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Tuesday, 6 December 2011
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT
Messages read advising royal assent to:
29 November
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Act 2011
Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Amendment
Act 2011
State Taxation Acts Further Amendment
Act 2011
Victorian Inspectorate Act 2011
6 December
Liquor Control Reform Further Amendment
Act 2011
Public Interest Monitor Act 2011
Sex Work and Other Acts Amendment Act 2011.

NATURAL DISASTERS: THAILAND
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will briefly read to
members of Parliament a piece of correspondence I
have received from the Royal Thai embassy. It begins
by calling me ‘Excellency’; I think I have been
promoted there:
The Royal Thai embassy has received Your Excellency’s
letter dated 9 November 2011 with much heartfelt
appreciation. I am writing to inform Your Excellency that the
two letters, one to the President of the National Assembly of
Thailand, and the other to the Prime Minister of the Kingdom
of Thailand, together with the resolution agreed on
8 November 2011 by the Legislative Council of Victoria,
have already been forwarded, back to Bangkok, to their
respective destinations.
The flood has been the most devastating in the recent Thai
history, with more than 500 casualties and billions of baht
worth of physical damages and losses. In addition to the
supports and kind offers of assistance from the Australian
government, the Thai communities and ‘Friends of Thailand’
throughout Australia, including in the state of Victoria, have
expressed their sympathy and shown their strong supports;
together they have been able to raise significant amount of
funds to be donated to those suffering and adversely affected
by the flood. Given Thailand’s resilient nature, combined
with the help of its friends, I am positive that Thailand will
soon recover from this unfortunate event.
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Accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest
consideration.

The letter is signed by the chargé d’affaires of the
Royal Thai embassy.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Planning: Williamstown development
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. I refer to his decision in
relation to the woollen mill site in Williamstown and to
the independent panel recommendation that a
contribution of $900 per dwelling be paid by the
developer toward the cost of a bus stop, foot and bike
paths, landscaping and access to the railway station, and
I ask: why has the minister not implemented this
recommendation?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Tee for that question. As Mr Tee should be aware,
the details of a DCP — a development contributions
plan — are worked out by the responsible authority. As
Mr Tee would know, the advisory panel’s report was
that I should be the responsible authority; however,
consistent with the Baillieu government’s management
of planning as opposed to the previous government’s
management, I have made the council the responsible
authority. The details of the DCP should be worked out
by the council, which I have now given responsible
authority status over this project and which I believe is
best placed to be the responsible authority and thus
should be able to determine the scope of the DCP.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. The responsible authority, the Hobsons Bay
City Council, says that because of the minister’s
inaction it has no power to compel the payment of the
development contribution. I ask: will the Victorian
government compensate the local community for this
lost infrastructure, which is a direct result of the
minister’s decision?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Tee’s question is not correct. It is the permit
condition put forward by the responsible authority
which will manage the developer contribution. In this
case, as I have said — —
Mr Tee — See what the council says.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am sorry, Mr Tee, but this is
fact. Mr Tee can believe in fact, or he can believe in the
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magical beanstalk. He can take his pick. The fact is that
the council is the responsible authority. I have given the
council the responsibility to manage the permit
conditions, which will include developer contributions
for that site. The council will manage that
appropriately. Unlike the previous government, which
rezoned that site without a skerrick of feedback from
the council, this government is making that council the
responsible authority, and the council will no doubt
request and get developer contributions as part of the
permit conditions.

