that my Greens colleagues
Ms Sylvia Hale and Mr Tim Morris also spoke in
support of the bills presented in the New South Wales
and Tasmanian parliaments.
Many of the provisions of the current bill are
significantly different from those in the United Nations
model law. Some of the minor differences are based on
the application of domestic as well as international
commercial arbitration processes. The Law Institute of
Victoria has raised a number of issues about the bill. I
do not intend to go into them in detail because there are
a lot of them. I am presuming that the government
speaker who will follow me, Mr O’Brien, is aware of
the issues raised by the law institute and will address
them in his comments. I will mention one or two of the
more substantive issues the institute has raised.
Before going to those issues I refer to one of the
interesting provisions of the bill. Clause 1AC provides
that:
The paramount object of this Act is to facilitate the fair and
final resolution of commercial disputes by impartial arbitral
tribunals without unnecessary delay or expense.

The law institute disagrees that the paramount object
should always apply when arbitration is the dispute
resolution mechanism that parties agree to. It considers
that the ability of parties to tailor arbitration is one of
the main benefits of arbitration and this will be eroded
if the bill remains in its current form. I would be
interested in the government’s response to that position.
The law institute states that it would prefer that the
clause ensure that sophisticated commercial parties are
encouraged to reach agreement on how their
commercial disputes are to be resolved, but in the event
that such agreement cannot be reached a default
position would apply. I note that in his second-reading
speech the Attorney-General said:
Stakeholders advocated for and endorsed the inclusion of a
paramount objective clause, noting the absence of such a
provision as a weakness in the existing uniform commercial
arbitration legislation.

The point is worthy of clarification.
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I refer to the Civil Procedure and Legal Profession
Amendment Bill 2011 that was passed earlier this year
and was referred to by Mr Pakula. The Greens
supported the Civil Procedure Act 2010 that was
introduced by the former government because it laid
out certain procedures and protocols for parties by
instituting alternative dispute procedures and processes
for civil disagreements between commercial parties. I
agree with Mr Pakula that it would have been good to
have kept those procedures and protocols in place,
particularly given that the government would have
known that this bill was coming down the line. It had
been a longstanding issue for the Standing Committee
of Attorneys-General, and the same bill had already
been passed in 2010 by the New South Wales
Parliament, so I am sure that the Attorney-General
knew this bill was coming down the line.
When the civil procedure bill was introduced we were
at a loss to understand why those provisions were
repealed by the government. Mr Pakula described it as
cognitive dissonance, I think, but I would rather say that
it was a lack of strategic vision to have taken those
procedures out when they would have been very useful
in the application and implementation of the bill before
us now. Sometimes we are at a loss to understand how
the left hand does not know what the right hand is
doing, such as when provisions in certain acts that
would be complementary and useful for the bill before
us now have been removed by a bill passed only a
couple of months ago.
As I mentioned, the Law Institute of Victoria has made
quite a lot of comments on provisions of the bill, among
them comments on the equal treatment of parties, the
determination of rules of procedure, the language,
hearings and written proceedings, the general duties of
parties and the default of a party.
One of the main issues the law institute has raised is
about clause 27D, and it relates to the settlement of
disputes otherwise than by an arbitrator. This provision
is modelled on the New South Wales section 27D,
which is also headed ‘Power of arbitrator to act as
mediator, conciliator or other non-arbitral
intermediary’. While the law institute agrees with the
concept of mediation, as do the Greens, it raises the
issue of the rules of mediation conduct set out in the act
or by reference to mediation schemes. The key issue is
that an arbitrator should be able to opt out of being the
mediator, so that someone other than the arbitrator acts
as the mediator.
This issue is raised because there is no guarantee that
the arbitrator will want to act as the mediator, the
arbitrator may not have the skills and experience
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necessary to lead mediations, and the mediation could
be turned into an early arbitration. The arbitrator could
form views on the parties and their cases in mediation
and may begin the arbitration with preconceptions after
the mediation on the same facts. The issues raised by
the law institute are important, and I hope that in his
contribution Mr O’Brien, the speaker on the
government side, will address those issues.
The law institute has commented also on former
clauses 27F and 27N on confidentiality. It makes a
point about court actions based on arbitration
effectively waiving the right to confidentiality. That is
another issue the government could look at.
Another matter I would like to comment on is the
section 85 constitutional issue regarding limiting of the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. This is a serious
matter. For example, clause 5 of the bill allows the
Supreme Court to intervene only in circumstances
specifically provided for by this bill. This is in the
interests of certainty. It is intended to maximise the
extent of the court’s jurisdiction and to strengthen the
finality and authority of the arbitral tribunal decisions.
While I think it is a serious matter to limit people’s
access to the Supreme Court, I do take the point — and
Mr Pakula made this point as well — that if the purpose
of the whole regime being introduced by the
Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011, modelled on the
United Nations model law and introduced across the
country, is for mediation and arbitration to actually lead
to a final resolution of a matter, and if people felt that
they could not participate in good faith in coming to a
final resolution of a matter through arbitration and
could always rush off to the Supreme Court, it would
undermine the process that is being put in place by this
bill.
Apart from some minor language and other issues that I
have mentioned, those are the main issues that are
raised by this bill. Certainly the Greens are always
supportive of measures that are put in place
legislatively or administratively to enable and
encourage parties to sort out their disputes without
recourse to the courts, which is expensive and time
consuming. Putting in place the regime this bill aims to
introduce is something we are very supportive of.
I also agree with Mr Pakula’s comments about the need
for seed funding for an international centre for
commercial arbitration to be established in Melbourne,
as has been done in New South Wales. Mr Pakula was
interrupted by the Leader of the Government on this
issue. I think the Leader of the Government had missed
the point of that, which is that if quite an extensive new
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regime is being put in place by this bill not only in
Victoria but across the country, it is worth the
government investing some funds in the establishment
of a centre to support it. As Mr Pakula pointed out, it
would end up being self-funding but it would require
some funding to set it up. That would ensure that the
initial implementation of the legislation is successful
and that the mediation and arbitration regime it puts in
place gets off to a good start.
As I have said, alternative dispute resolution is always
preferable to litigation ending up in court hearings in
terms of cost, the time involved and the stress on the
parties, and often the parties are more satisfied with a
resolution that is the result of mediation and arbitration.
Mediation can often be the preferable dispute resolution
process in terms of the practical resolution of a dispute,
particularly a civil or commercial dispute.
I would like to echo Mr Pakula’s comments that the
Liberal Party has often railed against the idea of
mediation and arbitration in industrial disputes.
Australia did have a world-leading industrial relations
system headed by the federal Industrial Relations and
Arbitration Commission, which was dismantled and
destroyed, basically, by the Howard federal
government’s Workplace Relations Act 1996 and the
WorkChoices legislation, but I have to say that the
current Labor government has not fully reinstated that
principle of mediation and arbitration at the federal
level, and it would be good to see it do that.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak in favour of the
Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011. I note the other
parties will not be opposing the bill. It is an important
bill. It has had a gestation process through the various
standing committees of attorneys-general, or SCAGs,
that have deliberated on a successful model for
Australia and in turn Victoria in relation to uniform
commercial arbitration legislation, which in Victoria’s
case will replace the Commercial Arbitration Act 1984.
This is an important bill which will facilitate the fair
and final resolution of commercial disputes by impartial
tribunals without unnecessary delay and expense if it be
the will of the applicants to agree to an arbitration
process.
In briefly responding to some of the points raised by
Mr Pakula and Ms Pennicuik in their contributions, I
should perhaps start with the suggestion by Mr Pakula
that this bill and the coalition’s support for it are
somehow at odds with the stance the coalition took in
relation to the amendments made earlier this year to the
Civil Procedure Act 2010 via the Civil Procedure and
Legal Profession Amendment Bill 2011, which
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removed the requirements for compulsory mediation.
Those requirements were introduced through the Civil
Procedure Act 2010. They were not supported by the
legal profession or by the current government when in
opposition because they were compulsory mediation
obligations. They were in effect procedures, generally
in small debt recovery, for matters to be shunted down
a route of alternative dispute resolution.
One thing that is very clear from a study of this bill —
and it is a detailed bill — is that in most parts of the bill
the provisions operate by the choice of the parties to
engage in various aspects of the arbitration process
outside the court system. That is in stark contrast to
what was proposed in the 2010 legislation, being a
compulsory mediation procedure in which it is very
hard to require parties to come to an agreement by
compulsion. Parties need to be able to do that by free
will.
Perhaps that represents some of the philosophical
differences between this side and the Labor-Greens
alliance on these matters, because we believe in
ultimate free choice and that the government and the
courts should be there when the parties require them,
rather than by compulsion. It was said that we have
some cognitive dissonance in our position. I hope that
clarifies that it is not our side with any dissonance on
this issue. We are being entirely consistent in relation to
this bill and the Civil Procedure and Legal Profession
Amendment Act 2011.
Another point that was made in relation to the
government’s position was about industrial disputes. I
do not want to divert debate on this important bill to
discuss industrial disputes, but if you have a look at
some of the opposition that has occurred over the long
history of industrial regulation at a commonwealth
level, you will generally find that the desire to go down
the path of compulsory arbitration processes has been
pushed by the Labor Party and the coalition parties
have tended to support free choice. I note in relation to
Fair Work Australia that its recent decision on youth
awards, particularly for regional situations, was a fair
outcome, and I ask the commonwealth government to
comply with that, using Mr Pakula’s phrase, ‘What is
good for the goose is good for the gander’.
Returning to other points made, in relation to the
international dispute centre, which both Ms Pennicuik
and Mr Pakula have supported, that is the proposal. It is
something that is relevant to this bill in an important
way in that this bill, as a commercial arbitration bill,
really reflects the practice as a derivative of the more
substantial practice in international commercial
arbitrations.
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The reasons for that, primarily, are twofold. Firstly, the
domestic Victorian courts and legal system are world
class and, as far as these things can be benchmarked,
are among the finest common law civil procedure
institutions in the world. That is one reason why it is
not often that commercial disputes are taken up outside
the court system in terms of domestic disputes in
Victoria or even interstate. Our Australian legal system
generally provides great certainty and a cost-efficient
way of resolving disputes. That does not mean it is
perfect and does not require reform and further
consideration, but it also has had a commercial
arbitration option for many years which parties can
elect to be part of in a commercial dispute, and they
have under the Commercial Arbitration Act 1984.
However, that has been regarded as somewhat
cumbersome. This bill, by adopting the United Nations
model law, will allow the Victorian jurisdiction to
better align with the practice of international
commercial arbitration. That will allow practitioners,
parties and companies to adjust their business affairs to
make things more efficient, fair and cost effective and
hopefully will reduce red tape and increase
productivity, which all parties acknowledge as an
important economic imperative over the next few years.
With the international system, though, it is often the
case with international disputes that international
arbitration is far more frequently adopted as a means of
resolving disputes, including shipping matters and trade
disputes, which are often arbitrated in international
arbitration agreements. That system is well understood
and highly appropriate. It is therefore appropriate that
the Victorian law better reflect and better model itself
on the United Nations Commission on International
Trade Law Model Law on International Commercial
Arbitration contained in UNCITRAL Model Law on
Electronic Commerce and it takes into account the
commonwealth International Arbitration Act 1974 —
the commonwealth act — which in this bill has
appropriate modifications for the domestic situation.
Ms Pennicuik raised some concerns that have been
raised by the Law Institute of Victoria. I will comment
on clause 27D when I go through the bill shortly, but in
general terms the LIV’s position — as I understand that
position and I have based my understanding on advice
rather than any direct discussion I have had — was to
seek to continue to make amendments to the
Commercial Arbitration Act 1984 and uniform
arbitration acts across the country.
However, the view of the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General and the other players was that this
process had been bogged down since about 2002 and
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was not likely to produce a model law or uniform law
for Australia and therefore, because of the importance
of achieving consistency across the state and across the
country, it was necessary to move to an international
model law with some modifications that could allow
this issue to be progressed.
Other bodies that have supported this bill include a
range of eminent stakeholders, including the Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court, the Victorian Bar, the
Chartered Institute of Arbitrators and the Institute of
Arbitrators and Mediators Australia, who have
generally been supportive of the bill. I will deal with the
other concerns in relation to clause 27D when I proceed
through the bill.
Turning to the bill, I note that one of the other
important features is that it does contain the paramount
object, which has been referred to by Mr Pakula, so in a
sense it has the general purposes in clause 1AA, which
are:
(a) to improve commercial arbitration processes to facilitate
the fair and final resolution of commercial disputes by
arbitration without unnecessary delay or expense; and
(b) to make consequential amendments to other Acts; and
(c) to repeal the Commercial Arbitration Act 1984.

But then it has this paramount object of the act, which
is important in an interpretative sense. Clause 1AC
says:
(1) The paramount object of this Act is to facilitate the fair
and final resolution of commercial disputes by impartial
arbitral tribunals without unnecessary delay or expense.
(2) This Act aims to achieve its paramount object by —
(a) enabling parties to agree about how their
commercial disputes are to be resolved (subject to
subsection (3) and such safeguards as are necessary
in the public interest); and
(b) providing arbitration procedures that enable
commercial disputes to be resolved in a
cost-effective manner, informally and quickly.
(3) This Act must be interpreted, and the functions of an
arbitral tribunal must be exercised, so that (as far as
practicable) the paramount object of this Act is achieved.
(4) Subsection (3) does not affect the application of
section 35 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984
for the purposes of interpreting this Act.

That is an important paramount provision, which is an
example of an instance where legislation can state its
objects and purposes, which will be relevant to its
interpretation by both courts and arbitral tribunals
through the conduct of arbitrations.
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In relation to other important clauses of the bill,
clause 6 makes it clear that the functions of arbitration,
assistance and supervision are to be performed by the
Supreme Court, the County Court or the Magistrates
Court if the parties so provide in the arbitration
agreement. Again, in relation to a comment that has
been made in the section 85 statement, this legislation
does contain necessary limitations to the Supreme
Court’s jurisdiction.
The coalition also agrees with the comments of the
other parties that this power to limit the Supreme
Court’s jurisdiction under the Constitution Act 1975
should be exercised very sparingly. However, the
agreement to stand outside a court system and go to an
arbitration is one of those examples where, provided it
is done fairly and justly — which is what this bill seeks
to ensure — it is appropriate in a sense to limit at times
elements of the court’s jurisdiction so that the parties’
decision to move to a form of alternative dispute
resolution outside the court system can be properly
respected and there will not be unnecessary
interlocutory appeals or other legal challenges to the
basic decision of the parties to engage in the arbitral
process at the various steps.
As I have said all the way through the clauses, most of
them will not operate in terms of their procedures
unless the parties freely determine that they should do
so. That is an important aspect of providing structure to
arbitrations but respecting that at all times it is the free
choice of parties to engage in the process; however,
once you engage in that process you do need a set of
rules and regulations to regulate that process.
The bill has been well prepared, with very helpful notes
along the way, including variations in the bill from the
model law. I commend the various drafters of the bill
for their preparation and their work in achieving this
resolution on the bill. An important variation that I will
go to briefly is in clause 10, which relates to the number
of arbitrators. As I said, the parties are free to determine
the number of arbitrators, but failing such a
determination, the number of arbitrators is one. This is
an example of a variation of the model law. Article 10.2
of the model law provides for three arbitrators if the
parties do not determine the number of arbitrators.
The first thing we would say in justification of that
variation is that it is obviously up to the parties to
determine, but it is considered that one is, in a sense, in
a better default position in terms of greater efficiency
than having to pay for three arbitrators. One of the
essential cost inhibitors of arbitration is the fact that the
parties have to pay for the cost of the arbitration. They
also have to pay for the costs of issuing in the courts,
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but it is generally considered that your court fees are in
a sense often cheaper than the cost of a commercial
arbitrator who has that experience. That is an example
of one of the variations. Acting President, you will be
pleased to know that I will not go through each of these
clause by clause, but that is an example of the sorts of
variations that exist.
In terms of the arbitration agreements, clause 7 defines
an arbitration agreement as:
… an agreement by the parties to submit to arbitration all or
certain disputes which have arisen or which may arise
between them in respect of a defined legal relationship,
whether contractual or not.

An arbitration agreement must be in writing, and ‘in
writing’ has an expanded meaning to include electronic
communications.
Clause 8 outlines the circumstances in which a court
may be required to refer a dispute to arbitration if
requested to do so by a party to that dispute. It will also
enable arbitration to be commenced or continued while
the issue is pending before the court. Then there is the
composition of the arbitral tribunal, which is the
tribunal that the parties agree to to undertake an
arbitration; and clause 10 enables the parties to
determine the number of arbitrators, as I have outlined.
Clause 11 allows the parties to agree on the process for
the appointment of arbitrators, and clause 12 will oblige
proposed arbitrators to disclose any circumstances
likely to give rise to justifiable doubts as to their
impartiality or independence. This is important and is
another example of justice not only needing to be done
but also needing to be seen to be done in relation to
allegations of perceived bias.
In terms of the jurisdiction of an arbitral tribunal,
clause 16 makes it clear that an arbitral tribunal is
competent to make a determination as to whether or not
it has jurisdiction to arbitrate a commercial dispute.
This clause clarifies that an arbitration agreement may
be severed from the contract in which it is contained so
that any determination that the contract is invalid will
not mean that the arbitration clause itself is invalid. In
terms of the conduct of the arbitral proceedings, a
detailed list of matters in part 5 sets out the way that
proceedings are conducted and includes processes in
relation to the procedures to be adopted, the place of
arbitration, the time of arbitration, the language to be
used, the paperwork to be filed, the conduct of
proceedings, legal or other representation and the taking
of expert opinions.
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Clauses 27 to 27J, which are partly the matters raised
by the Greens — and I will refer to those shortly —
enable a request to be made to the Supreme Court or
another court agreed to by the parties under clause 6, by
an arbitral tribunal or by a party with the approval of
the arbitral tribunal for assistance in the following
matters: the taking of the evidence, the issue of
subpoena documents, the consolidation of certain
arbitral proceedings and the admissibility of
confidential information.
Clause 27D, on which the Law Institute of Victoria had
a final query — in fact I am advised it is one of the
matters on which some considerable time was spent in
the negotiations between the parties — deals with the
power of the arbitrators to act as mediators. There is an
important flexibility in this measure and in arbitration
regimes at times enabling an arbitrator to enter into
mediation and confidential discussions. Often there
may be a way to resolve a dispute that is outside the
square and not squarely within the terms, and a
mediation process can be appropriate. However, once
the parties engage in mediation there can be matters
disclosed that could prejudice further conduct of an
arbitral hearing, as I think was outlined by
Ms Pennicuik.
There were suggestions that there needed to be a
compulsory conversion mechanism between a
mediation and an arbitration so that if someone had not
replied within a certain amount of time the mediator
would become an arbitrator. Victoria has chosen to go
with the New South Wales model. Again, there will be
no compulsion; there will be an option. If all parties
agree to have a mediator also act as an arbitrator, then
that will occur, but it will not occur without that
consent. That is another important way in which this
bill allows the choice of the parties to engage in
arbitration to be respected.
There is also disclosure of commercial information
provided for in clause 27F, which again will be
respected effectively by an opt-out arrangement. There
is a power under clause 27G, of which those
considering this matter should be reminded, which
allows the arbitral tribunal in certain circumstances to
make an order allowing a party to a proceeding to
disclose confidential information, and in doing so it
must give each party an opportunity to be heard.
In the end what we have done is follow the New South
Wales model provisions in relation to these matters. We
believe they are appropriate for the commercial
arbitration regime, and we trust that in time they will
meet the concerns of the Law Institute of Victoria, if
they remain. I hope that answers Ms Pennicuik’s
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questions. If not, I am sure they can be taken up at a
later stage.
Briefly, there are provisions in clause 34 which outline
the circumstances in which the Supreme Court, or
another court, may set aside an award on limited
criteria. They include: incapacity; inadequate notice; if
a tribunal has acted beyond its power or ultra vires,
which is often the big question because that can be
argumentative, but it is set out in clause 34 in an
endeavour to make it clear; or on public policy grounds
if, for example, the making of an award was induced or
affected by fraud, corruption or breach of the rules of
natural justice.
Further, clause 34A also enables an appeal to the
Supreme Court, or another court agreed to by the
parties, on a question of law if the parties have agreed
prior to the commencement of arbitration that such
appeals may be made and the court grants leave.
Finally, clauses 35 and 36 establish a framework for the
recognition and enforcement of arbitral awards.
As I have said, it is model law. It will bring Victoria
into line with the other states, assuming they all come
on board. It has been done as a result of the hard work
on the part of the drafters, and I commend their work
and negotiations over many years. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It is an
interesting exercise to follow a speaker as experienced
as Mr O’Brien. He has, with great aplomb and
understanding, succinctly put the government’s position
on the Commercial Arbitration Bill. I hope, as he
suggested, that he has allayed some of the concerns
raised by Ms Pennicuik in her contribution. A member
with Mr O’Brien’s ability, experience as a barrister and
his life experiences in working with small business,
particularly in his own electorate, shows the depth of
the coalition government talent. That professionalism
and experience came through in his presenting this bill,
which in some respects is quite complex.
As Mr O’Brien said, this is model law, and it brings
Victoria into line with other states. It repeals the
previous Commercial Arbitration Act 1984 and
replaces it with a new procedural framework designed
to ensure that commercial disputes are settled fairly and
expediently by impartial tribunals. This bill was agreed
to by the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General
and is based on the United Nations model law. It will
ensure that commercial disputes are managed
uniformly across Australia, providing certainty for
Victorian businesses.
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There are a number of important aspects of this bill.
Mr O’Brien’s clause-by-clause analysis explained in
great detail the ramifications of this bill, so I will not
repeat that. However, I will briefly summarise some
aspects of the bill which will serve to provide greater
flexibility to the parties involved.
The parties to a dispute may set the number of
arbitrators who may arbitrate. The ability to set
financial limits on the arbitration process will be
provided, and time limits will be able to be set to
prevent the process from becoming long and drawn out.
Additionally, default positions are set out in the
legislation covering these aspects in case the parties
cannot reach an agreement. This will prevent the
process from becoming bogged down in legal
wrangling to the detriment of small businesses. I will
come back to small businesses in a moment.
I am pleased to see that Mr Pakula has returned to the
chamber. His contribution also showed a depth of
understanding of the bill, notwithstanding the
interjections when he strayed — a political detour I
think is what he called it — and frolicked off into
industrial arbitration rather than dealing with the bill at
hand, which is dealing with commercial arbitration. But
many of the points that Mr Pakula also raised — and I
am pleased to know that the opposition is not opposing
this bill — are in fact valid, which bodes well for
business in this state.
In building on the point I mentioned about small
businesses, it is important to ensure that there are
efficient and effective business negotiations in Victoria.
It is an important message to send to not only the rest of
the state but in fact the rest of the world. The Baillieu
government is sending a clear message with this bill
that Victoria is open for business and is making laws
that expedite business operations in this state.
The bill will ensure greater fairness in negotiations
between large businesses in Victoria, but it will have a
great impact on small businesses as well. All too often
small businesses are at a disadvantage when they
negotiate commercial disputes with large corporations,
such as large retail outlets and owners, insurance
companies, banks and so on. They simply do not have
the time or the resources to defend long drawn-out
negotiations, and they almost by default are forced to
surrender. How often do we hear those sorts of stories
anecdotally. If you delve into some business
transactions, you can see that far too frequently large
businesses, which have very deep pockets, grind
through small businesses until they are simply out of
resources, time and energy.
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This bill will have great implications for thousands of
small to medium size businesses, particularly in my
electorate of the Southern Metropolitan Region. There
is a huge number of information technology specialists
in South Melbourne and the Albert Park electorate, and
that number is growing. They are to be encouraged at
every opportunity, and this legislation will help them in
dealing with some of the negotiations that they may be
forced to enter into. Then there are the small stall
owners in places like the Prahran market and the South
Melbourne market. They, too, need to have some surety
that if they need to enter into negotiations with larger
organisations, they have the support provided by this
bill. Then we have the retail outlets in places such as
Chadstone, and it is important to give them some surety
as well. There are marine suppliers in Sandringham and
Brighton, and the myriad retailers in strip shopping
centres in places such as Hawksburn, Kew, Ashburton
and Camberwell. Then there are the shop owners in
places such as the Oakleigh mall. All these people are
going to be affected by the outcome of this bill.
As I said, the bill shows that Victoria is open for
business, that we are listening to businesses, both large
and small, and responding to their concerns. The small
businesses in my electorate will benefit from the
introduction of this bill. I wish it a safe passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
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Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

ELECTRONIC TRANSACTIONS
(VICTORIA) AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 September; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to make a contribution on behalf of the opposition
regarding the Electronic Transactions (Victoria)
Amendment Bill 2011 and to indicate that the
opposition will not be opposing the bill. We are back
dealing with SCAG because this bill is also the result of
an agreement reached at the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General meeting in 2007. The bill has the
effect of bringing Victoria’s legislation pertaining to
e-commerce in line with international standards.
Many members of the house would have recently
become even more well acquainted with electronic
transactions of all forms now that we have entered the
iPad era, and this device, amongst many others, makes
it easier than it has ever been to make purchases online
and to enter into agreements online. It is in many
respects not the way of the future but the way of today.
Similar legislation has already been passed by the
commonwealth, New South Wales, Tasmanian and
Northern Territory parliaments. Legislation has been
introduced into the South Australian and Western
Australian parliaments, and legislation is pending in
both Queensland and the Australian Capital Territory.

That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank those who contributed to the debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I am of the opinion that the third reading of this
bill requires to be passed by an absolute majority, and I
ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.

The opposition was briefed on this bill by officials from
the Department of Justice, and they indicated to us that
a number of organisations had been consulted in the
preparation of this bill including the Law Institute of
Victoria, the Victorian Bar and various business
organisations, all of whom were very supportive of the
bill. I have to say that in taking its own soundings the
opposition has not found any opposition to the bill
either.

Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the opinion, as
the Acting President was, that the third reading of this
bill requires to be passed by an absolute majority. In
order that I may determine whether the required
majority has been obtained, I ask those members who
are in favour of the motion to stand in their places.
Required number of members having risen:

This legislation is in line with the United Nations
Convention on the Use of Electronic Communications
in International Contracts 2005. The effect of the
passage of this legislation will be that this state’s
existing electronic commerce laws will be updated in
respect of the use of electronic signatures, the way a
party’s location in the electronic environment is
determined and the way that the time and place of
dispatch and receipt of electronic communications is
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determined. It will provide guidelines around the use of
automated messages as those messages apply to the
formation of contracts, and it will provide a legislative
mandate as to when an offer becomes an invitation to
treat in an electronic environment.
The bill allows for signatures to be provided
electronically. Whether or not it is in place of a
handwritten signature in a traditional transaction, the
bill provides some certainty around the use of either
typed names or electronically signed names. It provides
default rules for the determination of the location of
parties, but it does not stop parties from reaching
agreement on contractual terms that alter the
determination of that location in an electronic
environment, so parties will still have the ability to
clarify the jurisdiction of the contract. The bill does not
take away from parties those rights, but it does provide
some certainty in an environment where the parties
have not specified the location.
The bill applies default rules regarding the
determination of the time of dispatch and receipt of
electronic transactions, and that is important because it
helps to ensure that time limits are clearly established in
certain circumstances — for instance, in regard to
warranties, return policies and the like. Those sorts of
issues can be less than clear in an electronic
environment, and it is important that the statute book is
effectively updated to ensure that even where the
parties do not specify those matters there is a default
situation that exists within the law.
The bill allows for automated messages to be used to
form a contract. There are already a large number of
electronic transactions that occur via automated
messages, and in many cases the vendor never actually
views a written contract. The bill also contains
safeguards for input errors. For example, if a customer
wanted to purchase two loaves of bread through a
supermarket’s online service but accidentally typed in
200 or 2000, they would be able to contact the vendor
and adjust the contract. The bill clarifies the
circumstances in which one of the parties to the
contract is able to alter their initial electronic
conveyance, if you like, in order to correct an error that
has been made.
The bill extends the traditional invitation to treat rules
that exist in contract law to electronic commerce. As I
am sure Mr O’Brien knows, but for the benefit of other
members, an invitation to treat consists of an offer by
an indication of one person to another person of the
willingness of the person making the offer to enter into
a contract on certain terms without there being a
necessity for further negotiations. It is important that in
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an electronic environment legislation helps to clarify
when an invitation to treat has occurred, and this bill
provides parties with more guidance in regard to that.
The bill also provides that a proposal to form a contract,
other than a proposal addressed to specific persons, is
considered to be merely an invitation to treat, unless of
course a contrary intention is clearly indicated by
whoever is making that proposal.
In a nutshell this is not controversial or high-profile
legislation, but it is important legislation that has been
negotiated over a number of years by attorneys-general
from around the country. It allows both consumers and
vendors within Victoria to trade online with greater
confidence and greater certainty about the legislative
framework that oversees those transactions. During our
time in office we as a government released a discussion
paper that outlined the need to strengthen privacy
legislation, electronic transactions legislation,
e-consumer protection and the like, and over the course
of many years we continually updated the relevant
legislation as situations emerged and technology was
enhanced to keep up with that pace.
This is the first piece of legislation that this government
has had to introduce to do likewise, but as electronic
transactions become more common and as technology
is enhanced and becomes even more user friendly I
have no doubt there will be a need for further updating
of the relevant legislation to keep pace with those
changes. This legislation is the first step in that
direction by the new government. It is an important
piece of legislation, and the opposition commends it to
the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill
2011 is a result of agreements made at the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General and is a federally
organised agreement that is being implemented by
other jurisdictions. Recognising all of that and the other
issues I am about to come to, the Greens will not be
opposing the bill. The bill will assist electronic
commerce transactions, which are becoming more and
more diverse and commonplace in our society. Even I
am ordering things over the internet now. I was dragged
kicking and screaming to electronic banking; I was a
late adopter in that area. Lately I have been chasing
down various types of books and I have found that the
only way to obtain them practically is via online
booksellers. Despite the fact that these retailers have
been around for about a decade, I have only just
become a user of them.
The amendments contained in this bill are based on the
United Nations Commission on International Trade
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Law Model Law on Electronic Commerce. The bill has
three main principles: one, non-discrimination in the
treatment of transaction methods, which is just as well
because the legislation is never going to keep up with
the technology; two, that electronic transactions be
treated the same in law as more traditional contract
methods, and that is not as simple as it sounds and we
may talk about it during debate on this bill; and three,
that contracting parties have the ability to set or propose
alternative terms and conditions. It is not every day that
this Parliament enacts laws passed by the General
Assembly of the United Nations, and I wonder why I
am not hearing from those notorious one world
government conspiracy theorists such as Mr Finn — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Or Mr Drum!
Mr BARBER — Mr Pakula nominates Mr Drum.
Yet here is a real-life example, so you would think they
would be railing, but they are not.
Invitations, offers and acceptances through electronic
formats as well as the timing and jurisdictions in which
these events occur will now be put beyond legal doubt,
at least until the lawyers get hold of this new piece of
legislation. The timing in the legislation is a default
setting, so it can be altered by the parties through a
contract. The time of dispatch occurs once the message
leaves the computer, and the time of receipt occurs
when the communication is ‘capable of being
retrieved’. The meaning of this phrase will no doubt be
elucidated by a court down the line as to whether
‘capability’ is a potential, a statement of fact or perhaps
knowledge of its receipt.
If we ever get around to putting artificial intelligence in
our computers, then God knows what that will mean.
Probably robots talking to robots, perhaps represented
by robots in court. Who knows? We might see it in our
lifetime. Mr O’Brien’s former profession may be made
redundant by technology.
The jurisdiction of the contract is deemed to be in the
place where the originator of the communication has
their business, and there is provision for a rebuttable
presumption based on the party’s publicly stated place
of business. In the event that no place is publicly
mentioned, it will be either the party’s principal place
of business or the place with the closest relationship to
the transaction — it sounds as though there is plenty of
earning potential for lawyers there too. Even the
procedural issues on these sorts of expansionary terms
could be a couple of days of hearings before they get to
the substance of the matter.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
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Mr BARBER — Mr O’Brien may have a second
career down the line that could be even more profitable
than this one, and I might seek some guidance from
him when it comes time to make that change.
The final major change is the defining of an ‘invitation
to treat’. Traditionally this has been perceived as an
advertisement or perhaps products placed on a shelf.
The offer usually only occurs when the customer takes
the product up to the counter or responds to the
advertisement by ordering online. Once the purveyor
accepts that offer, the contract is formed. This bill
classes electronic communications that are generally
displayed and not specifically addressed to a particular
individual as an invitation to treat. I have absolutely no
doubt that the challenges for jurisprudence to keep up
with electronic commerce have only just begun, but I
am glad to see this bill. When we get to the committee
stage of the bill I will be seeking to ask a few brief
questions of the minister as to how this might work in
certain practical real-life examples. Mr Pakula at this
point is falling about laughing and holding his sides.
The legislation all seems fine when it is on paper; I
would like to know though in relation to certain
situations how this might work for an ordinary
consumer.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be speaking on the Electronic Transactions (Victoria)
Amendment Bill 2011. It is another important piece of
legislation which this government, through the very
able Attorney-General, has promptly brought to the
Parliament to consider, and I commend the other parties
for their non-opposition to this bill and its speedy
transition.
It is an important piece of legislation in a week that has
seen the passing of one of the international pioneers of
electronic communications, Mr Steve Jobs of the Apple
corporation. He showed what can be achieved within a
lifetime in terms of a commitment to quality, design
and aesthetics but also innovation. In the field of
electronic transactions innovation is often well ahead of
governments, regulators, lawyers and other parties, and
it is moving at an increasingly rapid pace. It is
important that at times the law needs to catch up and
clarify a number of matters that often already exist
within previous fields but that need to be adjusted or
confirmed in relation to electronic transactions. So it is
with this piece of legislation. It does not seek to alter or
adjust the law, but rather it seeks to confirm and clarify
a number of important matters in relation to electronic
transactions.
The pace of change in electronic transactions is also
occurring in fields like online retail, which has
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consequent flow-on effects for the hard economy or the
non-IT economy in terms of provisions of goods. In this
regard I pay tribute to a company in my electorate that
received the Best New Business award in the Powercor
Grampians Pyrenees regional tourism awards. That
company is 75BC Office, an online printing and
stationery business. It has an interesting story. Billy
Cairns and Craig Lennie are immigrants from Scotland
who settled in Ararat in 2004 and 2009 respectively and
set up this company, I believe in its present
formulation, within about a year. With over
16 000 quality products in stock they have been
fulfilling orders, which they provide in a timely manner
from their regional location. So it is the case with many
other businesses that take advantage of the
opportunities available to businesses via electronic
transactions and associated commerce, warehouse and
distribution services et cetera. Businesses might be in
Ballarat, Geelong, Melton, Warrnambool or
Bannockburn, but wherever they are they need to be
regulated in relation to important matters such as time
of dispatch of email, time of receipt and offer, and
acceptance of a contract.
Those are the important matters that this bill seeks to
touch on, and in doing so it seeks to clarify the
circumstances in which a requirement for a signature
will be taken to have been met in relation to electronic
communication. It also seeks to substitute provisions
relating to the determination of the time and place of
dispatch and receipt of electronic communications and
to provide for contracts that involve electronic
communications, as well as making other
miscellaneous amendments.
It is not a stand-alone bill but an amendment to the
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Act 2000, which
came into effect on 1 September 2000, no doubt having
survived the year 2000 bug, as it was then known. That
act implements the United Nations Commission on
International Trade Law Model Law on Electronic
Commerce 1996, which was the model law. It
encompassed a set of internationally accepted rules to
remove legal obstacles and provide a more secure
environment for electronic commerce, and that has
been uniformly implemented by the commonwealth,
states and territories.
That act implemented three important outcomes of the
model law: the legal validity of electronic transactions,
non-discriminatory treatment of different methods, and
party autonomy to agree to alternative terms and
conditions. It also removed impediments to the use of
electronic transactions among government, business
and commerce.
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As outlined by Mr Pakula, this bill was developed
following consideration by the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General, or SCAG, of the proposal to accede
to the 2005 United Nations Convention on the Use of
Electronic Communications in International Contracts,
or simply the convention. This convention built on the
model law, again with the purpose of facilitating
international trade. It updated the model law in the light
of further knowledge and developments in electronic
commerce and addressed gaps arising since the model
law was developed in 1996. Implementation of the
convention through the bill will modernise Australia’s
law on e-commerce so that it will reflect internationally
recognised legal standards, will enhance cross-border
online commerce, will increase certainty for
international trade by electronic means and thereby
encourage further growth of electronic contracting, and
will confirm Australia’s commitment to facilitating
electronic communications in international trade
transactions as reflected in the various free trade
agreements.
I will not go through the bill clause by clause, but there
are some important definitions worth touching on
which were also commented on by Mr Barber in his
contribution. In terms of the addressee, clause 4 of the
bill sets out the — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — In relation to any suggestion of it
being a lawyers’ picnic, that is certainly not the
intention. The idea of all statutes is to seek clarity.
Parties often enter into disputes, and the law should try
to do its best to settle them. We say the definitions and
provisions are clear within the legislation, but each
factual circumstance always needs to be considered on
its own merits.
These various definitions include the ‘addressee of an
electronic communication’, which means a person who
is intended by the originator to receive the electronic
communication but which does not include a person
acting as an intermediary. ‘Automated message system’
means a computer program or an electronic or other
automated means used to initiate an action or to
respond to electronic data communications. ‘Place of
business’ means, in relation to a person, a place where
the person maintains a non-transitory establishment to
pursue an economic activity other than the temporary
provision of goods or services out of a specific location,
and in relation to a government, an authority of a
government or a non-profit body, it means a place
where any operations or activities are carried out by that
government, authority or body.
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In relation to electronic signatures, the bill establishes
the general conditions under which an electronic
signature is regarded as authenticated with sufficient
credibility and enforceability. Relevant provisions are
set out in clause 8, which amends section 9(1)(a) of the
principal act. Signatures are used to perform a number
of functions such as identifying a person’s personal
involvement in the act of signing a document,
associating a person with the content of a document,
associating a person with the content of a document
written by someone else or endorsing authorship of a
text. This clause also aligns the principal act with the
convention by confirming that the notion of a signature
does not necessarily imply a party’s approval of the
entire content of the communication to which the
signature is attached.
The current act provides a flexible approach to the
requirements of a valid electronic signature by
providing that the method used should be ‘as reliable as
was appropriate for the purposes for which the
information was communicated’. Clause 8 of the bill
inserts a new paragraph that forms part of the reliability
test which includes the phrase ‘in the light of all the
circumstances, including any relevant agreement’. This
is always important to remember, because where
circumstances can be adduced that shed light on what
has ostensibly occurred — involving paper or even
electronic communications — they always need to be
taken into account. Under the parole evidence rule and
other rules, however, preference will always been given
to what has actually been transacted.
Mr Pakula touched on the invitations to treat
provisions, which are set out in clause 12 of the bill
which inserts new section 14B, entitled ‘Invitation to
treat regarding contracts’. This proposed section
provides that a proposal to form a contract, other than a
proposal addressed to specific persons, is considered to
be merely an invitation to make offers unless the
contrary intention is indicated by the person making the
proposal. This will transpose the common-law notion of
an invitation to treat into the electronic environment. I
know there were contributions in the other place in
relation to that; in particular, Mr Thompson, the
member for Sandringham in the Assembly, went
through the famous Carlill v. Carbolic Smoke Ball
Company case, which set out in very great — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — Prior to offer and acceptance,
Mr Barber. It set out the concept of the invitation to
treat, which is — —
Mr Barber — The ad in the paper.
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Mr O’BRIEN — Which is the ad in the paper, as
Mr Barber says. You need an offer and acceptance, you
need that to be communicated and of course you need
intention to form legal relations. But these are matters
that are well understood, and in relation to this bill they
will now be better reflected in the electronic context.
In conclusion, this bill will update the legislative
framework for electronic commerce in this state to
reflect internationally recognised legal standards, will
improve cross-border online commerce, will increase
certainty for international trade through electronic
means and will confirm Victoria’s commitment to
facilitating electronic communications in international
trade transactions while supporting the growth of
electronic contracting in this state, including among our
wonderful online businesses.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I would like
to make a contribution on this Electronic Transactions
(Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011. I find it incredible
and yet also deeply curious when the Baillieu
government seeks to rewrite history, to change the facts
as we know them and to create a pretence about what
does not exist. This is exactly what is taking place with
the bill before the house. When members of the
government describe this bill as critical to bringing our
state out of the so-called darkness of Labor in
government they are ignoring some incredibly
important points.
This is an amendment bill. The principal act was a
creation of Labor in government. The original act was
in fact successful, but the pace of technology is such
that what was appropriate a few years ago is now
already out of date. I challenge anyone in the chamber
to accurately predict where technology will be in five
years time. Only people with the genius and vision of
the late Steve Jobs could even have come close. I have
been told that when one of the most well-known and
respected businesses and service organisations in our
state originally had the internet put to it as a business
tool it regarded it as irrelevant, temporary and of no
value to business. For two years it opposed the internet,
but one solitary director worked hard to promote it and
eventually, some 13 years ago, that organisation too
joined the web.
Today the internet is a key part of its business, its
marketing and its information services. We are all
looking differently at information technology every
day. However, this organisation was in the dark, as was
the rest of Victoria, at the time the former Liberal
government of Mr Kennett left office. There was no
legislation of any relevance to protect consumers until
the Labor government introduced the initial act in 2000.
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That act was a boon to the information superhighway as
far as business and online trading were concerned, but
the pace of technology is such that change is already
upon us.
The national broadband network (NBN) is being rolled
out around the nation. It will bring Australia into the
foreground of the information superhighway and make
us a leader in business amongst nations around the
globe. I have a successful history in business,
particularly in logistics, and I strongly believe this to be
a fact, as do most other senior businesspeople with
whom I have discussed the NBN. It will be a boon to
the state and the nation.
This bill is a key document that seeks to allow
consumers and businesses to trade online with
confidence. It seeks to take appropriate action that will
reduce the ability of criminals to operate in this area,
and that is something all members of this house would
support without controversy. The Labor Party has a
proven track record in supporting the positive growth of
e-commerce, in strengthening business opportunities
and in creating new avenues through which we can
grow our state. That is why we are supporting this bill
as a positive step forward, one which accords with what
we initiated when we were in government. This bill has
already been passed in other state jurisdictions,
following the great tradition of successfully creating
laws that can apply across the nation, which Labor in
government has done so well.
We have to support our hardworking police to combat
e-commerce fraud. This amendment is a good start, but
we must all be honest and admit that the criminal mind
will almost certainly force us to think of new strategies
within a few short years. As those involved in fraud
become bolder, we must become more strident in
stamping out crimes based around information
technology. I am not talking here about the pain caused
by people hacking into our email accounts or websites,
painful as such hacking can be.
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use of automatic message systems in the formation of
contracts, clarifying rules in relation to invitations to
treat, and setting a determination of a party’s location in
an electronic environment and the time and place of
dispatch and receipt of electronic communications and
electronic signatures.
I cannot help but agree with Mr Eideh that technology
has moved on at a rapid rate. Who would have thought
20 years ago that the most common form of
communication in the world would be an Apple?
Mr Eideh is right — technology has moved forward,
and it is almost impossible to predict where technology
will be in a few years. Mobile phones are no longer just
mobile phones; they are in fact portable computers
now, because we can do so much with them. I agree
that technology has moved forward.
This amendment bill is based on the Model Law on
Electronic Commerce 1996, which was developed by
the United Nations Commission on International Trade
Law. The United Nations Convention on the Use of
Electronic Communications in International Contracts
2005 updates the model law in light of developments in
electronic commerce. As a party to the convention, we
are required to make amendments to commonwealth,
state and territory electronic transactions legislation.
Mr Pakula referred to the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General, and he used an acronym for it that I
will not use, because I find it somewhat distasteful. The
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General released a
public consultation paper in 2008. Following public
support, a model bill to implement the obligations
under the convention was drafted by the Australasian
Parliamentary Counsel’s Committee in 2009.

I am sincerely hopeful that this legislation will stand for
some time and that e-commerce will become safer and
thus more attractive to our businesses and
consumers — the people of our great state of Victoria.
The future of the state depends in so many ways on
technology, and we must work hard to keep up the pace
alongside it. We support this amendment bill.

This bill provides a set of internationally accepted rules
to remove those legal obstacles and provide a more
secure environment for electronic commerce. As
someone who has come from business, I can confirm
for the house that most business is being transacted
electronically these days. The days of sending sales
representatives out to get contracts signed, which was
an expensive use of rubber on the road, is being
whittled back and done electronically. Mr Eideh’s point
was quite valid. I am delighted that today he almost
said he supported the bill — he said he would not be
opposing it! I would much rather that he had said he
supported it.

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this morning to speak on the Electronic
Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011. This bill
amends the Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Act 2000
and augments the current regime by acknowledging the

This bill supports the government’s commitment to
promote an efficient and facilitative business
environment. The ability to transact business
electronically is an essential aspect of contemporary
business practice. It enables businesses, members of the
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community and of course the government to deal with
each other via electronic means. It also provides that
transactions taking place under a law of the jurisdiction
will not be invalid because they are completed
electronically. We just have to look at what happens in
today’s environment — tweeting, texting and emails.
So many relationships are built electronically. I have to
say for Mr Leane’s benefit that tweeting is something
one should pare back every now and then, because one
makes statements about oneself when one tweets. We
could go to Mr Leane’s quite rancid views about the
carbon tax, but we will let him off the hook just on this
occasion.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I am more than happy for
Mr Leane to tweet, ‘We are Geelong, the greatest team
of all!’, but I will leave that one with him.
This bill provides that transactions can be completed
electronically, as I have said. In terms of business
efficiency, it enables contractual dealings such as
offers, acceptances and invitations to be conducted
electronically. It recognises that in a business
environment and a personal environment time is
money. This is an efficient way of dealing with these
transactions. The current act already provides for
functional equivalence, which means electronic
transactions should not be treated differently by law
than those being conducted in the traditional way using
traditional media. It provides for non-repudiation to
prevent parties from denying that they sent or received
particular information. We have all heard from time to
time, ‘I sent you an email’, and we have all heard the
response, ‘I never got it’. This bill goes some way
towards dealing with that, and it is to be commended.
I would like to be able to say that I have not seen
Mr Leane’s tweets, but tragically I did recently, and I
could not help but agree with him about the farcical
nature of the carbon tax.
This bill provides the clarification that the conduct of
electronic transactions requires the prior consent of all
parties involved. The implementation of the convention
does not require significant changes to the current
electronic transactions legislation, because the
amendments are machinery in nature. Careful
assessment has been undertaken to ensure that the
amendments do not actually disturb settled contract law
of domestic practice since the enactment of this act. It
will have a low impact on business while modernising
Australia’s laws on electronic commerce to reflect
internationally recognised standards and increase
certainty for international trade. Australia is operating
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in a global market and a global environment with some
significant international trading partners. This drives
efficiency; that is a very important statement about
what the Baillieu coalition government is all about —
driving efficiency throughout this state. It is to be
commended for that.
This bill refines default rules on electronic signature
provisions for determining whether the method used is
reliable. In that sense the electronic signature must be
capable of identifying the signatory and indicating the
signatory’s intention for the information contained in
the electronic communication. It provides clarity. It also
revises default rules to determine time and place of
dispatch and receipt of any electronic communication
that apply in the absence of any alternative agreement
on such matters.
The revised default rule for what we call the ‘time of
dispatch’ provides that the time of dispatch is the time
when the electronic communication leaves an
information system under the control of the originator
or the party who sent it on behalf of the originator. So
there will be some time stamping applied to this, and it
will be very clear when the transaction actually
occurred. The revised default rule for the ‘time of
receipt’ of the electronic communication is the time
when the electronic communication becomes capable
of being retrieved by the addressee at his or her
designated electronic address. So it actually sets in
place some very clear milestones and thresholds as to
when this transaction occurs.
This bill preserves the principle that contracting parties
should be free to agree on matters affecting the
formation and performance of a contract between them.
It modernises Victoria’s laws on electronic commerce.
It enhances cross-border online commerce
opportunities. Once again it confirms Australia’s
commitment to facilitating electronic communications
in international transactions. More than that, it increases
certainty for international trade by electronic means and
therefore encourages the future growth of electronic
contracting in Victoria. That is what we are about:
future growth in Victoria. We are about enabling. We
are about efficiency and getting good value for our
money. As the colloquialism goes, we are about getting
‘the best bang for our buck’ and creating jobs. This bill
will help to do that by creating more efficiency in
business. Those opposite are not keen to do some of
those things in order to support business.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is interesting that
Mr Barber interjects on this. It surprises me that he does

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3530

COUNCIL

so, because even the Law Institute of Victoria, the
Victorian Bar and businesses generally accept and
support this legislation. I do not know why Mr Barber
will not get behind this legislation.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! It was an erudite
performance, but it needs to be interrupted according to
the standing orders.
Mrs COOTE — What a disappointment.

Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I say to Mr Barber we would
like the Greens to be enablers and not disablers. We
would like the Greens to be with us in moving Victoria
forward. They should get out of the way if they cannot.
This is about the progress of Victoria. It is not about
taking us all the way back to chalk, slate and chisel.
This is about efficiency. Mr Barber should get behind it
because the Labor Party has and so do we. We would
be keen for the Greens to get behind this legislation as
well.
The Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill
2011 is well worth supporting. I am delighted that those
opposite are supporting it. I am delighted that the
opposition is getting behind it. As Mr Eideh says, the
movement in technology will enhance business
opportunities in Victoria. I know that, like me,
Mr Eideh is keen to see the development and growth of
Victoria. He is keen to see jobs growth as well. Like
Mr Eideh, I commend this bill to the house.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — This will
be very quick. Rest assured I will be ready to complete
my contribution after we have had question time, but
this part of it will be about 1 minute in length.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mrs COOTE — As Mr O’Brien said, it will be a bit
like an electronic transaction. It gives me great pleasure
to talk about the Electronic Transactions (Victoria)
Amendment Bill 2011. I listened with great interest to
those who spoke before me, particularly Mr Ondarchie,
whose contribution was very wide reaching. He
explained in great detail some of the consequences that
this bill will have for Victoria.
There is simply no doubt that e-commerce is going to
be a challenge for all of us in this place and for Victoria
as a community going forward. We have all heard the
stories about small children who are able to use
electronic devices very easily. In fact a whole
generation is going to grow up using e-commerce in
ways that we cannot even think about.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs COOTE — Already? That was quick.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I am sure Mrs Coote
will continue after question time.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Health: register of interests
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health and Leader of
the Government. I refer to the minister’s update of his
register of interests declaration and to the answers he
gave in the house yesterday, and I ask: are any of the
unnamed supporters referred to in the minister’s
declaration engaged in the health sector?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I stand
by the answer I gave yesterday. I have made all the
necessary declarations. Mr Pakula might like to ask
Mr Holding, the member for Lyndhurst in the
Assembly and a former minister, why he has not
declared his financial support for the litigation
involving Ms Lovell — financial support he received
from the taxpayers of Victoria.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer and his attempt at
deflection, but if the minister will not answer the
question directly about whether those supporters are
engaged in the health sector, can he perhaps outline
what sector or sectors the unnamed supporters are
engaged in?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
made all the declarations that are required, and that is
sufficient. I think the former minister should direct a
question to his own former minister, Minister Holding.
He might want to ask him whether he is prepared to put
on the record the donations made to him by Victorian
taxpayers. Why has he not put those on the register?

Footscray: central activities district
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, the
Honourable Matthew Guy. I ask: can the minister
inform the house of what action the Baillieu
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government is taking to improve security in our central
activities areas and how this will help their growth in
the new high-density residential hubs for Melbourne?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Elsbury on this Loud Shirt Day. I am assuming that
his lovely tie is a reflection of Loud Shirt Day, but it
might be just Mr Elsbury’s fantastic enthusiasm for his
electorate that is also coming through today.
Mr Elsbury and I joined Victoria Police and the mayor
of the City of Maribyrnong recently to launch security
cameras in the central activities area of Footscray.
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PSOs, which is coming into effect, and of course this
new program we have launched.
This government is absolutely committed to focusing
on getting the central activities areas working. We are
putting forward policies that are seeing greater
development happening in defined areas, areas where
we want greater high-density development to occur.
We are also putting in place the necessary mechanisms
to make sure that people are safe in those areas and that
Victoria Police is resourced in those areas and has the
ability to focus, via this new camera system, on crime
that is occurring.

Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — The City of Maribyrnong and
the state government worked together in Mr Pakula’s
electorate — that electorate which he apparently knows
so well from 30 kilometres away. We worked well to
implement a new system of 31 security cameras for the
Footscray central activities area so that Victoria Police
has the ability to monitor the central part of downtown
Footscray and provide fantastic, new, up-to-date
Pinpoint Security facilities for that central activities
area. Mr Elsbury and I were proud to be funding half of
this project and launching this project recently for the
state government with the mayor of the City of
Maribyrnong.
This government is committed to getting our central
activities areas going. We are committed to urban
renewal in areas that are defined, so that people know
where that change will occur. One of the key ways that
needs to be done is by providing both passive and
active security measures to make sure that people are
safe and feel safe in areas where there will be greater
population accommodation. The facilities program that
Mr Elsbury and I were there to launch, with the City of
Maribyrnong and the Victoria Police, is in fact the first
that is being undertaken in a central activities area.
Those 31 cameras are working right now to lower the
crime rate in central Footscray. They will be
complementary to this government’s policy for
protective services officers (PSOs) on our railway
stations. They will be absolutely complementary to the
good work, the excellent work, that PSOs will do on
our railway stations — the excellent work and the
outstanding work that our PSOs can do and will do to
keep people safe and to keep commuters safe. The
provision of new security services, which we have
launched in our activities areas, will make sure that the
whole area of central Footscray, from the railway
station through, will be an area for greater passive
security and greater active security via our promise on

I pay tribute to the work of my department, the City of
Maribyrnong and, importantly, Victoria Police, which
is doing excellent work in Mr Finn’s and Mr Elsbury’s
electorate to combat crime in downtown Footscray. It is
excellent work, assisted by this government and the
City of Maribyrnong, to make sure that Footscray will
in the future be an outstanding place for urban renewal,
pushed forward and advanced by the Baillieu
government.

Minister for Health: register of interests
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health and Leader of
the Government. I refer to the minister’s answer to the
previous question and to his update on the register of
interests declaration, and I ask whether any of the
unnamed supporters that he refers to in his declaration
are engaged in the aged-care sector?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
made all the required declarations, but I do point out
that the former Minister for Water, the member for
Lyndhurst in the other place, has not made his
declarations. He has not made the declarations he needs
to make about the taxpayer funding of his private
litigation. He needs to pay. He needs to be very clear
about who is paying for his private litigation.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
look forward to the minister’s undertaking that all
ministers in the current government will refuse to
accept support from the VMIA (Victorian Managed
Industry Authority). I look forward to that declaration
by him, but I ask: can the minister at least provide the
house with an unequivocal undertaking that none of the
support that he describes in the register gives rise to a
conflict or an appearance of conflict within the meaning
of section 3(1)(e) of the Members of Parliament
(Register of Interests) Act 1978?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
made all the required declarations. To pick up
Mr Pakula’s preamble about Mr Holding, Mr Holding
sought — —
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, under
the standing orders the minister is required to be
responsive to the question. What he is doing is
obfuscating, avoiding, blaming others and not being
responsive to the question. I would ask that you instruct
him to stop those practices and to actually be
responsive to the questions that have been asked of him
by Mr Pakula.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I was being directly responsive to the
member’s preamble.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is a difficult one.
Interestingly, Mr Davis does have some sanctuary in
the fact that the preamble did open up the question. I
have said before to members that in framing questions
they can sometimes provide a pretty good escape route
for a minister on an answer that they are looking for.
These are serious matters that are being put and raised
in terms of the question. Mr Davis has relied strongly
on declarations that he has made in accordance with the
acts of the Parliament, and I think that is actually
responsive to the question so far as the Chair is able to
direct a minister. That might not be a satisfactory
answer for the opposition and it might not be a
satisfactory answer for others, but so far as the Chair is
able to direct the minister, Mr Davis’s reference to the
actions he has taken is responsive.
In regard to the supplementary, I thought it was
somewhat wider than the original substantive question.
That was in my mind as it was posed, but nevertheless I
let it stand. The minister still has some way to go in
terms of his answer. He may well refer to further
matters that were raised in that question put by
Mr Pakula, but, as I said, the preamble did give
Mr Davis some sanctuary.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — In the preamble the member
raised the question very directly of whether ministers in
this government would access the VMIA for financial
support when they were involved in some litigation. Of
course it is quite appropriate for ministers undertaking
their ministerial duties to have support where they
make a statement or other matter in good faith. But in
the case of Mr Holding, who was not undertaking his
ministerial duties — he was outside his portfolio area,
in a general frolic, attacking Ms Lovell, now the
Minister for Housing, about a matter that was not
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factual — it would be very surprising to see a minister
access public money to support a private litigation
matter, as Mr Holding did. He accessed public
money — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Time, Minister.

Eye health: government initiatives
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is also directed to the
Minister for Health. I ask: can the minister inform the
house of the importance of eye health in Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have recognised
Mrs Peulich and asked her to put her question to a
minister. I do not think she needs assistance, and it
certainly seemed to me that the issues being raised by
members by way of interjection had nothing to do with
her question. Mrs Peulich, from the top.
Mrs PEULICH — It is a very positive question to
the Minister for Health, who is also the Minister for
Ageing, Mr Davis. I ask: can the minister inform the
house of the importance of eye health in Victoria and
how the Baillieu government is supporting better eye
health?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her question and for her interest in eye
health, with today being World Sight Day.
Approximately 80 per cent of vision loss in Australia is
caused by five conditions, all of which increase in
prevalence with age: age-related macular degeneration,
cataracts, diabetic eye disease, glaucoma and
uncorrected refractive errors.
The risk of getting serious eye conditions such as
age-related macular degeneration and glaucoma
increases dramatically if there is a family history of the
disease. If you have a relative with macular
degeneration, you have a 50 per cent chance of
developing the disease yourself.
Locally, eye health is a critical issue for Victoria’s
ageing population. In 2009 vision loss affected almost
6 per cent of Victorians aged over 40, and 11 per cent
of these people were blind. By 2020, without
appropriate prevention and early intervention, it is
projected that 200 000 Victorians over 40 will
experience vision loss, of whom almost 30 000 are
likely to go blind. This is a very serious and important
matter that needs to be dealt with.
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Research has demonstrated that people with vision
impairment are twice as likely to have falls, three times
as likely to suffer depression and are admitted to
high-level aged-care facilities three years earlier than
the population average. It is timely, as I say, on World
Sight Day to look at these factors and to note the
international recognition of vision issues and vision
loss.
In Victoria, Vision 2020 Australia and the Vision
Initiative are raising awareness about the importance of
knowing your family history of eye disease. The
message on World Sight Day is that Victorians should
talk about eye health with their parents and
grandparents. We need to talk to our families about
these issues. Having all the facts is a powerful tool
when it comes to tackling vision loss. Once glaucoma is
diagnosed, for example, it can be managed with various
treatment options. It really is as simple as telling people
‘Save your sight — get tested’. Please do get tested.
That is my message to the community today.
The government will also deliver $6 million per year to
the Victorian Eyecare Service to provide pensioners
with access to low-cost eye care and visual aids. The
service is funded by the Baillieu government through
the Australian College of Optometry. This commitment
is in addition to the Victorian coalition’s $165 million
redevelopment of the Royal Victorian Eye and Ear
Hospital — —
Mr Jennings — When’s that happening?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is happening,
Mr Jennings; you just need to stay tuned.
I urge people to focus on discussing eye health with
their families and understanding their family history of
eye disease, and in this way eye health can be managed
better and prevention measures can be instituted earlier.

Minister for Health: register of interests
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health and Leader of
the Government. In his declaration on the register of
interests the minister says:
Funds raised are subject to Australian electoral law and will
be disclosed according to that law in the appropriate reporting
period.

My question is whether the minister can tell the house if
he is referring in that sentence to his own Australian
Electoral Commission disclosure, the Liberal Party’s
AEC disclosure or the 500 Club’s AEC disclosure?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — These
would be the disclosures that are relevant, and as I have
said, I have made all the declarations that are required.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I suggest that Mr Pakula
focus very directly on former minister, Mr Holding, the
member for Lyndhurst in the Assembly, and his failure
to put on record the up to $200 000 that may well have
been spent by taxpayers on supporting his private
litigation frolic.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
again thank the minister for not answering the question
about which disclosure we are talking about — whether
it is his own, the party’s or the 500 Club’s. Can the
minister at least tell the house whether the sentence in
his declaration means that no matter who lodges it a
federal declaration will be submitted which will
identify clearly which supporters provided the minister
with support as outlined in his declaration?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Declarations by the Liberal Party, the Labor Party or
other political parties are a matter for them, and they
will no doubt make those declarations. I have complied
with every requirement under the act.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — What your party has not
done is insist that former Minister Holding lodge the
right report so that the tens of thousands of dollars of
taxpayer money is there.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Where’s your support? Only
Inga’s backing you up.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The use of the
member’s Christian name in this matter, particularly by
way of interjection, was inappropriate.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — I apologise.

Adult and community education: funding
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is for the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, who is also the minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession, Mr Hall. I ask: can the minister
advise the house how the Baillieu government is
supporting enhanced service delivery by local adult
education providers?
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Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mrs Petrovich for her question
and for her interest in adult education, a sector of
education in Victoria that all of us share an interest in. I
certainly welcome the opportunity to talk about it.
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week. I encourage members to acquaint themselves
with those grants and perhaps visit their Learn Local
organisations to share in the joy of the grants and learn
about the programs they offer.

Minister for Health: register of interests
Much of the adult education sector is now branded
under the Learn Local trademark, and I think that is an
accurate description of what the sector is all about.
There are some 320 Learn Local organisations scattered
right across Victoria, and invariably in most cities,
towns and hamlets across the state we have a Learn
Local provider. It is an education sector that typically
provides opportunities for some people who otherwise
would not have such an opportunity to engage in both
formal and informal education. It is also a sector that
provides access to important programs for people who
have a disadvantage to some degree or other.
One example was last Friday when I was in Moe. I was
served afternoon tea by the clients of Moe Life Skills,
which is an organisation based in Moe which provides
services and training programs for people with
disabilities. The reason I was visiting Moe Life Skills
was to announce a grant of nearly $50 000 to establish a
coffee bar at a local aged-care facility. The grant was to
assist with the establishment of a facility whereby the
clients of Moe Life Skills could learn some culinary
skills and some skills in the retail area. It was also set
up to provide a service which would be of great value
to the residents of an aged-care facility in the town. I
am proud to support the development of the synergies
between those two and the mutual benefits gained by
both the people involved in the aged-care facility and
those with learning skills through the disability sector.
This grant was just one of some 84 grants that will be
made available to Learn Local organisations under
round 2 of the Adult, Community and Further
Education Board Capacity and Innovation Fund grants.
That round 2 funding totals $3.78 million and is spread
across those 84 Learn Local organisations to provide
worthwhile innovation programs so that people can
benefit from the Learn Local organisation services.
This comes on top of round 1 grants which totalled
$4.2 million and were made available earlier in the
year.
The adult, community and further education board
needs to be commended for its foresight in making
available of the order of $8 million in these two rounds
of grant programs, delivering services which will
enhance those programs and which our Learn Local
organisations are able to provide on a needs basis to our
local communities. The full list of those grant recipients
will be on the Skills Victoria website within the next

Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health, who is also
the Minister for Ageing and the Leader of the
Government. I refer to the minister’s approval of more
than 100 persons to health and hospital boards in the
time he has been a minister, and I ask: can the minister
assure the house that none of those individuals have
been donors to the Liberal Party or fundraising bodies
associated with it?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have some difficulty
with this question. I gave a ruling not so long ago that
matters related to party affairs were not under the
jurisdiction of individual members of the party and that
they could not be expected to know what the parties
were doing. Decisions made by the parties were not
necessarily within their ability to influence or direct in
any way. This question goes directly to decisions
relating to donations made to the party, and it is beyond
the minister’s opportunity to understand what the
party’s affairs might be in that regard. In my view he
would not be in a position to provide a satisfactory
answer to the house on this aspect. I invite Mr Pakula to
reword the question.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Given that the minister
has approved more than 100 persons to health and
hospital boards in the time since he has been the
minister, and given his refusal to name any of the
supporters or members referred to in his declaration of
interests, I ask the minister to explain to the house how
the house can be satisfied that section 3(1)(e) of the
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978
is being adhered to — that is, how can the house be
satisfied that no conflict exists between the minister’s
public duty and his private interests?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
said, I have made all the required declarations and have
done that through the normal process in the register of
interests, and the community can have full confidence
in that. But where they cannot have full confidence is in
Mr Holding, the member for Lyndhurst in the
Assembly, who was the minister responsible for the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority at the time the
VMIA decided to fund his private litigation. That is a
public institution funding private litigation for the very
minister who was then in charge of the VMIA. The
VMIA gave the money to then Minister Holding.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Obviously the noise
level is unsatisfactory; the grand final finished two
weeks ago, and it was a reasonable result. Nonetheless,
we do not want to duplicate that activity here and that
noise level was beyond the pale. These are serious
questions, and the minister has the right to answer them
as his entitlement in this place. I am sure the opposition
is keen to hear those answers and consider what other
actions it might wish to pursue in the house with respect
to those answers. But I do not want a barrage of
interjections from both sides. The minister has
completed his answer.
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was a new commitment to this line. The former
government was intending to let the funding for this
vital service lapse as at 30 June this year. The
$3.7 million that we committed to the Maternal and
Child Health Line was part of the coalition
government’s $6.26 million commitment to parenting
support and maternal and child health services that we
allocated in our May budget.
Beyond this commitment of funding, 2011 has been an
exciting year for the Maternal and Child Health Line. In
July this year the service took its 1 millionth call. That
is an amazing achievement and a testament to the value
of this service that is offered to Victorian families. One
million calls over 20 years is a lot of calls.

Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My supplementary question is quite simple. The
minister has now been asked on numerous occasions to
provide answers to questions about who the supporters
were that provided him with funding, and he has used
all manner of device to avoid answering them. My
simple question to the minister is: why is he so
determined not to answer this simple question?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have said, I have made all the required declarations.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — No, you have not.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have. I have made all the
required declarations. I have done that transparently.
Mr Holding is an example of a person who has taken
public money for a private activity and failed to declare
it. He needs to come clean on how much he got from
the VMIA when he was the minister responsible for the
VMIA.

Maternal and Child Health Line:
20th anniversary
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development, Ms Lovell. Can the
minister inform the house of any milestones recently
attained by the Maternal and Child Health Line?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for her interest in this vital health service provided to
new parents in Victoria — indeed to all parents in
Victoria. In May this year I had the pleasure of advising
the house of the Baillieu government’s commitment to
the Maternal and Child Health Line through the
provision of $3.7 million to maintain the service
capacity to more than 100 000 callers per year. This

Recently I was privileged to attend the celebrations for
the 20th anniversary of the Maternal and Child Health
Line. I attended this with staff at Clayton, and the
opportunity to celebrate this special occasion with the
dedicated and professional people who make the
Maternal and Child Health Line a success was truly a
delight. In attendance at the celebration were the acting
manager, Karen Mainwaring, but also the first manager
of the Maternal and Child Health Line, Jeannette
Nagorcka. Also in attendance were two staff who have
worked with the line for the entire 20 years it has
operated, Liz Ferguson and Seok Tin-Tan, who have
given advice to a generation of Victorian families and
vital health information for their children.
It is always important for us to realise that for most
people the experience of being a new parent is exciting
and joyful, but it can also be extremely stressful, and
the Maternal and Child Health Line provides steady and
enduring support for these new parents. I thank the staff
who have provided this service over the past 20 years,
and I look forward to celebrating many more
milestones with the service in the future.

Minister for Health: register of interests
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to all of the answers he has given today and his
ongoing failure or refusal to answer the question about
which supporters provided him with support. I wonder
whether that might be because the minister actually
does not know who the donors were. My simple
question to the minister is: does he actually know which
organisations donated the funds that were provided to
support him; and if he does not know, how can he
know whether in fact any conflict exists between his
public duty and his private interests?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — My
answer to the member is exactly the same: I have made
every declaration under all the requirements. I have met
the requirements under the act. I have done that openly
and fairly. Equally, I have to say it is about time that
Mr Pakula dealt with former Minister Holding’s clear
conflict as the VMIA head or minister, awarding
himself financial support so that he was able to defend
himself in private litigation. I suggest that he go back to
former Minister Holding and ask him to make a
declaration of how much taxpayer money he got from
the VMIA.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The minister might not know or he might not be
prepared to say, but the publicly available Australian
Electoral Commission return of the Liberal Party and
associated entities for 2009–10 does detail that Philip
Morris, British American Tobacco and the Health
Insurance Restricted Membership Association of
Australia were all donors to the Liberal Party or its
associated entities for the relevant reporting period. I
ask: can the minister assure the house that none of the
support that was provided to him came from those
organisations?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
understand it, party donations are a matter for the party,
and I do not routinely check the Australian Electoral
Commission website for Liberal Party donations.
Mr Pakula might, but I do not. I have met all the
requirements and honestly declared that I had support
from the Liberal Party.
Ordered that answers given by Hon. D. M. Davis be
considered next day on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).

Technology: Health Market Validation
program
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Technology, Richard Dalla-Riva,
and I ask: can the minister inform the house how the
Baillieu government is creating opportunities for the
technology companies — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
Mr Drum addressed a question to the ‘Minister for
Technology, Richard Dalla-Riva’. If there has been a
change of administrative arrangements, will the Leader
of the Government advise the house?
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Mr DRUM — President, that was my mistake. This
question is for the Minister for Technology, Gordon
Rich-Phillips.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Drum to put
his question again, because I did not hear it the first
time. I want to hear it the second time.
Mr DRUM — My question is to the Minister for
Technology, Gordon Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house how the Baillieu government
is creating opportunities for technology companies to
make Victoria more productive?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr Drum for his question and
for his interest in the technology industry. The
Victorian government is very supportive of developing
the technology sector in this state. Whether it is
biotechnology, whether it is ICT or whether it is small
technology, we see a great role for technology
industries in driving productivity in the Victorian
economy. We see a great opportunity for the Victorian
government to support the development of the
technology sector both through building capability and
through creating opportunities for Victorian technology
companies.
Last week I was very pleased to launch the new
$15 million Health Market Validation program to
create opportunities for companies, particularly in the
biotechnology sector, to work with government on
developing new innovative solutions to issues and
problems identified in the health sector in this state. The
Health Market Validation program builds on the very
successful small and medium enterprise (SME) market
validation program, which has run since 2009 and
which has created opportunities for specific problems to
be identified and then for Victorian technology
companies to be invited to propose solutions to those
problems. It is envisaged that the Health Market
Validation program will operate in the same way.
This year we will be providing an opportunity for
health bodies in Victoria to identify problems within the
health sector where a technology solution may be
appropriate. We will be then providing an opportunity
for Victorian technology companies to propose
solutions to those problems by way of a feasibility
study, which will ultimately lead to funding for
successful technology companies to develop those
solutions and provide them to the relevant health
bodies.
The advantage of this program is that it will provide an
opportunity to address, through a technology solution,
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particular issues in the health space. It will also provide
an opportunity for Victoria’s innovative technology
companies to develop their capability and
commercialise their expertise. It is a great opportunity
for the health sector, and it is a great opportunity for the
technology sector. It builds upon the work undertaken
in the SME market validation program, which has been
a very successful pilot program in Victoria, and we
look forward to further success with market validation
programs within the technology space.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
is one answer to a question on notice: question 673.
Hon. P. R. Hall — On a point of order, President, I
seek your clarification on what I believe are some
serious duplications of questions being asked as
questions on notice. Members would be well aware that
on Tuesday and Wednesday this week Mr Pakula
collectively asked of the order of 3000 questions on
notice, all concerning matters about lobbying firms. On
16 August in the Legislative Assembly Mr Pakula’s
colleague the member for Altona submitted the same
questions, identical in nature apart from a spelling error
in some of Mr Pakula’s questions, where he had spelt
‘manufacturing’ incorrectly. What we have in this
situation is of the order of 3000 questions asked in the
Assembly which have now been duplicated in the
Council. They are questions which go to exactly the
same ministers.
I am required as part of my duties under the standing
orders of this chamber to respond to those questions
asked of me in the Assembly, as are each of my
ministerial colleagues. What we are being asked to do
on this particular occasion is to duplicate that effort of
answering some 3000 questions. I suggest to you, given
the nature and volume of questions being asked, that
this is either an abuse of process or an unreasonable
request in terms of requiring ministers to respond in
duplication to these questions.
If you extend this and there is no limitation on
duplications and asking the same questions, then in
theory you could well have 127 members of the
Parliament asking each single minister exactly the same
question. That would be ludicrous. I currently think the
nature of some of the questions on notice is ludicrous.
Notwithstanding that, given the fact that in this
particular instance over 3000 identical questions are
being asked in both chambers and given the fact that
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the answers we provide in this chamber are printed in
Hansard for all to see, I ask you to give consideration
to the appropriateness of ministers being required to
answer this volume of questions — in this case, twice.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On the point of order,
President, in his contribution Mr Hall talked about the
work he is required to undertake answering these
questions. What he does not mention is that every
minister in the government has given exactly the same
non-answer to every question. There is no work
involved at all, because not only have ministers not
provided answers but they have simply provided the
opposition with a whole-of-government response which
is identical in respect of every minister. They have not
signed the answers either; they simply sign a cover
sheet.
When the minister talks about the onerous nature of
responding I might have some sympathy for that
argument if each minister was giving serious
consideration to the detail of the question, which is
which lobbyists they met with, rather than simply
providing a whole-of-government response which is
non-responsive and which simply says that the
government is looking to update the code of conduct.
Mr Hall’s argument might then have some resonance.
The other point is that there are different standing
orders between the lower house and the upper house in
regard to the time in which ministers have to provide a
response. In addition, let me say it is clear the minister’s
point of order is simply a softening-up exercise for a
change the Leader of the Government is intending to
impose in regard to reducing the ability of the
opposition to ask questions on notice — which the
government is not answering anyway.
Mr Barber — On the point of order, President, I
think Mr Hall was inviting you to perhaps rule out
questions which he believed from having looked at
them would be onerous to answer. I have not been able
to find anything in the standing orders allowing a
minister to refuse to answer a question or for you to rule
out a question because the minister thinks it is onerous.
Mr Hall might be thinking of the Freedom of
Information Act 1982, where that provision does exist.
Of course this government is increasingly employing
every tool in the book to obfuscate the Freedom of
Information Act 1982, but I believe there is nothing in
the standing orders that would allow you to make such
a ruling — if indeed that is what Mr Hall is requesting.
Mr Lenders — On the point of order, President, the
thing I ask you to reflect upon is that regardless of how
Mr Hall may see the operation of this Parliament, there
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is a fundamental issue here which this point of order
addresses, and that is the right of any member of
Parliament to ask a question. Drawing into the point of
order the issue that a question should not be able to be
asked because it has been asked elsewhere goes to a
fundamental gagging of the Westminster system. This
is not a light matter; it goes to the autonomy and
privileges of both chambers. We can go back to the tree
of liberty at Runnymede if we want to go back that far.
Going back to the Westminster system there is the
principle that each house is autonomous, and for a
member of one house — I will say in this case the
Legislative Council — to be prohibited from asking a
government minister a question because a person in
another house asked the question, even if it was
identical or even if it was multiple, transgresses that
principle.
In response to the point of order, this is not just a matter
about administration. This goes to the fundamental
privilege of a member of this house to try to hold the
executive to account, so in your consideration I would
ask you to take that into account and not be swayed by
any other arguments which are not fundamental to the
principle.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, picking up the point of order from
Minister Hall and the other contributions, I accept the
point made by Mr Lenders that the two chambers are
autonomous — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. Davis — No, I am actually supporting
Mr Lenders’s point here. The chambers do need to be
seen as autonomous and to have their own separate
standing orders and so forth. Equally, Mr Hall’s point is
about common sense, and it would be very sensible for
a number of members of the opposition to confer with a
number of their colleagues and come to a sensible
approach to this. Notwithstanding that, I think it would
be helpful for you to reflect further on this.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, I
listened very carefully and intently to Mr Hall, and I
certainly concur with much of what Mr Davis has said.
The question is how to address the issue of duplication
without infringing upon members’ rights or the
autonomy of the respective chambers. It is an issue,
given the voluminous number of questions on notice
printed in the notice paper yesterday, which I think was
about 2 inches thick. I believe you should indeed turn
your mind to finding some practical solutions to
address the issue of duplication.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank members for
their contributions on the point of order. The only
concern I had with the representations that were made
was Mr Pakula’s assertion that this was some sort of
softening-up exercise. I do not accept that that is part of
the process, and certainly it is fairly difficult to soften
me up on these matters. I would suggest that it is not
anything untoward in that sense.
I am mindful of some of the comments that have been
made by the Greens in the past too about the value of
questions on notice and the fact that they are considered
in the questions that they put. One of the interesting
things about Mr Hall’s proposition is that it is more
difficult for whomever is in government to provide
considered responses in a timely fashion if in fact they
are encumbered by a significant number of questions
that represent duplication.
I am mindful of the fact that answers are published;
therefore, where duplication occurs, there would seem
to be some difficulty for a number of people, but
nonetheless I will consider this. I am obviously not
going to make any decision on this at this time. No
doubt as part of my consideration I will take the views
of a number of members into account. I think some of
the points that Mr Lenders made are central to the issue,
and from my point of view I have always believed that
one of the crucial things about presiding officers is that
they are in place to uphold the entitlements of every
single member. Nonetheless, the common-sense
argument also comes into it to some extent, but
members can be assured that it will be given very
careful consideration and that a number of inputs will
be sought from various members in regard to any
decision or any suggested path that I might recommend
to the house and to members.

ELECTRONIC TRANSACTIONS
(VICTORIA) AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Debate resumed.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I will start
my contribution again given I had 1 minute before
question time. It gives me great pleasure to speak on the
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill
2011. There can be no doubt that the electronic media
has made a quantum leap in the past decade, in fact in
recent times. We read in this morning’s paper that these
tablets or iPads are now going to be able to take
messages and are going to outdate some of the
hand-held devices that have been there in the past.
Every day we hear and read about new technological
advances that are going to enhance the daily activities
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of our lives. A decade ago we could not have conceived
of things such as Skype, iPads, BlackBerrys, iPhones
and smart phones. These are now part of our daily lives
and increasingly are going to become more important
not only to how we live our lives but also to how we do
business.
It was interesting to read a few days ago about Australia
Post and the pressures that are being placed on
Australia Post with parcel delivery. Parcel delivery now
has overtaken what we knew as snail mail. People who
were sending mail that used to go via the post are now
doing so electronically, but to counterbalance that, we
now have an issue where people are buying goods
online; in fact shopping of all types is being done
online, including grocery deliveries, and it would seem
that now the post offices themselves have to put in
place parcel lockers where people can access the
parcels of goods they have purchased over the internet.
We are seeing a whole range of practical, pragmatic
day-to-day exercises changing, and they are changing
extremely rapidly. That is why it is encouraging to see a
bill such as this before the house today.
This bill amends the Electronic Transactions (Victoria)
Act 2000. According to the explanatory memorandum,
the bill modernises Australia’s law on e-commerce so
that it reflects internationally recognised legal
standards, enhances cross-border online commerce,
increases certainty for international trade by electronic
means and therefore encourages further growth of
electronic contracting, and confirms Australia’s
commitment to facilitating electronic communications
in international trade transactions as reflected in free
trade agreements.
Not so long ago people used to be happy to fax
transactions. I can remember the debate about whether
a signature on a faxed document was going to be
legally binding and whether in fact it would constitute a
contractual agreement. However, we have come a long
way since then. I think all members of this chamber
have fax machines, but I would hazard a guess that
many of us do not use those faxes at all because in this
day and age the electronic medium takes precedence
over the faxed transactions.
However, it is important that there is clarification
around what constitutes a legal arrangement,
particularly with internet transactions and electronic
transactions — which is what this bill is dealing
with — because these days many of the contractual
partners on a document may live internationally or
interstate, and it is important for us to be in line with the
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rest of this country and the rest of the world. That is
what this bill ensures.
The bill is another example of the Baillieu
government’s impressive performance in information
and communications technology. I remind this chamber
that during the era of the successful Kennett
government Alan Stockdale was appointed as the first
ever Minister for Multimedia. He was also Treasurer at
the time. He set the trend, he set the benchmark and he
put Victoria on the map both nationally and
internationally. Victoria has been at the forefront of the
ICT business ever since. The Minister for Technology,
Gordon Rich-Phillips, is going to enhance the progress
of ICT for Victoria well into the future, and I know he
will build upon the great success of his predecessor,
Alan Stockdale.
As I said, this bill will determine the time and place at
which a contract is made, and that will help to create
legal certainty for parties to a contract. That is
especially important in e-commerce where the
signatories may be in different time zones in different
parts of the world. It is important that the Australian
and Victorian laws reflect international standards, as
this gives both Victorian consumers and exporters
confidence in their international e-commerce
transactions. The model law on which the existing act is
based was updated on 23 November 2005 by the
United Nations General Assembly when it passed the
United Nations Convention on the Use of Electronic
Communications on International Contracts.
It is interesting to reflect on what the other states and
territories are doing. Similar legislation to this bill has
already been passed in the federal Parliament and in the
New South Wales, Tasmanian and Northern Territory
parliaments. The South Australian and Western
Australian parliaments currently have a similar bill
before them, and Queensland and the Australian Capital
Territory are preparing legislation to be introduced into
their respective parliaments. As I said, Victoria has
always been at the forefront of e-commerce and
technological advances that enhance business.
It is interesting to look at some of the statistics that have
been around. Two reports have been produced within
the past 12 months: one was produced by the Australian
Communications and Media Authority, ACMA, and
the other by Access Economics. Access Economics
estimates that by 2009 the value of products purchased
by Australian consumers was worth between
$18.6 billion and $24 billion annually. ACMA quoted
the Australian Bureau of Statistics estimates that the
value of internet orders placed with Australian

ELECTRONIC TRANSACTIONS (VICTORIA) AMENDMENT BILL 2011
3540

COUNCIL

businesses was $123 billion over the 2008–09 fiscal
year.
Although the two reports were not comparing the same
issue, it is interesting to note the discrepancy between
their estimates, which is about $100 billion. The
ACMA statistics talk about the value of internet orders
placed with Australian businesses, and this would
assume that it is Australian businesses placing internet
orders with other Australian businesses or individuals
placing orders with Australian businesses, but it also
could mean that international businesses are doing
e-commerce with Australian businesses.
I suggest to this chamber that this is going to be an
increasing trend. Therefore it is even more important
that we get it right here in Victoria so that international
consumers who wish to do business via e-commerce
with Victorian companies or businesses — large and
small — will have a clear indication of the rules and
regulations.
In Port Melbourne, which is part of the Southern
Metropolitan Region and is where I have my office,
there are 121 businesses and organisations affiliated
with the Port Melbourne business association, 47 of
which have web addresses. Many of the remainder
either have email addresses or are takeaway food
restaurants. I can see the time coming when you can
email your request for takeaway food and it will
suddenly, magically turn up. It is those sorts of
opportunities that are available for businesses right
across the spectrum, and particularly in Port
Melbourne.
I know that within the electorate of Albert Park there is
a precinct in South Melbourne that has become very
much the IT centre in this state, and there are many
businesses within that precinct that are doing some
extraordinarily innovative work with information
technology. They are certainly at the cutting edge and
the forefront of the industry, as are the filmmakers
within the precinct who are doing extraordinary work
and are highly recognised for their work internationally.
They are doing this work via e-commerce, and they are
taking advantage of the business opportunities that are
there.
There can be no doubt that some retailers have faced
some challenges dealing with e-commerce in Australia.
However, it would seem that there are people who have
fabulous stock, even international brands, who are
increasing their businesses because they are advertising
and using e-commerce in a very innovative way.
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We are going to see some extraordinary changes to the
way we do business in this state, both privately and
commercially. Victoria’s businesses and e-commerce,
with the help and assistance of the minister who has
Victoria’s businesses at heart and with bills such as this,
will go from strength to strength.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before the luncheon
break I take the opportunity to acknowledge two people
with us in the public gallery. You will have to forgive
me for my pronunciation. Greek is not my specialty,
and nor is Lebanese. The first is His Grace the Most
Reverend Issam John Darwish, who is the Melkite
Greek-Catholic Eparch of Australia and New Zealand.
He has been in that office for some time in Australia —
since 1996, as I understand it. We welcome you and
congratulate you for the work you have done during the
period you have served in that role, and we note that
you are now moving on to another position.
We have the opportunity this day to also welcome the
person who will fill that role going forward, and that is
the Right Reverend Archimandrite Robert Rabbat. We
welcome you to Australia. We lament that you are
based in Sydney rather than Melbourne, but nonetheless
we wish you well in your work.
Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until 2.07 p.m.

ELECTRONIC TRANSACTIONS
(VICTORIA) AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able to speak to and support the introduction of
the Electronic Transactions Victoria Amendment
Bill 2011. I congratulate the Attorney-General, Robert
Clark, on the work he has done to bring this bill to both
houses. It is another shining example of the extremely
capable work the Attorney-General’s department is
doing to improve the legislation of the previous Labor
government, which in this instance will reduce the costs
of Victorian businesses and provide greater transaction
efficiencies and greater security for those transactions.
I have had concerns over many years about the security
of electronic transactions, bearing in mind that the
international speed of doing business requires an
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ongoing thirst for new technologies and the use of the
electronic medium to do business is essential to remain
competitive in the global landscape. For this reason it is
important that a government continually show
leadership in introducing legislation that gives
confidence and certainty with a degree of flexibility to
enable parties to trade. This is particularly important in
the field of electronic commerce.
The uptake of electronic information, communication,
education and business is breathtaking, and that has
been the case in history from the stump-jump plough —
which I am sure Acting President O’Brien will
remember with fondness — to the iPad. Australia, per
capita, is at the world’s forefront with the uptake of and
investment in new technologies such as electronic
mediums. But the speed of these new technologies
brings with it some risk, and we as legislators have a
duty to protect and safeguard technology users,
providing not only the opportunity for a greater
competitive edge by reducing the cost of doing business
and delivering more efficient and timely transactions
but also the security and confidence needed in doing
that business.
The principal act, the Electronic Transactions (Victoria)
Act 2000, essentially provides that transactions taking
place under a law of the jurisdiction will not be invalid
simply because they are completed electronically. It
also allows businesses and government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RAMSAY — Acting President, I can hardly
hear myself speak, far less — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! There is a bit of conversation, but the member
does have a loud voice, and I can hear him — I
commend him on that voice! However, I would ask
other members to be quiet. I think I heard a phone make
a noise very briefly as well. Perhaps that was an
electronic transaction!
Mr RAMSAY — The principal act also allows
businesses and government to fulfil electronically
dealings that involve the communication of written
information, the provision of a handwritten signature,
the production of documents and the recording or
retaining of information. However, this act does have
limitations with respect to e-trading, so this amendment
bill was developed following consideration by the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General of the
proposal to accede to the 2005 United Nations
Convention on the Use of Electronic Communications
in International Contracts.
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The bill amends the principal act to update the
electronic transactions regimes to align with the
convention. In essence the implementation of the
convention is intended to modernise Australia’s
e-commerce law so it reflects international legal
standards; enhance cross-border online commerce;
increase certainty for international trade, which should
encourage further growth of electronic contracting; and
confirm Australia’s commitment to facilitating
electronic communications in international trade
transactions as reflected in free trade agreements.
It is pleasing to see that the opposition is supporting this
bill. It is important that Victoria be given every
opportunity to be competitive and to enhance and
improve its productivity for the sake of its economic
viability while at the same time reducing the costs of
doing business. That statement is at the crux of the
Premier’s vision for this state, and it is pleasing to see
that at least in this instance the opposition is being a
willing partner with respect to this vision.
In summary, this bill will complement the Electronic
Transactions (Victoria) Act 2000 and make some
amendments relating to electronic laws, particularly
with respect to electronic signatures and time and place
of dispatch and receipt of electronic communications. It
also defines when an offer is an invitation to treat. I do
not intend to go through the detail, as I am aware of my
limitations in legal dialogue, except to say that this is
important, common-sense legislation that makes logical
changes to Victorian law to bring it into line with law
both around Australia and across a number of
international jurisdictions. In concluding, I note no
amount of legal pontificating from me will provide any
further strength of argument, so I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have pleasure in rising today to speak on this bill. It
is a straightforward bill that will make minor
amendments to the Electronic Transactions
(Victoria) Act 2000 — —
Mr Barber — You reckon it’s straightforward, do
you?
Ms CROZIER — It makes minor amendments,
Mr Barber.
Mr Barber — But you reckon it’s straightforward?
Ms CROZIER — You will discuss that in the
committee stage, I have no doubt.
This bill will bring the current legislation into line with
international standards, and in particular with the
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United Nations Convention on the Use of Electronic
Communications in International Contracts, which was
adopted by the General Assembly in 2005.
Not only will this bill bring the current legislation into
line with international standards but it will also allow
for greater certainty in electronic transactions through
compliance with those international legal standards.
This will be of enormous benefit to Victorian
businesses, no matter their size, and it will further
encourage electronic contracting and transactions in
Victoria, allowing Victorian businesses to compete both
locally and within global markets.
As has been said by numerous members this afternoon
and as we all know, e-commerce is conducted at a
greater rate today than ever before, and as each year
goes by it will continue to play a significant role in
business and in community and government dealings.
We have all been beneficiaries of technology and
e-commerce in our day-to-day lives. Members have
provided numerous accounts of such technology,
whether it be internet banking or internet transactions
involving the purchase of products from overseas. The
pace of that technology is certainly a challenge for the
user, but it also poses challenges for some businesses.
Mrs Coote in her contribution reminded me of the
many transactions conducted by Australia Post. That is
a great example of how an organisation has had to
adapt in a changing global communication market.
As technology advances, opportunity abounds, but
along with the great opportunities of technology come
the challenges faced by those engaged in e-commerce,
such as security, legal or technological issues, which
need to be addressed. This bill will establish clear legal
parameters that will be in line with international
standards, creating the legal certainty required by many
businesses and individuals.
Amongst other things, this bill will enhance the legal
certainty and commercial predictability of international
transactions by clarification of electronic
communications and the formation and performance of
contracts entered into. For instance, it will ensure that a
contract can still be legally effective if it is formed by
an automated message. Mr Pakula in his contribution
earlier today outlined that matter very effectively and
gave some very good examples of how that could play
out and how this bill will assist in those aspects of
conducting e-commerce and e-transactions.
This bill will make things easier for businesses wanting
to conduct transactions electronically. Electronic
signatures are becoming more common in business
transactions, and this bill will further clarify and refine
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rulings for determining whether the method used for an
electronic signature is reliable.
I have spoken to a number of businesses across my
electorate, as one does. Just recently I heard the
concerns of a number of owners of small businesses in
Oakleigh. Those business owners are concerned about
the increasing costs of running their businesses, and
anything that will ease the costs for small businesses
and make them more efficient will very much be
welcomed. In contrast, many of those small business
owners expressed their concerns to me about the cost of
the carbon tax and the additional costs that they will
incur as a result. They say they will have to pass those
costs on to the consumer or they may have to review
their entire operation. That is something they are
certainly cognisant of, and I think that whatever we can
do to support small businesses should be done. In
relation to the carbon tax, time will tell, but in the
meantime this government is very much about
supporting business.
This bill will make it easier for Victorian businesses to
conduct their many transactions, and it will give
certainty to business. Giving business certainty is a
good thing; it creates opportunities, and that in turn is
good for the overall Victorian economy and for
Victorian employers, employees and consumers. This
bill will enable Victorian businesses to do business
locally or internationally in an efficient manner, and it
will also recognise the growing significance of
e-commerce and e-transactions that are part of the
everyday lives of Victorians.
The Baillieu government is committed to providing
opportunities for all Victorians as well as supporting
and promoting an efficient and facilitative business
environment. This bill will bring Victoria into line with
the commonwealth and other states and territories that
have also passed electronic transactions legislation
consistent with the principal act that this bill refers to.
The government has sought consultation with a number
of stakeholders — namely, the Law Institute of Victoria
and the Victorian Bar — which are also supportive of
this bill. I think we can say that there is great support
for this practical measure. As I said at the outset, this
bill will provide certainty and clarity for businesses, it
will provide opportunities for businesses to conduct
business in an electronic form and it will bring Victoria
in line with international standards. We live and work
in a truly global environment, and this bill will provide
practical assistance to those conducting business in
such an environment. With my short contribution, I
commend the bill to the house.
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whether that has been released, I am not sure. The
advice is that it was with the commonwealth.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am sure
the minister would agree that the government is
significantly in the business of electronic transactions. It
offers a whole range of services to customers online.
Firstly, can the minister tell me if there has been an
assessment of how many different government services
are offered online and would be covered by this bill;
and secondly, has there been an estimate of the cost of
government complying with the new legislation?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I seek leave
for Mr O’Brien to sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I am advised by the
department that there has been no assessment made of
the cost. I am also advised that this legislation was
designed to achieve an update, and my understanding is
that no government services will be further affected by
this bill. That is my understanding, but I will seek
clarification if I need to.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I accept
that there has been no assessment of the cost impact,
but surely there must be an impact of this legislation on
the government’s own electronic transactions. There are
zillions of them — for example, obtaining fishing
licences online or purchasing a land certificate online. I
was confused by the minister’s last comment that this
bill will not have an impact on the government’s own
transaction system. I presume he is not saying that the
government is exempt from the act.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I said I would
clarify it, and I am about to clarify it for Mr Barber.
There are two points. The first point was that the model
law was designed to provide a set of internationally
accepted rules to remove legal obstacles to provide a
more secure environment for electronic commerce. Our
view is that it will remove additional red tape. The other
point my advisers make is that a national impact
assessment was made at the time of the meeting of the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General. As to

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Section 7(3) of the principal act, which sets up the
general coverage of the legislation, states that:
The regulations may provide that subsection (1) does not
apply to a specified transaction or specified class of
transactions.

That relates back to section 7(1), which states:
For the purposes of a law of this jurisdiction, a transaction is
not invalid because it took place wholly or partly by means of
one or more electronic communications.

Has the government by regulation exempted any of its
own transactions or specified classes of transactions
from the principal act at any stage?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I am advised
that the government has no intention to vary the
regulations. The types of transactions within the
regulations are currently wills and transactions or
documents such as court documents requiring personal
service. There is no intention to vary the current
regulations that apply to wills and transactions or
documents.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister very much for that most helpful answer. In
my view the biggest single source of electronic
transactions that will be covered under this bill —
outside perhaps banking transactions, which we all
understand and which are well regulated in
themselves — would in fact be myki. When myki is up
and running there will be 500 million transactions on it.
In fact now that we will all have to touch on and touch
off there will be probably 1 billion transactions
associated with myki each year. As we move through
the rest of the clauses in which I have indicated I am
interested, I would like to ask the minister some
specific questions about how this bill and act is likely to
operate in practice. The bill itself makes perfect sense
when you read it, but it is how it is used in real world
situations that I think is the most important issue for us
to address here today. As I said, myki will be the
blockbuster of electronic transactions, at least as far as
the government is concerned. I have no further
contributions on clause 1.
Clause 1 agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.
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Clause 4
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Further
on in the legislation reference is made to something
called ‘input error’. In clause 4, the definitions clause,
there is no definition of ‘input error’, and I could not
find a definition of ‘input error’ in the principal act
either. Can the minister tell me whether I have missed
something and there is in fact a definition of ‘input
error’?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I am just
trying to find where this is within clause 4. It is
probably staring at me, but I just cannot see it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Can
Mr Barber please give some clarification.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — There is
no definition of ‘input error’ in clause 4, but input error
is referred to later in the legislation.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is
Mr Barber seeking an explanation as to why there is not
a definition in the definitions clause?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Or
perhaps in the principal act, but I have not been able to
find one.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I ask Mr Barber if
the term is in another clause of the bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes, it is
on page 12, right at the top, where it states:
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the portion of the electronic communication in which
the input error was made is not a right to rescind or
terminate a contract.
We can go into it a bit more in new section 14, inserted
by clause 12, if Mr Barber wants to do that.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That
explanation tends to paint a fairly narrow description of
what an input error might be. Clearly if I am on Coles
online and I order 200 litres of milk, press the button
and then realise that I have done something wrong and I
ring Coles and say, ‘I actually wanted only 2 litres of
milk’, then I will be able to access the provisions of this
act. If the cat jumped on my keyboard or if I
inadvertently left a form open and a child came in and
started punching things into the form from my
keyboard, I might be able to access it as well.
But with myki I input my data by touching on with my
myki card. There are various provisions about how that
operates. It is quite different, really, from keyboard
strokes and the ability to extract from those strokes the
meaning that I might have intended or my unintended
strokes. When we come to that clause in the bill, I will
be quite keen to discuss with the minister or elucidate
for the committee exactly how this legislation will
operate to protect consumers using myki.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I will just
clarify that that will be discussed when we come to
clause 12. It inserts new section 14D(2)(c) and (d),
which on page 12 outline some aspects of input errors. I
will wait until we get to that, and that might give some
clarification on where we are heading.

If —
(a) a natural person makes an input error in an
electronic communication …

I am asking why that term, which appears later in the
bill, is not defined anywhere.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that there is no definition of ‘input error’ in the
legislation before the committee or in the principal act.
The understanding I have is that it refers to the common
meaning of an input error. The further advice I have is
that it is intended to cover errors relating to inputting
wrong data, such as unintentional keystroke errors. The
safeguard encourages parties who transact by way of
automated message systems to build in an opportunity
for a party with whom they are transacting to correct
input errors. Therefore that is where the common
meaning of it comes in. However, this right to withdraw

Clause agreed to; clause 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This
clause provides a regulation-making power, allowing
the government to exempt certain classes of
transactions. The minister explained fairly well in
discussing the purposes of the bill that there was no
intention of the government to exempt any class of
government transactions, let alone myki, from coverage
by the bill, so I think we can just let that answer stand
for this clause as well.
Clause agreed to; clauses 7 to 11 agreed to.
Clause 12
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This
clause inserts section 14D, which provides in
subsection (2):
If —
(a) a natural person makes an input error in an
electronic communication exchanged with the
automated message system of another party; and
(b) the automated message system does not provide
the person with an opportunity to correct the
error —
the person, or the party on whose behalf the person was
acting, has the right to withdraw the portion of the electronic
communication in which the input error was made if —
(c) the person, or the party on whose behalf the person
was acting, notifies the other party of the error as
soon as possible after having learned of the error
and indicates that he or she made an error in the
electronic communication; and
(d) the person, or the party on whose behalf the person
was acting, has not used or received any material
benefit or value from the goods or services, if any,
received from the other party.

The provisions of this bill cover not only the formation
of a contract when I buy one item electronically.
Recently via the online bookselling system I bought a
copy of Birds of East Africa, a field guide. Not that I
am going to go birdwatching in East Africa at any time
in the future, but if I own a copy of this book, I can go
in my mind. When I sign up to myki I am making little
transactions every day in part performance of the
contract. The people on the other side are also
performing their part of the contract.
First of all, there are some real difficulties here. I
imagine that my contract and the provisions of this bill
relate to my relationship with myki. They do not relate
to my relationship with Yarra Trams or another
operator. The whole reason I am paying my myki fare
in the first place is to get on a train. If they do not
perform their part of the contract, I probably do not
have any use for this legislation. The minister might be
able to explain it to me differently. He might be able to
explain that somehow there is some extra relationship
between me, myki and the operator. The difficulty is
that I will perform my part of the contract, which is to
swipe my myki card, and the train operator may or may
not perform their part of the contract, which is to bring
on a train that I can ride on.
I have this relationship with myki through my card. It is
quite clear that that is the use of an automated message
system. Returning to clause 12, which I read from
earlier, it is also quite clear that, at least as far as a myki
touch-on station goes, there is no way for me to
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immediately correct the input error, if that is what it is,
via that myki touch-on station. I can just touch on and I
can touch off, and that is all I can do. I cannot
communicate with the myki automated system, let
alone people in the myki organisation, whoever they
are, via the system.
This legislation is tailor-made for that sort of
transaction. One would hope that I can call upon the
rights that have not previously been available to me in
relation to the formation or performance of a contract
through electronic means. If they were available to me,
they may have been available to me under contract law,
but the intent of this legislation right now is to make
them very clear. Mr O’Brien in his contribution said
this was about making everything clear, and that would
be a good thing if it were to happen. If I were able to
read this section and know what my rights were in
relation to input errors on myki, that would make things
move more smoothly. It would make myki’s job easier
and it would certainly make my life easier.
The problem is that my relationship with myki is also
governed via the myki ticketing manual. This is the
same myki ticketing manual that yesterday I tried to
have referred to the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee. The government has indicated it will vote
that down. Your party, Deputy President, indicated it
would support my motion, or at least that is what I have
been led to believe, so it is possible that contradictory
messages are being sent via the words in the myki
ticketing manual and the provisions of this act. For
instance, there is a section of the myki ticketing manual
that deals with ‘passback’ and ‘change of mind’.
Passback is a time period following touch on or off, during
which time a myki or short-term ticket presented at a myki
reader will be rejected. This will prevent a customer
inadvertently touching off (or on again) immediately.

It sounds sensible. If I am holding my myki card
against a reader, it could touch me on and off or do it
four or five times if I just left it lying there, and there is
a procedure to stop that from happening.
There is also something called ‘change of mind’. The
manual says:
Change of mind is a second time period beginning
immediately after the end of the passback period (after touch
on only). This will allow customers using a myki at a railway
station to change their mind and touch off within the change
of mind period without paying a myki money fare if they
have not actually used a service.
At a railway station with ticket barriers, a ticket may only be
touched off on the paid area side of the barrier. If a customer
touches on at a ticket barrier and does not pass through the
barrier at the time the ticket is touched on, the customer will
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not be able to use the myki to touch on or enter through the
barrier.
At railway stations without ticket barriers passback is
30 seconds. At railway stations with ticket barriers passback
is 5 seconds. At all railway stations change of mind ends
15 minutes after touch on.

So we have got our 5-second window where the
machine will not inadvertently nick my money. We
have got the 15-minute window where myki will let me
change my mind and correct an input error or simply
correct the fact that I turned up to the railway station
and waited 15 minutes before an announcement came
over saying there was not going to be any train and I
said, ‘Stuff this, I’m taking a taxi’. For either of those
circumstances I can get my money back, but there is
nothing else in the myki ticketing manual that suggests
there is any other way for me to correct an input error.
I would like answers from the minister to a couple of
questions. The myki ticketing manual is established
under section 220D(1) of the Transport (Compliance
and Miscellaneous) Act 1983. That is stated in the front
of the manual under the section called ‘Legal status and
application’. I would like to know if transactions
governed by these rules, which were created under
section 220D, are in fact covered by the electronic
transactions legislation and the bill that we are dealing
with. Since this bill was created later than the original
section 220D, does that mean that the provisions of the
bill would override anything in the transport legislation
should there be any inconsistency?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am left
wondering, with the detail Mr Barber goes into on these
things, whether he ever reads a novel or he just reads
train timetables, myki guides and bird books.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — On the advice
I have, the new part 2A on transactions will apply to
myki ticketing transactions because electronic
transactions are what it applies to. I asked whether it
was similar to that ad — I think it is a Visa ad — that is
currently on, where people are tapping on and
somebody comes along with cash and bumps the whole
line. This is the same thing, where the transaction with
the Visa card or the myki card — or whatever kind of
electronic transaction it is — is believed to be occurring
and going through the normal process either to the bank
or to the agency.
The issue will then be — as Mr Barber rightly pointed
out earlier, and the reason I was seeking guidance —
that new section 14D in relation to input error needs to
be read in the context of the entirety of new part 2A.
With the indulgence of the Chair, I will go through each
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of the proposed new sections to fill in the gaps if that is
what Mr Barber requires, and that may explain the
reasons.
New part 2A provides for additional provisions
applying to contracts involving electronic
communications. The intention is that new part 2A will
be applicable to both domestic contracts and contracts
with an international aspect. However, part 2 of the
principal act will remain applicable to transactions
undertaken pursuant to a law in Victoria. These
amendments align the electronic transactions regime
with the convention that we have spoken about,
preserving the rights of parties to agree to their own
alternative arrangements.
New section 14A provides that new part 2A applies to a
contract where either some or all parties are located
within Australia or elsewhere and whether the contract
is for business purposes, for personal, household
purposes or other purposes. New section 14A preserves
the principle that contracting parties should be free to
agree on matters affecting the formation and
performance of a contract between them.
It is important that we then refer to the myki terms of
use that Mr Barber has raised, and on page 104 those
terms talk about the way the Transport Ticketing
Authority (TTA) deals with transactions and records in
the absence of a manifest error. It goes to the point
about errors and says:
TTA may adjust the card account or card balance
retrospectively if TTA reasonably believes that either of them
is incorrect.

It is already within the terms.
New section 14B in the bill, the invitation to treat
regarding contracts, provides that a proposal to form a
contract, other than a proposal addressed to specific
persons, is considered to be merely an invitation to
make offers unless the contrary intention is clearly
indicated by the person making the proposal. This
provision reflects a common-law distinction between an
offer, where the offeror has indicated a willingness to
be bound by and an invitation to treat, whereas a
statement invites the making of offers or further
negotiations. The intention of the provision is to
transpose the common-law notion of an invitation to
treat into an electronic environment to confirm that a
trader who advertises goods or services on the
internet — which this could be, as Mr Barber outlined
earlier — or through other generally accessible
communication systems or open networks is considered
to be inviting those who access the site to make offers
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unless there is a clear indication by the trader of an
intention to be bound.

receipt of an electronic communication relating to a
contract.

New section 14C provides for the use of an automated
message system for contract formation. It confirms that
the absence of human intervention on behalf of one of
the other parties to a contract does not itself preclude
valid contract formation. This provision does not enable
an automated message system to interfere with
agreement to terms of a contract; it merely confirms
that an automated message system can agree to form a
contract.

New section 14E(2) clarifies the applicable law where
different provisions or jurisdictions could potentially
operate. An electronic communication that falls within
the scope or provisions of part 2 of the act will not be
governed by the provisions in part 2A. For example,
electronic communication relating to a contract that is
established under the law of another state or territory,
such as a contract for sale of goods in a particular state,
will be covered by the part 2 equivalent of that state’s
electronic transaction legislation rather than by this
part 2A.

New section 14D, as we indicated earlier, contains a
safeguard providing a right to withdraw the portion of
an electronic communication containing an error. This
safeguard encourages parties who transact by way of
automated message systems to build in an opportunity
for a party with whom they are transacting to correct
input errors. As I indicated earlier, ‘input error’ is
intended to cover errors relating to inputting wrong data
such as unintentional keystroke errors, or as Mr Barber
pointed out, the cat walking across the keyboard.
However, this right to withdraw the portion of the
electronic communication in which the input error was
made is not a right to rescind or terminate a contract. If
members look at the myki terms of use — although I
am not a lawyer by profession — they seem to indicate
that this applies unless it is a manifest error.
The bill further provides that the right to withdraw an
affected portion of an electronic communication has a
narrow application and there are conditions for
withdrawal to provide equitable limitations, to serve to
limit abuses by parties acting in bad faith and to provide
a fair basis for the exercise of the right of withdrawal.
The conditions are outlined in terms that the party must
notify the other party of the error as soon as possible
after having learned of an error, as stated in the bill in
proposed section 14D(2)(c). Proposed section
14D(2)(d) provides that the right applies if the party has
not used or received any material benefit or value from
the goods or services, if any, received from the other
party. Furthermore, Australian laws concerning
restitution and unjust enrichment provide remedies in
circumstances where a benefit has been received at the
expense of the purchaser and it is unjust for the vendor
to retain the benefit.
In terms of new section 14E and the application of the
act in relation to contracts, new section 14E(1) clarifies
that the provisions contained in part 2 of the act are also
applicable to contracts involving the use of electronic
communications. This confirms that, for example,
default rules such as time of dispatch and receipt are
applicable in determining the time of dispatch and

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
understand that new section 14A is about contracts. I
understand that new section 14C says that a human can
form a contract with a machine. I understand that under
new section 14D if I want to rescind part of my
transaction, I have to do it fairly quickly. The problem I
have, though, is at proposed section 14D(4), where it
says:
The consequences (if any) of the exercise of the right of
withdrawal of a portion of an electronic communication under
this section are to be determined in accordance with any
applicable rule of law.

It could be the general contract law, but in this case
what concerns me is that it could be in fact
section 220D(1) of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983, which gave the people down
at the Department of Transport the right to write
whatever rules they want. Effectively, by the provisions
in their rules that I have pointed to, I could contract
myself back out of my right to withdraw. This becomes
quite confusing. It is confusing on three levels. First of
all, we do not know what an input error would
represent. Secondly, we can only do it if we have not
received the service or any part of the service. We do
not know what that service is, because the service is
actually getting on a train, and myki could argue,
‘That’s nothing to do with us if the train didn’t show
up’.
Thirdly, proposed section 14D(4) then says:
The consequences … are to be determined in accordance with
any applicable rule of law.

It is telling me I have the right to withdraw but that the
consequences of that withdrawal, like saying, ‘Give me
my money back’, depend entirely on what the
Department of Transport chooses to put into the myki
ticketing manual; and what it chooses to put in there is
all that stuff about ‘passback’ and ‘change of mind’,
which seems to anticipate that those are the only real
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options I have to get back out of it taking my money. It
is also quite concerning that there is that section in the
myki terms of use — I think this is actually an
unconscionable term — that says:
TTA’s records are, in the absence of manifest error,
conclusive of the amount of value on the card and any other
matter in relation to the card account or the card. TTA may
adjust the card account or card balance retrospectively if TTA
reasonably believes that either of them is incorrect.

I could have five witnesses to the fact that I did
everything right, but if myki’s computer says I did it
wrong, then that means I did it wrong, and I signed an
agreement that said I would accept that unconscionable
term. Now the thing about unconscionable terms is that
they are the sorts of things that no-one would sign if
they had a choice, but we protect people from contracts
even where they sign up.
I was hoping to find that this legislation we are passing
might protect us from this particularly unconscionable
section of myki guidelines made under section 220D,
but the minister has not been able to reassure me of
that. If he can reassure me that proposed section 14D(4)
does not actually allow the myki ticketing manual to
overrule my right to call up and have my balance
restored, then I ask him to tell me.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — There were
three parts to the question from Mr Barber. He said he
did not think I had explained ‘input error’. I thought I
had. The other issue that Mr Barber had was in relation
to section 220D of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983. If you look at page 20 of the
explanatory memorandum, you will see that it says in
the third paragraph:
New section 14E(2)(a) provides that part 2A of the principal
act does not apply to a contract if part 2 is applicable. The
intention of this is to provide that an electronic
communication related to a contract that is communication
“for the purposes of a law of Victoria”, that is, within the
scope of part 2, will not be governed by the provisions in
part 2A.

Then it says:
For example, the relevant provisions of part 2 will apply to an
electronic communication related to a contract governed by
Victorian law. This is intended to provide for a singular
provision to be applicable.

The clarification I have obtained since Mr Barber’s
long explanation would seem to be that in the case of
part 2 of the legislation, which I have not read of late,
the potential would be — —
Mr Barber — That 220 would rule.
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — That 220D may rule,
but I will just make sure that is right.
The advice I have is that it would. It is a hypothetical,
but in the sense of drilling down to where Mr Barber is
going, that is where it would be. Then I guess you
would have to go to the myki terms of use to determine
what was considered. But I think one of the great things
about lawyers is you will never get a straight answer,
because there are obviously issues like what is a
‘unilateral mistake’ and the like. I am not a lawyer, and
obviously contract law is complex so we can go on for
ever, but specifically on that issue, that is where it is.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister could also have pointed me to page 19 of the
explanatory memorandum, where it says:
New section 14D(4) clarifies that while the safeguard intends
to preserve the effects of the contract as much as possible, it
does not intend to assert any undue influence with
well-established notions of contract law. The conditions of
withdrawal or avoidance of electronic communications
affected by the errors that occur in any other context than
those provided for in section 14D are to be determined by
other applicable legislation and the common law.

The other applicable legislation here is clearly, as the
minister has informed me, section 220D of the
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983.
What we have just demonstrated is that this bill that we
have brought forward today — an extremely
straightforward bill, as Ms Crozier referred to it — after
a considerable amount of interrogation, does not apply
and does not offer any significant additional protection
to what will be, perhaps outside the banking system, the
single largest source of electronic transactions in the
state of Victoria, and that is the myki system. The
government has kept itself well and truly covered here,
so that section 220D and anything that is published at
any time through the myki ticketing manual, including
retrospectivity, will not be any further protected in my
view by this legislation. I think that is a great shame.
I would have liked to have seen the myki ticketing
manual rewritten, first of all to take out that very
unconscionable term about the TTA being able to make
new rules that are retrospective any time. Secondly, I
would have liked to have seen the legal status and
application section of the manual redrafted to make
some reference to the electronic transactions act, but
why would it inform consumers of their rights?
In my mind that ‘passback’ and ‘change of mind’
section of the manual should also be changed to advise
people that they do have the opportunity and the right to
correct an error in the event of an error occurring in any
of their interactions with the myki system, whether it be
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readers, purchasing machines, top-up machines or
through the website. But good luck to them in
correcting an error when elsewhere we read that the
TTA’s records are always going to be conclusive, even
when it makes a mistake. Even if you have a
photograph of changes that you are making on the
computer screen or at the myki top-up machine, it
really is a very unsatisfactory approach that the
government has taken. Perhaps it was inadvertent
because it never really, as the minister told us, did an
analysis of which of its electronic transactions would
have to be brought up to speed with this new
legislation. It is depressing, but there it is. There is
nothing more I can really say about this legislation.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I will
conclude by thanking Mr Barber for the committee
stage, but I point out again that the myki terms of use
are fairly explicit in relation to the capacity to
retrospectively adjust the card account or card balance
if the TTA reasonably believes that either of them is
incorrect. It also specifically places on the record in
relation to its terms of use the capacity for complaints.
It says here:
A complaint in relation to the card or card account may be
made by contacting TTA —

at the website —
or by calling 13 myki … If a complaint in relation to the card
is not resolved by contacting TTA, the public transport
ombudsman provides a cost-free, independent and accessible
dispute resolution scheme.

It goes on to say that the public transport ombudsman is
available at ptovic.com.au or by calling 1800 466 865.
Again, as the member rightly points out, I have
indicated this is contract law, and I am advised by my
legal adviser next to me that it is very complex. You,
Deputy President, would understand that, so I want to
make it clear — without making it sound as if it is all
one way — that there are obviously quite significant
terms of use in the myki document.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Here is
the thing: public transport is an essential service. If this
were electricity or water or gas or housing, you would
have a whole set of rights. We do not allow people in
those areas to enter any contract they want. There is
always a whole series of statutory protections in
relation to those essential services, and what we have
had confirmed here today is that public transport is not
like that. It is simply that the contract is whatever the
department says it is under section 220D, and if there is
a mistake, it is your problem. Even if it is the
department’s mistake, it is still your problem to correct
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it or in some way fix the situation to its satisfaction
before you can get on public transport to go to work.
I do not find that a very satisfactory state of affairs,
hence the motion I moved yesterday asking that this
particular section of the act be examined by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. It appears
to offend a whole series of principles that we normally
put under instruments or subordinate legislation, but
there is some dispute about what a ticketing manual is
in this case. Even when it is their mistake, it is still your
problem, and this is a problem that has arisen since
myki has been introduced.
Under the old system you paid your money, you got a
ticket and you established your rights; you could get on
then. They already had your money, you already had
your ticket and you just had to go and get on the train.
Under this new system they have got access to your
money, but before you can make use of what you think
are your rights under the contract you have to keep
threading the needle and meeting other requirements
that they might put in front of you. If there is any
dispute about it, you have to make a claim using their
records. There was no room for dispute under the old
system, because you had already bought your ticket.
I have heard government members come into this
chamber and talk about the problems with myki in the
past tense as if it is all sunshine now that the new
government is in and it has taken over and resolved that
myki is going to continue. The government has not
resolved this aspect, and it has not, it seems, come to
grips with the very different balance of power that is
established through this myki electronic transaction
system as opposed to the old system of ‘buy a ticket;
now you are ready to ride’, nor has it taken any
opportunity here to protect people’s rights on what no
doubt will be the single largest source of electronic
transactions within the one entity — certainly for the
government as a whole, leaving out the banking sector.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! There was
almost a movie line there — ‘What we have here is a
failure to communicate’ — but we seem to have a
position from Mr Barber in relation to the bill not doing
what he thinks it ought to do and the minister saying,
‘Contract law is very complex’. I am not sure where we
go from there, but I assume that we will move to the
adoption of clause 12.
Clause agreed to; clauses 13 and 14 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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items. What does the minister understand the meaning
of the phrase ‘provide for the prohibition’ to be?

Motion agreed to.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
that is essentially what it does. That is exactly the plain
English meaning of those words.

Read third time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITION OF DISPLAY AND SALE
OF CANNABIS WATER PIPES) BILL 2011
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
One of the issues that became quite a vexed issue in the
second-reading debate — far beyond my expectations
of the vexatious nature of the debate — was whether
this bill will deliver what it purports to. My question
relates to the bill’s purpose and goes to how great an
expectation the government has that this bill will
provide for the prohibition of the sale and supply of
cannabis water pipes and components. The nub of my
question is: does the government have any advice or
any belief that these items are available to be purchased
online by consumers not only in Victoria but also
nationally and internationally, given that there is a
recognised internet trade in these items?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. It is worth briefly
reviewing the purpose of the act, which is to provide for
‘the prohibition of display, sale and supply of cannabis
water pipes and components’. It also restricts the
display for sale of hookahs. This will implement an
election commitment made in January 2010 by the then
Leader of the Opposition, the Honourable Ted Baillieu,
to ban the sale and display of bongs through the
amendment of the primary act.
The bill obviously seeks to ban the display and sale of
cannabis water pipes and bongs, to ban the display, sale
and supply of bong components and bong kits and to
limit the display for sale of ornamental hookahs to no
more than three in a retail outlet or market. That is the
background. The legislation restricts the sale of bongs
within Victoria, including internet sales that occur in
Victoria.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The act purports to provide for the prohibition of these

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The plain English understanding, as I understand it, is
that if it provides for the prohibition, it means that there
will not be any in existence for sale and supply. Will
the minister now try to convince the committee that in
fact it will have that outcome?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Of
course the bill bans the sale of bongs and related
products. There have been other bans of illicit drug
paraphernalia. Since the ban on ice pipes came into
force in August 2010, more than 3000 ice pipes have
been seized by Consumer Affairs Victoria product
safety inspectors across Victoria. Since July 2010, two
charges have been laid for the sale and display of
cocaine kits that related to similar steps. It is true to say,
to give the member a point, that even though things can
be banned, people do breach the law. Then there would
be prosecutions, and I have no doubt the member will
want to talk about that later.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am sure the minister is mindful in his responses that, if
push comes to shove and these provisions are
challenged in the Supreme Court, whatever he says to
me and to the committee can be used as evidence
before the Supreme Court, and that is one of the reasons
it is something we have to be careful about. In his
answer to my previous question — that is, two
questions back — the minister indicated that the bill
covers internet sales of these items. Can he explain to
the committee how it does that?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
plain words of the act are clear.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My reading of the bill is that the words ‘internet sales’
do not appear in the bill.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
word ‘sale’ appears. The legislation restricts the sale of
bongs within Victoria, and that includes internet sales
that occur.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is: how does it do that?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — To
respond to the member, the plain words indicate it.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
No, they do not, because internet sales are not explicitly
mentioned within the provisions of the legislation. The
minister has accepted the fact that the bill covers
internet sales, but internet sales are not mentioned in the
bill; sales are. I concede the point quite happily and
voluntarily that the effect of this piece of legislation will
be to restrict the display and ultimately the sale of these
items in a retail outlet, but I am asking the minister a
specific question: what actions will be undertaken
under the auspices of this bill that will limit the
availability of these items for internet sale purposes —
that is, the ability of someone to buy them on the
internet? How will the head of power be exercised
within Victoria on those people who sell these items via
an internet sales mechanism?
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — When
I had my briefing I was told the bill would not ban
internet sales, so I am quite intrigued by the difference I
am hearing.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
happy to answer both points. If members read the
purpose clause, they will find that the ‘prohibition of
display, sale and supply of cannabis water pipes and
components’ seems to include the sale. It is not
narrowed in any way.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I was
very specific in the briefing I had. It was a specific
question I asked, and I was told the bill would not be
able to ban internet sales because they come under
commonwealth law.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that during the briefing, which I accept I was
not present at — I am relying on advice — the question
was about international internet sales, and the point is
that they are international rather than in Victoria.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Someone in Victoria will still be able to access the sale
of a bong quite easily by going to the internet, so
internet sales of bongs will not be stopped by this
legislation.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
That is my belief as well, because the bill is silent. The
minister has not taken the opportunity to indicate how
this would relate to either commonwealth law or
international law or to indicate what actions would be
undertaken under the head of power of this act. My
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belief is, until the minister can convince me otherwise,
that apart from creating a culture that says bongs are not
wanted in Victoria, there is absolutely no mechanism
within the act or under the act that would prevent
internet sales from occurring.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
point I made is that the words in the purpose clause
include the ‘prohibition of … sale’. Obviously Victoria
can pass laws only for Victoria; that is the nature of
jurisdiction.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to make the point I also made during the
second-reading debate, which is that during the course
of the debate the other day I went to a computer here in
the chamber and put the word ‘bong’ into Google.
There were many available purchasing options that
came up, including on eBay. The minister needs to
concede that this bill, as I said on Tuesday, is a false
comfort to Victorian parents that somehow the
government is banning bongs. We know that young
people use the internet a lot more than we do and that
they will be able to get onto the internet and
immediately find numerous suppliers of bongs
overseas.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Ms Mikakos for her question. I am pleased she has
mastered the use of the internet; that is pleasing to see. I
indicate that the bill bans the sale of bongs in Victoria
and sends an important message. The banning of the
sale of bongs will help to reduce the uptake of cannabis
use by Victorians. Reducing the sale and visibility of an
apparatus that is likely to be used in the consumption of
illicit drugs sends a clear message to the community
and to retailers that cannabis is an illegal drug and that
its use can be harmful. This sends an important
message, and the government will not be deterred from
sending that message.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I had
not thought of the element of eBay. How will the
government monitor sales on eBay and stop people
from selling bongs on eBay? Will the government have
an eBay bong committee or other kind of supervision? I
do not use eBay, and it was only when Ms Mikakos
mentioned it that I suddenly realised it is another
avenue that this bill does not seem to cover.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her point. It will be policed on a
complaints basis, but I make the point that we are
dealing with the passage of the bill. The details of
policing will be a matter for the police; we do not
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necessarily tell the police precisely how they should go
about policing particular laws. The bill sends an
important signal, and it is one that most in the
community will want to see.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question was not answered. Messages are fine, but we
have brought up the issue of internet sales. It is quite
easy for young people to access the internet; eBay is
presumably also accessed in Victoria. I know that when
former Democratic Labor Party member Mr Kavanagh
brought in his private members bill about bongs, as
Ms Mikakos said, when we did the internet searches it
was easy to find kits and apparatus that any 14-year-old
was going to be able to access and buy. That is my
problem with this bill: it is a symbolic message, and it
is not addressing the real issue if people can buy these
apparatuses this easily. The minister does not seem to
have an answer about how that is going to be dealt
with.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
said, the government did have an answer, in the sense
that I read out some figures a moment ago about the
impact of the previous government’s steps in similar or
analogous areas, and that has had an effect. It has had
some impact, and I believe this bill will have some
impact as well.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — That
is not the question I asked. I asked: how is the
government going to stop people being able to buy
bongs online or on eBay?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
are many laws passed in this Parliament, and they send
a signal to the community and are enforced by the
police as the police can enforce them. This law will be
no different. It will make it illegal for retailers,
including market stalls, to display, sell or supply bongs
in the course of commercial activity. The bill will also
ban the display and sale of bong components and parts
and bong kits to stop retailers simply disassembling the
bong and selling it in a kit form. It will send a very clear
signal in this area. It is true that activity which will
require policing can occur in a number of areas. In
many areas police will seek to enforce the law in the
best possible way that they can. That is a matter for
them to undertake.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On that point, is the minister aware of any
conversations that may have taken place or that he
thinks may have taken place already between the
department officers who have constructed this bill on
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behalf of the government and the police on the way in
which these provisions could best be made effective,
particularly in light of the path that the minister has
gone down with his expectation — even though it was
not explicit in the bill — that internet sales would be
covered by this legislation?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
indicate that discussions have occurred with the police.
I am informed that the police are happy to enforce this
piece of legislation if it is passed by the chamber.
Equally, as I understand it, the indication from the bill
and the information that I have is that this will lead to
banning the sale of these components, as we have
discussed.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — Is
part of the police’s happiness in relation to the
additional resource allocation that has been given to
police in order to undertake these activities?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that police will undertake these activities
within their existing resources.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Further
on this clause, one concern that I have raised is the need
to educate young people about the risks associated with
cannabis use. I take this opportunity to ask: is the
government planning an education campaign targeting
young people to inform them about the risks of
cannabis use?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
will be enhanced programs on cannabis education. I am
informed that the Department of Health is currently
working with the Australian Drug Foundation on the
development of a cannabis education strategy to
complement the legislation. The targeted campaign will
be developed to inform young people, their parents and
their peers of the risks associated with cannabis use,
including the physical, mental and social impacts.
I note that throughout the second-reading debate on this
bill, members on both sides of the house referred to
those impacts and the evidence. The campaign will
target young people in the 13 to 18-year-old age
bracket, both within the school setting and outside, with
a focus on 15 and 16-year-olds, as this age bracket has
the highest rates of current use. It will also target
parents and adult and peer influences who could
potentially supply cannabis or be influential in the
decision-making process for a young person. The
campaign will utilise relevant health, community,
welfare and youth services and networks to deliver
information on cannabis use. The campaign will
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develop marketing and creative communication
strategies, and it is expected to utilise a range of media,
including evidence-based online and printed materials. I
think the target date for the campaign is February 2012.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to hear that work is being developed. Is the
minister aware what funding has been made available
to support that campaign?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that $300 000 has been allocated.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — On
that matter, my office has spoken to YSAS, the Youth
Support and Advocacy Service, and its representative
said that whatever campaign occurs really needs to be a
peer-to-peer type campaign. What thought has been
given to who would actually run this? Also, I would
have to say that $300 000 sounds like a very small
amount of money if you want to convince young people
across Victoria not to use cannabis.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
think I indicated — and I will refer to some notes I have
here — the campaign will also target parents and adult
and peer influences of young people who could
potentially supply cannabis or be influential in the
decision-making processes of a young person. I am
informed that $300 000 is the amount allocated.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is there
anything further on clause 1?
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
a number of questions, which I raised in my speech
yesterday and on which I have conferred with
Mr Davis, about the assertions made in the speech of
Ms Wooldridge, the Minister for Mental Health, with
respect to ambulance attendance. It was stated there
were 887 ambulance attendances resulting in hospital
admissions. I would like to know what other drug or
alcohol usage was involved in those admissions. That
seems a very high number of admissions for just
cannabis. I would have thought they were poly-use
admissions, but in her speech Ms Wooldridge said the
admissions were related just to cannabis.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
happy to respond to Ms Hartland on that. There is a
paper entitled Trends in Alcohol and Drug-Related
Ambulance Attendances in Melbourne 2009–10 that
arose from a project completed by Eastern Health and
the Turning Point Alcohol and Drug Centre, which
provides quite innovative data all round and is very
helpful in building up a picture.
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It is true to say that we would always like more
information. On page 1, in its summary, the paper
indicates that in 2008–09 there were 814 attendances
where cannabis was involved and in 2009–10 there
were 887; that is a 9 per cent change in the period
recorded there. I note that on page 21 there is a cluster
of further data — and I am happy to make this available
to Ms Hartland if it is helpful — which indicates that
other drugs are often involved. I think Ms Hartland is
quite correct in the points she has made about poly-drug
use and that there are in fact many cases of cannabis
usage that involve the parallel usage of other drugs. I
think the data would support the contention that there is
often more than one drug involved.
That in no way diminishes the importance of doing
work on this particular drug. I know the minister is
developing a drug and alcohol strategy more broadly,
and the issues that surround poly-drug use and the
impact of a range of drugs will be canvassed through
much of that.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
understand that, but what I am concerned about is the
Minister for Mental Health saying there were
887 ambulance admissions for cannabis when the
library brief indicates that at least 61 per cent of those
were alcohol related and were not just cannabis-related
admissions. I am not quite sure why the minister has
made that statement.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is
not admissions; it is actually attendances. I think I am
pointing the member to the same data, and we are
agreeing there are often cases where multiple drugs are
involved. As I said, in my view that in no way
diminishes the importance of doing work on particular
drugs and sending important messages on those. I
accept the complexity of multiple drug usage and the
challenge it provides more broadly; hence my pointing
the member to the drug and alcohol strategy that
Minister Wooldridge is developing.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
know I am probably overstepping the bounds slightly,
Chair, but I think there is an important point to be made
here. While the government is trying to send a message
about cannabis, it is quite clear that most hospital
admissions are because of tobacco and alcohol. I think
we are confusing the two, and I do not think the
government is doing enough about tobacco and alcohol.
I think it is going for the easy law and order fix rather
than the health fix.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (PROHIBITION OF DISPLAY AND SALE OF
CANNABIS WATER PIPES) BILL 2011
3554

COUNCIL

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
going to agree with Ms Hartland on a number of points
and say there is more the government needs to do. I do
not think Minister Wooldridge would disagree with that
for one moment; nor would the cabinet. We have a lot
of work to do. I think the minister has made some
announcements about alcohol policy in the last few
days, and I know she is seeing the totality of drug and
alcohol use as part of the work she is doing with this
strategy. Whether or not I agree with every point
Ms Hartland has made, I do not disagree with part of
what she is saying in that there is a broader problem. I
do agree with her about the importance of tobacco and
alcohol use. That does not mean we should not do work
elsewhere as well.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
finish with this comment. I always find it interesting
that we never really seem to focus on tobacco and
alcohol. We are always happy to ban what we see as
illegal substances or the equipment that goes with them,
but I have never heard a government yet wanting to ban
tobacco or alcohol. Those drugs are much more
damaging than the drugs this bill refers to. They are
drugs, and we never seem to make that connection.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Perhaps I may have to slip back into my own portfolio,
with the indulgence of the Deputy President, to make a
slightly broader comment in response to Ms Hartland’s
points about tobacco use. I do think we have a very
good record of all-party support for tobacco control
measures. Some have come through this house.
Mr Drum’s contribution here in the last Parliament was
supported by the Greens, the Liberal Party and The
Nationals at that time. There was also the point-of-sale
legislation that came through the lower house. The
government was very pleased to implement that
point-of-sale legislation on 1 January, and the process
of enforcing that is still progressing. I am probably
pushing the indulgence of the Deputy President, but the
point I am trying to make is that I agree with
Ms Hartland on many of the broader parameters.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to give the minister the opportunity to go
beyond the section 80T definition of a bong
component. The bill states that it is ‘an item for use or
that is intended for use as part of a cannabis water
pipe’. Can the minister outline to us what items could
possibly be covered by that definition?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
aware of the definition of a cannabis water pipe which
is contained in clause 4 of the bill. I draw the member’s
attention to that. I am happy to make available to the
member the library research notes that include a
photograph of a bong. He might find it helpful to
examine those notes.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is not helpful enough, because I want to know what
items could fall within that definition. As the minister
would be aware, as we go through the bill there are
sanctions that will apply to retailers if they display any
of these individual bong components in a retail outlet. It
is essential for retailers to know what is on the list.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
understand it, the definitions are laid out in proposed
section 80T, which is inserted into the principal act by
clause 4. If the member would like me to, I will read
them out, but they are on pages 2 and 3 of the bill, and
they are the definitions. If the member wants a visual
representation, I could provide that for him as well.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am not sure what level of cognitive dissonance we have
between what I am saying and what the minister is
answering, but earlier I read to the minister the
definition of a ‘bong component’, which is on page 2 as
part of proposed section 80T. Subsequently, I asked the
minister what individual items could be bong
components. It is important for us to know, for a retailer
to know and for an enforcement officer to know what
that enforcement officer will have on their list of items
that may fall within this provision. We need to know
what items the police officers of the state of Victoria
will be required to seize if they see them in retail
outlets.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Talking of cognitive dissonance, 80T refers to a bong
component. As I have laid out for Mr Jennings, it is
exactly what the clause say it is.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
was not actually describing the dissonance as being all
one way. It may well be that I am failing to articulate a
question. I think I am doing a reasonable job. The
question is clear. From the minister’s answer, it seems
to me that he is not clear about the question. Let me try
to assist in moving on. Could these items contain
various elements that look like a hose, a test-tube, a
Bunsen burner or some other object that could be used
or intended to be used for the purpose of constructing a
cannabis water pipe?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the member understands what a bong component is,
and I think the community understands what a bong
component is. I have no doubt that the police and
retailers understand that a bong component is an item
for use or that is intended for use as part of a cannabis
water pipe. As I have said, I am happy to make a visual
representation available if that is helpful, but I do not
perceive that there will be any difficulty in people
understanding what these items are.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
How can the minister be confident that this will not be a
confusing item? If I was an enforcement officer, if I
was charged with the responsibility of enforcing the
provisions of this legislation that the minister is hoping
to pass through the Parliament, I might have a great
deal of difficulty identifying, from the definition, what
grounds I am on in seizing an item and imposing an
infringement notice on a retailer, because I, at this point
in time, even though I am 54 years old, do not have the
confidence, as a result of my life experience, to know
what that means. I can assure the minister that his
illustration will not assist me.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
definition of a bong component provides for the parts of
the bong. Bong components are not normally used in
other items. I do not believe the community will find it
difficult to understand what a bong component is. I do
not believe the police will find it difficult to understand
what a bong component is. It may be that the visual
representation will not help the member. I accept that
that might be the case, but it was provided because it
was thought that it may have been of assistance.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — When
we were doing the research for Mr Kavanagh’s bill last
year — and I think this is getting to the question that
Mr Jennings is asking — we came across online
services actually referring to bong kits as things like
‘hot salad dressing’. They would come in kits, but they
had entirely different names and pieces to what this
looks like. It would be quite difficult at times to assess
whether a particular piece is going to make up a bong
kit. We were quite surprised by the number of names
they were given.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! For the
benefit of Hansard, when Ms Hartland used the words
‘what this looks like’ I suspect she was referring to a
picture contained within the parliamentary library
research brief on this bill.
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Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I have just
looked up a website by googling the word ‘bongs’. The
website is offyatree.com.au. Under a section called
‘Spare parts’ it identifies cones, stems, connectors,
chambers, grommets and bases as elements of these
units. Perhaps that might assist the minister in coming
to an answer to Mr Jennings’s question about what a
bong might consist of.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — On the
same point I would also like to add that I took great
exception to the minister’s answer that these
components are not used for any purpose other than as
a component in a bong, because as we heard during the
course of the debate on Tuesday a garden hose can very
easily be converted into a bong. Does this mean that if a
retailer were to take a normal garden hose and cut it up
into small pieces so it could be used as part of a bong,
that would then constitute a bong component? I would
not have thought that a garden hose is ordinarily part of
a bong.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — With
regard to Mr Scheffer’s contribution, whilst I would not
want to advertise any such site I do not think there is
any difficulty in understanding what is going on here.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
do not have anything else on bong components; let us
leave bong kits quite alone. I am happy to move on to
cannabis water pipes, the definition of which falls
immediately underneath ‘bong kit’ in the bill. A
cannabis water pipe is defined under new section 80T
on page 3 of the bill. I will foreshadow my interest to
the minister. There is quite a difference, as the minister
would appreciate, in the enforcement sanctions of this
bill. There is a difference between how a cannabis
water pipe is treated, which is completely banned, and
how a hookah is treated, which is not completely
banned but is limited in its availability or certainly its
ability to be displayed. So there is very different
treatment from one item to the next.
My question relates to the definition of ‘cannabis water
pipe’. I could almost accept that the first part, part (a),
makes sense to me. But I would like the minister to tell
me whether the item that is described as a ‘cannabis
water pipe’ could in practice be used to smoke tobacco
or substances consisting of tobacco, molasses, fruit,
herbs or flavouring or a combination of any or all of the
above.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
we understand that many of these devices can be used
in a range of ways. I am not in any way seeking to
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suggest that that is not the case. If the premise of what
the member is saying is that devices like the cannabis
water pipe can be used for a range of different
purposes, he is almost certainly correct.

government has a clear mandate, as the member
himself has outlined. I believe this legislation will make
a difference, as does the government. The need to send
a clear signal is strong.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Therefore, does the opposite apply? Is a hookah able to
be used to smoke cannabis?

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
hope that through this the government can give a clear
signal, but at the moment I fear it will not be able to do
so.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the answer is also yes. However, generally hookahs are
used by particular groups for smoking products
containing tobacco and a sweetener, so therefore
completely banning the sale of hookahs would
disproportionately impact on those community groups.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
effect what we are saying is that we are banning one
item because it can be used to smoke cannabis and
other scented tobaccos, yet we are maintaining a legal
standing for another item that can also be used for
scented tobacco and/or cannabis. I think the minister
would understand why that might be conceptually
difficult. Ultimately it is the substance that you put in
these items that makes the act illegal, not the items
themselves.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the member understands the purpose for which this
government is bringing in this legislation, and that is to
ban bongs and send a clear signal about the impact of
cannabis.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Yes. In fact when I started my second-reading debate
contribution I gave the minister the benefit of the doubt
that his intentions were laudable and that his mandate
was clear, but I did have concerns about whether the
minister was giving a clear signal. I will feed back to
the minister that at this moment in relation to the
definitions of these two items, the cannabis water pipe
and the hookah, he is not giving a clear signal. In fact I
would suggest that the minister is sending a very
confused signal and message — one that will be not
only difficult to enforce but difficult for the community
to understand in terms of the distinction between one
item and another.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not think it is difficult to distinguish between a bong
and a hookah. I accept that different products can be
used in these different items. Nonetheless the
government is sending an important signal by banning
bongs and regulating these matters in this way. We may
have to agree to disagree and wait and see the effect of
this legislation if it is passed. I accept that the

I have concerns also about what paragraph (b) in the
definition of cannabis water pipe means, so I will read
it. It states:
cannabis water pipe means a device —
…
(b) that is intended to be used as a device referred to in
paragraph (a) —

which is a cannabis water pipe, and we are not arguing
the toss about that, but it goes on —
but is not capable of being so used because it needs
adjustment, modification or addition —
but does not include a hookah.

I find that clause very confusing. I ask the minister to
explain to me what that means. As he would clearly
understand, paragraph (b) becomes the reason the
sanctions clause will not apply to the items covered in
that paragraph. They sound to me like cannabis water
pipes that are currently not functioning and need an
adjustment to make them function. Is that the case?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the member may be confused because he has read this
in isolation. I think he needs to read the full thing. It
might be worth putting the whole set of paragraphs in a
clear sequence. The bill states:
cannabis water pipe means a device —
(a) capable of being used or intended to be used for the
purposes of introducing into the body of a person
cannabis or other drugs of dependence by the
drawing of smoke or fumes resulting from heating
or burning the cannabis or other drug through
water or another liquid in the device, commonly
known as a “bong”; or —

and this is the paragraph that the member quoted in
part —
(b) that is intended to be used as a device referred to in
paragraph (a) but is not capable of being so used
because it needs adjustment, modification or
addition —
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but does not include a hookah.

The next line defines hookah, stating:
hookah means a fully assembled device —
(a) used for smoking a substance consisting of
tobacco, molasses … whether the substance
contains all or any combination of them, by the
drawing of smoke or fumes resulting from heating
or burning the substance in the device through
water or another liquid in the device; and
(b) that has one or more openings and one or more
flexible hoses, each with a mouthpiece through
which the smoke or fumes are drawn;

I think those paragraphs have to be read together. They
are connected by a semicolon, so I think they are an
entity.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Notwithstanding my failing eyesight, I can read, and I
understand English. Now, after the minister has taken
the opportunity to read that whole sequence to me, I
would like him to explain to me what paragraph (b)
means. It states:
… that is intended to be used as a device referred to in
paragraph (a) but is not capable of being so used because it
needs adjustment, modification or addition …

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It
continues, just to explain to the member, ‘but does not
include a hookah’. That is intended to mean the kits.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
know what ‘but does not include a hookah’ means. I do
know that the paragraphs are the item, but what does
paragraph (b) mean?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It
refers to kits.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Why does it refer to kits? In fact there is a separate
definition which we did not waste any time on, that of
‘bong kit’, the definition before this one. So
paragraph (b), according to what the minister has just
said, would be the definition of a bong kit.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
am informed, it is an extra safeguard to make it clear
that it includes those points.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I want
to make one brief comment, and that is that a law is
good only if there is certainty. I put it to the minister
that the explanation he has just given the committee of
what paragraph (b) in the definition of a cannabis water
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pipe means is not clear. It does not seem to suggest at
all that it is a bong kit.
In relation to the definition of a hookah, the public’s
common understanding is really important to make this
legislation workable. Again, when I put the word
‘hookah’ into Google, pictures came up that were
illustrations of items that I understand to be bongs. In
the common understanding of the public, a hookah is
something that may look like a bong, so I argue that
these definitions seem entirely unclear and completely
unworkable. I consider that what has been put up in the
legislation is a complete smokescreen.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It will
not surprise the member that I disagree with her and
that I consider the definitions to be quite clear. I believe
that members of the community do understand what a
bong is, what a bong kit is and what hookahs are. The
definitions relate to the common definitions in a very
sensible way, and the community will understand them.
There will be education programs, as outlined earlier. I
am not sure whether the member was in the chamber
when the committee talked about that. I believe that
members of the community understand quite well what
these things are.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Without necessarily adding to the imagery and the
metaphors, if not the puns, that my colleague has put on
the record, I tend to agree with Ms Mikakos’s
interpretation of the definitions.
Continuing with the definitions, from the answers given
by the minister to matters raised previously in the
committee, the definition of ‘retail outlet’ includes
more than is listed in clause 4, which is:
(a) a shop;
(b) a market.

The minister has indicated to the committee that it
covers internet sales as well. I do not know whether the
minister is intending to add to the definition by an
amendment or is relying on the Supreme Court of
Victoria taking his word for it, as given to the
committee. Beyond internet sales, are there any other
potential retail outlets or opportunities for retail sales
that now may be part of the scope of this legislation?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Again,
I think we will have to agree to disagree on some
points. In terms of the use of ‘sale’ in the purpose
clause of the bill, which we dealt with a little earlier,
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with the indulgence of the Deputy President, I think
‘sale’ means exactly what it says.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am not
sure why the minister needed my indulgence for that.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The definition we are talking about is that of ‘retail
outlet’, not ‘sale’. My question relates to the definition
of ‘retail outlet’.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
indebted to Mrs Coote for handing me the Macquarie
Dictionary, which defines retail as ‘the sale of
commodities to household or ultimate consumers,
usually in small quantities’. I think what a retail outlet
is is well understood by the community.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have put it to the minister specifically. He has already
mentioned earlier in his contribution in the committee
that it included internet sales. I have put it to him
specifically in the committee again that it included
internet sales, and he has not refuted it. He gave me a
definition from the Macquarie Dictionary, and in my
interpretation of what he has just said, internet sales are
clearly within the scope and the expectation of this
piece of legislation. So that was a point well made by
the minister!
The next issue I want to raise relates to proposed
section 80U, under the heading ‘Offence to display
cannabis water pipe, bong component or bong kit in
retail outlet’. Given that Mr Scheffer provided an
answer earlier in the committee stage to the question of
what the relevant components of a bong might be, and
those included a grommet, I ask the minister the
question, using the example of a grommet: if a police
officer goes into a store and sees a grommet on display,
does that then mean that this sanction could apply to
that item?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I make
the point that the community understands very well
what these devices are, and the legislation in its totality
makes it clear what these devices are. A person must
not sell a cannabis water pipe, bong or the like or the
components of those where they clearly are
components of those. I think the community will
understand these points; it will be clear, and the
enforcement of that will be straightforward and done in
the normal way.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
suggest to the minister that it is not clear. It is crystally
not clear. This provision provides an opening for
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sanctions to be applied to the selling of common-usage
items, whether that be selling a grommet, whether it be
selling a hose, whether it be selling parts of a hose or
whether it be selling a test-tube. I am not sure what the
implements are, but I am sure there are a whole range
of common-use items that could potentially be roped in
within this provision, which would be subject to exactly
the same sanction. Exactly the same penalties apply to
each of these individual items as apply to a fully
assembled water pipe. My point to the minister is that
in practice the police would require some guidance,
support and assistance in enforcing this provision,
which is wide open and could potentially be breached at
Bunnings each and every day of the year.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
appreciate the member’s viewpoint. The proposed
section does indicate that a person must not display a
cannabis water pipe in a retail outlet, must not display a
bong component in a retail outlet, must not display a
bong kit in a retail outlet and must not sell a cannabis
water pipe. I am making myself clear here. I do not
believe the community will find it difficult, nor do I
believe the police will find it difficult.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Not for the first time we have discovered that the
minister is one of the most optimistic members of the
Parliament. He has been on that theme today, so let me
just keep him in that optimistic vein.
Let us move on to proposed section 80W, under the
heading ‘Offence to supply cannabis water pipe, bong
component or bong kit in course of carrying out
commercial activity’. What are the circumstances by
which the minister expects this section and these
sanctions to apply? What is ‘carrying out commercial
activity’?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is
quite clear what commercial activity is. I think it means
exactly what it sounds like and what it means in normal
discourse in common English. That would mean that
you cannot sell a cannabis water pipe or a bong
component in the course of carrying out a commercial
activity, such as, for example, an offer or some such
arrangement related to something else.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Does the minister mean it is a trade or a barter?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It
might be a strictly commercial activity as laid out,
where there might be a component or another item that
is being sold and this might be sold with it, so members
can see a whole manner of things that could come

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (PROHIBITION OF DISPLAY AND SALE OF
CANNABIS WATER PIPES) BILL 2011
Thursday, 13 October 2011

COUNCIL

3559

under the ambit of commercial activity. Bongs and the
other items listed would not be able to be part of that
commercial activity.

number to be displayed will be restricted. This
restriction does not apply to cafes that hire out hookahs
for use on site.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Like a spa or something?

I note that Queensland currently bans the sale and
display of bongs but limits the display of hookahs to
three. Queensland is a model in this step, and it may be
instructive for the member to see that there is a clear
basis for the decision.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Or it
might be T-shirts or a range of other items. It means
you could not sell this item and attach a bong or a water
pipe or other equipment to it. If there is a commercial
activity, a bong cannot be added to it.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The purpose of this is that the government is trying to
prevent a contrivance such as going and buying a
packet of matches and getting a bong as my free gift for
buying the packet of matches. Is that the story?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the member has got the idea there. The commercial
world is very inventive, and we could spend some time
going through a long list of things, but I think it is a
plausible and reasonable point.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
congratulate the minister on one of the clearer clauses,
as it turns out.
The next one I am interested in is proposed section 80X
at page 6 of the bill. It is headed ‘Display for sale of
hookahs in retail outlet’. We have already well and
truly established that there is a pretty fine line between
one form of implement and another, and it really relates
to what goes into the implement that affects whether it
is banned or whether it is restricted for display. Why
has the government decided that the display should be
limited to three? What is the internal logic and
consideration of that?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
decision of the government to limit the display for sale
of hookahs is about reducing the visibility of apparatus
used to consume tobacco and to limit the exposure to
the general public, particularly young people, by
reducing visibility, similar to the limitations applied to
tobacco products. It tends to de-normalise these items
and may discourage uptake and use. Limiting the
display of water hookahs stops bong shop retailers from
removing bongs from display and replacing them with
a large number of hookahs. It will act as a mechanism
to restrict the option of bong shop retailers displaying
and selling a large number of bongs by labelling and
promoting them as hookahs. Any retailer, for example a
tobacconist or grocery store, which currently displays
or sells hookahs will continue to be able to do so but the

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
can understand that concept. Is there any intention or
any ability in this bill for the broadening of the effect of
this provision to make sure that retailers do not have a
small display cabinet in the front room but a cavernous
display cabinet in the back room?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
advice is that it is three for display. It does not matter
how they move it or cut it, it is three.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
That is on display, but what about if there are 100 in the
back room?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Display means display; that is the point.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Rather than hold the committee up much longer, I am
interested in the very lengthy provisions under clause 4
for proposed section 80ZA, which is headed ‘Seizure of
cannabis water pipes, bong components or bong kits’.
From proposed section 80ZA the bill moves to
proposed section 80ZB headed ‘Retention and return of
seized items’ and proposed section 80ZC, which gives
the Magistrates Court the ability to extend the period
for which these seized items may be retained.
The net effect of these provisions in proposed
sections 80ZA, 80ZB and 80ZC is to say that the police
can confiscate these items, hold them for three months
and get an extension of three months, but the inbuilt
assumption in these provisions is that the items will be
returned by the police. Why is that the case?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the material would be returned if the
reason for seizure no longer exists, as is outlined in the
last two lines of proposed section 80ZB(1).
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The issue is that the last two lines that I have just reread
on the minister’s direction state, ‘if the reason for its
seizure no longer exists’. What are the reasons that may
no longer exist? My inbuilt assumption is that it is the
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intention of the Crown to actually seize these items and
destroy them and make them not available for sale or
for further use. But these provisions are saying, ‘We’ll
take them. We’ll give them back to you. And if we
don’t give them back to you within three months, we’ll
go to a court to get an extension so we can take longer
to get them back to you’. Whilst the minister is
checking out what those reasons are that may no longer
exist, I ask: is it not the intention for them to be seized
and effectively destroyed?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
would imagine that prosecutions would occur and that
would have consequences. If there is no prosecution
proceeding for some reason — it may be because of
evidence or for other reasons — they would no longer
be required.
Mr Jennings — That is the answer, is it?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is
Mr Jennings pursuing the question further?
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on from that and deal with the bill in a more
professional manner.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Just
one point there, Deputy President. I think it was a good
committee stage. We have covered a large range of
topics, and certainly I think the interaction has been
friendly across the chamber as we have worked through
the intricacies of these devices and the points that
surround them. I want to thank the members who have
contributed to the debate. I think most have found it not
only edifying and interesting but enjoyable.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — If
that is the limit of the response that the minister is
providing, it stays very unclear to me. I am sure the
issue will be tested subsequently, and I am pretty sure
about what the real intention of these seizures is. The
cumulative effect of the fact that these items will be
potentially returned to their owner, who presumably
had the intention to sell them — otherwise the police
would not have seized them in the first place — will be
that once they are returned they could be available for
sale again. Given that the ability to prevent internet
sales has been clearly established as being on a wing
and a prayer, the effective delivery of the intention of
this bill must be seriously brought into question.

In doing so I thank members for their contributions. In
conclusion, it is instructive to indicate that Victoria will
now come much more into line with a number of other
states — Queensland, New South Wales, South
Australia and Western Australia — in having banned
the sale and display of bongs; hookahs have been
banned in South Australia and limited in Queensland to
a display of three, which is parallel with the Victorian
legislation that we are dealing with here; and Western
Australia and New South Wales have the ability to
exclude prescribed water pipes in their relevant
legislation. These are significant steps, and the
government is pleased to have taken them with the
support of the chamber.

Clause agreed to; clause 5 agreed to; clause 6 agreed
to.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! That
concludes the consideration of the bill. I advise
members that during the course of the debate — and I
would like the minister’s attention — some
commentary was made about a member who asked
questions. I did not pull the member up at the time, but
I think the committee stage is better served without that
kind of commentary so that we are able to progress
through the legislation in as rational a way as we can.
This is not a second-reading debate where people make
political points. The Minister for Health is looking at
me quizzically. I am referring to a comment from him. I
did not pull him up at the time because I thought it was
not going to help. I am pleased we were able to move
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Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips 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 Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation 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 establishes the Victorian Commission for Gambling
and Liquor Regulation (the commission), which will assume
responsibility for functions under Victoria’s gambling and
liquor licensing legislation. The commission will replace the
existing Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation
(VCGR), the director of liquor licensing (DLL) and the liquor
licensing panel. The bill amends the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 (GRA) and the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998
(LCRA) to enable the commission to exercise regulatory
functions under those acts, and also makes consequential
amendments to the Casino Control Act 1991 and the Racing
Act 1958.

3561

and to require the witness to give evidence and produce
documents under oath. Clause 43 provides that gambling and
liquor inspectors must possess an identity card which must be
produced, on request, to persons affected by the performance
of the functions of the inspector.
It is likely that the information disclosed under these
provisions will, in some circumstances, constitute personal
information. However, to the extent that the provisions
interfere with privacy, I consider that the interference is
neither arbitrary nor unlawful. The circumstances in which
information must be disclosed are clearly set out in the bill,
and the provisions serve the important purposes of: (1)
ensuring that commissioners’ decisions are not marred by
perceived or actual conflicts of interest; (2) ensuring that the
commission can seek all relevant information and make
properly informed recommendations following its inquiries;
and (3) ensuring that gambling and liquor inspectors are
accountable for their actions when performing functions
under the bill. These in turn serve the broader purpose of
ensuring the liquor and gambling industries are properly
regulated. I therefore consider that these provisions do not
limit the right to privacy.
(2) Provision of photographs, finger prints and palm
prints
Clause 41 provides that the commission may require a person
under consideration for appointment as a gambling and liquor
inspector to consent to having his or her photograph, finger
prints and palm prints taken. The photograph or prints may be
referred to the Chief Commissioner of Police, who may use
them to assess and report back to the commission on whether
the person under consideration is of good repute.

Human rights issues
1.

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

Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An
interference with the right to privacy will therefore only limit
the right and require justification under section 7(2) if the
interference is unlawful or arbitrary. An interference with
privacy is considered arbitrary if there is no good reason or an
improper reason for the action.
(1) Disclosure of information
Various clauses within the bill engage the right to privacy by
requiring the disclosure of certain information in defined
circumstances. Clause 21 requires a commissioner and the
chairperson of the commission to disclose any interest he or
she has in a matter being considered by the commission.
Clause 33 provides that the commission may require a person
(who in the opinion of the commission is a ‘regulated
person’) to disclose information, produce records, or appear
before the commission and answer questions for the purposes
of it conducting an inquiry. Part 3 of the bill deems the
commission to be a board appointed by the Governor in
Council, with the effect that division 5 of part I of the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 applies to its
inquiries. This provides the commission with the power to
call as a witness any person whom the commission considers
can give evidence relevant to the subject matter of an inquiry,

I accept that the requirement that a person provide
photographs, finger prints or palm prints may engage the right
to privacy. However, I consider that any interference with
privacy caused by the taking of the photograph or prints is
neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The taking of photographs or
prints in this manner is at the lower end of intrusiveness into a
person’s privacy, both in terms of the intimacy of the
information revealed and the duration and invasiveness of the
process by which the information is collected. Further, the
information is taken for the important purpose of ensuring
that only persons of good repute are appointed as gambling
and liquor inspectors. Further, I note that the bill provides an
important safeguard by ensuring that the information is kept
no longer than necessary for the purposes of the inquiry into
the person’s character, and requiring that it be destroyed no
later than six months from the date it is received. I therefore
consider that clause 41 does not limit the right to privacy.
(3) Restrictions on employment and association
The right to a private life has been held in Europe to include a
right to establish and to develop relationships with other
people, especially in the emotional field, for the development
and fulfilment of one’s own personality. Further, broad
measures banning individuals from employment have been
found to limit the right to private life where they affect an
individual’s ability to develop relationships with the outside
world to a very significant degree and create serious
difficulties for them as regards the possibility to earn their
living.
Clauses 12, 31 and 44 of the bill may engage this right by
prohibiting certain persons from being employed by or
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significantly associating with various people involved in the
gambling industry. For example, to be eligible for
appointment, a commissioner or inspector cannot have been
employed or significantly associated with a key operative, a
bookmaker, or a commercial raffle organiser, in the two years
prior to appointment (clauses 12 and 44). Additionally, a
commissioner cannot be employed by or significantly
associated with any of those persons for two years following
the end of their appointment as commissioner (clause 31(2)).
Restricted persons and inspectors also cannot be employed by
those persons in the two years following the end of their
appointment unless the commission otherwise approves
(clauses 31(3) and 44). Clause 31(4) further provides that it is
an offence for a key operative, bookmaker or commercial
raffle organiser to breach these restrictions on employment
and association.

The right to freedom of expression may be engaged by
clause 33, discussed above, which enables the commission to
require persons to produce information and documents and to
appear before the commission to answer questions for the
purposes of an inquiry. This is because the right encompasses
a right not to express oneself. However, to the extent, if any,
that clause 33 interferes with the right to freedom of
expression, I consider the interference to be a lawful
restriction that is reasonably necessary for the protection of
public order, public health or public morality. The clause
ensures that the commission can seek all relevant information
and make properly informed recommendations following its
inquiries. This in turn serves the broader purpose of ensuring
the liquor and gambling industries are properly regulated. I
therefore consider that this provision does not limit the right
to freedom of expression.

These clauses may interfere with the right to privacy by
restricting the type of relationships persons involved in the
commission can form with persons involved in the gambling
industry for a specified period before, during and after their
term with the commission. However, I consider that any such
interference is neither arbitrary nor unlawful. The restrictions
are clearly set out in the bill, apply only to particular persons
and for limited periods, and are necessary to ensure that the
commission’s functions in regulating the gambling and liquor
industries can be performed free from any perception of bias
or conflict of interest. I therefore consider that these
provisions do not limit the right to privacy.

Right to a fair hearing

Clause 56 may also engage the right to privacy by inserting a
new section 93D into the LCRA. New section 93D provides
that if grounds for disciplinary action exist in relation to a
licensed venue, the commission may disqualify a range of
persons associated with managing the venue from holding
managerial positions or financial interests in licensed venues
for a specified period. The commission may also order that a
person is disqualified from being employed by a licensed club
or any person who holds a licence or BYO permit.
Although these powers may engage the right to privacy by
prohibiting the affected persons from taking part in certain
types of employment, in my opinion, the powers are neither
unlawful nor arbitrary. The powers are limited to employment
in a specific industry, only extend for a specified period, and
are not of a kind that will give rise to social stigmatisation.
They are necessary to ensure that the commission can
effectively discipline persons who are involved in, or
responsible for, matters giving rise to grounds for disciplinary
action. Further, in exercising powers under new section 93D,
the commission will be acting as a public authority and so
must act and make decisions in accordance with section 38 of
the charter act.

Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a person who is
a party to a civil proceeding has the right to have the
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
‘Civil proceeding’ has been interpreted as encompassing
proceedings that are determinative of private rights and
interests in the broad sense, including administrative
proceedings.
It may be that ‘civil proceeding’ includes the
decision-making, internal review and appeal procedures
referred to under various provisions of the bill. I note that in
assessing such provisions for compliance with the fair hearing
right, the decision-making process as a whole, including
avenues for review and appeal, must be examined.
One provision that engages the right to a fair hearing is new
section 172A of the LCRA, inserted by clause 63, which
provides that a person whose interests are affected by a
decision of the commission under the LCRA may only appeal
to the Supreme Court on a question of law. The bill also
removes VCAT’s review jurisdiction over various decisions
in the LCRA (see clauses 66, 67 and 68). However, the right
to a fair hearing does not necessarily require that an appeal
body have jurisdiction to review a decision on its merits. The
extent to which an appeal body must have such jurisdiction
depends on the quality of the original decision-making
process itself.

Freedom of expression

In this case, I consider that the decision-making procedures
under the bill are strong. Significantly, the bill provides that
persons affected by decisions in contested licensing
applications, disciplinary matters, and inquiries into the
amenity of a particular licence or BYO permit must be given
notice and given an opportunity to be heard prior to the
making of a decision likely to affect them (see new
section 47(3) of the LCRA, inserted by clause 54; new
section 92 of the LCRA, inserted by clause 56; and new
section 94A, inserted by clause 57). The commission must
take into account any submissions made by those parties
before making its decision.

Section 15(2) of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to freedom of expression. Under section 15(3),
special duties and responsibilities attach to the exercise of the
right, and it may be subject to such lawful restrictions as are
reasonably necessary (a) to respect the rights and reputation
of other persons; or (b) for the protection of national security,
public order, public health or public morality.

An exception to this is new section 96B, inserted by
clause 58, which enables the commission to suspend a licence
for up to five days even where the commission has not given
the licensee an opportunity to formally show cause why the
licence should not be suspended. However, the commission
may only do so where the commission believes on reasonable
grounds that the licensee has engaged in conduct that would

For these reasons, I consider that any interference with the
right to privacy is neither arbitrary nor unlawful, and that the
right in section 13(a) of the charter act is therefore not limited
by this provision.
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constitute grounds for disciplinary action, and where there is a
danger that a person may suffer substantial harm, loss or
damage because of a licensee’s conduct. Further, although no
formal ‘show cause’ process must be complied with, the
clause still requires the commission to notify the licensee of
their intention at least 48 hours before issuing a suspension
notice, and to consider any response made by the licensee in
making its decision (see new section 96B(2)).
The bill also provides that a range of decisions made by a
single commissioner or employee of the commission can be
subject to internal review (new division 2 in part 9 of the
LCRA, inserted by clause 62). In addition, there is a general
right to receive reasons for decisions made under the LCRA,
although I note that there is a limited exception to this where
reasons contain confidential or personal information (new
sections 150 and 154, inserted by clause 62). Further, the bill
explicitly provides that the rules of natural justice apply to the
commission in conducting disciplinary inquiries
(clause 25(3)). Finally, those persons affected by decisions
made under the bill also have the option of seeking judicial
review.
Having considered the decision-making procedures in the bill
as a whole, and the review procedures available, I have
concluded that the bill does not limit the right to a fair hearing
in section 24(1) of the charter.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty according to law. This right is engaged by
part 3 of the bill.
Part 3, discussed above, deems the commission to be a board
appointed by the Governor in Council, with the effect of
applying division 5 of part I of the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 (the act). This enables the commission
to call witnesses to appear before it and to produce
documents, and to require a person to be sworn in to give
evidence. Under section 16 of the act, it is an offence for a
person to fail, without reasonable excuse, to appear and give
evidence or produce documents as required, or to refuse,
without reasonable excuse, to be sworn in or to answer a
question touching the subject matter of the inquiry. Section 20
of the act provides that where, in the opinion of the
commission, a person has been guilty of an offence against
section 16, the chairman of the commission may certify the
facts to a law officer. The law officer may apply to the
Supreme Court for an order calling upon the person to show
cause why he or she should not be dealt with for the offence
under the act, which carries a maximum penalty of 15 penalty
units or three months imprisonment.
In my view, the requirements in sections 16 and 20 that a
person have a ‘reasonable excuse’ for failing to comply with
the commission’s requirements and ‘show cause’ why he or
she should not be dealt with for the offence under the act do
not transfer the legal burden of proof. Once the defendant has
adduced or pointed to some evidence, the burden is on the
prosecution to prove beyond reasonable doubt the absence of
the exception raised. Furthermore, the burdens do not relate to
essential elements of the offences and are only imposed on
the accused to raise facts that support the existence of an
excuse or reason why the matter should not be dealt with as
an offence. Therefore, section 25(1) is not limited.
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Freedom of association
Section 16 of the charter act provides that every person has
the right to freedom of association with others, including the
right to form and join trade unions. The right extends to both
formal and informal associations formed to further common
interests, and in some jurisdictions it has been held to extend
to the right to associate with any other individual, regardless
of whether there is a common purpose (although I note that
this approach to the right has not been uniformly adopted
across all jurisdictions).
As discussed above under my consideration of the right to
privacy, clauses 12, 31 and 44 of the bill restrict the type of
relationships persons involved in the commission can form
with persons involved in the gambling industry for a specified
period before, during and after their term with the
commission. These provisions may therefore limit the right to
freedom of association. However, I consider that any
limitations imposed by the bill on the right to freedom of
association are justifiable in accordance with section 7(2) of
the charter act.
The right to freedom of association is an important right
which is indispensable for the existence and functioning of
democracy. However, international jurisprudence has
recognised that the right can be justifiably limited for a range
of reasons, including for public order, public health and
public morals. Here, the right is being limited for the
important purpose of ensuring that the commission remains
independent from the gambling industry, and ensuring that it
can conduct its regulatory functions free from any suggestion
of bias or conflict of interest. The restrictions extend, at most,
for two years before and after a person’s involvement with the
commission, as well as during their appointment. Further,
should they wish to be employed by or significantly associate
with persons involved in the gambling industry in the two
years following their term with the commission, it remains
possible for former gambling and liquor inspectors and
authorised persons to seek the commission’s approval to do
so. The restrictions are therefore well tailored to their purpose,
do not go further than necessary to ensure they can achieve
the desired ends, and overall are a demonstrably justifiable
limitation on the right to freedom of association.
Conclusion
For the reasons set out above, I consider that the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation Bill 2011
is compatible with the rights protected in the charter act.
The Hon. Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I wish to advise that clauses 70 and 74 of
the bill were amended in the Legislative Assembly on
the advice of the chief parliamentary counsel. The
amendments ensure that references in the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 to the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation are repealed as the bill replaces
this body with the new Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation. I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.
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Motion agreed to.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation Bill 2011 delivers on the government’s election
commitment to create a new integrated regulator of liquor and
gambling in Victoria. The bill will create the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation, and the
new commission will assume all regulatory functions, duties
and powers of the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation, the director of liquor licensing and the liquor
licensing panel.
This reform is not a merger, a rebranding or a restructure.
This reform seeks to create a new, modern, world-class
regulator for liquor and gambling in Victoria.
The regulation of liquor in Victoria badly needs reform.
Liquor licensing should be a relatively straightforward
process. It ought to be consistent, transparent and fair. It
should reflect the community’s expectation that liquor is
made available and regulated responsibly. There ought to be
proper opportunities for the views of affected parties to be
heard by licensing decision-makers. Instead, liquor regulation
has suffered from confusing layers of bureaucracy.
The coalition government is taking action to address these
issues so that industry and the community can once again
have confidence in Victoria’s system of liquor regulation.
Liquor licensing will benefit from a move to a collegiate
approach, modelled on the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation. The new body will take advantage of
the natural synergies that exist between gambling and liquor.
A commission structure will facilitate better decisions through
the development of commissioners with intimate and expert
knowledge of liquor and gambling issues.
The Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation will be an independent statutory authority. The
commission will undertake licensing activities, promote
compliance with and detect breaches of the relevant gambling
and liquor legislation. The commission will also inform and
educate industry and the public about the commission’s
regulatory practices and requirements.
Part 1 of the bill sets out the purpose of the act and provides
for its commencement. Part 1 also empowers the minister to
issue decision-making guidelines to the commission which
may provide guidance to the commission about the
government’s policies and objectives relating to liquor and
gambling. This provision will enable the minister to provide
general policy guidance to the commission. However, it gives
no power to direct the commission on the determination it
should make in any individual matter.
Part 2 of the bill provides for the establishment of the new
regulator as a statutory body corporate, with powers,
functions and duties as provided in the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998, the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and the
Casino Control Act 1991 and other relevant acts.

COUNCIL

Thursday, 13 October 2011

The commission’s functions will be to undertake licensing
activities, promote and monitor compliance and detect and
respond to contraventions of gaming and liquor legislation.
The commission will also have the function to provide advice
to the minister on the regulatory functions of the commission
and the operation of liquor and gambling legislation.
The commission will perform a complementary education
function to the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation,
albeit one with a different focus. The Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation will provide information and advice
that enables individuals and organisations to effectively
engage in the processes regarding the provision of gambling,
while the commission’s education function will aim to
increase public and industry knowledge of its regulatory
practices and requirements.
Part 2 also provides that the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation will be comprised of a
chairperson, to be appointed by the Governor in Council, and
provides for other commissioner appointments, including
deputy chairpersons, and delegation of the commission’s
powers. Commissioners will be appointed on the basis of
possessing appropriate qualifications, such as relevant
business experience.
The bill will require the commission to have regard to any
relevant decision-making guidelines issued by the minister
under part 1 when exercising a power, duty or function.
Part 3 of the bill gives the commission the general authority to
investigate matters or to conduct an inquiry relevant to the
powers, duties and functions of the commission in the
regulation of gambling and liquor laws. The minister may
also refer a matter for inquiry to the commission relating to
gambling or liquor regulation.
Part 4 of the bill will create an integrated role of ‘gambling
and liquor inspector’ and empower the chairperson of the
commission to appoint suitable persons to the role. The bill
will impose on former inspectors a two-year period of
restraint regarding their post-commission employment.
Gambling and liquor inspectors will be authorised to exercise
the powers currently conferred on inspectors under the
gambling and liquor legislation.
The bringing together of gaming and liquor inspections is a
practical common-sense reform. Every one of Victoria’s more
than 500 gaming venues must have a liquor licence, so it is
illogical that the compliance and education functions of
regulators must be delivered separately for a venue’s gaming
and liquor activities. The current distinction between liquor
and gaming inspectors can lead to ineffective outcomes. For
example, a liquor inspector could attend a venue and observe
a gaming attendant illegally paying out winnings of more than
$1000 in cash, rather than by cheque as required by the
legislation. But beyond making a phone call, the inspector can
take no action. Likewise, a gaming inspector could observe
liquor being served to an intoxicated patron and cannot
respond.
The creation of the role of gambling and liquor inspector will
empower the current crop of inspectors with additional
training and skills. Inspection and compliance activities will
become more efficient and effective. Venues will be able to
deal with a single inspector. The government expects that
these natural synergies will enable better use of regulatory
resources, leading to improved education and compliance
outcomes for the Victorian community, as well as industry.
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Part 5 of the bill provides for powers to make regulations.
Part 6 of the bill provides for savings and transitional
provisions.
The bill makes several substantive amendments to the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998.
The first of these amendments is that where a liquor licence
application has been objected to on the grounds of either
amenity or misuse and abuse of alcohol, the commissioner
who decides that application must, unless exemptions apply,
hold a public hearing giving the applicant and each objector a
reasonable opportunity to be heard. The bill will repeal the
provisions creating the liquor licensing panel and the
functions performed by the panel will be assumed by the
commission. The government regards the liquor licensing
panel as having limited utility as, while it receives
submissions from interested parties concerning contested
liquor licensing applications, it cannot make decisions on
those applications. All public hearings on licensing matters
will now be before the decision-makers.
The second of these amendments harmonises the disciplinary
powers of the commission across the gambling and liquor
regimes. The new commission will be empowered to take
appropriate enforcement action as the bill will vest the
existing disciplinary powers under the Liquor Control Reform
Act 1998 in the new commission rather than in the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
The third amendment will introduce an internal merits review
process for liquor licensing decisions. The bill provides that
three or more commissioners, excluding the original
decision-maker, can, on application, collectively conduct a
merits review. The bill will remove the current review
jurisdiction of VCAT in these matters. Original decisions
made by the commission, that is three or more commissioners
sitting as a group, will be appellable to the Supreme Court on
a point of law.
The transfer of disciplinary actions and reviews to the new
commission provides the rigour of collective decision making
by a body with specialist knowledge of the regulated
industries. This structure will also provide continuity and
consistency in decision making that will enhance industry and
public confidence in regulatory processes.
The bill provides for robust and transparent decision making
on matters of public interest through collective decision
making by three or more commissioners and a draft
determination process. It is expected that the commission, that
is three or more commissioners, will generally only make an
original decision where the application involves highly
complex or contentious issues or where the legislation
expressly reserves powers to the commission.
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injunctive relief will be an additional enforcement tool that
can be used by the commission.
The bill will also amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998
to clarify two evidentiary matters in proceedings under that
act.
First, the bill will insert a provision to deem that, for the
purposes of the act, evidence relating to certain factors
including violent behaviour, drunkenness and vandalism
(whether occurring inside or outside a licensed premises) in
itself constitutes evidence of detraction from or detriment to
the amenity of the area in which the licensed premises are
situated.
Second, the bill will insert a provision to allow a person who
applies to the commission under part 6 of the act to rely on
evidence that has been relied on in previous proceedings
under part 6 of the act, notwithstanding that the evidence has
been the subject of an order or ruling by VCAT or the
commission in those previous proceedings.
The bill will amend the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to
repeal the provisions creating the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation and the office of executive
commissioner.
The integration of the administration of liquor and gambling
in Victoria will facilitate a reduction in the regulatory burden
of businesses that have both liquor and gaming licences. It
will deliver a robust, effective and expert decision-making
process that will facilitate more rigorous and predictable
decision making for businesses and the wider community.
This is a landmark moment in the history of liquor and
gambling regulation in this state. Today we leave behind the
tired, confused mess of the past. This reform will restore the
confidence of industry and the community and take Victoria
forward to a new era of efficient and effective regulation and
compliance.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.

CHILDREN, YOUTH AND FAMILIES
AMENDMENT (SECURITY OF YOUTH
JUSTICE FACILITIES) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading

The commission will have the capacity, under its statutory
discretion to regulate its own procedure, to issue a draft
determination prior to making a final decision. This will
enable parties to make submissions to the commission before
the determination becomes final.
Any person who is affected by a decision of the commission
made under the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 will also
have a right of appeal to the Supreme Court on a point of law.
The bill will introduce provisions enabling the commission to
seek injunctive relief from the courts for contraventions of the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. Having the capacity to seek

Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development) on
motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development),
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Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips 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 Children, Youth
and Families Amendment (Security of Youth Justice
Facilities) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Security of Youth Justice Facilities) 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 purpose of the bill is to amend the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 (act) to allow for improved security
measures at youth justice centres.
Amendments to the act will enable searches of people upon
entry, on exit and within youth justice facilities. New
provisions setting out powers and functions in relation to
seizure of certain articles will also be inserted, replacing
existing provisions in the act and the Children, Youth and
Families Regulations 2007 (regulations). Existing offences
which prohibit particular actions which compromise security
will be amended. The bill will also insert a new secrecy
provision into the act, aimed at protection of security
information about youth justice facilities.
Human rights issues
There are a number of rights which are engaged by the bill.
These are:
privacy;
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retention of the power to search any part of the youth
justice facility or any thing within it for the security or
good order of the facility or the detainees (clause 7 of
the bill, which inserts section 488AB into the act).

Search powers, particularly searches of persons, engage the
right to privacy. Further, depending upon the circumstances
and manner in which they are carried out, searches of young
people detained in youth justice facilities have the potential to
engage a number of other rights including the right to humane
treatment when deprived of liberty (section 22), the rights of
children (section 17) and the rights of children in the criminal
process (section 23). This is particularly so in respect of strip
searches. However, I consider that the powers in the bill are
compatible with these rights having regard to: the
circumstances in which searches may be conducted; the
safeguards imposed; and the fact that they will be conducted
by persons who are public authorities and therefore bound to
act compatibly with those rights having regard to the
individual circumstances.
Search powers in youth justice facilities are necessary to
preserve the security and good order of the facility and to
minimise the introduction of contraband, including drugs,
weapons, mobile telephones and other articles, into the
facility. Exclusion of contraband assists in maintaining the
safety and security of detainees, staff and visitors and in
promoting the rehabilitation of detainees.
In some circumstances it will be necessary to strip search
detainees. This is authorised by section 488AC only where it
is necessary to do so in the interests of the security or good
order of a youth justice facility, or in the interests of the safety
or security of the detainee or any other person in the facility.
These powers do not extend to searches of body cavities
(section 488AC(2)). Ordinarily a strip search would involve
no physical contact with the detainee. However, where the
person refuses to cooperate it may be necessary to use force.
Section 488AC authorises the use of reasonable force, if
necessary.

freedom of expression;
property rights;

The bill contains a number of safeguards to protect against
searches being conducted in a manner that would be
incompatible with human rights. These include:

humane treatment when deprived of liberty;
the rights of children and families; and
children in the criminal process.
Search powers
Division 3 of part 5.8 of the act is to be amended to allow:
formal searches (via electronic or mechanical device or
detection dog) and frisk searches of all people wishing to
enter and exit a facility (clause 7 of the bill, which
inserts new section 488A into the act);
the power to require any person within a facility to
submit to a formal or frisk search on reasonable grounds
if necessary in the interests of the security or good order
of the facility (clause 7 of the bill, which inserts
section 488AB into the act);
retention of the existing power to strip search a detainee
(clause 7 of the bill, which inserts section 488AC into
the act); and

the requirement that frisk and strip searches be
conducted by an officer of the same sex as the person
being searched (section 488AD(1));
the requirement to inform persons other than detainees
of: the authority to search; that he or she may refuse the
search; and the consequences of any refusal
(section 488AD(2));
procedural requirements with respect to giving the
person an opportunity to produce contraband
(section 488AD(3));
requiring that strip searches be conducted in the
presence of another officer, but in such a way that the
detainee is not in view of that officer
(section 488AD(5)); and
requiring that searches be conducted expeditiously and
with regard to the decency and self-respect of the person
searched (section 488AD(6)).
In addition to complying with any procedural safeguards in
the bill, officers will have to comply with additional
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safeguards that may be incorporated in the regulations and
operations manual, which are currently under review. Further,
strip searches may be conducted by officers only. It is not
possible to exhaustively prescribe all the particular
circumstances which may fall within the scope of the powers,
or the exact manner in which searches should be conducted.
However, officers and other persons authorised to conduct
searches pursuant to section 482B will be public authorities
and will be bound to act compatibly with rights pursuant to
section 38 of the charter act, having regard to the particular
circumstances.
Restrictions upon communication — free expression
The bill imposes some restrictions upon communication with
detainees. Communication is restricted by provisions in
section 501 of the act. Clause 10 adds a further offence with
respect to communication with persons on temporary leave.
The communications are only prohibited where the
communication threatens the security of the facility or any
person (section 501(1)(ab)) and a person can only be charged
with an offence against this provision if the person has first
received a warning under section 501(4).
While these restrictions engage the right to free expression in
section 15 of the charter act they are clearly reasonable and
necessary, and fall within the restrictions that are expressly
permitted by section 15(3).
Seizure of contraband — property rights
The right to property in section 20 of the charter act is
engaged by the provisions allowing for the seizure of certain
articles or things found during a search (clause 8 of the bill
which inserts new division 3A – seizure into the act).
Although seizure is already allowed for in the act and
regulations, it is intended to clarify that the existing provisions
apply to staff belongings, as well as those of detainees and
visitors.
When carrying out a search under division 3A of the act,
officers may seize any article or thing which they believe on
reasonable grounds jeopardises or may jeopardise the security
of the facility or the safety of persons in the facility. Seized
objects must be dealt with in the manner described in new
sections 488GA, 488GB and 488GC, which could include
disposal in accordance with section 488GD, returning, or
dismantling the object.
As seizure will occur in the circumstances and in accordance
with the procedures set out in the legislation, the interference
will occur in accordance with the law and there is no limit on
the right to property.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because the rights which are engaged by the bill are unlikely
to be limited. If any rights are limited by the bill in individual
circumstances, to the extent that those rights are limited, those
limitations will be reasonable and demonstrably justified in a
free and democratic society.
Hon. David Davis, MP
Minister for Health
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The government is committed to improving the security of
Victoria’s youth justice centres and the safety and security of
all Victorians across the state.
The Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Security of
Youth Justice Facilities) Bill 2011 will create a critical
legislative foundation for key security improvements at
Victoria’s youth justice facilities.
The Baillieu government made a number of election
commitments about the state of law and order in Victoria and
enhancing community safety.
This bill honours our commitment to analyse the security and
management of the Parkville youth justice precinct and
implement appropriate responses including upgrading the
security of the site. This bill will improve the legislative
framework and is a key component of all the security
enhancements which are under way.
In 2010, under the Brumby Labor government, the Parkville
precinct was the subject of two reviews: one by Mr Neil
Comrie, following the escape of six young boys from the
Melbourne Youth Justice Centre in May 2010; and an
Ombudsman’s own motion investigation in October 2010
following a whistleblower’s allegations about conditions at
Parkville.
Both reports were highly critical of the security arrangements;
the conditions at the Parkville precinct; and the services
provided to young people in custody.
Both reports identified multiple security deficiencies and
made numerous recommendations to better minimise the
likelihood of escape and improve safety at the Parkville
precinct.
A number of these deficiencies have been addressed through
the installation of closed-circuit TV around the precinct,
enhanced surveillance and supervision of night operations,
improvements to the physical fabric of the site, and improved
monitoring to prevent staff misconduct and improve their
compliance with operational policies and procedures.
However, there are limits to enhancing the security platform
at Parkville without the legislative changes as set out in this
bill. These amendments are required for a number of reasons.
Firstly, there has been a changing client profile in our youth
justice facilities. Over the past decade, there has been a
marked shift towards more violent offending among young
people in custody. Violence against persons comprised the
majority of all primary offences in custody in 2010: 83 per
cent compared to 23 per cent in 2000.
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Secondly, there has also been an increase in the average age
of young offenders, which combined with the increase in
violent offending has significantly increased risks to the staff,
clients and the community and heightened the need for youth
justice centres to operate off a strong security platform.
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communicate or attempt to communicate with a detainee
in contravention of a clear order from the secretary;
take or send or attempt to take or send certain things in
and out of the youth justice centres.

Thirdly, the most significant security improvement at the
Parkville precinct site is the creation of a $5 million
single-point-of-entry building, which is currently being
constructed. However, without these legislative changes,
officers will not be able to perform their functions properly
and the intent of the Comrie recommendations will not be
met.

It will also be an offence for a person who, without being
authorised to do so, communicates with or attempts to
communicate with a detainee while they are on escorted leave
from a youth justice centre in a way which threatens security.

This bill provides the legal authority to make key changes in
practice around security, including:

The act is also being amended to reflect the corrections act
penalties for adults who commit any of the above offences.

Search provisions

The penalties for persons aged 17 and under will remain the
same.

Clearly establishing the right to search all people (staff,
detainees and visitors) before entry and exit.

Secrecy offences

This will prevent people from entering the facility without a
security clearance and confirmation of their identity, and will
tackle the introduction of contraband (including drugs,
solvents, knives and lighters) by staff, visitors and detainees.
As it currently stands, there are some provisions in the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 (the act) to search
visitors, detainees and objects within a youth justice facility.
However, the act is ambiguous in relation to searching staff.
The proposed amendments will enable security officers to
search everyone upon entry and exit of a youth justice facility.
Once inside the facility, searches will only be conducted
where the officer in charge considers they are necessary for
the security and good order of the facility or for the safety of
detainees or staff.
The bill will establish more clearly the manner in which
searches should be conducted.
Upon entry to a youth justice facility, officers will inform any
person entering a youth justice facility of their authority to
search the person and any article or thing accompanying the
person. Clear signage and verbal communication will ensure
that people entering the centre are informed about what
constitutes contraband and what items are permissible to
bring into the centre.
The bill will also require all officers conducting searches to
do so with regard to the decency and respect of the person
being searched. Frisk and strip searches, if required, will be
conducted in private and will be carried out by officers of the
same sex of the person being searched.
Security offences
This bill will create new security offences and boost penalties
for adult offenders in order to improve the security within and
around the facilities.
Existing provisions of the act will be amended to more
closely reflect section 32 of the Corrections Act 1986 (the
corrections act), so that it will be an offence for a person who
is not authorised to do so to:
enter or attempt to enter a youth justice centre;

It is proposed that Victoria Police will be the authority
responsible for enforcing these security offences.

The third set of amendments in this bill involve a new
provision to protect confidential and sensitive information
relating to security arrangements at youth justice centres.
The government is introducing a provision similar to the
secrecy provision in the corrections act which will make it an
offence for a person who holds a particular position, such as
an officer of a youth justice centre, to use confidential
information which was gained by being in that position in a
way which is not authorised.
This provision will not prevent information sharing for
professional purposes and/or when it is in the best interests of
the detainee.
Conclusion
In summary, these amendments to the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 provide a sound legislative framework to
build a stronger security platform at Victoria’s youth justice
facilities.
The provisions extend search powers and create additional
offences to the extent necessary to uphold the security and
good order of youth justice facilities and to protect the
broader community, detainees and staff.
They ensure that the act is consistent with the principles of
youth justice to facilitate rehabilitative outcomes for young
people and a safer community for all.
President, the Baillieu government is acting decisively to
improve security at youth justice facilities. It is an important
part of the government’s community safety initiatives.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.
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CRIMES AND DOMESTIC ANIMALS ACTS
AMENDMENT (OFFENCES AND
PENALTIES) 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. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills), Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips
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 Crimes and
Domestic Animals Acts Amendment (Offences and
Penalties) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Crimes and Domestic Animals Acts
Amendment (Offences and Penalties) 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 Crimes Act 1958 to create new offences
relating to the death or endangerment of life of a person
caused by a person failing to control a dog.
The bill also amends the Domestic Animals Act 1994 to
increase penalties for offences under that act and creates a
new offence relating to the transfer of ownership of restricted
breed dogs.
Human rights issues
1.

Prohibition on transfer of ownership of restricted
breed dogs

Clause 18 inserts new section 41K into the Domestic Animals
Act 1994 which provides that a person must not sell, give
away or otherwise transfer ownership of a restricted breed
dog. New section 41K(3) provides for an exception if the
owner has died and the person sells, gives or otherwise
transfers the dog to the husband, wife, domestic partner,
parent, child or sibling of the owner of the dog who is of or
over the age of 17 years. If an owner dies and has not
transferred the dog to a family member pursuant to new
section 41K(3), the dog will be seized or surrendered to a
pound, and ultimately destroyed. The restriction does not
operate to prevent the dog from being temporarily placed in a
boarding kennel or care of another person.
This provision engages the right to property in section 20 of
the charter act.
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Right to property (section 20)
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. Although the term ‘deprived’ is not defined in the
charter act, it is likely to include the disposition or destruction
of property, as well as the substantial lessening of the value of
property. The restriction on transfer of restricted breed dogs
arguably can result in a substantial lessening of their value as,
prior to these amendments, owners were permitted to sell
restricted breeds to another person who was not a minor. The
amendments also will result in the destruction of a restricted
breed dog when the owner dies and was unable to transfer it
to a family member pursuant to the exception in new
section 41K(3).
A deprivation of property is permitted if the powers which
authorise the deprivation are conferred by legislation or
common law, are confined and structured rather than arbitrary
or unclear, and are accessible to the public and formulated
precisely. In my opinion, this provision does not limit
section 20 due to a number of reasons.
Any seizure and destruction of a restricted breed dog will
only occur in the confined situation of where an owner dies
and has failed to transfer the dog to a family member pursuant
to new section 41K(3). The restriction is not arbitrary, as there
is a real and pressing public order justification in preventing
restricted breed dogs from being freely transferred to others in
the community. Restricted breed dogs pose a significant
public safety risk. Prohibiting the transfer of restricted breed
dogs allows councils to more effectively account for the
locations of such dogs in the community and ensure that the
important obligations of owners are being complied with.
Since heavy restrictions were implemented on restricted breed
ownership on 11 December 2007, it has been widely
publicised in the community that restricted breed dogs pose a
danger to community safety and are a controlled animal. It
was the clear intention of the Domestic Animals Amendment
Act 2010 that no new restricted breed dogs be introduced into
Victoria after 1 September 2010, and that any restricted breed
dogs residing in Victoria prior to this date be registered. It is
otherwise illegal to possess an unregistered restricted breed
dog in Victoria. I conclude that any deprivation of property
which may result under this law will be reasonable, as given
the existing restrictive regulations; any owner of a restricted
breed dog would not have a reasonable expectation of a
lasting freedom to transfer or dispose of this controlled animal
at will. Finally, the exception that permits an owner to transfer
the restricted breed dog to another family member means that
this restriction is a proportional measure to achieve the aim of
preventing the further proliferation of restrictive breed dogs in
the community.
I conclude that this provision is compatible with the charter
act.
Conclusion
I consider that the Crimes and Domestic Animals Acts
Amendment (Offences and Penalties) Bill 2011 is compatible
with the charter act because although some provisions do
engage the property right, these provisions do not limit this
right.
Peter Hall, MLC
Minister for Higher Education and Skills
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill will strengthen the laws protecting the public from
dangerous and restricted breed dogs and is the second phase
of the government’s response to the tragic killing of little
Ayen Chol last month.
The Crimes and Domestic Animals Acts Amendment
(Offences and Penalties) Bill 2011 amends the Crimes Act
1958 and Domestic Animals Act 1994.
The new Crimes Act 1958 offences will apply where a
person’s failure to control their dog results in the death of a
person or endangers the life of a person.
The offences will apply to attacks by dangerous, restricted
breed or menacing dogs, as defined in the Domestic Animals
Act 1994. These are dogs that are subject to specific
restrictions in the DAA because they are either considered
inherently dangerous, they have already rushed at, bitten or
attacked people or animals, or they have been trained to
guard, attack or bite.

Thursday, 13 October 2011

dogs. Offences relating to the keeping of dangerous dogs,
restricted breed dogs and menacing dogs will be increased. A
menacing dog is a dog that has already rushed or bitten. It is
imperative to control these dogs once they have been
aggressive to ensure they do not become a dangerous dog.
In an aim to further limit the ownership of existing restricted
breed dogs that may be kept after 30 September 2011 the bill
will prohibit the transfer of ownership of such dogs upon
death of the owner to any person other than immediate
family. Otherwise they must be surrendered to the council for
destruction.
A registered restricted breed dog that can be kept is required
to be desexed, microchip identified, recorded on the Victorian
declared dog registry, housed under specific containment
requirements and only allowed to be walked off property
while on a leash and if wearing a muzzle.
The public of Victoria has made it clear that they are
concerned about these dogs and want them to be clearly
identifiable. The bill will provide a requirement for a
restricted breed dog to wear a prescribed collar. Currently
only declared dangerous dogs are required to wear a warning
collar in public. Requiring a declared restricted breed dog to
also wear a warning collar will make these dogs identifiable
to the public. If a member of the public sees a dog that is a pit
bull out without such a collar they can report it to the council
for further action.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).

The first offence is that of failing to control a dog resulting in
death. This offence will apply where an owner, or person in
charge, of a dangerous, restricted breed or menacing dog fails
to keep the dog under control, and the dog kills a person. The
owner or person in charge of the dog will be criminally liable
if a reasonable person would have realised that the failure to
keep the dog under control would expose either the person
who was killed or another person to an appreciable risk of
death. The maximum penalty for the offence will be 10 years
imprisonment.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.

The second offence is that of failing to control a dog
endangering life. Under this offence, an owner or person in
charge of a dog will be criminally liable if, without lawful
excuse, they were reckless as to whether the dog was under
control. This will cover cases where a dangerous, restricted
breed or menacing dog places a person’s life in danger,
whether or not a death actually results. The maximum penalty
for this offence will be five years imprisonment.

Received from Assembly.

Both of these offences are very serious. They are similar to
existing Crimes Act offences such as dangerous driving
causing death and reckless conduct endangering life. They
have been modified to reflect the special focus of these
offences in dealing with a failure to properly control a
dangerous, menacing or restricted breed dog that kills
someone or places their life in danger.
The general public are entitled to expect high fines to either
discourage or punish owners of dogs that are a danger to
community. The bill will increase penalties for dog attack
offences and will make offences and keeping requirements
for restricted breed dogs the same as those for dangerous

ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(BUSHFIRE MITIGATION AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading

Read first time for Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for
Higher Education and Skills) on motion of
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills), Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips
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 Energy
Legislation Amendment (Bushfire Mitigation and Other
Matters) Bill 2011.
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In my opinion, the Energy Legislation Amendment (Bushfire
Mitigation and Other Matters) Bill 2011 (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 purposes of the bill are:
(a) to amend the Electricity Safety Act 1998:
(i)

to require the major electricity companies to make
bushfire mitigation plans for the whole supply
network, not just those previously classified as ‘at
risk’;

(ii) to create an offence for carrying out building work
that will make a building unsafe when connected to
an electricity supply;
(iii) to make further provision for compliance audits by
Energy Safe Victoria;
(iv) to enable seizure of items under powers of entry;
(v) to provide that prosecutions can be commenced
within three years after the commission of an
offence; and
(vi) to make other technical amendments.
(b) to amend the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act
2007:
(i)

to create an offence of knowingly creating an
incorrect certificate or a certificate that does not
comply with the requirements of this act;

(ii) to clarify the circumstances in which the Essential
Services Commissioner may refuse to register a
certificate;
(iii) to expand the grounds for suspension of
accreditation, and enable the Essential Services
Commissioner to revoke accreditation;
(iv) to provide for additional enforcement mechanisms;
and
(v) to make other technical amendments.
(c) To amend the Gas Safety Act 1997 to enable seizure of
items under powers of entry and make other technical
amendments.
(d) To amend the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and the Gas
Industry Act 2001 to cap wrongful disconnection
payments in certain circumstances.
Human rights issues
Seizure of items under powers of entry
The bill will make amendments to enable the seizure of items
on land or premises when a search is conducted under
division 3 of part 11 of the Electricity Safety Act 1998 and
division 3 of part 5 of the Gas Safety Act 1997. The seizure
may only occur when an officer or inspector has a reasonable
suspicion that the item may be evidence of the commission of
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an offence, and either the landowner has given written
consent to the entry (having been informed that they are
consenting to both the search and potential seizure of items)
or a search warrant has been issued by a magistrate.
Section 13(a) of the charter act protects individuals’ right not
to have their privacy, home, family or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. While search and
seizure powers may engage the right to privacy, in this
instance the bill only amends each act to make it clear that
items may be seized. Under the existing provisions, the
purpose of the entry and search powers is to find particular
things that may be evidence of the commission of an offence.
The amendment does not constitute any additional intrusion
into the privacy of the individuals subject to a search, and
where the power is properly exercised, any intrusion that
occurs is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
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
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill makes a number of amendments to the Electricity
Safety Act 1998, the Gas Safety Act 1997, the Victorian
Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007, the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 and the Gas Industry Act 2001.
The bill assists in delivering on the government’s
commitment to reduce the risk of bushfires started by
electricity infrastructure as part of this government’s
commitment to implementing the recommendations of the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission.
The bill amends the Electricity Safety Act 1998 to improve
the operation of the bushfire risk mitigation obligations in the
act that apply to major electricity companies. It extends the
obligation to mitigate bushfire risks to the whole of their
supply networks, rather than just their at-risk supply
networks. Energy Safe Victoria, the safety regulator under the
act, has advised the government that the current distinction in
the Electricity Safety Act 1998 between an at-risk supply
network and other parts of a supply network of major
electricity companies is unworkable due to the fluid nature of
the boundaries between low-risk and high-risk areas of
electricity supply networks.
These amendments support the implementation of
recommendation 34 of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission that ‘the state amend the regulatory framework
for electricity safety to strengthen Energy Safe Victoria’s
mandate in relation to the prevention and mitigation of
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electricity-caused bushfires and to require it to fulfil that
mandate’.

objective of promoting the reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions through energy efficiency measures.

The bill also amends the Electricity Safety Act 1998:

The coalition government is committed to easing cost of
living pressures and taking practical steps to protect the
environment. With this goal in mind, the government is
doubling the annual greenhouse gas emissions reduction
target under the Victorian energy efficiency target scheme.
From 2012 the target is to cut greenhouse gas emissions by
5.4 million tonnes per year for three years, doubling the
previous three-year target of 2.7 million tonnes per year. We
will also extend the scheme to energy efficiency activities in
business premises.

(a) to extend the powers of Energy Safe Victoria to require
audits of compliance with electric line clearance plans
and responsibilities;
(b) to prohibit the carrying out of building works that make
electrical installations unsafe; and
(c) to improve the operation of Energy Safe Victoria’s
powers of entry, search and direction.
The amendments in the bill to the Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Act 2007 will strengthen the powers of the
Essential Services Commission as the Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme regulator, to impose sanctions on
accredited persons who consistently fail to comply with the
requirements of the act for the creation of certificates and the
carrying out of activities, and thus undermine the
achievement of the target. The amendments include:
(a) giving the Essential Services Commission expanded
powers to suspend or revoke the accreditation of an
accredited person;
(b) empowering the Essential Services Commission to
impose conditions or restrictions on their accreditation;
(c) giving the Essential Services Commission a new power
to require accredited persons to obtain independent
audits of their compliance with the Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Act 2007; and
(d) strengthening and clarifying the operation of the offence
provisions in the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act
2007 applicable to the creation of certificates by
accredited persons.
The bill aims to implement the government’s election policy
commitment of ensuring that the Victorian energy efficiency
target scheme has safeguards in place to prevent rorting that
undermines efforts to deliver energy efficiency.
The amendments to the Victorian Energy Efficiency Target
Act 2007 in this bill are the first step to achieving this
commitment to clean up the operation of the Victorian energy
efficiency target scheme.
An independent review of the whole legislative scheme is
being undertaken in accordance with section 76 of the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 and is due to be
completed by 31 December 2011. Amongst other things, the
review team is considering:
(a) the types of qualifications or skills needed to be eligible
for accreditation;
(b) what matters should disqualify a person from being
granted accreditation; and
(c) the level of penalties under the Victorian Energy
Efficiency Target Act 2007.
Once the outcomes of this review are known, the government
will consider whether further amendments to the act are
necessary to ensure that the scheme achieves its worthy

The bill includes amendments to the Electricity Industry Act
2000 and the Gas Industry Act 2001 to cap the level of
wrongful disconnection payments to be made to retail
customers, in accordance with recommendations of the
Essential Services Commission contained in its January 2010
report.
The Electricity Industry Act 2000 and Gas Industry Act 2001
require retailers to pay $250 for each day that a residential or
small business customer remains wrongfully disconnected
from the supply of electricity or gas. These arrangements are
known as the wrongful disconnection scheme. The scheme
operates when a customer is incorrectly disconnected from
the supply network at the instigation of their retailer for
failure to pay their bill. Retailers are required to go through a
rigorous procedure for contacting a customer who is in arrears
and to then establish payment arrangements with the
customer, before any disconnection may be instigated. If
these procedures are not followed, the scheme applies to
compensate the customer for the inconvenience caused by the
disconnection. However, retailers have been required to pay a
number of very large payments to some customers. The
potentially large payments available under the scheme seem
to act as a disincentive to customers contacting their retailer in
a timely manner to reinstate their connection.
In 2009, the Essential Services Commission undertook a
review of the wrongful disconnection scheme. Following
public consultation, the commission recommended that the
payment of $250 per day be retained. The commission also
recommended that where a customer does not contact their
retailer within 10 business days following the disconnection,
the retailer’s liability should be limited to an aggregate
payment of $3500. If a customer makes contact with their
retailer within the 10 business days, but remains wrongfully
disconnected, the retailer’s liability will continue to accrue at
$250 per day until reconnection. The commission noted in its
report that there is support for the scheme to be constructed in
this way from consumer advocates, and the energy and water
ombudsman.
Finally, the bill amends the Gas Safety Act 1997 to clarify the
operation of the offence of supplying or selling unaccepted or
unlabelled appliances and the search and seizure powers in
the act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.
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3573

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).

Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for
Higher Education and Skills) on motion of
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills), Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips
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 Extractive
Industries (Lysterfield) Amendment Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Extractive Industries (Lysterfield)
Amendment 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
This bill amends the Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Act
1986. That act ratifies an agreement between the state and
Boral Resources (Vic) Pty Ltd (the agreement), in which the
state grants an extractive industry lease and an extractive
industry licence to Boral Resources (Vic) Pty Ltd on terms set
out in the agreement.
The purpose of this bill is to give legislative effect to
amendments to special conditions attached to the extractive
industry licence, which have been agreed to by Boral
Resources (Vic) Pty Ltd and the Department of Primary
Industries, the Department of Sustainability and Environment,
Parks Victoria and Knox City Council.
Human rights issues
This bill does not raise any human rights issues. Boral
Resources (Vic) Pty Ltd does not have human rights because
it is a private corporation, and only persons have human rights
(section 6(1) of the charter act). In my view, the bill also does
not affect any other person’s existing rights.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not raise a human rights issue.
Peter Hall, MLC
Minister for Higher Education and Skills

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The government is committed to making the best use of
Victoria’s resources in a way that is compatible with the
economic, social and environmental objectives of the state.
This bill will further that commitment. It will amend the
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Act 1986 which is an act
that gives the force of law to an agreement between the state
and Boral Resources (Vic) Pty Ltd (Boral) with regard to a
stone quarry in Lysterfield. The amendments improve the
environmental performance of the quarry while also
improving the commerciality of the operation.
The bill referentially amends the special conditions as set out
in schedule B to the extractive industry licence attached to the
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Act 1986. These
amendments have been made after extensive consultation
between Boral and Parks Victoria, Knox City Council, the
departments of primary industries and sustainability and
environment, and the local community.
Such consultation has meant that all of these parties have
agreed on a new approved working proposal that outlines
how the quarry will be developed into the future. The
amendments within the bill give effect to the new approved
working plan and approved working proposal. The new plan
creates a smaller quarry footprint than the current design. It
also retains approximately 10 hectares of dense native forest
and creates one rather than two lakes at quarry closure. The
new plan will also result in the centre of the quarry operations
being moved further from residential areas to the north of
operations and reduce the quarry’s visual impact. Finally, the
new plan produces approximately 8 hectares of flat land
suitable for public use that is not provided by the current
design.
In addition to these improvements, the bill will also amend
the referral requirements that the minister responsible for the
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Act 1986 will have to
follow before approving any further variations to the
approved plan. The minister now has to make appropriate
referral to all relevant agencies, which include Parks Victoria,
the Knox City Council and the departments of primary
industries and sustainability and environment.
The bill amends when a new working plan should be
submitted by Boral. Rather than being required annually, a
new working plan shall only be required when requested by
the minister. This makes the Extractive Industries
(Lysterfield) Act 1986 compatible with all modern work
authority conditions.
The standard to which any new fencing on the licence area
must be constructed will also be amended. This amendment
will ensure that fencing complies with the relevant Australian
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standard or any updated relevant standard if the relevant
Australian standard should change.
The bill will also formalise the current operating hours of the
quarry. Boral has been operating under these hours since
2006, after having made an annual application which was
approved by both the Department of Primary Industries and
the Knox City Council (the local municipal council). This
amendment will reduce administrative burden on the state,
Knox City Council and on Boral.
Amendments will also be made to the special conditions in
order to make all of the conditions consistent with the new
plans. A constraint on pit depth that is inconsistent with new
development plans is removed, and a mechanism to control
the maximum water level in the lake is inserted.
The bill also amends the timing of reclamation so that
reclamation commences within two years of the terminal
faces being reached at the surface of the proposed lake. This
replaces a clause which did not logically address the timing of
reclamation and could have resulted in double handling of
overburden under the new working plan.
The bill will make changes to the species of native trees of
local provenance that are required to be planted as part of the
quarry site’s rehabilitation. The changes to the future
vegetation mix are based on the results of a flora and fauna
survey completed by Ecology Australia in 2005.

Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips 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 Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) 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 contains a number of measures to ensure a smooth
transition into the new licensing arrangements for the
Victorian gambling industry post 2012. Under the new
arrangements:
(i)

holders of a venue operators licence bid directly for
10-year gaming machine entitlements which, from
16 August 2012, will authorise venues to possess
and operate gaming machines;

Amendments will also be made to the degree of water
reticulation required to be installed when these native trees
are planted to optimise survival. The requirement for
reticulation is amended to be based on need, rather than made
compulsory.

(ii) a new monitoring licence for the monitoring of
gaming machines will be issued for a period of
15 years;

Finally, the bill adds a clause requiring more detail about a
preclosure plan from the licensee to be provided to both the
departments of primary industries and sustainability and
environment before 2030. The licensee has to consult with
these departments with respect to a water management plan
and a schedule regarding the remaining rehabilitation.

(iv) a single stand-alone 12-year wagering and betting
licence has been offered.

The timing of this submission is to allow time for the
departments to review the suitability of the landscape
proposal and for preparation of an alternative plan if
necessary.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(LICENSING) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading

(iii) a single 10-year keno licence has been issued; and

The bill implements the government’s pre-election
commitment to ban lobbyists from the gambling licensing
processes. It also contains measures to:
(i)

identify the monitoring legacy system for the
purpose of transitioning into the new monitoring
arrangements;

(ii) reduce the regulatory burden on public lottery
licensees by removing the supervision
requirements for lotteries drawn by a random
number generator;
(iii) better protect the integrity of the racing industry by
enabling the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation (the commission) to suspend the
registration of a bookmaker or bookmaker’s key
employee pending the outcome of criminal
proceedings; and
(iv) make minor amendments to the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 (the act) to improve the
operation of the act.

Received from Assembly.

Human rights issues

Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.

The bill has been assessed against the charter act and engages
specific rights provided in that act. The charter act applies to
protect the specified rights and freedoms of persons. A
‘person’ is defined as a ‘human being’ under section 3 of the
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charter act. Consequently the charter act does not apply to a
corporation. Under the act, holders of a venue operators
licence, gaming operators licence, or the monitoring licence
(including any applicant for those licences) must be bodies
corporate. Provisions in the bill that apply to venue operators,
gaming operators and the monitoring licensee will not engage
the charter act.

COUNCIL
right under section 11 of the charter act. This is because the
power is in relation to a task which would ordinarily be
performed by the person related to his or her employment.
The provision’s purpose is to facilitate the exercise of lawful
powers. It is not punitive or exceptional. Therefore, the
provision does not limit the freedom from forced work.
2.

1.

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

The bill engages the following rights under the charter act:
(i)

freedom from forced work (section 11);

(ii) right to privacy and reputation (section 13);
(iii) freedom of expression (section 15);

3575

Section 13 privacy and reputation

Section 13 of the charter act provides:
A person has the right —
(a) not to have his or her privacy, family home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with; and
(b) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked.

(iv) property rights (section 20);
(v) right to a fair hearing (section 24); and
(vi) right to a presumption of innocence (section 25).
I now consider these rights, together with the provisions of
the bill that engage these rights.
1.

Section 11 — freedom from forced work

Section 11(2) of the charter act provides:
(2) A person must not be made to perform forced or
compulsory labour.
Under section 11(3)(c) of the charter act, ‘forced or
compulsory labour’ does not include work or service that
forms part of normal civil obligations.
The Human Rights Committee of the United Nations (HRC)
has considered the meaning of ‘normal civil obligations’ in
the context of article 8 of the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights (ICCPR). The HRC has expressed the
view that to qualify as a normal civil obligation, the labour in
question must, at a minimum, not be an exceptional measure;
must not possess a punitive purpose or effect; and must be
provided for by law in order to serve a legitimate purpose
under the ICCPR (see Faure v. Australia (2005)).
Clause engaging section 11
Clause 32 inserts new section 3.8.10, which provides that the
minister or an authorised person may make a reasonable
direction to a specified person to provide assistance to the
minister or authorised person to effectively exercise a power
under new section 3.8.8. These directions may include a
direction to the person to find and gain or arrange access to
specific information. It is a defence to a charge of failing to
provide the necessary assistance if the defendant does not
know how to, or is not able to, provide the assistance required
under the direction. A defendant is not able to provide the
assistance required under the direction if the defendant is
unable to do so because of his or her terms and conditions of
employment or engagement.
This provision engages the freedom from forced work
because it requires a person to perform work for the state.
However, the limitation is in the course of the specified
person’s normal civil obligations and would thus not limit the

The secrecy of personal information lies at the heart of the
privacy right because of its relevance to the choices or
circumstances of an individual’s personal life over which he
or she is responsible or autonomous.
Clauses engaging section 13
The bill contains the following provisions that require
disclosure or scrutiny of information by the state:
(i)

Clause 9 will enable the commission to consider
whether the applicant for a venue operator’s
licence is of sound and stable financial background.

(ii) Clause 26 provides that the commission may
require a venue operator who submits a linked
jackpot arrangement for approval to provide any
additional information that the commission
considers necessary for that approval.
(iii) Clause 28 provides that the commission may
require the monitoring licensee to provide any
additional information or material that the
commission considers necessary to decide whether
to make an approval.
(iv) Clauses 30 and 31 provide that the minister may,
subject to any conditions that the minister thinks
fit, disclose any information to a pending applicant
for monitoring licence, which was acquired by the
minister in response to the minister’s written
direction. Under the current sections 3.7.6A and
3.7.6B of the act, the minister may give a direction
to the gaming operator or monitoring licensee
(respectively) to provide any information or
document (or class of information or document) in
the possession and control of the gaming operator
or monitoring licensee, and in the opinion of the
minister relates to the kind of things that the
monitoring licensee will be authorised to do under
the monitoring licence and the minister considers is
relevant to an invitation or proposed invitation to
apply for the monitoring licence.
(v) Clause 32 inserts new section 3.8.7, which
provides that on being served a notice, a person the
minister reasonably believes is a legacy system
owner must give the minister or an authorised
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person and their assistants access to the business
premises occupied by that person and, if that
person is a gaming operator, every associate of that
operator who is not a legacy system owner. The
new section also provides for access to a legacy
monitoring system, other assets (including
equipment and software) and documents.
(vi) Clause 32 inserts new section 3.8.8, which
provides that on serving an access notice, the
minister or authorised person may do certain
things, including searching the premises and
inspecting or examining assets.
(vii) Clause 32 inserts new section 3.8.5, which
provides that the minister may direct a person who
the minister reasonably believes owns a legacy
monitoring system (or part thereof) to provide any
information or document (or class thereof) within
the possession or control of the person which, in
the opinion of the minister, relates to the matters
specified in new section 3.8.5(1)(b). The minister
may then disclose this information or documents to
the commission, the monitoring licensee,
monitoring services provider or any other person if
the minister is of the opinion it is in the public
interest to do so.

While the applicant for a venue operator’s licence, venue
operators, monitoring licensee and pending applicants for the
monitoring licence are all bodies corporate and thus not
protected by the charter act, these provisions could
nevertheless engage the right under section 13 of the charter
act. This is because the information required by the state
might relate to the financial or personal affairs of associates
(in the case of new sections 3.8.7 and 3.8.8) and persons
employed by or connected with applicants, pending
applicants, venue operators or the monitoring licensee. In
such cases, persons’ right to privacy and reputation will not
be interfered with, because accessing, obtaining, considering
and disclosing that information would be done pursuant to
lawful powers under the act. The obtaining, considering and
disclosing of the information would also not be arbitrary
because these powers may only be exercised in certain
specific circumstances and for limited purposes.
3.

Section 15 — Freedom of expression

Section 15(2) of the charter act provides:
(1) Every person has the right to freedom of
expression which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all
kinds, whether within or outside Victoria …
(2) Special duties and responsibilities are attached to
the right of freedom of expression and the right
may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary —
(a) to respect the rights and reputation of other
persons; or
(b) for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality.
The right to freedom of expression is broad. It is not restricted
to communicating one’s own views and ideas; nor is it limited
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to freedom of political expression. The right at section 15(2)
includes the freedom from forced expression.
Freedom of expression may be restricted where that
restriction is lawful and reasonably necessary for the
protection of the public order. ‘Public order’ is not defined in
the charter, but may be understood as referring to the sum of
rules which ensure the peaceful and effective functioning of
society or part of society. The requirement that a restriction be
‘reasonably necessary’ requires consideration of whether the
restriction is necessary for, and proportionate to, achieving
their protective functions.
Clauses that engage section 15(2)
The bill contains the following provisions that engage the
freedom of expression:
(i)

Clause 38 requires a permit-holder to notify the
commission of a relevant change in its situation.
Under section 5.7.3 of the act, a permit-holder may
be a natural person.

(ii) Clauses 47, 55, 59 and 66 prohibit lobbying with
respect to the application process for the
monitoring licence, wagering and betting licence,
lotteries licence and the keno licence, respectively.
Clauses 49, 57, 61 and 68 prohibit lobbying with
respect to the amendment process for the
monitoring licence, wagering and betting licence,
lotteries licence and keno licence, respectively.
These provisions will collectively be referred to as
the ‘lobbying provisions’.
(iii) Clause 32 inserts new section 3.8.9, which
provides that the minister, by written notice, may
require a specified person to attend before the
minister and answer questions about the legacy
monitoring system or specified monitoring
information. New section 3.8.9(4) defines who are
specified persons for the purposes of that section.
(iv) New section 3.8.5 provides that the minister may
direct a person who the minister reasonably
believes owns a legacy monitoring system (or part
thereof) to provide any information or document
(or class thereof) within the possession or control
of the person which, in the opinion of the minister,
relates to the matters specified in new
section 3.8.5(1)(b).
(v) Clause 32 inserts new section 3.8.11, which
provides that a person must not assault, obstruct,
hinder, threaten, abuse, insult or intimidate the
minister or an authorised person when the minister
or authorised person is exercising or attempting to
exercise a power.
(vi) Clause 50 provides that the secretary may, by
notice in writing, require a person who the
secretary considers may become an associate of an
applicant for the monitoring licence, to provide
certain information.
These provisions do not limit the freedom of expression in
section 15(2) of the charter act. The provisions are lawful and
are reasonably necessary to protect the rights and reputation
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of other persons or to protect the public order for the
following reasons.
Clause 38 engages the right to freedom of expression by
compelling permit-holders to provide information to the
commission. The commission may specify in writing the
kinds of changes for which the commission must be notified
under section 5.7.17 of the act. Failure to notify the
commission of the specified changes may incur a penalty.
The compelling of information under clause 38 is authorised
by clear statutory power. The information that is required to
be provided to the commission will be clearly stated and
circumscribed in writing by the commission; it will be
prospective, known by the permit-holder to which it applies
and be capable of compliance.
The compelling of information is reasonably necessary to
protect the public order. The purpose of this provision is to
allow the commission to monitor and regulate associates of
permit-holders, in order to investigate their suitability for
participation in the gambling industry and thus ensure that the
gambling industry is free from criminal influence. It is
necessary for the commission to be aware of the persons who
are associates in order to achieve this purpose. It is also
proportionate to this purpose because requiring the
permit-holder to provide that information is the least intrusive
mechanism by which the necessary information can be
obtained.
Clause 38 is therefore a lawful restriction on the freedom of
expression reasonably necessary for the protection of the
public order and is thus compatible with section 15 of the
charter act.
The lobbying provisions engage the right to freedom of
expression by prohibiting professional lobbyists from
undertaking lobbying activities with respect to the licensing
award or amendment process. A ‘lobbyist’ is defined to mean
a person or organisation who carries out lobbying activities on
behalf of a third-party client or whose employees conduct
lobbying activities on behalf of a third-party client. A
‘lobbying activity’ means contact with a government
representative for the purpose of influencing a decision or
thing to be done by the minister or secretary under a licence
award or amendment process.
The limitation on freedom of expression is a lawful restriction
that is reasonably necessary for the protection of public order.
It will be authorised by clear statutory powers under the act.
The contact which is prohibited and the purposes for which
the contact are made are clearly circumscribed in legislation,
are prospective in operation and capable of compliance.
The limitation is reasonably necessary for the protection of
public order. The purpose of the limitation is to protect the
integrity of the gambling licensing process. The provisions
aim to ensure that decisions made with respect to the
licensing of gambling activities are transparent and free from
undue influence. This is necessary to protect the public order
because the award of gambling licences is an essential
component of Victoria’s gambling industry. The gambling
industry in Victoria provides significant employment for
Victorians, it raises substantial revenue for government and
funds community assets, as well as sporting activities and
social and welfare organisations in Victoria.
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The restrictions are proportionate to ensuring the integrity of
the licensing process and thus protecting the public order
because they are limited to a specified class of contact with
government representatives. The provisions prohibit only the
types of contact which may adversely affect the integrity of
the licensing process.
The consequences of breaching the prohibition on lobbying is
also proportionate to the objective of ensuring the integrity of
the licensing process. Where a lobbyist undertakes prohibited
lobbying activities on behalf of a third party client, the
minister may refuse to grant or amend the licence. Other
means of achieving this objective, such as through including a
criminal offence to lobby, may not be proportionate to this
objective and may thus not be ‘reasonably necessary’ for the
purposes of section 15(3) of the charter act.
For these reasons, the lobbying provisions do not limit the
freedom of expression under section 15(2) of the charter act.
In the case of new sections 3.8.5, 3.8.9 and clause 50, these
provisions engage the freedom of expression under
section 15(2) of the charter act because they compel a person
to express information. However, they do not limit this
freedom because they are lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary for the protection of the public order.
They are lawful because they are authorised by clear
legislative powers. They are also limited in scope to specific
matters; in the case of new sections 3.8.5 and 3.8.9, the legacy
monitoring system or specified monitoring system
information. Both ‘legacy monitoring system’ and ‘specified
monitoring system information’ have clear legislative
definitions. They therefore do not permit questioning on, or
provision of, matters unrelated to the legacy monitoring
system or specific monitoring information. In the case of
clause 50, the information is limited to that information
specified in the notice and is relevant to the consideration of
the application.
These restrictions are reasonably necessary to protect the
public order because the restriction facilitates a legitimate
objective of identifying the monitoring legacy system and its
functions to enable the monitoring licensee to perform its
statutory functions. Under the act, gaming machines cannot
operate in Victoria unless they are connected to an electronic
monitoring system. The legacy monitoring system records all
gaming machine data and significant events in real time. It
also reports on gaming revenue, enabling taxation payments
to be calculated and verified by the commission. The
monitoring licensee will have the statutory function of
performing these monitoring services from 16 August 2012.
Identifying the monitoring legacy system and its functions
facilitates the smooth and continued conduct of gaming in
Victoria from 16 August 2012 as well as compliance with
statutory requirements. It therefore protects the public order.
The restrictions are also reasonably necessary to protect the
public order because clause 50 facilitates the secretary’s
performance of his or her functions with respect to the
licensing process, which is required under the act.
The restrictions are also proportionate to protecting the public
order because it is limited in scope. Only a limited class of
persons are ‘specified persons’ under new section 3.8.9. Only
certain classes of persons are subject to a direction under new
section 3.8.5 and only then with respect to specific types of
information. Only those persons who the secretary considers
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may become associates of the applicant will be subject to the
requirement under clause 50: ‘associate’ is specifically
defined at section 1.4 of the act and so the class of persons
who would be subject to clause 50 can be objectively
ascertainable.
For these reasons, new sections 3.8.5, 3.8.9 and clause 50 do
not limit a person’s freedom of expression.
New section 3.8.11 is a lawful restriction that is reasonably
necessary to respect the rights and reputation of the minister
and authorised persons and complies with section 15(3)(a) of
the charter act. The limitation is authorised by law and is
reasonably necessary to ensure that the minister or authorised
person is able to exercise their powers under the act without
hindrance. The assault, obstructions, hindrances, threats,
abuse, insults or intimidation that is prohibited under this new
section would offend the minister’s or authorised persons’
right to liberty and security of the person under section 21 of
the charter act, as well as the right to privacy and reputation
under section 13 of the charter act. It follows that new
section 3.8.11 is compatible with the freedom of expression
under section 15 of the charter act.
4.

Section 20 — right to property

Section 20 of the charter act provides:
A person must not be deprived of his or her property
other than in accordance with law.
The right to property in section 20 is broad and ‘property’ is
not defined in the charter act. ‘Property’ would include a right
or interest that is regarded as property under Victorian law.
Contractual or statutory rights may also be proprietary rights
for the purposes of section 20 of the charter act.
Clauses that engage section 20
New section 3.8.8 gives the minister or authorised person
powers, including to:
(i)

inspect, examine or test the legacy monitoring
system and other assets, equipment and software;

(ii) make copies or take extracts from documents; and
(iii) remove, or arrange the removal of, documents for
so long as the minister considers reasonably
necessary in order to copy the document or take
extracts from the document.
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where the bookmaker or bookmaker’s key employee has been
charged with a relevant criminal offence. A bookmaker may
be a natural person or a body corporate under
section 4.5A.2(1) of the act while a bookmaker’s key
employee must be a natural person under section 4.5A.3(1) of
the act. Being registered as a bookmaker confers statutory
rights on a person and may thus be seen as property for the
purposes of section 20 of the charter act.
Clause 35 does not limit the right to property under section 20
because any decision to suspend a registration would be in
accordance with law and also subject to review.
5.

Section 24 — right to a fair hearing

Section 24(1) of the charter act provides:
(1) A person charged with a criminal offence or a party
to a civil proceeding has the right to have the
charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
The charter act does not define ‘tribunal’. In Kracke v. Mental
Health Review Board & Ors (General) [2009] VCAT 646,
Justice Bell held that the right to a fair hearing in section 24 of
the charter act can include civil proceedings of an
administrative character (at [418]).
The commission exercises administrative powers in
determining whether or not to suspend a bookmaker’s or key
bookmaker’s employee registration. The commission is an
independent statutory authority constituted under the act.
Clause 35 requires the commission to give notice in writing
before the suspension can take place. A bookmaker or
bookmaker’s key employee whose registration has been
suspended may also seek review of a decision to suspend a
registration to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal.
For these reasons, clause 35 is compatible with section 24(1)
of the charter act.
6.

Section 25(1) — presumption of innocence

Section 25(1) of the charter act provides:
(1) A person charged with a criminal offence has the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty
according to law.
Clause that engages the presumption of innocence

New section 3.8.8 may deprive the associates of their right to
use their property while the minister or authorised person
exercises his or her powers under new section 3.8.8.
However, any deprivation of property in such circumstances
would be authorised by law and therefore would not limit the
right to property under section 20 of the charter act.
New section 3.8.5, which has been described above, may also
deprive a person of his or her information and documents and
would thus engage section 20 of the charter act. However, as
with new section 3.8.8, any deprivation of property in such
circumstances would be authorised by law and therefore
would not limit the right to property under section 20 of the
charter act.
Clause 35 provides that the commission may suspend the
registration of a bookmaker or bookmaker’s key employee

Clause 35, described above, is compatible with section 25(1).
That clause allows the commission to suspend a registration
on the basis of a charge, without a formal finding of guilt first
being made. In Sabet v. Medical Practitioners Board of
Victoria [2008] VSC 346, Justice Hollingworth considered
that section 25(1) of the charter act would not apply to
disciplinary proceedings in which no finding of guilt is made
(at [176]). Clause 35 does not require the commission to
make a finding of guilt; nor does it prevent the commission
from having due regard to the presumption of innocence in
making a decision to suspend registration. For these reasons,
clause 35 does not engage the presumption of innocence.
New section 3.8.10 engages the presumption of innocence in
section 25(1) of the charter act. It provides that in a
prosecution for an offence against new subsection (4), it is a
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defence if the defendant does not know how to, or is not able
to, provide the assistance required under the direction. A
defendant is not able to provide the assistance required under
the direction if the defendant is unable to do so because of his
or her terms and conditions of employment or engagement.
New section 3.8.10 limits the presumption of innocence
because it places the onus of proving certain matters on the
defendant.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

While new section 3.8.10(5) limits the presumption of
innocence under section 25 of the charter act, I consider that
the limitation is demonstratively justified for the purposes of
section 7 of the charter act, taking into account all relevant
factors, including:
(a) the nature of the right;
The presumption of innocence is not absolute. It may be
subject to reasonable limitations.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation;
The limitation serves the important purpose of enabling an
effective prosecution and thereby a sufficient mechanism to
ensure compliance with a lawful direction to the person. It is
necessary that persons directed to provide reasonable
assistance comply with a direction to give full effect to the
objectives of the provision.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation;
The limitation requires the defendant to prove that he or she
does not know how to, or is not able to, provide the assistance
required. Therefore, the defendant will possess knowledge of
the factual basis for establishing the defence and thus it would
be impracticable to require the prosecution to bear the full
burden of excluding the defence.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose;
and
The purpose of the limitation is to ensure compliance with a
direction, while ensuring that a person who would not be able
to provide reasonable assistance is not subject to criminal
penalties. The limitation is necessary and proportionate to
achieve this purpose because the person is best placed to
know what was his or her knowledge, ability and
employment requirements and thus establish the existence of
the defence.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the purpose that the limitation seeks to achieve.
There are no other less restrictive means reasonably available
to establish the defence. For the reasons given above, it would
not be reasonable for the prosecution to establish the defence.
It is also of note that the direction must be reasonable under
new section 3.8.10(4).
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it raises human rights issues but it does not limit
human rights incompatibly with the charter act. The bill is
compatible also because, while it reasonably limits the right to
the presumption of innocence, that limitation is demonstrably
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justified in a free and democratic society for the purposes of
section 7(2) of the charter act.
Hon. Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Victorian gambling industry will next year undergo a
significant change.
From 16 August 2012, there will be a new venue operator
model for Victoria’s gaming industry. Venue operators will
have direct control over their gaming operations and will be
more accountable to their communities. There will also be a
new independent monitor to oversee the integrity of gaming
machine transactions. Under the new arrangements, a 10-year
keno licence and a 12-year wagering and betting licence will
come into effect.
The dates on which these new industry arrangements will
commence are rapidly approaching.
Since taking office in November 2010, this government has
worked diligently to facilitate a smooth transition from the
existing gambling licences arrangements to the new
arrangements. The government recognises that it is essential
to ensure that the arrangements are put in place as soon as
possible so that venues can consolidate their plans and further
prepare for the new industry structure.
This bill is an essential component of establishing the new
gaming industry arrangements in the lead-up to 2012. The bill
will further enhance and strengthen the legislative framework
needed to support the transition of the Victorian gaming
industry and to assist in providing more certainty to venue
operators as they prepare their businesses for gaming beyond
August 2012. It will make a number of technical amendments
to provide for a more efficient and effective framework for
regulation under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003.
The bill will also deliver on the government’s election
commitment to ensure that Victoria’s licence awarding and
amendment processes have the highest levels of integrity and
probity. This government made a commitment to legislate to
expressly prohibit lobbying activities in respect of the process
for the award or amendment of any gambling or wagering
licence.
The bill will send a clear message to interested parties who
intend to engage a lobbyist to influence the outcome of a
licensing decision, that such lobbying has no place in the
licensing process.
I now turn to the main provisions of the bill.
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The bill will allow a venue operator to sell or dispose of
gaming equipment during the industry’s period of preparatory
action in the lead-up to August 2012. This will give greater
flexibility to venue operators who have a business need to
possess or dispose of their gaming equipment during the
transition period; for example, where they have transferred
their gaming machine entitlements due to their financial
circumstances having changed prior to 2012.

new applicants for listing on the roll will apply to be
conferred the functions and powers available under one
or more of the three new roll divisions, making the
function of the roll more relevant to the applicant and to
the new regulatory environment; and

The bill will also introduce measures to strengthen the
regulatory ability of the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation with respect to linked jackpot arrangements and
electronic monitoring systems. The bill contains procedures
by which venue operators apply for the commission’s
approval of linked jackpot arrangements or variations to those
arrangements. Linked jackpots involve a pool of player funds
and so it is necessary that the commission is able to review
and approve how the linked jackpot will be operated, even
where changes are made to an existing approved linked
jackpot arrangement.

The bill makes a number of amendments to give greater
clarity and certainty to provisions related to the monitoring
licence. The act currently provides that the monitoring
licensee does not incur any liability for an act or omission in
the provision of monitoring services except for the liability
that is set out in the commercial agreement entered into
between the state and the licensee at the time of the issue of
the licence. The bill will clarify the intended scope of the
limitation of the monitoring licensee’s liability to ensure that
the limitation only applies where the licensee’s acts or
omissions in the provision of monitoring services cause a
gaming machine not to operate. The bill will also clarify the
intended operation of the monitoring services provider
provisions and the circumstances in which the monitoring
licence can cease.

Under the act gaming machines must be connected to the
electronic monitoring system in order to operate.
The electronic monitoring system will enable the monitoring
licensee to conduct monitoring with respect to gaming
machines in Victoria. The bill enables the commission to test
the electronic monitoring system to determine whether or not
to approve its use, as well as in other circumstances, such as
to ensure compliance with the act.
Protecting the operational integrity of the monitoring system
is of significant importance to gaming. This bill provides
measures to protect the security of the electronic monitoring
system by prohibiting a person from interfering with the
system.
Currently each gaming operator is responsible for monitoring
their own conduct of gaming to ensure that it is compliant
with their obligations under the act. The gaming operator’s
monitoring systems — the legacy system — record all
gaming machine data and significant events. The legacy
system currently plays a key role in the conduct of gaming. It
is possible that it may play a role in the transition to the
post-2012 arrangements. It is therefore necessary that the state
is aware of what comprises the legacy system as well as other
information relevant to the legacy system, which will assist in
facilitating transition into the new monitoring arrangements.
To that end, the bill enables the minister to obtain information
relevant to the legacy system.
The bill also improves the operation of the Roll of
Manufacturers, Testers and Suppliers to ensure that it
appropriately reflects the post-2012 gaming industry
structure.
Only certain persons whose backgrounds have been suitably
checked can be listed on the roll and be authorised to perform
functions with respect to gaming machines.
The bill will amend and extend the provisions relating to the
roll to provide that:
persons who intend to supply gaming machines or
restricted gaming components also have the clear
authority to acquire them for the purposes of supplying
them to venues;

the integrity and probity measures associated with
persons being listed on the roll are enhanced.

It is essential that the legislative framework for the gambling
industry fosters the highest standards of probity and integrity.
One of the ways in which this bill will assist in doing so is by
banning professional lobbyists from engaging in lobbying
activities with respect to the award or amendment of any
gambling or wagering licence. This is consistent with the
findings of the Gambling and Lotteries Licence Review
Panel, chaired by Ron Merkel, QC, in its report of 9 October
2007 to the Minister for Gaming in relation to the public
lottery licensing process. ‘Lobbyist’ and ‘lobbying activity’
are defined in the bill.
The consequences of not complying with the prohibition are
significant. If the minister is satisfied that an applicant for a
licence has engaged a lobbyist to carry on a lobbying activity,
the minister can refuse to grant the applicant the licence. The
minister can also refuse to consider an application to amend a
licence if the licence-holder has engaged a lobbyist to
undertake lobbying activities for or on behalf of the
licence-holder. This provides a strong disincentive to engage
in lobbying activities that could compromise the integrity of
the licensing process.
Gambling licences are lucrative assets that the state issues and
manages on behalf of the people of Victoria. It is crucial that
the gambling industry, investors and all Victorians can have
confidence that gambling licences in this state are issued and
amended within a strict probity and integrity framework.
This particular amendment is necessary to ensure that the
unacceptable conduct of the former government is never
repeated. Reviewing the process to award the lotteries
licences, the Gambling and Lotteries Licence Review Panel
found that the former government provided certain lobbyists
with inappropriate access to sensitive licensing documents.
This conduct seriously compromised the integrity and probity
of the process and damaged confidence in the state to handle
these matters appropriately.
This bill will remove the incentive for gambling licence
applicants to hire third-party lobbyists in an attempt to
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improperly secure an advantage in a process that should treat
all applicants fairly.
The bill enhances the integrity of the gambling industry in
other ways. It will implement the racing integrity
commissioner’s recommendation that there be a power to
suspend the registration of a bookmaker or a bookmaker’s
key employee where the bookmaker or bookmaker’s key
employee has been charged with a relevant criminal offence.
If subsequently found guilty of a relevant offence, the
bookmaker or bookmaker’s key employee would be subject
to disciplinary action by the commission, which can include
cancellation of their registration.
The bill allows the commission to consider whether an
applicant for a venue operator’s licence is of a sound and
stable financial background before making a decision whether
to grant a licence. It also removes the requirement for the
commission to supervise lottery draws conducted by random
number generator. Lotteries conducted by the drawing of
balls will continue to be supervised. This measure reduces the
regulatory burden on public lottery licensees while
maintaining the integrity of the system. The commission will
continue to be able to approve and inspect the system. It can
also require lottery draws conducted by random number
generator to be conducted in accordance with the procedures
approved by the commission.
In addition, the bill also enables the commission to refuse an
application for a minor gaming permit on public interest
grounds.
Recent media reports have raised the possibility of a raffle
being conducted in Victoria that offers in-vitro fertilisation
treatment as a prize. The government believes this type of
prize is inappropriate and could encourage vulnerable people
to gamble beyond their means.
Encouraging people to gamble as a way to access fertility
treatment, or any other medical services, is not consistent with
responsible gambling principles and raises a range of ethical
issues. Under existing legislation, the commission has no
power to refuse such an application.
This bill will provide the commission with the means to
refuse a minor gaming permit application where it considers
the proposed activity is offensive or contrary to the public
interest and will help to ensure that irresponsible raffles or
other minor gaming activities cannot be conducted in
Victoria.
In summary, this bill further strengthens the legislative
framework for transitioning into the new post-2012 licensing
arrangements and builds on the government’s commitment to
restore probity, integrity and responsibility to the forefront of
gambling regulation in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.
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EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips 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, I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Emergency Management
Legislation Amendment Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment 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 will:
(a) implement recommendations 11 and 54 of the 2009
Victoria Bushfires Royal Commission (VBRC) final
report to clarify the functions and powers of the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, and to enable the
chief officer of the Country Fire Authority to delegate
the power to issue fire prevention notices;
(b) amend the Fire Services Commissioners Act 2010 (FSC
act) to address two unintended consequences of the FSC
act, which implemented recommendation 63 of the
VBRC final report;
(c) amend the Victoria State Emergency Service Act 2005
(VICSES act) to address some technical difficulties that
the Victoria State Emergency Service (VICSES) has
encountered since the introduction of the VICSES act.
The bill will amend the VICSES act to:
(i)

broaden the powers available to the VICSES
director of operations to enable him or her to issue
directions to individual VICSES members and any
other persons who voluntarily place their services
at his or her disposal;

(ii) clarify the power available to the authority to issue
standing orders;
(iii) broaden the powers of delegation granted to the
authority and to the director of operations;
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(iv) provide the authority, rather than the director of
operations, with the relevant powers to deal with
the registration of VICSES units and, of its own
motion, to register a group of persons as a unit, as
well as to remove the need to consult with a
DISPLAN coordinator before establishing a unit;
(v) replace all references to the position ‘director of
operations’ with ‘chief officer, operations’;

(d) amend the Emergency Management Act 1986 to
modernise certain terminology, broaden the definition of
‘emergency’ and allow the transfer of control functions
in emergencies, other than a fire or major fire.
Human rights issues
1.

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

There are no human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill.
Conclusion
There are no human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill.
Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The emergencies faced by Victoria in the last few years have
been extraordinary in their scale and impact. The coalition
government supports all of the recommendations made by the
2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission in its final
report and is committed to implementing each of them, as
well as to supporting the emergency services in effectively
carrying out their responsibilities in emergency response.
The Emergency Management Legislation Amendment Bill
2011 delivers on these commitments by seeking to implement
recommendations 11 and 54 of the royal commission’s final
report and making a range of amendments to enable the
emergency services to carry out their statutory obligations
more efficiently.
The bill will implement recommendation 11 by amending the
Emergency Management Act 1986 to remove the title of
coordinator in chief of emergency management from the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and clarify that
the minister is not responsible for operational matters in
relation to emergency management. The bill will clarify that
the Chief Commissioner of Police, as State Emergency
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Response Coordinator, has primary responsibility for keeping
the minister informed during an emergency. Once the bill is
enacted, the Emergency Management Manual Victoria will
be amended so that it accords with these amendments.
The bill will also implement recommendation 54 of the royal
commission’s final report by amending the Country Fire
Authority Act 1958 to enable the chief officer of the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) to delegate the power to issue fire
prevention notices. To enable appropriate arrangements to be
put in place, the bill provides for this amendment to come into
operation on a day to be proclaimed but no later than
31 December 2012.
It is important to emphasise that, notwithstanding this
amendment, primary enforcement responsibility for fire
prevention notices will remain with council’s fire prevention
officers. The CFA’s role, even with the chief officer’s new
delegation power, will continue to be that of a ‘safety net’ if a
municipal fire prevention officer fails or refuses to issue a
notice following a request by the chief officer to do so.
The bill will also amend the Fire Services Commissioners Act
2010 to address two unintended consequences of that act. The
bill will clarify that the fire services commissioner’s
responsibility for managing the state control centre ‘on
behalf… all emergency service agencies’ extends to all
agencies that may use the centre in response to emergencies,
and is not limited to the CFA, Victoria State Emergency
Service (VICSES) or Metropolitan Fire and Emergency
Services Board (MFB).
Further, the bill will amend the Emergency Management
Act 1986 to enable the fire services to enter into agreements
for the provision of mutual aid in relation to fires, other than a
major fire. Currently, the Emergency Management Act 1986
only provides for the transfer of control of response activities
and appointment of assistant controllers for major fires.
The bill will also amend the Emergency Management Act to
modernise certain terminology, including replacing references
to ‘DISPLAN’ with ‘state emergency response plan’ and
expanding the definition of ‘emergency’ to include
‘contamination’ and ‘act of terrorism, whether directed at
Victoria or a part of Victoria or at any other state or territory
of the commonwealth’.
Further, the bill will amend the Emergency Management Act
to enable the agency having the overall control of emergency
response activities to transfer control functions to another
agency during non-fire emergencies, similar to that currently
available for major fires.
The bill will amend the Victoria State Emergency Service Act
2005 (VICSES act) to address a number of technical
difficulties that VICSES has encountered since the
introduction of the VICSES act in 2005.
Currently, the VICSES director of operations has the power
to direct the emergency operations activities of registered
units. However, VICSES members often need to perform
functions in their capacity as individuals, rather than as part of
a registered unit. The bill will enable the director of
operations to issue directions to individual VICSES members,
and any persons who voluntarily place their services at the
disposal of the director of operations, either individually or as
members of any agency.
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While the Victoria State Emergency Service Regulations
2006 provide that a member’s non-compliance with a
standing order constitutes grounds for disciplinary action, the
VICSES act and regulations do not expressly authorise the
making of such orders. The bill will address this anomaly by
amending the VICSES act to allow the authority to issue
standing orders and require all individual VICSES members
to comply with any such order that might be made.
The bill will broaden the powers of delegation of the VICSES
authority and director of operations to provide that they may
make delegations in favour of any person, similar to the
existing power of delegation of the VICSES chief executive
officer. This amendment will allow delegation to volunteers
or persons from other emergency service organisations, where
circumstances require that this occur.
The bill will make other minor technical amendments to the
VICSES act, including renaming the position ‘director of
operations’ to ‘chief officer, operations’. This will achieve
greater consistency with the description of similar positions in
like organisations such as the CFA and MFB.
We must not be complacent about the future threat of natural
disasters in Victoria. The Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission highlighted the shared responsibility for
community safety and the government is committed to
implementing all 67 of the recommendations in the
commission’s final report and to supporting the emergency
services in responding to emergencies to better protect the
people of Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 20 October.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
(1) Standing orders 4.01(1) and 5.02(2) be suspended to
enable the Council to meet on Wednesday, 26 October
2011 at 7.00 p.m. and the order of business on that day
will be —
Standing committees (if meeting)
At 7.00 p.m.

Messages
Formal business
Questions
Answers to questions on notice
Members statements
General business at —

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Which would you like, 10 or
11?
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Mr Lenders — It is your motion.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am offering you the choice.
Mr Lenders — Nice offer.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — To continue:
At 11.00 p.m.

Adjournment (up to
20 members); and

(2) Standing order 4.06(1) be suspended to the extent
necessary to enable the President to interrupt business at
11.00 p.m. that day.

This motion clearly relates to the Wednesday of the
next sitting week, which is the day of the Queen’s visit
to Melbourne. The Assembly has made a decision to sit
at 7.00 p.m., and we as the government believe it is
appropriate for this house to parallel that. I am
conscious that it is a day of general business, and we
are seeking to accommodate the opposition and the
non-government parties to the maximum possible
extent. There will be a number of functions across the
day through a series of different events, as I understand
it, and a number of members of both chambers will be
involved in those. I am also happy to indicate on the
record that if the opposition requires additional time on
Thursday night, we are happy to deal with those matters
informally with the opposition to the extent that we will
deal with government legislation and seek to reach an
accommodation so that additional time for the
opposition can be found on Thursday evening
following the passage of government legislation.
This is a reasonable step. It is obviously a unique
circumstance. The Royal Children’s Hospital will be
opened by the Queen when she is in Melbourne, and a
number of members of this house and the other house
will be involved in that and other events being held on
the day. This is an attempt to accommodate question
time. I say to Ms Pennicuik that I am not sure I want to
do the full list of events, because as I understand it,
there are still some decisions to be made around those
events, but I am informed that there are indeed three or
four events in total that are likely to be events that the
Queen attends.
The intent of the motion is simple: to make sure that we
have question time and the opportunity for formal
business, but also to provide an opportunity for the
opposition to have as much of its normal period of
non-government business as is reasonable. As I say, the
government is prepared to work with the opposition
through Tuesday and Thursday to seek to pass pieces of
legislation and accommodate the opposition with some
additional time on Thursday if that is able to be
achieved.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — As I
rise here this afternoon to say I am gobsmacked is an
understatement. We have the Leader of the
Government coming in here oozing insincerity once
again, coming into this place and for the second time
this week moving to amend standing orders to basically
take away the right of the opposition and the third party
to scrutinise government. Let us make this
unequivocally clear for the second time this week.
Let me chronicle what has happened this week. On
Monday we had a discussion with the government
about what its plans for the week were. Its
representative was mute — there was no mention of
this. On Tuesday evening a senior member of the
government approached me with a proposition: ‘The
Queen is coming. Can we accommodate that?’. I will
give the government 2 out of 10 for at least alerting us.
That was the start of a process of, ‘How could we
accommodate the opposition?’. I put it back quite
clearly to the government that from our perspective
while it was not, ‘Why on earth does the Parliament
have to be suspended so government members can
frock up, put on their hats or frockcoats or whatever
and go to an opening?’, in the end if the Queen of
Australia is opening a hospital, I am sure the Premier
could go and get paired. I am sure if the health minister
asked, he could go and get paired, but why on earth do
we need to close down the Parliament?
The proposition I put back to the government was, ‘If
that is important to you and you want to sacrifice
government business, there are a number of
propositions. Firstly, you could simply switch
Wednesday and Thursday, so Wednesday becomes a
government business day. We would object to question
time and the adjournment going because they are the
opposition’s opportunity to scrutinise, but if you want
to compress your legislation and negotiate it, fine’. That
is one option.
Another is we work out some exchange of time so we
do not minimise the general business time, and we do
not wish to go beyond 10.00 p.m. because we have a
strong view in this place about orderly working hours
and, I guess, the health of staff and members in this
process. We put it to the government: ‘You manage it;
we will accommodate it’, but what we got back from
the government was, ‘No, we do not want to do that;
we would rather do what the Assembly is doing’. This
is another form of kowtowing and forelock tugging —
‘We will do what the Assembly is doing’.
The Assembly negotiated based on the Assembly
standing orders, which are quite different from the
Council’s, and worked out an agreed formula. The
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Assembly does not mind sitting until 11.00 p.m. I am
not averse to hard work, but I would rather do hard
work when my brain is functioning and my staff are not
being run into the ground.
We suddenly realised that the Assembly has forfeited
the government’s matter of public importance. The
Assembly has agreed to a formula in which there is no
diminution of the opposition’s ability to scrutinise
legislation. There is no diminution of any of that, but it
sits for an hour longer. In talking of negotiations with
parties, the opposition put back proposals that would
have enabled the government to deal with its important
outcome — presumably scoffing down the cucumber
sandwiches, frocking up, wearing the hats and all going
off to see the Queen opening what is, I might add, an
iconic Labor hospital.
But leaving that minor detail aside, what do we get
from the government? We get this oozing insincerity
from the Leader of the Government. I will just remind
the house of what he said. He said, ‘We are such
reasonable people, will we go to 10.00 p.m. or
11.00 p.m. on Thursday?’. He will not engage in
conversation, he gets others to attempt to do it and then
in the house says, while moving a motion, ‘To
accommodate you we will go to 10 o’clock on
Wednesday’. What does that mean? It means one less
hour of general business, and he thinks that is
accommodating the opposition. Then, oozing
insincerity again, he said, ‘We will give you some time
on Thursday if you are good boys and girls’. Basically,
if we get through all the legislation, on Thursday night
we can have a couple of hours at the end of the day to
do our stuff.
It is no coincidence that on this day Mr Pakula put on a
notice paper a motion that would hold the same
Mr David Davis to account for basically misleading
this house over disclosures. Let us not for one
moment — —
Mr Koch — Rubbish.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Koch may say ‘Rubbish’, but
just reflect on this week. You have a leader who
slavishly gets 21 people to jump whenever he says
‘jump’ on every single motion to shut down this house.
We have the lions of democracy opposite who in
opposition talk about rights and motions, and every
time Mr David Davis pulls his 20 strings 20 people
jump — so 21 people leap to their feet. How the meek
leap to their feet to do what he tells them! What is this
all about? So he can go to a hospital as Minister for
Health and not face scrutiny for his activities in not
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complying with the law of this state and for breaking
his oath as a minister.
Members opposite say I am exaggerating things, but
that is what is happening in this house in Victoria
today. That is what the members opposite are complicit
in. Scrutiny of the executive government has to take
second place to Mr Koch and his colleagues going to
the Royal Children’s Hospital and these other ‘secret
functions’ that Parliament is not allowed to know about.
These secret functions are so important that we are not
allowed to know about them. We have to hear from
Mr David Davis, ‘Trust me, they are important’, and so
because of the secret functions involving the palace we
have got to close down the Parliament and not
scrutinise him.
I say to Mr Koch: forget democracy, forget any form of
scrutiny, because going and eating some cucumber
sandwiches, wearing your best clothes and going to
meet the Queen is more important than scrutiny.
Let me say to Mr David Davis, without lecturing him
on royalty, that even if he wears his frockcoat, his top
hat and his best smile, I am sure the Queen will not
remember him among the thousands of provincial
ministers she has met over her lifetime. She will not
remember Mr Davis, so I am not sure why he is going.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I do not expect her to remember
me, Mr Koch. I believe my job is to be in here
scrutinising government on that day, not waiting around
in my best clothes and eating cucumber sandwiches.
What is the irony of all this? The irony is that we get
these lectures from those opposite saying that ministers
are so busy being ministers that they cannot answer
questions on notice — they cannot do all these things
because they are so busy being ministers.
I accept Mr David Davis could be at the opening of the
hospital because he might well reflect on what a great
hospital it is and the great effort of Steve Bracks as the
then Premier and Bronwyn Pike, the member for
Melbourne in the Assembly, as the then Minister for
Health in conceiving it, and of John Brumby as the
following Premier and of Daniel Andrews, the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, as the following
Minister for Health in delivering it. He might learn
something and appreciate it.
I have no objection to Mr David Davis going to a
function at the hospital, and we would spare him to go.
My issue is that the other five ministers could perhaps
sit at their desks here and do some of their job, such as
actually facing some scrutiny. But no, the importance
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of being seen near the Queen, eating the cucumber
sandwiches and of getting their photos taken while
dressed up is greater than facing scrutiny.
Let us go to the starting point of where this comes from.
I am sure we will hear phrases like ‘another rabid Labor
republican’, ‘class warfare’, ‘hates it all’, but what I
would say to the house is if this government wants to
show respect to the monarch, like people did pre the
media age when the monarch came to town, it should
prorogue the Parliament and get the Queen to come into
the Parliament and give a speech. That is what used to
happen under Henry Bolte. That is how you show
respect.
Let us just think through where this government’s
obsession with wearing funny hats and frocking up and
eating cucumber sandwiches has gotten to with the
monarch coming to town. Whenever the monarch goes
to town in London, does the Parliament close because
she is opening a hospital? No. If the Governor-General,
the Queen’s representative, comes to Melbourne, does
the Parliament close so that Mr Davis and his friends
can all dress up and go to a function? No. If the
Governor comes to town, do we close the Parliament?
No. Suddenly, this has to happen.
Let us go back to what is being proposed by Mr Davis,
the man who is setting the scene for shutting down
scrutiny. His main physical activity is learning how to
pull 20 strings at once so that his compliant colleagues
all rush in and vote every time he wants to shut down
the place. Let us look at what he is proposing. He
cannot even draft it well. He is saying that late on
Thursday night, if we are good boys and girls, we might
be able to discuss some general business, but only if we
are really good and if all his government business goes
through.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Actually, Mr Koch, I tell you
unequivocally that we never shut down the Parliament
so that we could put on funny clothes and meet the
Queen. We never shut down the Parliament and never
shut down general business. In fact we have swapped
these items before.
Hon. D. M. Davis — We closed the whole place
down just to accommodate you because you needed to
go and deliver the budget.
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Davis’s interjection
that this house did not sit on the Tuesday budget day
when I was Treasurer. He is correct; it did not. What I
say to Mr Davis is this — —
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Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr LENDERS — You were not in the place,
Mr Elsbury. How about letting people who were reflect
on it? At the end of 2007 when the sitting dates for
2008 were being proposed, with four months notice we
circulated suggested sitting dates and asked whether
there were comments. There was a question, ‘Why is
that day different?’, and all parties agreed. It was in the
hands of the house at that time to vote one way or the
other. That was discussion and negotiation. It was quite
different to now, when the discussion and negotiation
are, ‘We have 21 votes. We’re not even going to talk to
you. We’d prefer to do what the Assembly does’.
Mr Davis expects us to roll over like his parliamentary
party does and say, ‘Tickle our belly, Mr Davis’, but we
are not going to do that.
If Mr Davis thinks that 10 months into government he
will continue to wind back the rights of the Legislative
Council, he is foolish. No matter how many times the
government has 21 votes to 19, they will not always be
there at Mr Davis’s time and convenience. When things
matter to Mr Davis, opposition parties have the ability
to slow them down. Relying on the government’s
21 votes, assuming Mr Davis’s 20 colleagues stick with
him for the four years — and history shows that does
not always happen — is a foolish way to work with
people. Let me lecture Mr Davis, which I know he does
not like: that is a foolish way to work with people.
There will be times when Mr Davis requires
cooperation. All governments find, including ours in
the 55th Parliament when we had the numbers, that a
government cannot use its numbers consistently; it
requires cooperation. It took us a while to learn that,
and I suggest that Mr Davis learn it sooner rather than
later.
What we have here is a badly drafted motion. We are
told on Mr Davis’s assurance that, if we are really good,
we might get some time on Thursday to discuss our
general business. If we are really good, he will be keen
to accommodate us. We will not have to sit until
10.00 p.m. on Wednesday, so we lose even more
general business. We are not allowed to know when the
opening is or what else is going on. Then we get a
motion that says standing committees are meeting first.
We have no faith in anything Mr Davis says, because
the structure of Tuesday’s debate on closing down this
house was that, if any standing committee is meeting, it
takes precedence. I have no faith in Mr Davis or in the
government’s three chairs of legislation committees not
to rort this. Short of him coming into this house, hand
on heart, and saying in front of witnesses and written
down that the chairs will not do that and that this will
be given precedence and 4 hours will be allocated to
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make up for the time on Thursday, I just do not believe
him. That is what has happened in this house.
There is no goodwill. On the government side
Mr Davis gets up again and again when it suits him and
talks with oozing sincerity about bipartisanship and
negotiation when he wants something. Then, as soon as
he does not want something, he ruthlessly pulls those
20 strings and his colleagues jump to their feet.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Yes, Mr Elsbury, you jump to
your feet and follow without independent thought.
There has not been an exception to that. When the
Labor Party or the Greens seek to scrutinise or ask the
reasonable question, ‘Can we deal with legislation in a
legislation committee?’, we get told, ‘No’. If we seek to
refer something to a reference committee, we are told,
‘No’. The only things we ever look at are pet projects of
Mr Davis. I foreshadow that my colleague Mr Leane
will move an amendment that puts clearly into place
that general business will take precedence on Thursday,
because that at least, by resolution of the house, would
give us some assurance that our general business could
be dealt with.
We are not giving grief to the government’s legislative
program. This evening we could have. We could have
not given leave for any of the seven bills to be
introduced and second read, but we gave leave. This
morning when Ms Lovell came to us to say there was a
piece of legislation she wanted to introduce, we gave
leave. We do that because that is what cooperation is
about, and the government gives us leave on
Wednesday to move around on general business. That
is cooperation. There are rules; there is discussion.
However, what we are seeing here is a shifting of the
sands and the arrogance of the government making a
determination based on its priority.
Let us not kid ourselves. The government’s priority is
to be able to enjoy a series of royal events, sight unseen
except for an untimed hospital opening, such that it
closes down the Parliament. Its idea of negotiation is to
seek at the last minute to have a discussion — in
fairness, we tried to make this work and set criteria —
which in the end was, ‘This is what we’ll do; yes, we
might tweak a little around the edges’. But the
government does not get the fundamental point that the
Legislative Council is not just a legislative sausage
machine. The Council has rights, and scrutiny by
opposition is something that is cherished.
It is not unique to this government to find that
inconvenient — I would be a hypocrite to say anything
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to the contrary — but this is crossing a line, where the
executive government unilaterally shuts down scrutiny.
When we were first in government and we had the
numbers in this place we at various times interfered in
general business. Philip Davis, then the Leader of the
Opposition, made it quite clear that there were certain
rules. We came to understand that we did not amend,
for example, opposition motions and reverse them,
which we were doing, and that that was just not the way
you do it and how you go. We were doing those sorts of
things. We understand that these are part of the
discussion.
What we have here that is so different is that David
Davis has decided it is unimportant. Using his 21 votes
he is going to move the program around to suit him.
The argument about matching the program to the
Legislative Assembly is such a furphy. Government
members will dutifully vote with Mr Davis to shut us
down, as they always do — when he pulls the
20 strings they will all do it — but I genuinely say to
them to think it through. Why is it so important to go
through the pain of shutting down a Parliament? What
is the leader doing when he cannot even negotiate his
way through this?
The opposition seeks to be reasonable. What we are
saying is that we can work with the government on this,
but the answer we continually get is, ‘It is my way or
the highway’. If Mr Davis does that in the government
party room, it is government members business, but he
is not going to do it in the Legislative Council.
Government members can vote with him every time
they like to shut the show down, but they have
three years and two months more to go and they cannot
rely on their 21 votes, because history shows that
probably in more parliaments than not, someone breaks
ranks. It is not a good way to operate.
I also say to government members that they might get
some invites to go to see the opening of the Royal
Children’s Hospital. Again, if the government came to
us with a serious proposition and said, for example,
‘The opening is at 4.00 p.m.; can we give notice and
move for a break at 4.00 p.m.?’, we would say yes to
that. If the government said to us, ‘We need to pair the
Minister for Health’, we would say yes to that. This is
part of the frustration on our side of the house. There is
none of that.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr LENDERS — There is none of that, Mr Koch.
It is just ‘my way or the highway’. That is just not the
way to work; this is a Parliament. The right to vote in
Parliament is one for which in parts of the world today
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people are literally dying; they are dying for the right of
Parliament to assemble. In some places people literally
have to go through mobs to get into chambers. We do
not have that situation, but we cherish this Parliament.
Those opposite may mock and think it is terribly funny
because they are part of the 21 — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LENDERS — If Mr Ondarchie does not get
that going to a social function is less important than
going to a Parliament, then I genuinely suggest that he
ought to reflect. If it is that important to the government
to recognise the role of the monarch — and she is the
Queen of Australia and Queen of Victoria — they
could do what Henry Bolte would have done. That
would have been to invite her into that chair in this
house to make an address to the house and then go on
to open the hospital. But, no, we do not do that.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I suggest that Mr Ondarchie look
at the Westminster system. If the Premier of Victoria
asked the Queen of Australia to open this Parliament, I
think he might be surprised. If he stopped tugging his
forelock and thinking of his frock and top hat and
thought of himself as an elected MP, he might be
surprised. If he actually looked at what happens in
commonwealth countries and in the UK, he might be
surprised. If he stopped tugging his forelock, he would
be surprised. He will be bald soon if he keeps on
tugging it.
What we are getting is a proposal from the government.
We have tried to show reason. I cannot but comment on
the lecture we got in question time on Tuesday from
Mr Dalla-Riva about how the coalition understood
productivity and we did not. Let us have a look at the
productivity of this. What value will 128 MPs have
milling around the Royal Children’s Hospital and the
other secret functions? What value will that add to the
state of Victoria? I know what it will do. I will wait for
the FOI application on how many shucked oysters were
shoved down throats; the FOI application on costing for
the extra seats in the marquee, the extra red carpet, the
attendants and the ushers and for the security bill.
I note with interest that it costs $10 000 an hour for the
Parliament to sit extra hours. It is a pity Mr Hall is not
here, because one extra sitting hour of the Parliament
would pay for a Victorian certificate of applied learning
(VCAL) coordinator one day a week for one year. Let
us think through the priorities of this government.
Mr David Davis flippantly moves motions, but
government members have a choice: they could have a
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VCAL coordinator in a school for one day a week for
one year, or they could extend the sitting of this house
for 1 hour. That is before you even start on the cost of
the cucumber sandwiches, the champers, the shucked
oysters, the fascinators, the frockcoats and all the rest of
it.
Mr Finn — This is the fourth time we have heard
this speech!
Mr LENDERS — Mr Finn may have heard this
speech, but he will hear a lot more of this speech,
because we are not about to roll over like he does for
Mr David Davis several times a week and say, ‘Please
tickle my tummy’. Mr Dalla-Riva gave us a lecture
about productivity. I suggest that he get the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission to do a review
of this Parliament — he might be pleasantly surprised.
It boils down to the fact that a royal visit is far more
important than scrutiny of the executive. It is an
absolute joke.
What we are being asked to do today is to vote on this
motion. The government genuinely believes that we
will happily agree when it says, ‘Let us get rid of
4 hours of scrutiny and we can give a teeny-weeny bit
of it back if the opposition promises to expedite the
government’s legislative program’. The government
asks us to do this on short notice. Where we have got to
in this place with the Leader of the Government is that
nobody on his own side, let alone this side, believes
what he says or knows what he says or thinks he is even
predictable; members do not know where they stand.
When opposition members say, ‘Let us find some gap
for these festivities’, all we are told is, ‘Trust me’. We
are told to trust the man who 10 times a day in question
time will not answer questions, the man who says,
‘Trust me, there are secret royal events that are so
important we cannot tell the opposition about them. Let
us shut down the Parliament and do that’. That is what
he asked us to do.
It is a ludicrous proposition. If someone from our side
had come forward and presented this to the house, we
would rightly have been laughed out. When the
20 strings of government members are pulled and they
loyally vote as Mr David Davis directs them, those
20 people ought start reflecting on what a sham process
this is.
Let me recap the negotiation process: on Monday when
we discussed what was happening this week there was
no mention of this proposal. The opposition knew the
debate on sessional orders was coming, but there was
no mention that we would be asked to effectively shut
down in the following sitting week.
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Notice of the motion was given and a negotiation
process started. We were informed by the government
this morning what the agenda for today was, and we
were told there were four things on the agenda. The
four things we were told about — and as Opposition
Whip Mr Leane will corroborate this — were the three
pieces of legislation and a government motion on the
south-eastern suburbs and a carbon tax. That is what we
were told this morning about the government business
program.
When our Whip approached the government and when
I asked the Leader of the Government ‘When is this
debate?’ as we were trying to organise what we were
doing this morning, we were told, ‘It is logical that it
would be today’. It is logical that it would be today, but
this morning we were told four things would be
discussed, and that was not one of them — and
government members wonder why they do not get
goodwill in this chamber!
Mr David Davis smirks like the Spartan archer who,
from a distance and in a cowardly and sneaky fashion,
tries to control events. In any adult professional
relationship when people make mistakes they usually
have a bit of mea culpa about it — but not here. No, it
is the opposition’s fault — we should have thought of it
because it is logical. I do a lot of things, but I do not
read Mr David Davis’s mind. I daresay if I could
penetrate his mind, I would not understand it
anyway — I do not think any of his colleagues do — as
it is pretty murky and opaque in there.
What option are we left with on this side? In the
presentation of the speech we were told if we want to
cut our hours because we do not want to go past
10 o’clock at night, we can do that, and if we are really
good boys and girls, we might get a chance to speak
late on Thursday — —
Mr Viney — If all the bills are done.
Mr LENDERS — If all the bills are done. Under
such a scenario an opposition is not left with many
alternatives. We can either do what the 20 members of
the government party room do — that is, roll over and
say, ‘Tickle my belly, and when you pull the string I’ll
jump’ — or we can stand up. We on our side will
determine whether we vote for or against this. We
know rule 21-19 — it is clear it is going to happen —
so Mr Leane will move an amendment to give
precedence to general business on Thursday, and if that
is carried, we will not oppose the motion. If Mr Leane’s
amendment is rejected, we will oppose the motion.
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We will undoubtedly get the spiel from the next
government speaker about all the important legislation
we have to debate. If going to meet the Queen in secret
functions is more important than the Parliament, fine,
but we can come back on Friday. Friday is a sitting day,
so we can deal with government business on that day.
I await with great interest the next speaker from the
government to learn whether it will accept Mr Leane’s
amendment that general business take precedence on
Thursday for the hours that will be lost by this motion
going through.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I start
my contribution on Mr Davis’s motion by saying that
the Greens understand that the visit of Queen
Elizabeth II to Victoria next sitting Wednesday is an
important occasion and more important for some
Victorians than for others. Personally I would like to
see Australia become a republic; however, as
Mr Lenders said, at the moment Queen Elizabeth II is
the Queen of Australia and is represented by the
Governor-General federally and by other vice-regal
representatives in the various states. Her visit is an
important occasion and it will involve formal occasions
and members of Parliament — that is a given — and in
particular the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and
the leader of the Greens, who could be invited to attend
such formal events.
I asked Mr Davis if he could detail the formal occasions
that require the suspension of business next sitting
Wednesday, 26 October, from 9.30 a.m. to 7.00 p.m. I
asked that because I think we should know, but also
because it is a significant thing to suspend the
Parliament for virtually a whole day and we should put
on the record why that is happening. All we know is
that Queen Elizabeth II will be here, some events will
occur and we therefore have to suspend business for
basically the whole day — that is what we are being
told.
In discussions subsequent to my asking Mr Davis it has
been conveyed to me that no-one is quite sure what the
occasions are. Mr Lenders has asked whether the
Queen is going to be invited to address the Legislative
Council. Will she be invited to address the Legislative
Assembly? Perhaps. Is there going to be a reception for
the Queen in Queen’s Hall, which would be
appropriate, or will there be a reception with the Queen
at Government House, which would obviously be
appropriate and the usual thing that would happen?
For the record, the reason I asked, too, is that I think it
is very important for this sort of motion — one
involving the suspension of standing orders that results
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in the loss of virtually a whole day of sitting — that the
reasons for it be outlined. At the moment the reason is
just the general reason that the Queen will be here so
everybody will be involved. It is difficult for me to see
how everybody is going to be involved all day. If we
had been told there was going to be a reception for the
Queen at Government House from 10.00 a.m. until
midday and that everyone was invited, I would think
that would be pretty reasonable. We have suspended
the house for an hour or two on equivalent occasions
during the time I have been in this Parliament. There
would not be any objection to that. It is difficult to
believe, however, that every member of Parliament will
need to be free for the whole day to attend functions,
activities or events at which the Queen is going to be.
That is where I am struggling with this. I can see a
formal reception we might all go to.
The opening of the children’s hospital has been
mentioned. Are all 128 members of Parliament going to
be invited to attend that in a formal capacity? I would
have thought probably not.
Mrs Peulich — Would you go?
Ms PENNICUIK — Mrs Peulich interjects. It is not
about whether I would go; it is about whether it would
be appropriate for 128 members to attend the opening
of the hospital. I would have thought you would have
the Premier, perhaps, the Minister for Health and
perhaps some others, such as the Leader of the
Opposition, but I do not know that you would have
128 members there. It would not be appropriate. We are
struggling to understand this motion about the business
of this house.
This is by coincidence and not by design of Mr Davis;
there has been no nefarious design on the part of
Mr Davis that the day concerned should be 28 October.
It is by coincidence, as I said, that this day is concerned.
I concede therefore that it is not Mr Davis’s fault that it
is our business day that is concerned. I have made the
point that I am not sure that we have to adjourn until
7.00 p.m. on that day, affecting every single one of us,
and I think all members understand that point.
I would like to return to the issue of consultation, which
Mr Lenders robustly addressed in his contribution. Ever
since the start of this Parliament I have had
conversations with Mr Davis, with Ms Lovell, with
Mr Koch and with other members of the government,
indicating to them that we are always willing to
cooperate and work in a cooperative manner and
always willing to discuss things beforehand. Only this
morning, only 5 minutes before the Children’s Services
Amendment Bill 2011 was introduced into this
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Parliament and by leave second read, was I informed of
that. I did not kick up a fuss. I said, ‘Of course we’ll
grant leave for that to be second read so that it can be
on the record, because it is being introduced into this
house and everyone can familiarise themselves with
it’ — though it is being adjourned for two weeks rather
than one to give us more time, since we have only the
one week between the two sitting weeks. Likewise on
so many other issues we have said we are happy to
cooperate.
I would also like to say that I have said to many
members of the government, including the Leader of
the Government, that I think, as Mr Lenders said, that
while the government has the numbers it should not use
those numbers simply to get its will without first trying
to come to a consensus position.
This motion could have been worded better so as to be
more flexible. That could have been done with a bit of
discussion beforehand, as has been the case with many
other motions that have come from Mr David Davis,
like the one on sessional orders we spent a long time
debating on Tuesday. I raised with Mr Davis before the
debate on that motion that I thought there were other
issues that could be addressed in a cooperative way
through sessional orders.
The point I am making is that the government can
continue in this way, but it is not a good way for the
government to acquit itself. We can either continue
along in this manner for the next three years or not
continue along in this manner. It is incumbent on
governments to not only govern in the way they want
and to have their agenda and the election promises they
are always talking about fulfilled through legislation but
to uphold good faith operations in the chambers, to set
an example of how Parliament should work in a
cooperative way and to respect the rules and
conventions of Parliament, spoken and unspoken. I get
distressed when I see some things happen which I do
not believe should happen.
With that in mind, I should also say to be fair that
Mr Rich-Phillips talked to us about the motion
yesterday, but that was not a long time before today; he
could have done that a little bit earlier. I will also
concede that Mr Rich-Phillips gave an undertaking that
if we did not finish general business on Wednesday, we
would have time on Thursday. We have time — we
have until 10.00 p.m. — and if we do not finish the
general business that we and the government would like
to finish, we could sit on Friday. There is no reason we
could not do that, considering that we have taken out
the whole of 26 October for Queen-related functions.
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There are many things we could do. There is nothing
stopping us from sitting on the Friday if that is the case.
I would like to believe the verbal undertaking
Mr Rich-Phillips gave us yesterday — and I understand
he also gave an undertaking to the ALP — and which
Mr Davis repeated in his address will be honoured. If
the government says it is going to do that, I believe it
will. That is part of cooperation. There is room for us to
finish general business as long as there is cooperation in
addressing general business items, which is another
issue that Mr Lenders raised — we are not getting time
to debate our general business items as we should. That
is something that is also about cooperation and
agreement in terms of how many members are able to
speak on general business items. I do not want to
prosecute that argument now.
This could have been handled better. I do not think the
case as to why we need to be absent for a whole day is
a strong one. If there are particular members who need
to be at functions, say, after lunch on 26 October, there
could be pairing arrangements for those members to go
hither and thither to attend those events also attended by
the Queen — the unknown events.
Mr Drum — They wouldn’t pair for COAG; why
would they pair for the Queen?
Ms PENNICUIK — It is about cooperation,
Mr Drum, which is what I am talking about now. That
could have been arranged, rather than suspending the
sitting of Parliament for the full day. Unless Mr Davis
can convince me in his summing up, I am not
convinced that is needed. That goes to paragraph 1 of
the motion.
The second part of the motion is that we continue to
11.00 p.m. on the Wednesday. I understand Mr Davis
has included that in the motion because he is
anticipating general business. I would like to reiterate
what I have always said in this chamber — I do not
believe we should sit past 10.00 p.m. unless there is an
urgent matter before us.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr Davis said, ‘Even if we
start at 7.00’. I have already said I am not convinced of
the need for us to wait until 7.00 p.m. to reconvene on
the Wednesday. Even if we do, we still have Thursday
and a guarantee from the government that some general
business could be held over until Thursday, and we still
have Friday. I would not like to set a precedent of
continuing until 11.00 p.m. when there is not an urgent
motion before the house. If there is an urgent motion
before the house, as there has occasionally been, I think
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with cooperation people would agree. If there is not an
urgent motion before the house, there is plenty of time
in the week for us to get through the business before us,
be that general or government business.
I am concerned about the motion being the way it is,
because it leaves us in a position where we cannot
support it. That does not mean we do not support the
need for some suspension of the business of the house
to accommodate the Queen’s visit and a reception
where all members might be present, or another
arrangement involving the pairing of particular
members who may need to be present at particular
events later that day. I do not think Her Royal Highness
is expecting us to give up the whole day’s business just
because she is here. I am sure she would not be
expecting that. She would be happy with our attendance
at a reception for a cup of tea and a cucumber
sandwich, and then we would resume our work for the
day. I am sure that is what she would expect us to do.
I hope I have made it clear that I think there are ways to
accommodate the visit of the Queen, which is an
important thing for the people of Victoria, but I do not
think this motion is the way to achieve it.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would like
to speak briefly on Mr Davis’s motion and move an
amendment which enshrines the amount of time for
general business that will be available to the
non-government parties on Thursday, in accordance
with my understanding of what had been indicated by a
senior minister to the Leader of the Opposition. I had a
conversation with the Leader of the Government this
morning, and when I said he would need to indicate that
there will be time on Thursday for general business I
was concerned, because I was left with a lot of weasel
words and a sense of misunderstanding. I received the
response that if we get through all the bills, we might be
able to find some time for general business at the end of
Thursday, which I understood was not the substance of
the conversation between Mr Lenders and the minister,
who originally approached him about this situation.
My amendment enshrines that there should be some
general business on the Thursday.
I move:
That after subsection (2) insert:
(3) Standing order 5.02(3) be suspended and that on
Thursday, 27 October 2011, the order of business
will be —
Messages
Formal business
Members statements (up to 15 members)
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General business (for 3 hours)
At 12 noon questions
Answers to questions on notice
Government business
Adjournment (up to 20 members).

This amendment will deliver what was indicated to us
to be the desired outcome of allowing people to attend
functions on the Wednesday. With a view to
cooperation, we believe this amendment should be
honoured. My concern is that Mr David Davis’s motion
only affords us general business on the Wednesday.
The way general business has been going — really for
the whole term of this Parliament, but for the last few
months in particular — is that government members
have been lining up one after another to give quite
lengthy contributions on the first item, which leads us
to a point where the non-government parties are lucky
to get through one of the items they have listed for
general business. The way things are going, the time
allocated to us on Wednesday could be taken up by one
heartfelt Bernie Finn contribution.
I put this on the record yesterday, but in previous weeks
when the Government Whip and Minister Lovell have
come to me and asked for speakers to be dropped from
lists on bills so that bills could go through, I have been
more than happy to do that in the spirit of cooperation. I
stated in a contribution on Tuesday on a previous David
Davis motion that we understand the government has a
mandate to get its legislation through. We understand
that, and we are prepared to cooperate. Unfortunately I
now feel like a bit of a mug.
Mr Finn — Not for the first time!
Mr LEANE — And probably not for the last time,
Mr Finn. But there has been no reciprocal cooperation
to assist the non-government parties to get through their
items of general business. In this new spirit of
cooperation, I particularly ask for that to happen.
Returning to why I have moved this amendment,
Ms Pennicuik said that if the government has said to
her that there will be general business on Thursday,
then she believes it will happen. I have to say — and it
is probably only directed at the Leader of the
Government — we do not believe that is what would
happen. We have been through a period of time where
we have been in a position where we basically cannot
take the Leader of the Government’s word on anything
when it comes to the business program in this house. I
therefore feel that we have to move this amendment. If
this amendment is passed, we will support Mr Davis’s
motion and we will all experience a different type of
Wednesday in a sitting week.
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Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — In speaking on the
motion and Mr Leane’s amendment, I come to this
debate with reasonable knowledge of the history of how
this place has worked over the last three parliaments,
having had the role of managing the government
business program. As Mr Lenders said, in that time,
particularly when Mr Philip Davis was the Leader of
the Opposition in the Council, we learnt some things
about how general business and the cooperation of the
Parliament is dependent on many things other than just
the numbers. There are many mechanisms and devices
that are available to members of the house and political
parties to, if you like, mess with the business program
in one way or another.
Obviously the bluntest mechanism for doing that is
what this government has used repeatedly in its first
10 months — that is, using 21 votes to get through
whatever it wants in order to avoid scrutiny and to close
down various things. We saw this at the beginning of
this week when we had 21 votes reduce the capacity of
the non-government parties to use general business.
On Wednesday of this week we saw government
member after government member get up and speak on
one of the opposition’s motions, which had the effect of
preventing the consideration of other motions that we
wanted to get to on that day. These are tactics that
governments can use and the government uses them.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mrs Peulich should just listen for a
bit. I am not preaching fire and brimstone here; I am
talking reasonably calmly.
We recognise that the government can do those things.
It can use its numbers, it can use the forms of the house
to have government member after government member
get up and filibuster and fill up time so the opposition
cannot get to other items. But this place works best
when there is a degree of cooperation. This place is
about the contest of ideas and about making sure that
there is a process of scrutiny. It is about the fact that we
can all walk away from here at the end of a
parliamentary week knowing that we might not have
won particular votes or arguments but that we have had
the opportunity as representatives of our communities
to express views, to hold the government to account if
you are in opposition, or if you are in government to
talk up and talk about your agenda, your program and
what you are trying to achieve.
If we are going to make this place work as a democratic
institution, where through peaceful, democratic means
we deal with the contest of ideas in a logical way, it is
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important that there be some degree of cooperation. As
Mr Lenders said, when we had a majority in this place
it took us a little bit of time to get our heads around that
concept; that is absolutely the case. There were times
when we made mistakes and we proposed amendments
to general business items. But we learned, partly
through discussion with Mr Philip Davis, that that
probably was not the best way to handle general
business.
I can advise all members here that while I was manager
of government business and Mr Lenders was Leader of
the Government there was not an occasion when we
deliberately and consciously messed with the
non-government parties’ general business program. We
did not do that. It is true that we did not agree with
making all of Wednesday about general business, and
we had a debate about that. But once it happened, it
happened. However, we never messed with the
program. We never tried to cause the non-government
parties difficulty in getting through their program and
any motions that they wanted to deal with in general
business.
When I was manager of government business and
Mr Lenders was Leader of the Government there were
many debates. We did not have a majority in the house
and there were many debates that were uncomfortable
for us, but we allowed those debates to occur; we did
not use devices to try to mess with them. This week we
have had three occasions where the government has
messed with the non-government parties’ general
business program.
The first happened on Tuesday when sessional orders
were introduced, to which we strongly objected. The
second instance was during the general business debate
yesterday when government member after government
member got up and spoke at length, with no time limits,
about a motion that the non-government parties had
disposed of in terms of their debating position. This
prevented the non-government parties from dealing
with other items that they wanted to deal with on that
day.
Today we have a third occasion with the government
proposing to mess with the next sitting Wednesday.
The government may well have legitimate reasons for
proposing to change the next sitting Wednesday, but it
is doing so without proper consultation or appropriate
consideration of the impact that that will have on the
non-government parties.
In his amendment Mr Leane has proposed a simple
device to at least make that better and more palatable,
although we still have difficulty with the mechanism
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and the method by which this has occurred. I remind
the house that I remember occasions — and I cannot
remember whether it was in the last Parliament or the
one before — when in general business programs there
were important motions proposed by the
non-government parties. There were other events on
during those occasions, and there was agreement to not
put any of those motions to votes until later in the day.
The debate was had and then was adjourned just before
the vote; then when all members were available to
conduct the vote, the motions were formally put.
There has always been cooperation, and there are many
mechanisms by which we could have facilitated the
visit to Victoria of Her Majesty the Queen. We could
have facilitated those things in many ways and using
many devices, but there was no consultation. We did
not need to have this debate, and we could have sat
down and worked out a program where we could all
have walked away and been quite comfortable with it.
Earlier there was some discussion about the Royal
Children’s Hospital and whether or not it is a Labor
project. As a former Parliamentary Secretary for Health
and Parliamentary Secretary for Innovation and
Industry I sat on a committee made up of many people
in the health sector, in the research sector, in the
university sector and in a whole range of areas who
worked in Parkville and who considered a whole lot of
things about the development of that Parkville precinct,
including the location of the children’s hospital. I can
say that the people behind that project were Labor
government ministers, Labor government Premiers and,
in my case, a Labor government parliamentary
secretary. It is reasonable for the opposition to remind
the house that it was in fact a Labor government
project, and we are very proud of it and we will always
stay proud of it.
Precious few of those kinds of projects have come out
of the government now that it has come into office. I
am not sure that there are in fact any of that size, scale
or importance. We are proud of it, and we will stand by
that pride because we believe it is a great project for
Victoria. We are more than happy that the Queen will
open that, as she opened the original one when she was
here — in 1952, I think. I am not sure what year it was.
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Mr VINEY — It was 1954? Okay. So I ask all
members of the house to favourably consider
Mr Leane’s sensible amendment, and I just remind the
government that a bit of cooperation would have been
much more effective in getting an outcome here tonight
that could have sent us all home at about 5 o’clock
instead of having this debate here. But, no, there was
not that cooperation, so we have ended up where we are
now.
I will finish by saying that one of the things I learned as
manager of government business when Mr Lenders was
Leader of the Government was that those devices that
all parties and members have to mess with programs
can come back and bite you. One of the things that I
remind government members of is that when they
undertake the kind of tactic that they did yesterday in
filibustering on one general business item so that the
house could not get to others, they might find that there
will be an occasion when the opposition pays
government members back on that. They might find
that there is an occasion when the opposition decides
that it wants to use some parliamentary tactics that will
not be comfortable for the government and will not
allow the government to get through what it particularly
wants to get through by certain times and dates. That is
the way this works unless we have cooperation.
Cooperation is not a one-way street. Cooperation is not
the opposition agreeing to what the government asks it
to do. Cooperation is both sides working together. What
we are seeing constantly in relation to general business
matters is that there is no cooperation. There is no
respect for the general business program of the
non-government parties. That has been demonstrated
three times this week. It is pushing the boundaries for
government members to come to the opposition and
say, ‘We want your cooperation because we need it, but
we’re not going to support you and give you
cooperation with your program’.
I suggest that government members might like to think
about the processes and tactics that they are using to
mess with the programs and opportunities of the
non-government parties in this house to hold the
government to account, which is a critical part of
making sure that all of us maintain confidence in the
operations of this place.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr VINEY — I was born in 1954, so if it was 1952,
it was before my time too. We are proud of that project
and we are proud of that hospital.
An honourable member interjected.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
make just a few points in reply. We are talking about a
significant day when the Queen will visit and attend a
number of significant events here in Victoria. I
understand in my own portfolio of health that there will
be the opening of the Royal Children’s Hospital. I am
informed that there will be a number of other events,
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although I do not have the precise timing and details of
those in complete and final outline. In that sense, the
most sensible course is to make sure that members of
the Parliament are able to attend the various activities
that will take place across the day.
Equally, the government has sought to be entirely
reasonable about this. We have negotiated with the
non-government parties and the — —
Mr Lenders — You did not speak to anyone on our
side.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I let Mr Rich-Phillips — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Rich-Phillips had a
conversation with Mr Lenders and with Ms Pennicuik,
and others have — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There actually was a
discussion about this. We have sought to largely mirror
the Assembly in terms of time, because I think it is
something that should reasonably be done as a
whole-of-Parliament approach. On that day what we
are proposing is that general business will be the
predominant item. We will frankly seek to
accommodate the non-government parties on the
Thursday and to do that in a way that is reasonable and
ensures that the time that they are able to debate
non-government business is roughly equivalent to what
would be the case normally. It might not be at the
precise time that would have been chosen, but
nonetheless this is the series of events. For example,
Ms Pennicuik made it very clear that the date of the
Queen’s visit is not of our choosing. In that sense,
members of the lower house have come to their
accommodation. We have sought to come to an
accommodation here. Mr Lenders, in his typical angry
style, is unable to engage in a reasonable negotiation
and come to a reasonable point.
Mr Viney made a number of points about events across
this week. I think he has misunderstood a number of
those key points. We have made a change to standing
orders with the introduction of sessional orders. I know
he did not agree with that, and that is perfectly
understandable. Mr Viney has a very different
recollection of non-government business in the last
Parliament. In the last Parliament, on many occasions
the list of items of non-government business that
non-government parties sought to debate was not
completed, and on many occasions the then
government put speakers on to make their points. In the
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case of yesterday’s debate, it was on an important
disallowance motion relating to wind farm planning
arrangements. The government has made major
commitments and implemented its election promises on
those issues, and the attempt by Mr Tee to disallow that
had a significant impact on government members.
Government members were prepared to make the
arguments in favour of those, and that is democratic. It
was a very important item for government members, in
particular country government members. It also
concerned — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Viney may not have
connected the dots, but in the last two sitting weeks
there have been debates about energy-related motions at
the time when the carbon tax has been debated in
Canberra. Yesterday, as he well knows, the carbon tax
legislation was passed in the lower house in Canberra.
Clearly that was a significant moment. I reserve the
right for government members to put their case — —
Mr Viney — On a point of order, Acting President,
the carbon tax and the passage of the carbon tax
legislation in the federal Parliament is definitely not
before the Chair at the moment. This is a motion about
the next sitting Wednesday. The carbon tax is definitely
not before the Chair, so the minister’s comments have
to be out of order.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
Acting President, I am responding directly to the points
Mr Viney raised about the next sitting Wednesday. I am
responding to the points that he raised in the debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I will rule on Mr Viney’s point of order. I ask
the minister to refer back to the right of reply.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I think it is important to put
on the record a direct response to some of Mr Viney’s
commentary, and I have done that. I do not seek to go
further on that; I think members understand the points I
have made.
I am happy to make this commitment on the record
about the period from 8 o’clock until 10 o’clock after
dinner on the Thursday night. I am happy to provide a
guarantee that the non-government parties have that
time, in addition to the time on the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am just trying to be quite
clear. If you want to talk about cooperation on
ministerial councils, I have always provided support.
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Mr Lenders — No, we are pairing you — —
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I appreciate that, and that is
an example of the cooperation — —
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non-government business. That is a significant
contribution. We obviously have legislative challenges
to deal with as well, and we are prepared to — —
An honourable member interjected.

Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Maybe you could bring that
motion on.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — When I had the conversation
with Mr Lenders about pairing for the ministerial
council meeting, I had no idea what motions he would
be moving on this day or the next day.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am sorry. I did not know
that, as the member would well know.
Mr Lenders — You can let us have Thursday
morning, then. That fixes the problem.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The government parties
have sought to be as reasonable as they can be on this.
We are very much aware that it will be a unique day.
We look forward to the finalisation of the details of the
Queen’s visit, and we will communicate those details to
members of this house and the other house. We will
make sure that there is appropriate representation at
those functions.
These points are not party political points; they are
beyond party politics. I therefore seek the support of the
Council for this motion. I make the point that we will
not support Mr Leane’s amendment, but we look
forward to working with the opposition in the next
sitting week to make sure that it gets as much
non-government business time as possible.
House divided on amendment:

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We have indicated that.
Ayes, 17
Mr Lenders — You are a coward. You will not face
us.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We will use that period on
Thursday night — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I have ruled in relation to Mr Viney’s point of
order, and I think I have given him some leeway with
respect to the issue around the carbon tax. But actually
calling someone what I personally find a quite
offensive name — I suspect the minister does also, but I
will leave it up to him how he takes that — and taking
into account the amount of interjections from this
corner the minister is not able to appropriately reply to
the debate on the amendment moved by Mr Leane. I
ask members to stop the interjections and allow the
minister to complete his reply. Then we can vote on the
amendment, which is what the member actually asked
for just a short time ago.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I will heed your point,
Acting President. I do not propose to say a lot more. I
am just trying to make it very clear to the chamber that
the government is prepared to be reasonable and to
work this through. I make the point that that
Wednesday is a non-government business day. We are
proposing to have question time, and the time for
non-government business, and together with the period
on Thursday evening that would provide very close to
the same amount of time as is normally allocated to

Barber, Mr
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Noes, 20
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Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
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Finn, Mr (Teller)
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Hall, Mr
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Pair
Darveniza, Ms

O’Brien, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before I proceed to
the substantive motion, I indicate to the house that in
the gallery this afternoon is one of the most famous
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men in the history of Victoria, the Consul General of
Chile, Diego Velasco von Pilgrimm, who when
acknowledged on a previous occasion actually spoke
from the gallery, to his eternal embarrassment. He is a
very good friend of Victoria, and we welcome him.
He is not the most important person in the gallery this
afternoon, nor is my colleague Mr Smith. I also extend
a very warm welcome to Monica Zalaquett Said, who is
a member of Parliament in Chile. Accompanying her is
Marta Chalhub, who is a director with the external
affairs ministry. We welcome both of them to the
Parliament of Victoria this afternoon, escorted by the
Consul General, who is remarkably silent this
afternoon.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing orders
Debate resumed.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
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Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

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

Noes, 17
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr

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

Pair
O’Brien, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Questions without notice: answers
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
issue I raise is for the attention of the Premier and it is
regarding commitments he made during the leaders
debate in the lead-up to the election last year. The
action I seek is for the Premier to implement those
commitments.
I refer the house to a quote from the leaders debate on
5 November 2010 when Josephine Cafagna asked:
Accountability is very much about answering questions, not
much of that happens in parliamentary question time … will
you tonight give a commitment to changing the rules of the
Parliament so that ministers are forced to answer questions
asked in the people’s Parliament?

Mr Baillieu replied:
Josephine, I could not agree more. Question time in the
Parliament has really become a farce, and I make that
commitment. I’m happy to do that. It is important that
Parliament actually occupies a clear role in our democracy,
and I think any visitor to Parliament now would know that
Dorothy Dixers are really a waste of time, and they will know
that ministers never answer, and for all the Premier can
engage in hyperbole about freedom of information, this
government is a government of secrecy, they don’t answer
questions in Parliament, they hide information and Victorians
are worse off for it. It is an example of being out of touch.

Mr Baillieu had succinctly and with foresight described
what the Parliament would be like under his
premiership. Ms Cafagna then asked:
So you commit to changing the standing orders of
Parliament?

To which Mr Baillieu replied:
I believe the standing orders should be changed. I believe
there should be widespread reform of Parliament in order to
engage the community and in order for our democracy to
work effectively.

The action I seek from the Premier is for him to
actually deliver on what he promised on 5 November
2010 and to make this Parliament accountable, to get
rid of Dorothy Dixers and to make ministers answer
questions.

Local government: funding
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Local
Government, Mrs Jeanette Powell. The minister has
alerted local governments to a deplorable funding
scenario that has come straight from the fickle sham
that is the Gillard federal Labor government in
Canberra. The federal government has seen fit to
increase funding to the Victorian Grants Commission
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by a miserly 0.36 per cent. This amount is a disgrace
and is barely a shadow compared to the consumer price
index increases that confront every local government
budget.
The commonwealth has dumped on local governments
right across the state of Victoria. Those local
governments provide every Victorian ratepayer with
essential services, including roads, maternal and child
health services, home help, Meals on Wheels — I could
go on — that they require to get through every day. In
contrast the Victorian Baillieu government saw the vital
need to support the state and its councils and delivered
not a slap in the face but a huge helping hand in the
shape of a billion-dollar Regional Growth Fund. How is
it that one government can see a desperate need for
support and another, the federal Labor government, can
only deliver penny pinching? At this rate the value of
the general purpose grants are estimated to become
0.5 per cent of the commonwealth government’s total
taxation revenue by 2012–13. However, had the Gillard
government maintained the — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the member to
give me some guidance as to how this matter relates to
the jurisdiction of the minister. In other words, as I
understand it, the member’s concerns are about the
federal government. The minister he has directed the
issue to is not responsible for the federal government’s
administration of this area. Can the member advise me
of what he is doing?
Mr RAMSAY — I am aware that when I made my
last adjournment speech you, President, mentioned that
you thought what I said was more of a statement than a
question to the minister, but thankfully you allowed me
to complete my previous adjournment matter. This
adjournment matter refers to the recent announcements
in relation to money allocated to the Victorian Grants
Commission. I will pose my question, which is in the
fourth, fifth and sixth paragraphs of my notes and is
about what the Minister for Local Government will do
to help local councils in relation to this gap in funding.
It is about what action the minister can take to help
those ratepayers, particularly in those smaller towns
that I will identify. There are a number of questions in
this adjournment matter that I will raise for the attention
of the minister, if I am allowed to proceed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is fine. I will let
the member proceed. The member has obviously
understood the area of my concern. I have a concern
with the explanation — that is, the member has a
number of questions to put to the minister when during
the adjournment debate there is the opportunity to ask
only one question. It is not a multiple-choice question. I
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ask the member to wrap up the action or question he is
putting to the minister into a single point.
Mr RAMSAY — With the President’s indulgence,
the questions I have are actually the same question. I
wanted to raise them in a number of different ways.
As I was saying, at this rate the general purpose grants
are estimated to be 0.5 per cent of the total federal
government’s taxation revenue by 2012–13. For
councils like Ballarat City Council, which wants to
borrow $40 billion to redevelop its civic hall site, this
money is vital. Any council across Victoria could look
at the pittance that is this federal government funding
and wonder how it is going to do the job it is required
to do. Ratepayers will now have to fund the shortfall.
I ask the Minister for Local Government what impact
this will have on local rates. I would like to know what
action the minister can take in light of the
commonwealth withdrawing support from local
governments and leaving towns like Beeac, Skipton,
Rokewood, Garvoc, Avoca, Kyneton, Ararat and
Meredith, which are in my region, to struggle even
further.
This week the commonwealth Parliament voted to hit
these people even harder by heralding the introduction
of the Gillard carbon tax. I ask the Minister for Local
Government whether she will request an explanation
from the federal government as to why it is that local
governments have been financially assassinated just at a
time when they really need more help, not less.
Victoria’s local councils will need to breathe in and
hold their purse strings very tightly. Councils decide
which projects they can afford. It is their role and their
duty to provide services for their ratepayers. On behalf
of ratepayers across my electorate of Western Victoria
Region, I ask the Minister for Local Government to
determine whether the Gillard federal Labor
government has put Victorian ratepayers at the
mercy — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Skills training: i-STEP program
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills concerning the
continuation of the industry skills training and
employment program, otherwise known as i-STEP.
During the 10½ months or so that I have been the
shadow minister for manufacturing I have visited many
manufacturing enterprises, and the message that I have
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consistently gotten back from these manufacturers and
in fact the manufacturing industries’ peak bodies is that
the skill shortage is a key issue in the manufacturing
sector. Skills training and employment are drivers of
manufacturing, and certainly the skills shortage is a big
issue in the Victorian manufacturing sector.
The i-STEP program is managed by the NORTH Link
business network. It is a program that was established
to assist in ameliorating this problem. The i-STEP
program was established by the former government in
2010 in order to link job seekers with employers in key
industries that were experiencing serious skill
shortages. In other words, the program is beneficial for
both job seekers and employers. The program benefits
job seekers by providing invaluable assistance to job
seekers who have difficulty entering the job market.
The program also benefits employers by making it
easier for them to recruit the right people to their
organisations and therefore increase productivity and
profitability.
In terms of outcomes, the i-STEP program appears to
have the runs on the board. During the short time that
the program has been operational it has identified more
than 130 vacancies and assisted more than 80 job
seekers to obtain employment. Given the importance of
skills for the future of our manufacturing sector and
given the decent outcomes achieved by this program in
the relatively short time that it has been operational, I
ask the minister to continue to fund the i-STEP
program so that it can continue to achieve good results
for both employers and job seekers.

Member for Altona: seniors information
booklet
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. It
concerns an information booklet that has been
distributed throughout some sections of Western
Metropolitan Region, particularly centred on Altona.
Most of us would be aware of these sorts of directories
that contain long lists of local organisations, health
services, local government involvement, telephone
numbers and addresses. They can be very helpful.
Indeed I am sure most members, like me, have used
them from time to time. It is much easier in most
instances, particularly in times of emergency, to reach
for a directory of this nature than it is, for example, to
hit the internet or go the old-fashioned way of opening
a phone book.
It is good that people go to the trouble of ensuring that
community members are informed of what services are
available to them when they need them. My concern
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with this particular directory is that whilst it has a
number of hospitals and community health centres
listed with addresses and telephone numbers quite
clearly shown, there is one hospital that is listed — the
Royal Women’s Hospital — as being located at
132 Grattan Street, Carlton. My understanding is that
the Royal Women’s Hospital has not been at Grattan
Street in Carlton, nor has the telephone number of
9344 2000 been operational, for some time — it would
have to be close to two years.
My very great concern is that any of the women in the
area, particularly older women as this is a seniors
information booklet, may in the course of needing
medical attention believe — mistakenly as it seems in
this case — that this is the place to go for some support
and medical attention. The people who put these sorts
of directories together need to make absolutely sure that
the information they are putting out is right. Obviously
there are many thousands of these booklets that have
been distributed over a wide area. It is not a cheap
exercise by any stretch of the imagination, and it is even
worse when one considers that this booklet was put out
by the member for Altona in another place, Jill
Hennessy.
I ask the Minister for Health to ensure that the women
of the Altona electorate, particularly senior citizens, are
protected from this sort of misinformation, however
deliberate or otherwise it might be, and to ensure that
they have access to the Royal Women’s Hospital and
other appropriate health services when and where they
need them.

Western suburbs: trucks
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Roads, Mr Mulder. It is in relation to the
growing truck problem in the western suburbs and the
community’s efforts to communicate with the minister
on this issue. The residential streets in the west are
already choked with trucks. Trucks clog the streets and
are dangerous for drivers, cyclists and pedestrians alike.
They pollute the air, are noisy and keep people awake
at night, and because of all these impacts and more the
community is greatly concerned. The community also
has solutions for how these concerns can be addressed.
This problem is not going away; in fact it continues to
worsen. Freight moving through our neighbourhoods is
set to double within 10 years. This will mean double the
number of trucks on our streets unless dramatic action
is taken. Truck numbers increased every year under the
Labor government, and when in opposition the Liberal
Party was very critical of this failure to curb growing
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truck numbers. Now in government the minister has an
opportunity to turn this trend around. The first action
the minister must take is to meet with the community
members who are affected by this problem every day of
their lives.
In March this year the Maribyrnong Truck Action
Group requested a meeting with the minister. The
minister declined. In the coming week the minister will
receive an invitation to meet with a newly formed
community group known as the Westgate Ramps
Coalition, of which the Maribyrnong Truck Action
Group is a member. The Westgate Ramps Coalition is
working on solutions to the growing truck problem,
specifically the building of ramps so that trucks can
access Melbourne’s port from the West Gate Freeway
without driving on residential streets. The action I ask
of the minister is that he accept this invitation to meet
with representatives of the Westgate Ramps Coalition,
hear their concerns and proposals, and work with the
group to deliver solutions.

Alzheimer’s disease: research funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter tonight is for the Minister for Ageing.
According to a study commissioned by Alzheimer’s
Australia and undertaken by Access Economics
entitled Caring Places — Planning for Aged Care and
Dementia 2010–2050, which was published on 1 July
last year, dementia cases will grow in number from
about 65 000 to over 245 000 in Victoria alone by
2050. It is the leading disability in Australians aged 65
and over, with sufferers from Alzheimer’s disease
representing 70 per cent of all dementia cases.
During the campaign leading up to the last state
election Labor committed $15 million to the Mental
Health Research Institute so that it could work with
Prana Biotechnology to support critical research to
advance a drug treatment for Alzheimer’s disease.
Prana’s research received strong praise from leading
scientists, including Professor Sir Gustav Nossal, who
was quoted as saying that Labor’s funding commitment
‘will help to ensure that what could be one of the
greatest ever Australian medical discoveries stays here
in Victoria’. That quote is from a Mental Health
Research Institute media release published on
5 November 2010. Labor’s commitment was also
warmly welcomed by many aged-care industry leaders,
including National Seniors Australia, Aged and
Community Care Victoria and Alzheimer’s Australia.
The action I seek is that the minister follow Labor’s
lead in committing to fund this world-leading research
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for the thousands of Victorians, Australians and people
around the world who would benefit from it.

Blade Electric Vehicles: ministerial visit
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports
and Trade, Richard Dalla-Riva. I recently had the
opportunity to visit the Blade automotive company in
Castlemaine, which manufactures electric vehicles. The
owner of the company, Mr Ross Blade, has been
building this business over a number of years and is
currently using a Hyundai body to build cars that are
powered by electricity and run by a new type of battery
that not only has additional power but also can be
recharged quicker than the type of batteries previously
used. It has a battery that can run for longer, so these
vehicles run for a greater distance on the highway and
around town before they need to be recharged. It has
batteries in it that last longer than other batteries. Once
they have finished their use as a vehicle battery, they
can be taken out and used to store photovoltaic power
for an additional number of years.
These advancements have positioned Blade well within
the electric vehicle industry. However, in the opinion of
Blade, the industry itself is not in the business of
encouraging a new entrant in the electric vehicle
industry. A number of roadblocks have been put in
front of Blade as it has tried to promote and showcase
its product, and there are a few examples of a lack of
support from the previous Labor government. The
company realises that it is not as well thought of within
the Labor Party as, say, something like Better Place, but
it is convinced it can play a serious role in the electric
vehicle industry.
Blade would be keen to show its product to the minister
if he were able to find time to visit its Castlemaine
workshop. Therefore I request that the minister take
advantage of this invitation and visit Blade in
Castlemaine so he can see what the company has to
offer and consider the opportunities that would be
presented not only to Blade but also to regional Victoria
if this industry were able to be fitted into its projected
growth lines.

Prisons: health care
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Corrections. The Ombudsman tabled his report
Investigation into Prisoner Access to Health Care on
30 August 2011. The Ombudsman reported serious
health issues in prisons and ‘grossly inadequate’ access
to health care for prisoners. This is particularly
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disturbing in light of the fact that many
recommendations in the Ombudsman’s 2006 report
entitled Conditions for Persons in Custody have still not
been implemented.

the Ombudsman’s findings and recommendations until
at least 2021.

There are serious health concerns for people in prison,
with very high levels of mental illness and
communicable diseases and inadequate care available.
In 2006 the Ombudsman recommended a
comprehensive communicable diseases policy for
prisons be implemented and that condoms and dental
dams be available in prisons, but they are still not
available in most prisons. In addition to profound
concerns for people in prison, the Ombudsman stated
that ‘untreated mental health issues can adversely
impact on the greater community when offenders are
released’, and that ‘improving the health of prisoners
has important public health consequences’.

Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
Martin Dixon, and it is in relation to the Torquay
secondary school. The Surf Coast Times recently
revealed that the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development is currently ‘locked in a fierce
battle with the landowner over the price of the land — a
dispute that is likely to end in court proceedings’.

Transport and arrangements for prisoners to access
medical appointments is very poor. Many regional
prisoners are reluctant to travel to Port Phillip Prison or
to the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre for secondary medical
care, because if they leave their regional prison, they
risk losing their beds and employment and access to
rehabilitation programs.
The Ombudsman recommended better access to
services for regional prisoners, including a regional
secondary medical facility or sourcing medical care
closer to regional prisons. The ability of prisoners to
contact Justice Health and the health services
commissioner is highly limited and responses are not
timely. Because prisoners rely solely on prison health
services, it is critical that they have a proper complaints
process, just as everyone in the general community
does.
Finally, it is clear that increases in the number of people
in prison — in particular, the rise of 17.8 per cent
between 2005 and 2009 — mean that medical services
generally are now insufficient to meet the needs of
prisoners. The abolition of home detention and the
possible introduction of mandatory sentencing will
inevitably increase Victoria’s prison population further.
People in prison have the right to access reasonable
medical care and treatment under section 47 of the
Corrections Act 1986, and the right to be treated with
humanity and respect under section 22 of the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
My request to the minister is that he address this issue
by ensuring the timely implementation of all the
Ombudsman’s recommendations and undertake, jointly
with the Minister for Health and the Minister for
Mental Health, to report annually regarding progress on

Torquay: secondary college

Before I go further it must be noted that this is a
stand-alone secondary school being built from scratch.
This government promised it would be in operation by
term 1 of 2013. The government set aside $8.4 million
for the school site in this year’s budget, yet the land
prices suggest that the parcel of land the government
has identified will cost significantly more. Considering
that it has not attained the site, let alone put
infrastructure in place, it seems very unlikely that the
Baillieu government will come good on its promise to
the families of Torquay that students will be learning at
the new facility in term 1 of 2013. If the Baillieu
government does not come good on its commitment to
the students of Torquay, there will be no shortage of
finger-pointing at the Premier and the Minister for
Education, let alone the member for South Barwon in
the Assembly, Andrew Katos.
The action I seek is for the minister to give an absolute
commitment to the people of Torquay that the new
secondary school will be ready for students on the first
day of the first term in the 2013 school year.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
written responses to adjournment matters raised by
Mr Barber on 30 June; Ms Hartland on 18 August;
Mr Lenders on 30 August; Mrs Peulich on
1 September; a very good man, Mr Finn, on
13 September; Mr Ramsay on 14 September;
Mrs Petrovich on 14 September; Mr Ondarchie on
15 September; Mr Somyurek on 15 September; and
Mr Drum on 15 September.
On the matters raised tonight, I will refer Ms Tierney’s
matter about the Torquay secondary school site to the
Minister for Education, Martin Dixon.
The Leader of the Opposition, Mr Lenders, asked
questions of the Premier about parliamentary
operational changes, and I will refer those to the
Premier for his response.
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I will refer Mr Ramsay’s matter in relation to some
funding issues to the Minister for Local Government,
Jeanette Powell.
I will refer Mr Somyurek’s matter in relation to the
i-STEP program to the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, Peter Hall, who will respond on his own
behalf.
I will refer Mr Finn’s matter about the Labor member
for Altona in the Assembly and her knowledge of
where the Royal Women’s Hospital apparently is to the
Minister for Health, Mr David Davis.
I will refer Ms Hartland’s matter in relation to meeting
with the Westgate Ramps Coalition and the meeting it
has obviously asked the minister to attend to the
Minister for Roads, Terry Mulder.
I will refer Ms Mikakos’s matter in relation to funding
for research on issues for the aged to the Minister for
Ageing, Mr David Davis.
I will refer Mr Drum’s matter in relation to automotive
industries, electric vehicles and others things to the
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations,
Richard Dalla-Riva, for him to respond to.
I will refer Ms Pennicuik’s matter in relation to some
Ombudsman’s report issues and issues associated with
prisons to the Minister for Corrections, Andrew
McIntosh. I conclude my remarks.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.43 p.m. until Tuesday,
25 October.
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appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 11 October 2011
Victorian Law Reform Commission: report
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

16 August 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC) report Supporting Young People in Police Interviews was
undertaken as a community reference. The report was released by the VLRC on 29 June 2011 and is publicly
available on the VLRC’s website. The VLRC’s report makes 24 recommendations for improving how young
people in custody are supported in police interviews.
The report recommends that the Victorian Parliament builds upon the successful Youth Referral and Independent
Persons Program (YRIPP) and establish a statewide scheme responsible for providing an independent supporter for
young people in police custody when a parent or carer is unavailable.
The YRIPP scheme provides a free 24-hour service to support young people in custody. YRIPP provides trained
volunteers to attend police stations to support young people during police questioning when a parent or guardian is
unavailable.
The report also makes recommendations for law reform and for the administration and the framework of the
scheme. Specifically it recommends reforms to clarify the role and purpose of the independent person.
The government is very supportive of the YRIPP and recognises the important role it plays in Victorian
communities by supporting young people at a time when they are most vulnerable.
The government will give careful consideration to the VLRC’s recommendations.

Firewood: collection permits
Raised with:

Minister for Innovation, Services and Small Business

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government is implementing its commitment to remove restrictions on firewood collection on public
land.
From 1 September 2011, access to firewood for domestic use will be made easier by removing the requirement to
obtain a permit to collect firewood from state forests (and parks where collection is allowed).
The government developed this new approach after carefully considering the best options for managing firewood
collection on public land, as well as taking into account the feedback from Victorians.
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This new approach will make firewood collection from public land more straightforward and affordable for all
Victorians, while balancing community safety and the protection of the environment.
Firewood collection will be allowed in designated firewood collection areas during an autumn season
(1 March–30 June) and a spring season (1 September–30 November). The spring season may be closed early if
required to manage bushfire risk.
The seasons will be consistent across the state and will minimise risks to people, the environment and
infrastructure, by avoiding firewood collection during the wettest periods and during the peak bushfire risk period
over summer.
Designated firewood collection areas will be located to avoid sites of environmental and cultural significance and
be located to make use of the by-products of activities such as commercial timber harvesting and road construction.
The removal of the requirement for permits is not expected to have a significant financial impact on agents that
previously sold permits due to the relatively small commission that applied. For the sale of a permit for 1 cubic
metre of firewood (equivalent to a standard size trailer), a small business previously earned just $1.15 in
commission.

Coal seam gas: exploration licences
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
In response to the matter of land use as it applies to minerals exploration activities and agriculture, I make the
following comments.
I am satisfied that the current regulatory regime under the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990
is robust enough to ensure an appropriate balance is achieved between the sustainable development of the minerals
sector in Victoria for the benefit of all Victorians and the legitimate interests of residents and land-holders. The
processes in place provide appropriate opportunities for community input and there are statutory obligations on
applicants for exploration and mining licences to respect the rights of land-holders and address community
concerns.
Concerns recently expressed regarding coal seam gas exploration appear to be largely informed by events in other
jurisdictions. However, unlike other jurisdictions Victoria has appropriate regulations in place to ensure that the
Victorian minerals sector works together with local communities and land-holders, particularly farmers. Both
mining and agriculture are important industries for Victoria’s economy and our laws recognise that each sector
warrants appropriate protection.
The agreement on mining negotiated by the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) and the Minerals Council of
Australia is a valuable resource to help landowners and mining proponents to understand each other’s rights and
obligations. It demonstrates the cooperative approach taken between the industries to achieve mutually acceptable
outcomes.
The applications and licences of Mecrus Resources and ECI International (and Mantle Mining before its
application was withdrawn) are for exploration, not mining. Exploration licences are typically broad in scale,
however, they confer very limited rights on the licensee. Exploration licences allow the holder to explore for
minerals, but not to extract or produce minerals for commercial purposes. Should exploration activities establish the
existence of a resource and should the licensee wish to commercially produce such minerals, the licensee is
required to make a separate application for a mining licence. Communities (including affected land-holders) have
the opportunity to object to a mining licence application. Further, prior to any mining activities commencing, the

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

COUNCIL

3605

licensee would be required to obtain planning consent (in the form of either a planning permit from the local
council, or a completed environment effects statement under the Environmental Effects Act 1978) which provides
further opportunity for public input.
In addition, private land owner/occupier consent, a compensation agreement or a determination by the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal is required prior to work commencing under either an exploration licence or
mining licence.
Victoria’s regulatory regime for the earth resources sector provides many opportunities for community input, and
appropriately balances the legitimate interests of land-holders, local communities, miners and the people of
Victoria. By enshrining a legislative duty upon licensees to consult with communities Victoria ensures that the
legitimate interests of the broader community are considered. Additionally, in the case of a mining licence, before a
work plan on a mining licence is approved, a licensee must produce a community engagement plan that identifies
who the affected communities are, how they might be impacted, what their concerns may be and how the licensee
will address them.
My department ensures compliance with these important legislative protections.

Child care: indemnity insurance
Raised with:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development

Raised by:

Ms Mikakos

Raised on:

18 August 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
All Take a Break-funded organisations are currently covered by the community service organisation (CSO)
insurance program provided through the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority (VMIA).
Unfortunately, Watsonia Occasional Child Care Centre was incorrectly advised by the VMIA that its insurance had
ceased on 30 June 2011.
All Take a Break-funded organisations that receive other program and service funding through one or more of the
state departments that offer the CSO insurance program have ongoing insurance cover.
Those Take a Break organisations that do not receive funding from other relevant state departments will receive
insurance cover through the CSO insurance program until 31 December 2011.
In total, the number of services that are not due to be covered through the CSO insurance program beyond this date
is 7, not 89 as indicated in the adjournment, and all services have been notified of their eligibility, or otherwise, to
this program.
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Dangerous dogs: control
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

18 August 2011

REPLY:
The government has taken swift action to address public concerns and protect the community following the tragic
event that lead to the death of a four-year-old child from a dog attack.
Changes to the Domestic Animals Act 1994 were passed in the Victorian Parliament on 30 August 2011 by the
Domestic Animals Amendment (Restricted Breeds) Act 2011 and are to commence on 30 September 2011.
The new legislation removed the current registration amnesty for restricted breed dogs and their keeping in
Victoria. From 30 September 2011 the possession and keeping of a restricted breed dog will be illegal unless the
dog was in Victoria before the start of the amnesty period on 1 September 2010 and the dog is registered before
30 September 2011. A council will only be able to register or renew the registration of a restricted breed dog if it
was registered before 30 September 2011.
On 1 September 2011, I published in the Victorian Government Gazette an approved Standard for Restricted Breed
Dogs in Victoria. This approved standard is to be used by the community, local government officers and the courts
as a basis for declaring dogs as of a restricted breed.
I launched a dangerous dogs hotline on Monday 28 August 2011, providing the community with additional means
of reporting restricted breed dogs and other dangerous dogs. The hotline number is 1300 101 080 and operates
between 8.00 a.m. and 6.00 p.m. seven days a week and will forward reports of dangerous dogs to councils for
appropriate action.
A bill to increase penalties for dangerous, menacing and restricted breed dog offences including the amendment of
the Crimes Act 1958 to include a prison sentence for situations where such dogs kill a person was introduced into
Parliament on 13 September 2011.
A major media campaign informing owners of restricted breed dogs that they must comply with the law and have
their dogs registered before 30 September 2011 is also to be implemented.

Hendra virus: government action
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

18 August 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government takes the potential implications of the Hendra virus very seriously. As such, we have
taken appropriate and coordinated action to monitor the Hendra risk in Victoria and mitigate the risk of an outbreak
occurring.
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) and the Department of Health are working collaboratively on a risk
assessment and are developing a whole-of-government approach to manage suspected cases or any actual
outbreaks. In addition, DPI and Department of Sustainability and Environment officers, as well as private
veterinary practitioners, are already aware of and well-equipped to deal with the Hendra virus.
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Surveillance of both the flying fox and horse populations in Victoria shows that while a proportion of flying foxes
have been exposed to the Hendra virus, the horse population remains free of the disease. DPI research indicates that
the chance of a Hendra virus outbreak in horses or humans in Victoria is low, given that Victorian flying fox
populations are small and occur where there is little chance of sufficient contact with horses to pass on the disease.
The government will nonetheless continue to be vigilant to ensure that horses and humans are protected from this
disease in Victoria.

Dulhunty Poles: ministerial visit
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Koch

Raised on:

18 August 2011

REPLY:
I refer to the adjournment debate matter you raised in the Legislative Council on 18 August 2011 relating to the
manufacture of fire-resistant electricity poles in Geelong.
Thank you for bringing to my attention the details of Dulhunty Poles’s new manufacturing plant. I note that the
development of this technology may reduce fire risk and increase supply reliability.
I would be pleased to take the opportunity to inspect the plant when I am next in Geelong.

Schools: Kyneton
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

31 August 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian government is committed to 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. Unfortunately, state budget constraints do not allow for all school capital projects
to be funded and the needs of schools across the state must be balanced and prioritised accordingly. The capital
needs of all schools will be given due consideration during future state budget processes and in determining future
priorities for the building program.
I look forward to visiting Kyneton on 22 September 2011 and meeting with various community members including
representatives of the Macedon Ranges Shire Council, Kyneton Secondary College, Kyneton Primary School and
Lady Brooks Kindergarten. This visit will allow me to be acquainted first hand with the issues concerning the
recommendations of the Kyneton education plan.
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Overdose Awareness Day
Raised with:

Minister for Mental Health

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

31 August 2011

REPLY:
Thank you for highlighting the important issue of prisoner health. You are right to highlight that there are issues for
prisoners both during their time in prison and post release. In particular on release from prison, many people
experience a reduced tolerance to drugs which increases their risk of overdose.
Currently there are no programs in prisons to educate prisoners around the risk of overdose after release. However
there are other programs in place which assist people newly released from prison to reduce their risk of overdose.
The Victorian Department of Health funds 12 specialist alcohol and other drugs primary health services. Part of
their remit is to respond to overdose as well as provide information on overdose prevention. These services have
recently been evaluated and have shown to play a crucial role in the prevention and reduction of fatal as well as
non-fatal overdoses. In most cases these services have mobile overdose response workers attached to them and
these workers provide overdose education and front-line response to overdose.
Currently when people exit prison on pharmacotherapy, Justice Health pays for their pharmacotherapy dispensing
fees for four weeks. Pharmacotherapy reduces the likelihood of overdose. Justice Health also fund dispensing fees
for Justice clients who are under 19 years of age. The Department of Justice is part of the interdepartmental
advisory committee that is informing and advising the development of a whole-of-government Victorian drug and
alcohol strategy. The participation of the Department of Justice on this committee will provide an opportunity for
alcohol and drug issues relating to prisoner health, including the risk of overdose, to be addressed as part of the
strategy.

Schools: Bannockburn
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr O’Brien

Raised on:

1 September 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development settled the purchase of land at Bannockburn on
18 August 2011, for the development of a new P–9 school in a new housing subdivision area adjacent to the
proposed sport and recreation facilities of the Golden Plains shire.
The current school site is not suitable for sustainable primary education facilities into the future as it is below the
department’s recommended site area for the current number of students on the site. The department has undertaken
negotiations with the developers in the new residential growth area of Bannockburn to acquire more land for
increased primary and secondary school enrolments. The development of secondary facilities for students in the
area will remove the need for them to travel by bus for long periods into Geelong.
I recently visited the school (along with the Hon. Terry Mulder MP, member for Polwarth) to discuss the next
stages of the planning process with the school council president and principal. It was agreed at this meeting that the
school is now in a position to apply to the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development to proceed
to full planning of the new facilities at the school site as part of the capital works planning process.
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The Grampians region is continuing to keep the school community and the Golden Plains shire informed of
ongoing developments, working in partnership with the school in relation to appropriate forward planning.

Public transport: access
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

1 September 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to ensuring that transport infrastructure meets the
needs of passengers who use it. As part of this commitment, the government has introduced legislation
into Parliament to establish a Public Transport Development Authority (PTDA).
In relation to commuter parking at railway stations in the western metropolitan area, a recent upgrade
to Laverton railway station in September 2010 provided 462 additional car parking spaces. Further
increases in commuter parking will result from completion of the new Williams Landing railway station
and future stations on the regional rail link.
The government is also supporting cycling, and has provided $1.4 million over four years to expand the
West Gate punt. This investment will make it easier for cyclists to move between the inner-west and
Melbourne. Bicycle cages are available for commuters at Werribee, Hoppers Crossing and Laverton
railway stations on the Werribee line, and the Regional Rail Link Authority has plans to provide cycling
infrastructure as part of the regional rail link project.
When established, the PTDA will be responsible for analysing the service needs of all public transport
users. In the meantime, the Department of Transport is providing advice to government on how user
and community considerations can be better reflected in the design and operation of transport
infrastructure.

Firewood: collection permits
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

1 September 2011

REPLY:
Firewood is an important, traditional and renewable source of heating for many Victorians during winter.
On 30 August 2011, the Minister for Environment announced a more simplified approach for the collection of
firewood from public land by domestic users for their own personal household use.
These changes deliver on the government’s election commitment to reduce the red tape and make firewood
collection much easier for regional Victorian households.
This new approach to firewood management means that:
residents can collect firewood for their own domestic use without a permit.
firewood can only be collected on public land from within designated firewood collection areas.
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firewood collection is allowed in an autumn season (1 March–30 June) and a spring season
(1 September–30 November).
firewood collected by domestic users without a permit is for their own personal use and cannot be sold to other
parties.
firewood from within public land can only be collected, and sold, by appropriately licensed and accredited
commercial operators.
There is no conflict in this policy from our commitment to support the timber industry. This approach forms part of
the government’s commitment to reducing red tape and guaranteeing the long-term access to native timber
resources.

Harness racing: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Racing

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

13 September 2011

REPLY:
In 2005 Labor decimated country harness racing by closing seven country tracks. Closure of these country tracks
has cost local jobs, damaged local economies and lead to owners, trainers, breeders and harness racing enthusiasts
leaving the industry.
The coalition government is committed to returning harness racing to six regional racing clubs; Boort, Gunbower,
Ouyen, St Arnaud, Wangaratta and Wedderburn racetracks. The government has been working closely with
Harness Racing Victoria (HRV) to ensure that the work required to open these tracks for racing commences as
soon as possible. HRV has conducted audits of each of the tracks and briefed each of the clubs involved on the
measures required to re-open the tracks.
The government and HRV are currently finalising the costs and timeframe for the re-opening of all six tracks.
Funding for the project is available through the coalition government’s new Victoria Racing Infrastructure Fund to
work with HRV to meet the cost of the works.

Rooming houses: Southern Metropolitan Region
Raised with:

Minister for Housing

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

13 September 2011

REPLY:
I released the regulatory impact statement (RIS) for the proposed Residential Tenancies (Rooming House
Standards) Regulations on 15 August 2011. The RIS explains why the government has decided regulation is the
best method to improve safety, security, and amenity for rooming house residents. The public release of the RIS
provides an opportunity for interested stakeholders, and those who will be affected by the proposed changes, to
make submissions to the government about the design of the new regulations.
Key stakeholders were notified of the RIS’s release and invited to attend consultation sessions, where they were
briefed on the proposed regulations and were able to ask questions directly to departmental officers.
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These consultation sessions were held on 8 September 2011 and were well received by attendees, which included
representatives from the not-for-profit sector, private rooming house operators, and local councils. An invitation
was extended to the cities of Stonnington, Glen Eira, and Port Phillip, and representatives from the City of Port
Phillip attended the afternoon consultation session.
The proposed regulations are designed to balance the safety and security of residents with the business demands of
rooming house owners. Rooming house owners in St Kilda, Prahran, and Albert Park, like all those across the state,
will be given a year to comply with the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations are not designed to force
closures; rather, they aim to provide vulnerable Victorians with a better minimum standard of accommodation
while maintaining the sector as a viable form of accessible housing.

Victorian certificate of applied learning: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
This year more than 18 700 Victorian students are expected to undertake VCAL with 429 providers across
Victoria. This certificate provides an alternative year 12 to the Victorian certificate of education. It provides
pathways for students into employment, further education and training through an applied learning approach.
VCAL was first introduced in 2003, and at that time funding was provided to support coordination to establish the
program. After eight years VCAL is a well-established senior secondary certificate.
There has been no reduction to the funding for the delivery of VCAL. VCAL, along with other programs offered in
Victorian government schools, continues to be funded through the student resource package (SRP). The SRP is
based on the number of students enrolled and schools have flexibility within that budget provision to deliver the
programs and support that are designed to improve educational outcomes. In fact, this year SRP funding supported
an 8.5 per cent increase in the number of students undertaking the VCAL from 2010.
This change brings VCAL into line with the vocational education and training in schools (known as VET in
Schools) and VCE programs which do not receive additional funding for coordination and have their coordination
role funded within the SRP.
Schools and other education providers have access to a number of support services for VCAL students. The
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority, the Victorian Applied Learning Association, the local learning
and employment networks and the workplace learning coordinators program can and do provide support to VCAL
providers. They assist in the development of curriculum resources and co-ordinating structured workplace learning
placements to satisfy the requirements of the VCAL.
The Victorian government provided a significant boost for education in the 2011–12 state budget, allocating more
than $1 billion in new funding to early childhood development, school education and higher education and training
services. This funding included:
$156 million over four years to meet increased demand in the Program for Students with Disabilities (PSD);
$32 million over four years for Vocational Education and Training in Schools (VETiS). This funding was
scheduled to lapse this year, however, the coalition government has committed to continued funding to reflect
the importance of this option for students; and
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$1 million over three years to pilot and support new research-based educational approaches to re-engage young
people who are disengaged or at risk of disengaging from schooling.

Victorian certificate of applied learning: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
This year more than 18 700 Victorian students are expected to undertake VCAL with 429 providers across
Victoria. This certificate provides an alternative year 12 to the Victorian certificate of education. It provides
pathways for students into employment, further education and training through an applied learning approach.
VCAL was first introduced in 2003, and at that time funding was provided to support coordination to establish the
program. After eight years, VCAL is a well-established senior secondary certificate.
There has been no reduction to the funding for the delivery of VCAL. VCAL, along with other programs offered in
Victorian government schools, continues to be funded through the Student Resource Package (SRP). The SRP is
based on the number of students enrolled and schools have flexibility within that budget provision to deliver the
programs and support that are designed to improve educational outcomes. In fact, this year SRP funding supported
an 8.5 per cent increase in the number of students undertaking the VCAL from 2010.
This change brings VCAL into line with the vocational education and training in schools (known as VET in
Schools) and VCE programs which do not receive additional funding for co-ordination and have their co-ordination
role funded within the SRP.
Schools and other education providers have access to a number of support services for VCAL students. The
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority, the Victorian Applied Learning Association, the local learning
and employment networks and the workplace learning coordinators program can and do provide support to VCAL
providers. They assist in the development of curriculum resources and coordinating structured workplace learning
placements to satisfy the requirements of the VCAL.
The Victorian government provided a significant boost for education in the 2011–12 state budget, allocating more
than $1 billion in new funding to early childhood development, school education and higher education and training
services. This funding included:
$156 million over four years to meet increased demand in the Program for Students with Disabilities (PSD);
$32 million over four years for Vocational Education and Training in Schools (VETiS). This funding was
scheduled to lapse this year, however, the coalition government has committed to continued funding to reflect
the importance of this option for students; and
$1 million over three years to pilot and support new research-based educational approaches to re-engage young
people who are disengaged or at risk of disengaging from schooling.
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Victorian certificate of applied learning: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Scheffer

Raised on:

15 September 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
This year more than 18 700 Victorian students are expected to undertake VCAL with 429 providers across
Victoria. This certificate provides an alternative year 12 to the Victorian certificate of education. It provides
pathways for students into employment, further education and training through an applied learning approach.
VCAL was first introduced in 2003, and at that time funding was provided to support coordination to establish the
program. After eight years, VCAL is a well-established senior secondary certificate.
There has been no reduction to the funding for the delivery of VCAL. VCAL, along with other programs offered in
Victorian government schools, continues to be funded through the Student Resource Package (SRP). The SRP is
based on the number of students enrolled and schools have flexibility within that budget provision to deliver the
programs and support that are designed to improve educational outcomes. In fact, this year SRP funding supported
an 8.5 per cent increase in the number of students undertaking the VCAL from 2010.
This change brings VCAL into line with the vocational education and training in schools (known as VET in
Schools) and VCE programs which do not receive additional funding for co-ordination and have their co-ordination
role funded within the SRP.
Schools and other education providers have access to a number of support services for VCAL students. The
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority, the Victorian Applied Learning Association, the local learning
and employment networks and the workplace learning coordinators program can and do provide support to VCAL
providers. They assist in the development of curriculum resources and coordinating structured workplace learning
placements to satisfy the requirements of the VCAL.
The Victorian government provided a significant boost for education in the 2011–12 state budget, allocating more
than $1 billion in new funding to early childhood development, school education and higher education and training
services. This funding included:
$156 million over four years to meet increased demand in the Program for Students with Disabilities (PSD);
$32 million over four years for Vocational Education and Training in Schools (VETiS). This funding was
scheduled to lapse this year, however, the coalition government has committed to continued funding to reflect
the importance of this option for students; and
$1 million over three years to pilot and support new research-based educational approaches to re-engage young
people who are disengaged or at risk of disengaging from schooling.
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Wednesday, 12 October 2011
Ambulance services: Grantville
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

30 August 2011

REPLY:
The Baillieu government has committed to an additional 210 paramedics for rural and regional Victoria as part of a
$151 million boost to Victoria’s ambulance services.
Across Gippsland, the government has committed 40 new paramedics and 6 patient transport officers. This
includes the establishment of a new 24-hour branch for the Grantville community, as well as 18 MICA paramedics
to support 3 new single responder units established in Wonthaggi, Bairnsdale and Sale.
I am please to advise that Grantville has been operating a peak period ambulance unit since April 2011 and that this
service will be upgraded to a 24-hour service by the end of October 2011.
Grantville’s new $2 million ambulance station is due to be completed in early 2012. The new Grantville ambulance
station will provide upgraded facilities for the 24-hour ambulance teams.

Hendra virus: government action
Raised with:

Minister for Racing

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

30 August 2011

REPLY:
The Hendra virus occurs sporadically in horses in Queensland and northern NSW as a result of spillover from
flying foxes in which the virus is endemic but causes no apparent disease. Although infection is rare, the virus has a
high case fatality rate in horses and humans.
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) has conducted a risk assessment that indicates that the probability of a
case of Hendra virus occurring in a Victorian horse is very low. The introduction to Victoria of an infected horse
from the ‘Hendra belt’ in Queensland/northern NSW is also unlikely as state authorities impose immediate
movement restrictions when the disease occurs. In the improbable event of an introduced infected horse, I have
been advised by DPI that it is highly unlikely that there would be an outbreak in Victoria, since outbreaks are
invariably spillover events from contact between flying foxes and horses rather than spread from horse to horse.
In recent months I have also been consulting with Racing Victoria about their response to the Hendra virus
outbreaks in Queensland and Northern NSW. In early August 2011 Racing Victoria sent an ‘Important Notice to
Trainers and Owners Concerning Hendra Virus Infection’ by direct email to trainers and owners and placed it on
the trainers’ toolkit website. This notice provides detail on the Hendra virus to trainers and owners and informs
them on how to further minimise risks.
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Given DPI’s low risk assessment of the Hendra virus, mandating additional controls is not proposed and would
only result in unnecessary regulation for Victoria’s racing industry during the critical spring carnival period.

Firewood: collection permits
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
From 1 September 2011 residents no longer needed a permit to collect firewood for personal use within state
forests and other parks where collection is allowed.
Collection is permitted in specifically marked designated collection areas between 1 March and 30 June, and
between 1 September and 30 November each year.
The new policy does not apply to roadside collections, which remain the responsibility of the relevant road
management authority — either VicRoads or local councils — to determine whether firewood collection will or
won’t be allowed on those roads they control.
Further information on firewood collection is available on the Department of Sustainability and Environment’s
website.

BlueScope Steel: job losses
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government has responded quickly in support of the displaced employees at the BlueScope plant in
Hastings with the offer of re-training under the Victorian training guarantee.
The local steel industry is under intense competitive pressure. The high Australian dollar has made it difficult to
maintain export markets and compete against imports. Raw material costs have escalated. Federal Labor’s carbon
tax will add to those costs and serve as a further impost to business.
The Victorian coalition government recently commissioned Deloitte Access Economics to analyse the effect of the
carbon tax on the Victorian economy. The results show the devastating impact that this new tax will have on this
state. By 2015, will have 35 000 fewer jobs than if there were no carbon tax; investment will be down $6.3 billion,
or 6.6 per cent; per capita income will be $1050 lower; and, the Victorian state budget is predicted to be almost
$660 million worse off.
Victoria’s new government is committed to securing new opportunities for Victorian industry. On 9 September I
announced the government’s support of a new automotive component manufacturing operation by Nexteer
Automotive which will create 256 new jobs. The Baillieu government understands the need to support employment
across the state and we are working closely with many companies in support of increasing employment
opportunities.
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Thursday, 13 October 2011
Snowy Scientific Committee: membership
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

30 June 2011

REPLY:
I am pleased to advise that on 21 July 2011, I was formally requested by the NSW Minister for Resources and
Energy, the Hon Chris Hartcher, MP (the responsible minister for this matter) to provide him with two nominations
for appointment to the membership of the Snowy Scientific Committee.
The Victorian coalition government maintains its support for the Snowy Scientific Committee and the request is
being dealt with in a prompt manner.
I would also like to advise Mr Barber of the nature of the Snowy Scientific Committee which is specified under
NSW legislation. As such, the Snowy Scientific Committee falls under the jurisdiction of the relevant NSW
minister and my discretion in this matter is limited.

Mental health: federal funding
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

18 August 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for raising the important issue of national mental health reform.
I agree that mental health issues are a key priority for the Victorian government. That is why we are investing an
additional $105 million over four years for mental health under the 2011–12 budget.
The 19 August 2011 COAG meeting was an important opportunity to consider next steps in national efforts to
address mental health issues. COAG also had the benefit of presentations from three Australian mental health
experts: Professor Patrick McGorry AO; Mr Frank Quinlan; and Monsignor David Cappo, AO.
Victoria joined with other jurisdictions to agree that COAG would commence work on a Ten Year Roadmap for
National Mental Health Reform, and proceed to prepare a National Partnership Agreement on Mental Health.
At the COAG meeting, the Prime Minister expressly acknowledged Victoria’s significant investment in mental
health under the 2011–12 state budget. The Prime Minister indicated that this investment would be taken into
account as a relevant state funding contribution when the commonwealth assesses Victorian proposals for funding
under the national partnership agreement.
Priorities for Victoria identified by the coalition government align well with the priority areas for funding under the
new national partnership, being stable accommodation and support; and presentation, admission and discharge
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planning in major hospitals and emergency departments and related support services. The 2011–12 state budget
invests $27 million over four years to expand specialist clinical community mental health services; $24 million to
increase capacity of Psychiatric Disability Rehabilitation and Support Services (PDRSS); and $1.2 million to
centrally coordinate mental health beds, thus reducing the time spent by emergency departments searching for
suitable beds.
The coalition government looks forward to participating in national efforts which will improve mental health
outcomes for all Victorians.

North–south pipeline: government policy
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

30 August 2011

REPLY:
Melbourne Water manages Melbourne’s water supply and storages using a strategy which optimises the water
resources and utilises the most cost effective supply options. Melbourne Water has maintained the Sugarloaf
Reservoir’s water level in accordance with its annual operating plan.
The Sugarloaf Reservoir is a storage reservoir which does not have its own catchment, but gets its water from the
Yarra River at Yering Gorge and the Maroondah Reservoir. There has not been any water transferred through the
north–south pipeline to the Sugarloaf Reservoir since October 2010. Melbourne Water has maximised transfer of
water from Maroondah Reservoir which has been spilling continuously and is the highest quality and lowest cost
source water for Sugarloaf. Melbourne Water has also maximised water harvesting at Yering Gorge to take
advantage of the high flows in the Yarra River. The high flows and ability to continue harvesting from the Yarra
River over summer and autumn was unprecedented. Water from the Sugarloaf Reservoir is treated at the Winneke
water treatment plant and is then is transferred directly into the Melbourne supply system.
It should also be noted that demand for water has been low during the wetter summer and winter period.

Australian Labor Party: political activity
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

1 September 2011

REPLY:
As Attorney-General, it would not be appropriate for me to comment on an ongoing police investigation, whether it
is occurring in Victoria or elsewhere.
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Israel: Melbourne protests
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

13 September 2011

REPLY:
‘Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions Group’ (BDS) protesters have conducted protests at the premises of the Max
Brenner chain of chocolate shops at Melbourne Central and QV as part of a campaign to boycott businesses with
Israeli ownership or which conduct business with the government of Israel.
I am advised that although Victoria Police consider that the BDS protesters did not breach the Racial and Religious
Tolerance Act 2001 in the Max Brenner protests, numerous charges have been laid for breaches of the Summary
Offences Act 1966 (trespass, besetting premises and hindering, resisting and assaulting police).
Victoria Police has advised the following details:
– on 20 May 2011, two arrests were made in relation to the protests, which resulted in one penalty notice for
riotous behaviour and charges pending for assaulting police;
– on 1 July 2011, 19 people were arrested in connection with the protests, resulting in two penalty notices for
riotous behaviour (for locking onto the Max Brenner store) and 17 protesters charged with offences under the
Summary Offences Act 1966 including trespass, besetting premises, hindering police, resisting police and
assaulting police;
– 16 of those 17 protesters were bailed with some being subject to the condition not to enter either Melbourne
Central or QV, with that condition being amended later on appeal to not attending within 50 metres of either of
the Max Brenner stores at Melbourne Central or QV; and
– on 20 July 2011, five demonstrators breached their conditions of bail by attending within 50 metres of both of
the Max Brenner Chocolate Bar stores, and that five of those people had their bail revoked, were taken into
custody and brought before a magistrate. All five are now on the same bail conditions with sureties totalling
$28 000.
It would not be appropriate for me to comment further on matters that are the subject of legal proceedings.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Raised with:

Minister for Regional and Rural Development

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government has consistently called on the commonwealth to release the full state-specific economic
modelling of the impact of the carbon tax.
The failure to release this data meant that the Victorian government commissioned our own modelling to
understand the impact of the carbon tax on Victoria.
The analysis, released by the Victorian government on 20 September 2011, clearly shows the impact of the carbon
tax on Victorian families and businesses. The report prepared by Deloitte Access Economics shows that in 2015,
when compared to a scenario without the carbon tax:
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– there will be 35 000 fewer jobs;
– investment will be down almost $6.3 billion;
– per capita output will be $1050 lower; and
– the Victorian state budget is predicted to be almost $660 million worse off.
There will be significant impacts on regional Victoria, by 2015 there will be 1600 fewer jobs in the Barwon area,
1250 fewer in Gippsland and over 1750 fewer jobs in Bendigo, Ballarat, Ararat, Bacchus Marsh and Gisborne.
Deloitte Access Economics’ modelling produced more negative results than the commonwealth’s report. However,
to the extent they were publicly available, Deloitte Access Economics used the same assumptions as those in the
commonwealth’s modelling released on 10 July 2011.

Puppy farms: abolition
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
Establishments breeding and rearing animals for profit in Victoria must register with local government councils
under the Domestic Animals Act 1994 as a domestic animal business. They must comply with the management
standards of the mandatory Code of Practice for the Operation of Breeding and Rearing Establishments (the code).
The welfare of the dogs on such enterprises is protected by the provisions of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986. Such enterprises must microchip their dogs before selling or giving them away and the legislation
requires that the details be recorded on a Victorian licensed animal (microchip) registry to allow for tracing
purposes.
This year, I authorised for the first time, the Inspectors of the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals (RSPCA) to have the same powers as local government officers for enforcing the code. RSPCA inspectors
underwent training in their new powers and were formally invested with their new powers in April 2011. I have
requested a full review of the mandatory Code of Practice for Breeding and Rearing Establishments to take place
in the coming 12 months, commencing in November 2011.
The government is preparing legislation to stamp out illegal puppy farming enterprises in accordance with election
commitments. The proposed changes will address the community’s concerns regarding puppy farms and will
include:
– significant increases in penalties for illegal operations.
– strengthening the powers of inspectors’ ability to seize animals that are not being cared for appropriately or are
at risk.
– controls on advertising.
– banning of involvement in breeding dogs by the courts.
– reducing the number of breeding females down to three (or more) for the definition of regulated domestic animal
breeder.
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Greensborough College: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Ondarchie

Raised on:

15 September 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The previous government had ample opportunity to provide capital funding for Greensborough Secondary College.
Despite the fact that the school’s enrolment has nearly trebled over the last 10 years, very little funding has been
provided.
I look forward to the opportunity of accompanying the local member on a visit to the school.

Manufacturing: Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission report
Raised with:

Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

15 September 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government was elected with a commitment to revitalise the manufacturing industry.
We know the manufacturing sector has been under enormous pressure from federal Labor’s carbon tax. At a time
when there has been a high Australian dollar and intense global competition, what does the federal Labor
government do?
It brings in a new tax.
The Baillieu government went to the election with a commitment to reinvigorate manufacturing. We went to the
election with the process and the election commitment to reinvigorate manufacturing in this state and
commissioned a review of manufacturing through VCEC (Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission).
The Victorian government knows that the federal government is in disarray in terms of the manufacturing sector.
The Victorian government knows the carbon tax and the high Australian dollar are putting enormous pressure on
the manufacturing sector. That is why this government is treating the manufacturing sector with some respect, as
opposed to the indifference over the past decade of the former Labor government here. This government is
ensuring that what it sets forward is a policy framework that will ensure that Victoria can compete not only locally
but globally.
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Bendigo: Discovery Science and Technology Centre
Raised with:

Minister for Regional Cities

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

15 September 2011

REPLY:
I am pleased to advise you that our commitment to the Bendigo Discovery Science and Technology Centre is now
fully operational, with the first payment recently negotiated and to be paid by November 2011.
You may be aware that I announced our funding support of $200 000 — that is, $50 000 a year for the next four
years — on 27 September 2011.
The funding supports a range of educational activities delivered by the centre including in-school and outreach
programs as well as in-centre programs and activities. The funding will be of great value to communities across the
region.
Our funding support is an acknowledgement that this government applauds forward thinking and planning in
regional projects which create long-term sustainability and economic vitality for local communities.
This support will contribute to raising the profile and reputation of the Bendigo Discovery Science and Technology
Centre as an important player in Bendigo and the state’s education sector.
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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, 11 October 2011
Assistant Treasurer: minister’s office — staff
344.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer: What is the total number of staff employed
in their minister’s office as at 5 April 2011 and the total number of staff (including ministerial staff and
staff seconded from departments) that have worked in the minister’s private office at any time during
the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Higher education and skills: minister’s office — staff
359.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: What is the total
number of staff employed in their minister’s office as at 5 April 2011 and the total number of staff
(including ministerial staff and staff seconded from departments) that have worked in the minister’s
private office at any time during the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Teaching profession: minister’s office — staff
375.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: What is the
total number of staff employed in their minister’s office as at 5 April 2011 and the total number of staff
(including ministerial staff and staff seconded from departments) that have worked in the minister’s
private office at any time during the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Treasurer: minister’s office — staff
378.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer): What is the total number
of staff employed in their minister’s office as at 5 April 2011 and the total number of staff (including
ministerial staff and staff seconded from departments) that have worked in the Treasurer’s private office
at any time during the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.
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ANSWER:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Assistant Treasurer: minister’s office — public transport tickets
391.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer: What was the total cost for public transport
tickets allocated to staff employed in the minister’s office between the period 2 December 2010 and
5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Assistant Treasurer: minister’s office — staff
437.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer: What is the total number of department staff
seconded to the minister’s private office and their position titles as at 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Teaching profession: minister’s office — staff
456.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession: What is the
total number of department staff seconded to the minister’s private office and their position titles as at
5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Assistant-Treasurer: minister’s office — car parking spaces
470.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Assistant Treasurer:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the number of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
What was the cost of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
What was the market value of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April
2011.

ANSWER:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Teaching profession: minister’s office — car parking spaces
489.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession:
(1)
(2)

What was the number of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
What was the cost of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
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What was the market value of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Treasurer: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2300.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer): In relation to each fee, charge,
tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in the
Treasury 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.

Children and early childhood development: kindergarten grants — city of Wyndham
2947.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
grants made to kindergartens located within the city of Wyndham in 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What individual grants were provided to each kindergarten.
What was the dollar value of each of these grants.
What was the purpose of each grant.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The 2006–07 Children’s Capital Program allocated the following grants to kindergartens located within the city of
Wyndham:
Children’s Centre Grants
One grant of $1 200 000 was provided.
This grant was for a children’s centre.
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Children and early childhood development: kindergarten grants — city of Wyndham
2948.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
grants made to kindergartens located within the city of Wyndham in 2007:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What individual grants were provided to each kindergarten.
What was the dollar value of each of these grants.
What was the purpose of each grant.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The 2007–08 Children’s Capital Program allocated the following grants to kindergartens located within the city of
Wyndham:
Minor Capital Grants
Thirteen grants ranging from $2869 to $5000 were provided.
These grants were for minor capital works.

Children and early childhood development: kindergarten grants — city of Wyndham
2949.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
grants made to kindergartens located within the city of Wyndham in 2008:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What individual grants were provided to each kindergarten.
What was the dollar value of each of these grants.
What was the purpose of each grant.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The 2008–09 Children’s Capital Program allocated the following grants to kindergartens located within the city of
Wyndham:
Equipment Grants
Twenty-three grants ranging from $3000 to $4000 were provided.
These grants were for equipment.

Children and early childhood development: kindergarten grants — city of Wyndham
2950.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
grants made to kindergartens located within the city of Wyndham in 2009:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What individual grants were provided to each kindergarten.
What was the dollar value of each of these grants.
What was the purpose of each grant.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The 2009–10 Children’s Capital Program allocated the following grants to kindergartens located within the city of
Wyndham:
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Renovation & Refurbishment Grants
Four grants ranging from $66 000 to $200 000 were provided.
These grants were for renovation and refurbishment works.

Children and early childhood development: kindergarten grants — city of Wyndham
2951.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
grants made to kindergartens located within the city of Wyndham in 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What individual grants were provided to each kindergarten.
What was the dollar value of each of these grants.
What was the purpose of each grant.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The 2010–11 Children’s Capital Program allocated the following grants to kindergartens located within the city of
Wyndham:
Minor Capital Grants
Twenty-five grants of $2300 were provided.
These grants were for minor capital works.
Children’s Centre Grants
One grant of $1 000 000 was provided.
This grant was for a children’s centre.

Children and early childhood development: kindergarten grants — city of Wyndham
2952.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
grants made to kindergartens located within the city of Wyndham in 2011:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What individual grants were provided to each kindergarten.
What was the dollar value of each of these grants.
What was the purpose of each grant.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The 2011–12 Children’s Capital Program has allocated the following grants to kindergartens located within the city
of Wyndham as of August 2011:
IT & Equipment Grants
Twenty-seven grants of $2500 were provided.
These grants were for IT and equipment.

Community services: Home Wise appliance and infrastructure grant scheme — city of Wyndham
2953.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): In relation to the Home Wise appliance and infrastructure grant
(formerly the capital grant scheme) in the city of Wyndham:
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(1)

What was the average value of grants made under the program in —
(a) 2006;
(b) 2007;
(c) 2008;
(d) 2009;
(e) 2010; and
(f) 2011; and

(2)

What was the total dollar value of grants made under the program in —
(a) 2006;
(b) 2007;
(c) 2008;
(d) 2009;
(e) 2010; and
(f) 2011; and

(3)

What was the number of grants made under the program in —
(a) 2006;
(b) 2007;
(c) 2008;
(d) 2009;
(e) 2010; and
(f) 2011.

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not record and maintain Home Wise appliance and infrastructure grant
data by region or local government area.

Children and early childhood development: Affairs of State
2954.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Allygroup
2955.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: AusAccess Unit Trust
2956.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
2957.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Baber Roger Peters
2958.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Barton Deakin
2959.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
2960.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Bluegrass Consulting
2961.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Burson-Marsteller
2962.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: CamCom-Campaign Communications
2963.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Cameron Milner
2964.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Cannings Corporate Communications
2965.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Carney Associates
2966.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Chris Schacht
2967.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Clean Economy Services
2968.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
2969.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
2970.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Cosway Australia
2971.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Cox Inall Communications
2972.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: CPI Strategic
2973.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
2974.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: CSR Ltd
2975.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Dan Cass and Company
2976.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Daskay Pty Ltd
2977.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
2978.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
2979.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
2980.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Edunity
2981.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Embark Worldwide Consulting
2982.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
2983.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
2984.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Essential Media Communications
2985.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
2986.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
2987.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: G. F. Richardson
2988.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
2989.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
2990.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
2991.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
2992.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Hawker Britton
2993.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Hill and Knowlton
2994.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: HTT Trust
2995.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
2996.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: InsideOut Strategic
2997.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
2998.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
2999.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
3000.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
3001.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
3002.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

COUNCIL

3647

Children and early childhood development: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
3003.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: John Cook
3004.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: John Martin McQuilten
3005.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Kenneth Gordon Betts
3006.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: KPMG
3007.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
3008.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: LESL Services Pty Ltd
3009.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: LK Creative
3010.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Manallack Pty Ltd
3011.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
3012.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
3013.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Martin Jones
3014.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Max Jackson and Associates
3015.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Media Affairs
3016.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Melbourne Public Relations Group
3017.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Michael Kelly
3018.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: MPR
3019.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Next Generation Thinking
3020.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Numbat Consulting
3021.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
3022.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
3023.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Pesel and Carr
3024.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Phoenix Public Affairs
3025.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Place Consultancy
3026.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Porter Novelli
3027.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
3028.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
3029.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

COUNCIL

3657

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
3030.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
3031.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: RedStick Strategic Communications
3032.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
3033.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Reputation Pty Ltd
3034.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Res Publica
3035.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
3036.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
3037.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3660

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: SAS Group
3038.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Shac Pty Ltd
3039.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Shelly Freeman Consultant
3040.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Socom Pty Ltd
3041.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Statecraft Pty Ltd
3042.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Children and early childhood development: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
3043.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Strategic Partnership Group
3044.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
3045.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
3046.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: The Strategic Counsel
3047.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
3048.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Children and early childhood development: Wilkinson Group
3049.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Affairs of State
3146.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: Allygroup
3147.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: AusAccess Unit Trust
3148.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
3149.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs
Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Baber Roger Peters
3150.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Barton Deakin
3151.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
3152.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and
if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Bluegrass Consulting
3153.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Burson-Marsteller
3154.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: CamCom-Campaign Communications
3155.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign
Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Cameron Milner
3156.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Cannings Corporate Communications
3157.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate
Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Carney Associates
3158.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Chris Schacht
3159.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Clean Economy Services
3160.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
3161.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty
Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
3162.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: Cosway Australia
3163.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Cox Inall Communications
3164.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: CPI Strategic
3165.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
3166.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public
Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: CSR Ltd
3167.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Dan Cass and Company
3168.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

(3)
(4)

COUNCIL

3673

Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Daskay Pty Ltd
3169.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
3170.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
3171.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
3172.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Edunity
3173.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Embark Worldwide Consulting
3174.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
3175.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty
Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
3176.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if
so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Essential Media Communications
3177.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
3178.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and
if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
3179.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty
Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: G. F. Richardson
3180.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
3181.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and
if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
3182.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and
if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
3183.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia
Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
3184.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
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minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions
Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Hawker Britton
3185.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Hill and Knowlton
3186.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
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The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: HTT Trust
3187.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
3188.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: InsideOut Strategic
3189.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
3190.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
3191.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
3192.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
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minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
3193.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
3194.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
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The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
3195.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: John Cook
3196.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: John Martin McQuilten
3197.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Kenneth Gordon Betts
3198.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: KPMG
3199.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
3200.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia)
Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: LESL Services Pty Ltd
3201.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: LK Creative
3202.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: Manallack Pty Ltd
3203.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
3204.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
3205.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

COUNCIL

3687

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Martin Jones
3206.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Max Jackson and Associates
3207.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Media Affairs
3208.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Melbourne Public Relations Group
3209.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Michael Kelly
3210.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: MPR
3211.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Next Generation Thinking
3212.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Numbat Consulting
3213.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
3214.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
3215.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Pesel and Carr
3216.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Phoenix Public Affairs
3217.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Place Consultancy
3218.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: Porter Novelli
3219.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
3220.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
3221.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants
Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
3222.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
3223.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: RedStick Strategic Communications
3224.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
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minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic
Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
3225.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications
Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Reputation Pty Ltd
3226.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
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The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Res Publica
3227.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
3228.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
3229.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: SAS Group
3230.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Shac Pty Ltd
3231.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Shelly Freeman Consultant
3232.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if
so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Socom Pty Ltd
3233.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Statecraft Pty Ltd
3234.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Community services: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
3235.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Strategic Partnership Group
3236.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
3237.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if
so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
3238.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: The Strategic Counsel
3239.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
3240.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro
Family Trust and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Community services: Wilkinson Group
3241.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development (for the
Minister for Community Services): For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the
minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Public transport: rail — Wendouree services
3242.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In relation
to the extension of all rail services travelling to Wendouree station that currently begin or end their
journey at Ballarat:
(1)

Has the minister received any advice on the costs associated with —
(a) signalling;
(b) additional rostering of drivers;
(c) additional rostering of conductors;
(d) additional rostering of station staff; and
(e) other infrastructure costs; and

(2)

In relation to each of these potential costs, what was the dollar amount the Minister was advised
was required to extend all train services to Wendouree station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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As part of the government’s commitment for Wendouree, 85 more trains each week will be extended to depart and
terminate at Wendouree railway station. These additional trains will commence on 9 October 2011.
In regard to the extension of all Ballarat services to Wendouree and the associated infrastructure, no formal advice
on the cost has been received as the necessary design and costing work has not advanced sufficiently.

Regional and rural development: Regional Development Victoria — Ballarat office
3245.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to the relocation of the Regional Development Victoria office from
Sturt Street in Ballarat to allow for the accommodation of the Department of Premier and Cabinet, what
was the cost to the department for —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

information technology;
communications;
physical relocation of files, furniture and equipment;
physical fit out of new offices; and
any other costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Regional Development Victoria did not incur costs. Department of Planning and Community Development
managed the relocation in partnership with the state shared service providers, CenITex and SSP and incurred the
expenses associated with the move.

Women’s affairs: women on government boards — target
3246.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): Does the
government maintain a target for the inclusion of women on government boards; if so, what is the
target.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
It is the Victorian government’s target, consistent with the position of the previous government, that 50 per cent of
new appointees to government boards should be women.
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Service Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities
including membership of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Women’s affairs: women on government boards
3247.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): Since
2 December 2010, what is the total number of —
(a)
(b)

appointments made to government boards.
women appointed to government boards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
It is the Victorian government’s target, consistent with the position of the previous government, that 50 per cent of
new appointees to government boards should be women.
Information regarding board, council and committee appointments can be found on the State Service Authority
public entities website. This website enables every Victorian wishing to obtain information about public entities
including membership of each board, to do so. This information can be found by accessing
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Housing: new housing stock
3248.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units were added to
the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2006–07 in each of the following postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.

ANSWER:
I can advise that:
The number of new houses and units managed by the Department of Human Services added to the department’s
housing stock in 2006–07 is as follows
Postcode
3350
3351
3352
3355
3356

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Stock Additions
5
0
0
6
0

Housing: new housing stock
3249.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units were added to
the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2007–08 in each of the following postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

ANSWER:
I can advise that:

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.
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The number of new houses and units managed by the Department of Human Services added to the department’s
housing stock in 2007–08 is as follows
Postcode
3350
3351
3352
3355
3356

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Stock Additions
11
0
1
6
3

Housing: new housing stock
3250.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units were added to
the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2008–09 in each of the following postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.

ANSWER:
I can advise that:
The number of new houses and units managed by the Department of Human Services added to the department’s
housing stock in 2008–09 is as follows
Postcode
3350
3351
3352
3355
3356

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Stock Additions
20
0
1
24
5

Housing: new housing stock
3251.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units were added to
the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2009–10 in each of the following postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

ANSWER:
I can advise that:

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3704

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

The number of new houses and units managed by the Department of Human Services added to the department’s
housing stock in 2009–10 is as follows
Postcode
3350
3351
3352
3355
3356

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Stock Additions
15
0
1
20
14

Housing: new housing stock
3252.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units were added to
the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2010–11 in each of the following postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.

ANSWER:
I can advise that:
The number of new houses and units managed by the Department of Human Services added to the department’s
housing stock in 2010–11 is as follows
Postcode
3350
3351
3352
3355
3356

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Stock Additions
16
0
0
22
7

Housing: new housing stock
3253.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units are planned to
be added to the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2011–12 in each of the following
postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

ANSWER:
I can advise that:

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.
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The department does not plan its housing acquisition program by postcode; the distribution of the portfolio in any
one year is by local government area. For the 2011–12 financial year the department plans to acquire a total of
29 social housing properties in the city of Ballarat.

Housing: new housing stock
3254.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing: How many new houses and units are planned to
be added to the Department of Human Services’ housing stock in 2012–13 in each of the following
postcodes —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

3350;
3351;
3352;
3355; and
3356.

ANSWER:
I can advise that:
The acquisition plan for 2012–13 is based on a holistic approach to the total portfolio and includes criteria
regarding the potential to redevelop, the demand for housing in a particular area and consultation with the regions
regarding specific needs. Planned acquisitions at the local government area for 2012–13 are to be confirmed as part
of the state budget process.

Roads: Wedge Road–Frankston-Dandenong Road, Carrum Downs — traffic lights
4018.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): Has the minister
sought or received advice from the Department of Transport regarding the installation of traffic lights at
the intersection of Wedge Road and Frankston-Dandenong Road, Carrum Downs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I receive advice from the Department of Transport and agencies as required.

Bushfire response: Bushfire Education website
4029.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response):
(1)
(2)

When will the Bushfire Education website go live.
When will the interactive digital modules be loaded onto the Bushfire Education website.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The website went live on 1 July 2011. The web address is http://www.bushfireeducation.vic.edu.au.
The interactive elements are currently undergoing user testing and will be added to the website as soon as they are
finalised. I understand it is expected this will be in mid-October.
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Environment and climate change: back-burns — joint standard operating procedure
4044.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to the finding of the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor in the
progress report July 2011 under recommendation 25(c) that the ‘FSC may wish to consider issuing a
joint SOP in regard to the requirement that all back-burns must be approved by the incident controller’:
Will the government now require relevant agencies to implement a joint standard operating procedure
with the fire services commissioner; if so, when will it be implemented.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Back-burns are authorised by the incident controller as specified in DSE’s Fire Suppression Manual. This
requirement was communicated and reinforced through a Chief Fire Officer instruction and pre-season briefings
held in late August.
The revised (2011) Fire Firefighter Reference Manual includes this requirement.

Women’s affairs: Affairs of State
4166.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Allygroup
4167.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: AusAccess Unit Trust
4168.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
4169.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Baber Roger Peters
4170.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3708

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Barton Deakin
4171.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
4172.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Bluegrass Consulting
4173.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

(3)
(4)

COUNCIL

3709

Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Burson-Marsteller
4174.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: CamCom-Campaign Communications
4175.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Cameron Milner
4176.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Cannings Corporate Communications
4177.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Carney Associates
4178.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Women’s affairs: Chris Schacht
4179.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Clean Economy Services
4180.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
4181.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
4182.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Cosway Australia
4183.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Cox Inall Communications
4184.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: CPI Strategic
4185.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
4186.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: CSR Ltd
4187.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Dan Cass and Company
4188.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Daskay Pty Ltd
4189.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
4190.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
4191.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
4192.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Women’s affairs: Edunity
4193.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Embark Worldwide Consulting
4194.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
4195.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
4196.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Essential Media Communications
4197.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
4198.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
4199.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: G. F. Richardson
4200.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
4201.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
4202.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
4203.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
4204.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Hawker Britton
4205.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Hill and Knowlton
4206.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Women’s affairs: HTT Trust
4207.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
4208.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: InsideOut Strategic
4209.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
4210.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
4211.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
4212.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
4213.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
4214.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
4215.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: John Cook
4216.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: John Martin McQuilten
4217.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Kenneth Gordon Betts
4218.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: KPMG
4219.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
4220.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Women’s affairs: LESL Services Pty Ltd
4221.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: LK Creative
4222.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Manallack Pty Ltd
4223.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
4224.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
4225.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Martin Jones
4226.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Max Jackson and Associates
4227.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Media Affairs
4228.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Melbourne Public Relations Group
4229.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Michael Kelly
4230.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: MPR
4231.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Next Generation Thinking
4232.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Numbat Consulting
4233.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
4234.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
4235.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Pesel and Carr
4236.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Phoenix Public Affairs
4237.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Women’s affairs: Place Consultancy
4238.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Porter Novelli
4239.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
4240.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
4241.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
4242.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
4243.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: RedStick Strategic Communications
4244.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
4245.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Reputation Pty Ltd
4246.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Res Publica
4247.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
4248.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
4249.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: SAS Group
4250.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Shac Pty Ltd
4251.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Women’s affairs: Shelly Freeman Consultant
4252.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Socom Pty Ltd
4253.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Statecraft Pty Ltd
4254.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
4255.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Strategic Partnership Group
4256.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
4257.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
4258.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: The Strategic Counsel
4259.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
4260.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Women’s affairs: Wilkinson Group
4261.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Allygroup
4823.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: AusAccess Unit Trust
4824.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
4825.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Baber Roger Peters
4826.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Mental health: Barton Deakin
4827.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
4828.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Bluegrass Consulting
4829.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

COUNCIL

3743

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Burson-Marsteller
4830.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: CamCom-Campaign Communications
4831.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Cameron Milner
4832.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Cannings Corporate Communications
4833.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Carney Associates
4834.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Chris Schacht
4835.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 11 October 2011

(3)
(4)

COUNCIL

3745

Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Clean Economy Services
4836.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
4837.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
4838.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Cosway Australia
4839.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Cox Inall Communications
4840.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Mental health: CPI Strategic
4841.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
4842.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: CSR Ltd
4843.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Dan Cass and Company
4844.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Daskay Pty Ltd
4845.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
4846.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
4847.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
4848.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Edunity
4849.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Embark Worldwide Consulting
4851.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
4852.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
4853.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Essential Media Communications
4854.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
4855.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Mental health: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
4856.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: G. F. Richardson
4857.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
4858.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
4859.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
4860.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
4861.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Hawker Britton
4862.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Hill and Knowlton
4863.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: HTT Trust
4864.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
4865.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: InsideOut Strategic
4866.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
4867.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
4868.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
4869.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Mental health: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
4870.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
4871.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
4872.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: John Cook
4873.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: John Martin McQuilten
4874.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Kenneth Gordon Betts
4875.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: KPMG
4876.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
4877.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: LESL Services Pty Ltd
4878.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: LK Creative
4879.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Manallack Pty Ltd
4880.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
4881.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
4882.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Martin Jones
4883.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3762

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

Mental health: Max Jackson and Associates
4884.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Media Affairs
4885.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Melbourne Public Relations Group
4886.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Michael Kelly
4887.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: MPR
4888.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Next Generation Thinking
4889.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3764

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Numbat Consulting
4890.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
4891.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
4892.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Pesel and Carr
4893.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Phoenix Public Affairs
4894.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Place Consultancy
4895.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Porter Novelli
4896.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
4897.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Mental health: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
4898.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
4899.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
4900.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: RedStick Strategic Communications
4901.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
4902.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Reputation Pty Ltd
4903.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Res Publica
4904.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
4905.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
4906.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3770

COUNCIL

(3)
(4)

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: SAS Group
4907.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Shac Pty Ltd
4908.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Shelly Freeman Consultant
4909.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Socom Pty Ltd
4910.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Statecraft Pty Ltd
4911.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Mental health: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
4912.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Strategic Partnership Group
4913.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
4914.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
4915.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: The Strategic Counsel
4916.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
4917.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Mental health: Wilkinson Group
4918.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): For the
period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of
the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Higher education and skills: Affairs of State
5112.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
ANSWER:

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Allygroup
5113.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: AusAccess Unit Trust
5114.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
5115.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Baber Roger Peters
5116.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Barton Deakin
5117.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
5118.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Bluegrass Consulting
5119.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Burson-Marsteller
5120.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: CamCom Campaign Communications
5121.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Cameron Milner
5122.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Cannings Corporate Communications
5123.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Carney Associates
5124.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Chris Schacht
5125.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Clean Economy Services
5126.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
5127.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
5128.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Cosway Australia
5129.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Cox Inall Communications
5130.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: CPI Strategic
5131.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
5132.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: CSR Ltd
5133.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Dan Cass and Company
5134.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Daskay Pty Ltd
5135.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
5136.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
5137.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
5138.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Edunity
5139.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Embark Worldwide Consulting
5140.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
5141.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
5142.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Essential Media Communications
5143.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
5144.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
5145.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: G. F. Richardson
5146.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
5147.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
5148.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
5149.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
5150.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Hawker Britton
5151.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Hill and Knowlton
5152.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: HTT Trust
5153.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
5154.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: InsideOut Strategic
5155.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
5156.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
5157.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
5158.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3792

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 11 October 2011

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
5159.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
5160.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:

Higher education and skills: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
5161.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: John Cook
5162.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: John Martin McQuilten
5163.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Kenneth Gordon Betts
5164.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: KPMG
5165.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
5166.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: LESL Services Pty Ltd
5167.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: LK Creative
5168.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Manallack Pty Ltd
5169.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
5170.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
5171.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Martin Jones
5172.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Max Jackson and Associates
5173.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Media Affairs
5174.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Melbourne Public Relations Group
5175.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Michael Kelly
5176.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: MPR
5177.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Next Generation Thinking
5178.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Numbat Consulting
5179.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
5180.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
5181.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Pesel and Carr
5182.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Phoenix Public Affairs
5183.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Place Consultancy
5184.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Porter Novelli
5185.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
5186.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
5187.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
5188.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
5189.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: RedStick Strategic Communications
5190.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
5191.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Reputation Pty Ltd
5192.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Res Publica
5193.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
5194.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
5195.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: SAS Group
5196.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Shac Pty Ltd
5197.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Shelly Freeman Consultant
5198.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Shelly freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Socom Pty Ltd
5199.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Statecraft Pty Ltd
5200.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
5201.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: Strategic Partnership Group
5202.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
5203.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
5204.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: The Strategic Counsel
5205.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Higher education and skills: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
5206.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Higher education and skills: Wilkinson Group
5207.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 12 October 2011
Public transport: rail — regional link
680.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the regional rail link process:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

(7)

Do the current plans provide for escalators or ramps at the new Sunshine railway station
pedestrian overpass.
Will the underpass at Sunshine railway station be blocked or demolished once the pedestrian
overpass is built.
Do the current plans provide for escalators or ramps at the new West Footscray station pedestrian
overpass.
Is there a current plan to close the Sydenham line in the New Year holiday period for the years
2012, 2013 and 2014; if so —
(a) how long will the line be closed on each of those occasions; and
(b) is there any plan to announce those disruptions to the public.
How many car parking places will remain after the bus interchange is built in the Albion train
station car park.
Is there a passenger management plan for the 1–18 July 2011 works period; if so —
(a) how many people presently catch each of the peak period trains between Watergardens and
Sunshine;
(b) how many people can be carried by each of the peak period replacement trains between
Watergardens and Sunshine stations, and how often will they run;
(c) how many people can be carried by each of the peak period replacement buses between
Albion and Flemington Racecourse stations, and how often will they run;
(d) how many people presently board the train at Sunshine to travel to North Melbourne and the
city on each of the peak period services;
(e) how many people can be carried by each of the replacement buses between Sunshine and
Flemington Racecourse stations, and how often will they run;
(f) how many people presently catch each of the peak period trains between Sunshine and
Footscray who are predicted to need a replacement service;
(g) how many people can be carried by each of the replacement buses between Sunshine and
Footscray stations, and how often will they run;
(h) how many empty seats are there on peak period trains between Footscray and the city, to
take the passengers who will get off the replacement buses that terminate at Footscray;
(i) does the passenger management plan predict people will be delayed due to lack of capacity
on replacement services, if so, how many people and for how long; and
(j) does the passenger management plan predict people will make their own arrangements
instead of using the replacement services, if so, how many people.
Is there a traffic management plan for the 1–18 July 2011 works period; if so —
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does that plan model the impact on boom gates on Macaulay Road, Kensington, and Ascot
road, Newmarket;
how much longer each hour will the boom gates be closed on Macaulay Road, Kensington,
and Ascot road, Newmarket; and
what measures will be taken to ameliorate delays on those or other roads.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1-2) Details about facilities at Sunshine railway station will be available once the detailed design process is
completed.
(3)

Provision for ramps at the West Footscray railway station is under consideration.

(4)

Plans for buses to replace trains during the construction phase of the regional rail link will be announced from
time to time.

(5)

Any changes to car parking spaces at Albion railway station will be offset by parking spaces near to the
station.

(6)

No Regional Rail Link Authority document by this name exists, however plans will be developed to assist
passenger movements during the 1–18 July 2011 works period.

(7)

No Regional Rail Link Authority document by this name exists, however transport agencies will work
together to minimise disruptions to road and rail users during the 1–18 July 2011 works period.

Roads: Hull Road, Mooroolbark — pedestrian crossing
1031.

MR LEANE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): In relation to the
Government’s commitment to provide a pedestrian crossing with traffic signals on Hull Road,
Mooroolbark at the five-ways roundabout, Mooroolbark:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Has the minister sought and received advice from VicRoads on the installation of these traffic
signals.
When will the installation of the traffic signals commence.
When will the installation of the traffic signals be completed.
What is VicRoads’s projected cost of this project.
Where does this project rate in VicRoads’s priority list for signalising pedestrian crossings in the
Eastern Metropolitan Region.
How was the government’s election commitment of $500 000 estimated for this project.
From what funding source will any potential shortfall between the value of the government’s
election commitment and the projected cost of this project be drawn from.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The government is advancing the implementation of its commitment to install a crossing at the five-ways
roundabout in Mooroolbark. VicRoads has scheduled works to be carried out at the roundabout in the 2011–12
financial year.
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Assistant Treasurer: Transport Accident Commission — ministerial directions
2423.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Assistant Treasurer:
(1)

How many times have you required the Transport Accident Commission to change policy or
practice because of policies of the new government, in —
(a) December 2010;
(b) January 2011;
(c) February 2011;
(d) March 2011;
(e) April 2011;
(f) May 2011;
(g) June 2011; and
(h) July 2011.

(2)
(3)

Have these requirements been in writing.
Are they published on the website or annual report.

ANSWER:
I have issued no ministerial directions in the time specified.

Innovation, services and small business: Department of Business and Innovation — Ballarat office
3244.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Innovation, Services and Small Business): In relation to the relocation of the Department of Business
and Innovation office from Sturt Street, Ballarat, to allow for the accommodation of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet, what was the cost to the department for —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

information technology;
communications;
physical relocation of files, furniture and equipment;
physical fit-out of new offices; and
any other costs.

ANSWER:
The principal reason to move the three DBI staff from Sturt Street to Armstrong Street, Ballarat, was to co-locate
staff from both the Department of Business and Innovation and the Department of Planning and Community
Development following machinery-of-government changes earlier this year.
The move was not instigated for the purpose of accommodating the Department of Premier and Cabinet at the Sturt
Street office.
The cost to the Department of Business and Innovation was $970 for the removal of videoconferencing equipment.

Regional cities: Affairs of State
3276.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)

On which date was the meeting held.
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Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Allygroup
3277.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: AusAccess Unit Trust
3278.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
3279.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Baber Roger Peters
3280.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Barton Deakin
3281.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
3282.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Bluegrass Consulting
3283.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Burson-Marsteller
3284.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: CamCom-Campaign Communications
3285.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Cameron Milner
3286.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Cannings Corporate Communications
3287.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Carney Associates
3288.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Chris Schacht
3289.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Clean Economy Services
3290.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
3291.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
3292.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3820

COUNCIL

(4)

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Cosway Australia
3293.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Cox Inall Communications
3294.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: CPI Strategic
3295.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
3296.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: CSR Ltd
3297.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Dan Cass and Company
3298.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Daskay Pty Ltd
3299.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
3300.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
3301.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
3302.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Edunity
3303.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Embark Worldwide Consulting
3304.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
3305.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
3306.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Essential Media Communications
3307.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
3308.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
3309.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: G. F. Richardson
3310.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
3311.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
3312.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
3313.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3828

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 12 October 2011

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
3314.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Hawker Britton
3315.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Hill and Knowlton
3316.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: HTT Trust
3317.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
3318.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: InsideOut Strategic
3319.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
3320.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
3321.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
3322.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
3323.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
3324.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
3325.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: John Cook
3326.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: John Martin McQuilten
3327.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Kenneth Gordon Betts
3328.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: KPMG
3329.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
3330.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: LESL Services Pty Ltd
3331.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: LK Creative
3332.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Manallack Pty Ltd
3333.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
3334.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
3335.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Martin Jones
3336.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Max Jackson and Associates
3337.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Media Affairs
3338.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Melbourne Public Relations Group
3339.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Michael Kelly
3340.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: MPR
3341.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Next Generation Thinking
3342.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Numbat Consulting
3343.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
3344.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
3345.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Pesel and Carr
3346.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Phoenix Public Affairs
3347.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Place Consultancy
3348.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Porter Novelli
3349.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
3350.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
3351.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
3352.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
3353.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: RedStick Strategic Communications
3354.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
3355.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Reputation Pty Ltd
3356.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Res Publica
3357.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
3358.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
3359.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: SAS Group
3360.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Shac Pty Ltd
3361.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Shelly Freeman Consultant
3362.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Socom Pty Ltd
3363.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Statecraft Pty Ltd
3364.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 12 October 2011

(4)

COUNCIL

3847

Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
3365.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Strategic Partnership Group
3366.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Regional cities: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
3367.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
3368.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: The Strategic Counsel
3369.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
3370.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Regional cities: Wilkinson Group
3371.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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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, 13 October 2011
Premier: ministerial staff
673.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): What was the number of both
ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in the private office of each minister and
parliamentary secretary as at the following dates —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

30 June 2006;
30 June 2007;
30 June 2008;
30 June 2009; and
30 June 2010.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in the private offices of all
ministers and parliamentary secretaries is summarised as follows:
a.

As at 30 June 2006, there was a total of 212 staff;

b.

As at 30 June 2007, there was a total of 214 staff;

c.

As at 30 June 2008, there was a total of 210 staff;

d.

As at 30 June 2009, there was a total of 210 staff; and

e.

As at 30 June 2010, there was a total of 212 staff.

The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in each private office is as follows
(please note that data as at 30 June 2006 can only be identified per portfolio rather than as individual ministerial
offices):
Minister
Premier’s office
Arts, Women’s Affairs
Aged Care, Aboriginal Affairs
Agriculture
Attorney-General, Industrial Relations
Community Services, Children
Deputy Premier
Educational Services, Employment & Youth
Education & Training

30-Jun-06
72
4
6
3
10
5
7
8
7
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Minister
Energy, Industry & Resources
Finance, Major Projects
Gaming & Racing, Tourism
Health
Information & Communications, Consumer Affairs
Local Government
Manufacturing & Exports, Small Business
Police & Emergency Services
Sport & Recreation, Commonwealth Games
Transport
Treasurer, Innovation, S&RD
Parliamentary Secretary to Cabinet
Total

Minister
Premier’s office
Hon. Jacinta Allan
Hon. Daniel Andrews
Hon. Peter Batchelor
Hon. John Brumby
Hon. Bob Cameron
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio
Hon. Joe Helper
Hon. Tim Holding
Hon. Rob Hulls
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Hon. Lynne Kosky
Hon. John Lenders
Hon. Justin Madden
Hon. James Merlino
Hon. Maxine Morand
Hon. Lisa Neville
Hon. Martin Pakula
Hon. Tim Pallas
Hon. Bronwyn Pike
Hon. Tony Robinson
Hon. Theo Theophanous
Hon. John Thwaites
Hon. Richard Wynne
Parliamentary Secretary
to Cabinet
Total

Thursday, 13 October 2011

30-Jun-06
6
10
7
9
6
6
7
9
7
10
10
3
212

30-Jun-07
73
8
5
10
9
5

30-Jun-08
49
8
10
10

30-Jun-09
49
7
10
10

30-Jun-10
52
8
9
9

6

6

7
8
8
7
8
9
7
6

7
11
10
11
6
8
9
6
5
10

9
11
9
10
7
10
9
7
5
9
6
9
9
8

7
6
8
12
9
9

7
5
8
9
7
5
3
214

8
9
8
9

10
9
7
6
8
8
8
9
8

8

8

8

2
210

2
210

2
212
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For ease of comparison, the total number of ministerial staff employed in the private offices of all ministers is
summarised as follows, as at 5 April 2011:
Premier’s office
Hon. Peter Ryan
Hon. Louise Asher
Hon. Robert Clark
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva
Hon. David Davis
Hon. Hugh Delahunty
Hon. Martin Dixon
Hon. Matthew Guy
Hon. Peter Hall
Hon. Nicholas Kotsiras
Hon. Wendy Lovell
Hon. Andrew McIntosh
Hon. Terry Mulder
Hon. Dr Denis Napthine
Hon. Michael O’Brien
Hon. Jeanette Powell
Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips
Hon. Ryan Smith
Hon. Peter Walsh
Hon. Kim Wells
Hon. Mary Wooldridge
Cabinet office
Total

29
10
5
3
4
5
3
4
4
4
5
5
4
4
4
5
4
2
5
5
4
4
4
126
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Statements on reports and papers
Office of the Public Advocate: report 2010–11, 3489

BARBER, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Electricity: price comparisons, 3419
Bills
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3524,
3543, 3544, 3545, 3547, 3548, 3549
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3372
Members statements

CROZIER, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project, 3418
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3409
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3541

Carbon tax: economic impact, 3509
Members statements
Planning: amendment VC82, 3435

Wintringham: United Nations award, 3371

Points of order, 3537

Planning: amendment VC82, 3479

Questions on notice

Questions without notice

Answers, 3456
Questions without notice

Health: maternity services, 3448
Information and communications technology: national broadband
network, 3363

Alcoa Anglesea: native vegetation, 3360
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Reference, 3487

BROAD, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Members statements
Bushfires: community preparedness, 3427
Statements on reports and papers
Swan Hill District Health: report 2011, 3496

COOTE, Mrs (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Sex trafficking: legislation, 3417

DALLA-RIVA, Hon. R. A. (Eastern Metropolitan) (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations and Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade)
Adjournment
Anglesea River: water quality, 3502
Coal seam gas: exploration licences, 3502
Industrial relations: Qantas, 3503
Planning
Phillip Island rezoning, 3502
Werribee employment precinct, 3502
Questions on notice: answers, 3502
Rail: Laburnum service, 3502
Bills
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3543,
3544, 3546, 3548, 3549

Bills
Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011, 3522
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3405
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3530,
3538
Members statements
Disability services: regional and rural Victoria, 3429
Points of order, 3400
Questions without notice
Maternal and Child Health Line: 20th anniversary, 3535

County Court of Victoria
Report 2009–10, 3505
Magistrates Court of Victoria
Report 2010–11, 3505
Questions on notice
Answers, 3456
Questions without notice
Employment: skilled migrants, 3361
Industrial relations: building industry, 3454

i

MEMBERS INDEX
ii

COUNCIL

DAVIS, Hon. D. M. (Southern Metropolitan) (Minister for Health
and Minister for Ageing)

DRUM, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment

Adjournment
Autism: Eastern Metropolitan Region constituent, 3421
Electricity: price comparisons, 3422
Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project, 3421
International Student Legal Advice Clinic: funding, 3421
Lyndoch aged-care facility: future, 3422
Planning
Point Cook green wedge, 3421
shire of Wellington, 3421
Responses, 3422
Sex trafficking: legislation, 3421
WorkSafe Victoria: safety information, 3422
Bills
Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011, 3523
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3550, 3551, 3552, 3553, 3554, 3555, 3556, 3557, 3558,
3559, 3560
Business of the house
Sessional orders, 3380, 3397
Standing orders, 3583, 3593
Health Practitioner Regulation National Law Amendment
(Midwife Insurance Exemption) Regulation 2011, 3367
Points of order, 3506, 3516, 3532, 3538, 3594
Questions on notice
Answers, 3366, 3455, 3456, 3537
Questions without notice
Ambulance services: response times, 3359
Austin Hospital: funding, 3362, 3363
Eye health: government initiatives, 3532
Health
maternity services, 3448
undeclared savings, 3360
Hospitals
bed numbers, 3365
waiting lists, 3364
Minister for Health: register of interests, 3448, 3530, 3531, 3532,
3533, 3534, 3535, 3536

Blade Electric Vehicles: ministerial visit, 3599
Members statements
Newbridge: recreation facilities, 3510
Questions without notice
Technology: Health Market Validation program, 3536

EIDEH, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Bills
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3527
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3378
Members statements
Former government: achievements, 3507
Statements on reports and papers
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council: metropolitan
Melbourne investigation, 3497

ELASMAR, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Members statements
City of Banyule: seniors festival, 3371
Feast of Saint Moura, 3371
Rulings, 3400
Statements on reports and papers
Office of the Health Services Commissioner: report 2011, 3492

ELSBURY, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Planning: Werribee employment precinct, 3500
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3413
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3374
Members statements

DAVIS, Mr P. (Eastern Victoria)
Planning: amendment VC82, 3464

Extrusions Australia Pty Ltd: Truganina plant, 3508
Point Cook: recycled water, 3508
Rail: pedestrian safety, 3508
Soccer: Strengthening the World Game program, 3508

Points of order, 3473
Questions without notice
Footscray: central activities district, 3530
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Points of order, 3537

Adjournment

Questions on notice

Industrial relations: Qantas, 3499
Member for Altona: seniors information booklet, 3598
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3414

Answers, 3456
Questions without notice
Adult and community education: funding, 3534
Schools: special religious instruction, 3453, 3454
Skills training: government initiatives, 3451
Vocational education and training: government initiatives, 3364

Members statements
Coptic Christians: Egypt, 3429
Planning: amendment VC82, 3470
Points of order, 3470, 3473
Questions without notice
Housing: homelessness action plan, 3366

GUY, Hon. M. J. (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister for Planning)
Adjournment
Alzheimer’s disease: research funding, 3601
Blade Electric Vehicles: ministerial visit, 3601
Local government: funding, 3601
Member for Altona: seniors information booklet, 3601
Prisons: health care, 3601
Questions without notice: answers, 3600
Skills training: i-STEP program, 3601
Torquay: secondary college, 3600
Western suburbs: trucks, 3601
Planning: amendment VC82, 3482

HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Western suburbs: trucks, 3598
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3403, 3551, 3552, 3553, 3554, 3555
Members statements
Sex trafficking: legislation, 3371
Questions on notice
Answers, 3457

JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3399, 3550, 3551, 3552, 3553, 3554, 3555, 3556, 3557,
3558, 3559, 3560
Questions without notice

Questions on notice
Answers, 3456, 3457
Questions without notice
Alcoa Anglesea: native vegetation, 3360, 3361
Bushfires: risk area maps, 3451
Footscray: central activities district, 3531
Planning
green wedge zones, 3452
Phillip Island rezoning, 3449, 3450

Ambulance services: response times, 3359
Austin Hospital: funding, 3362
Hospitals
bed numbers, 3365
waiting lists, 3364

KOCH, Mr (Western Victoria)
Members statements
Geelong Football Club: premiership, 3429

HALL, Hon. P. R. (Eastern Victoria) (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills and Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession)
Bills
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3379
Business of the house
Sessional orders, 3391

Planning: amendment VC82, 3481
Questions without notice
Kindergartens: regional and rural Victoria, 3452
Statements on reports and papers
Greyhound Racing Victoria: report 2010–11, 3495
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KRONBERG, Mrs (Eastern Metropolitan)

Kindergartens: regional and rural Victoria, 3453
Maternal and Child Health Line: 20th anniversary, 3535

Members statements
Taiwan: national day celebration, 3506

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)

Questions without notice
Health: undeclared savings, 3360
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Business Planning for Major Capital Works and
Recurrent Services in Local Government, 3493

LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Autism: Eastern Metropolitan Region constituent, 3419
Rail: Laburnum service, 3501
Business of the house
Sessional orders, 3393
Standing orders, 3591
Planning: amendment VC82, 3470
Points of order, 3470, 3473

Adjournment
Alzheimer’s disease: research funding, 3599
Lyndoch aged-care facility: future, 3420
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3408, 3551, 3552, 3555, 3557
Members statements
Australian Greek Welfare Society: 40th anniversary, 3372
Hospitals: bed numbers, 3510
Seniors Week, 3371
Petitions
Children: Take a Break program, 3366
Statements on reports and papers
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development:
report 2010–11, 3494

LENDERS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan)

O’BRIEN, Mr (Western Victoria)

Adjournment

Bills

Questions on notice: answers, 3499
Questions without notice: answers, 3596
Responses, 3422
WorkSafe Victoria: safety information, 3420
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Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3372

Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011, 3518
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3525
Members statements
Grampian Pyrenees Business Awards, 3509
Kelly Symons, 3509
Planning: amendment VC82, 3475

Business of the house
General business, 3368
Sessional orders, 3383
Standing orders, 3584
Points of order, 3361, 3505, 3536, 3537

LOVELL, Hon. W. A. (Northern Victoria) (Minister for Housing
and Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development)
Bills
Children’s Services Amendment Bill 2011, 3511, 3513
Members statements
Department of Human Services: director of housing, 3369
Questions without notice
Housing: homelessness action plan, 3366

Questions without notice
Road safety: toll, 3450
Statements on reports and papers
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee: review of Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, 3496

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Members statements
Esplanade, Mount Martha: pedestrian crossing, 3429
Reginald Topp, 3428
Road safety: Ride Beyond the Trauma, 3428
Questions without notice
Skills training: government initiatives, 3451
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ONDARCHIE, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
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Questions without notice
Schools: special religious instruction, 3453, 3454
Statements on reports and papers
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee: review of Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, 3490

Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3412
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3528
Members statements
Emergency services: blessing of the fleet, 3428
Questions without notice
Vocational education and training: government initiatives, 3364

PAKULA, Hon. M. P. (Western Metropolitan)

PETROVICH, Mrs (Northern Victoria)
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3411
Members statements
Murundaka project: Yaruki Tamboore wetlands, 3427
Planning: amendment VC82, 3446, 3458
Questions without notice
Adult and community education: funding, 3533

Adjournment
International Student Legal Advice Clinic: funding, 3416
Bills
Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011, 3514
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3523
Members statements
Australian Labor Party: same-sex marriage policy, 3510
Points of order, 3454, 3537
Questions without notice
Minister for Health: register of interests, 3448, 3530, 3531, 3533,
3534, 3535, 3536

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3414
Members statements
Career Education Association of Victoria, 3507
Narre Warren North Primary School: Victorian Premiers’ Reading
Challenge, 3507
Rugby World Cup: Wallabies, 3507
Petitions
Carbon tax: economic impact, 3425

PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)

Points of order, 3538

Adjournment

Questions without notice

Prisons: health care, 3599
Bills
Commercial Arbitration Bill 2011, 3516
Business of the house

Eye health: government initiatives, 3532
Industrial relations: building industry, 3454
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Individualised Funding for Disability Services,
3492

Sessional orders, 3387
Standing orders, 3589
Members statements
Youth: Visioning Justice project, 3430
Questions on notice
Answers, 3455

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. B. N. Atkinson)
Distinguished visitors, 3363, 3540, 3595
Rulings, 3361, 3365, 3454, 3457, 3500, 3532, 3538
Rulings by the Chair
Sub judice rule, 3457
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PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria)

SCHEFFER, Mr (Eastern Victoria)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Coal seam gas: exploration licences, 3502
Members statements
Doug McColl, 3428

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Local government: funding, 3596
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3416
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Bill 2011, 3540
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3376

Planning: shire of Wellington, 3417
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Prohibition of Display and Sale of Cannabis Water Pipes) Bill
2011, 3555
Resources Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3375
Members statements
Carbon tax: legislation, 3506
Planning: Phillip Island rezoning, 3426
Statements on reports and papers
Bass Coast Regional Health: report 2011, 3491

SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Members statements
Ballarat: ministerial visits, 3370

Adjournment
Skills training: i-STEP program, 3597

Planning: amendment VC82, 3432
Members statements
Points of order, 3436
Questions without notice
Employment: skilled migrants, 3361

Information and communications technology: national broadband
network, 3508
Manufacturing: Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
report, 3508

Rulings, 3470, 3473, 3594
TARLAMIS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
RICH-PHILLIPS, Hon. G. K. (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(Assistant Treasurer, Minister for Technology and Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry)
Bills
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Security of Youth
Justice Facilities) Bill 2011, 3565, 3567
Crimes and Domestic Animals Acts Amendment (Offences and
Penalties) Bill 2011, 3569, 3570
Emergency Management Legislation Amendment Bill 2011, 3581,
3582
Energy Legislation Amendment (Bushfire Mitigation and Other
Matters) Bill 2011, 3570, 3571
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Amendment Bill 2011, 3573
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill 2011, 3574,
3579
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation Bill
2011, 3560, 3561, 3563, 3564
Questions without notice
Information and communications technology: national broadband
network, 3363
Road safety: toll, 3450
Technology: Health Market Validation program, 3536

Members statements
Casey Aquatic and Recreation Centre: 10th anniversary, 3369
Cranbourne Information and Support Service, 3426
Noble Park Community Participation Awards, 3509
Noble Park Football Club: premiership, 3427
NOV Mono: Carrum Downs plant, 3369
Rulings, 3436, 3516
Statements on reports and papers
Victorian Multicultural Commission: report 2010–11, 3488

TEE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Planning
Phillip Island rezoning, 3501
Point Cook green wedge, 3419
Petitions
Planning: green wedge development, 3425
Planning: amendment VC82, 3430, 3486
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Questions without notice
Bushfires: risk area maps, 3450, 3451
Planning
green wedge zones, 3452
Phillip Island rezoning, 3449, 3450

TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Anglesea River: water quality, 3500
Torquay: secondary college, 3600
Members statements
Geelong Football Club: premiership, 3370
Geelong Performing Arts Centre: award, 3370
Leslie Fisher, 3370
Matthew Ryenbakken and Tyler Boots, 3370
Police: Geelong, 3507
South West TAFE: award, 3370
Petitions
Children: Take a Break program, 3425
Planning: amendment VC82, 3462

VINEY, Mr (Eastern Victoria) (The Deputy President)
Business of the house
Sessional orders, 3394
Standing orders, 3592
Points of order, 3499, 3532, 3594
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