Health sector: enterprise bargaining
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
direct my question to the Minister for Health, who is
also the Minister for Ageing, the Honourable David
Davis. I ask: can the minister inform the house of recent
developments in EBA (enterprise bargaining
agreement) negotiations between Victorian health
services and the Health Services Union?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to answer this question from Mrs Kronberg,
noting her interest in the hospitals in her electorate of
Eastern Metropolitan Region. I can inform the house,
whilst not giving precise details of the negotiations
between Victorian health services and the Health
Services Union, that a heads of agreement has been
reached between health services and the Health
Services Union east branch. I am informed that last
Thursday there were two meetings of members that
supported the heads of agreement. There is obviously a
process to go through to see that completed into a
formal EBA. That will require a ballot of those who are
eligible, and it will also require Fair Work Australia to
tick off on such an arrangement.
But I can indicate that the Health Services Union has
been prepared to negotiate with health services, and for
those in the house who do not know which — —
Mr Lenders — Are you talking to the unions now?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Of course I am talking to
unions, Mr Lenders. I am always prepared to talk to
unions and others. I make the point that in this case the
Health Services Union has been prepared to reach an
agreement with VHIA (Victorian Hospitals Industrial
Association) and the 86 Victorian health services. That
will establish the steps towards an EBA that will
provide an additional payment of $35 a week in some
cases and $25 a week in others, or a minimum of
2.5 per cent, I am informed. That will provide
additional payments for those who are covered by the
Health Services Union, and that includes cooks,
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cleaners, allied health staff and others within hospitals
across the state. It is an important union, a union that
has been prepared to negotiate with VHIA and with the
health services.
I think that shows the government and health services
are prepared to reach sensible agreements and
outcomes on behalf of workers in the health sector. We
are prepared to do that in good faith. These negotiations
have been conducted in good faith, and they have
proceeded successfully in terms of the heads of
agreement. It is a good outcome for health workers, it is
a good outcome for hospitals, and it is a good outcome
for the Victorian community.
Obviously there are further steps to go through in the
process, as I said, where there will be a ballot and Fair
Work Australia will be required, as is the normal
procedure, to examine the agreement and ensure that it
complies, but this is an important step. It shows that
VHIA and the health services are prepared to work with
health sector unions to reach outcomes that are
mutually beneficial in the interests of the community, in
the interests of health workers and, most importantly, in
the interests of patients, and to achieve these outcomes
without strike action, without bed closures and without
impacting on the safety of patients. This is a good
outcome, a very good result, and we will see how it
progresses through the further steps without prejudging
the decisions of those participating in the ballot.

Planning: growling grass frog protection
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. On
Nine News on 29 November I observed the minister
make the following statement in relation to the
growling grass frog:
I don’t know if the frog is endangered. The federal
government thinks it is, the former Labor government said it
was, although I’m advised it’s in large numbers throughout
growth areas.

The document Sub-regional Species Strategy for the
Growling Grass Frog, which has been released as part
of the minister’s responsibility for meeting federal
government environmental requirements, says on
page 3:
Growling grass frog is listed as ‘endangered’ in Victoria …
and ‘vulnerable’ nationally under the EPBC act …

Has the minister read this document, because I would
like to ask him some questions about it?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
thought Mr Barber was asking me a question about it.
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He is welcome to ask me anything he likes. As he quite
correctly pointed out, there are different listings
between state and federal. I understand that the material
he has just quoted is correct.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I suggest that such a
question as the substantive question could cause
Mr Barber some trouble in framing a supplementary
question, so he might be fairly careful. No doubt he has
considered this.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Arising
directly from the minister’s answer, which confirmed
that the species was endangered, there is really only one
of two possibilities: either the minister can protect the
species for the benefit of the federal act in which
‘protect’ means protect; or alternatively, the minister
can scrap this process and require that individual
land-holders go back to making their own applications
to the federal minister every time they intend to develop
a piece of land. Is it the minister’s intention to scrap this
strategy and go back to the original process, or will he
continue with these guidelines as prepared in the draft
for public consultation?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
corridor plans which have been issued have obviously
been issued for a reason — that is, because the
government stands by them. We put them out for public
comment, and we intend to follow them through.

Higher education: federal funding
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today a new government plan ‘to slash red tape and
establish a national apprenticeship training system’. I
will look at that announcement with great interest,
because in recent months I have discussed with
Minister Evans the need to look at the way in which
apprenticeships are structured here in Victoria and
nationally. I have encouraged Senator Evans to follow
up many lines of pursuit covering this topic.
We should be looking not only at apprenticeships but
also more broadly at trade careers and trade pathways.
We should be talking not only about young tradies but
also middle-aged and older tradies, encouraging people
to train in those areas of vocational need. Potentially
there is scope to expand the opportunities for all people
of all age levels to embark upon a trade career and to
meet the needs of industries in this state. I welcome
further details about that being announced today. I will
be working positively with the federal government to
achieve results in respect of that reform agenda.
Not so encouraging was the announcement by the
federal government last week of its midyear economic
and fiscal outlook. What we saw in that particular
document was a figure of $1.2 billion being taken away
from education nationally, and Victoria is going to bear
a disproportionate share of those cuts. I am concerned
about some of those cuts, particularly the scrapping of
vital reward funding for Victorian universities. We
have done well with student satisfaction and course
progression and have earnt those reward payments, and
the cutting of $240 million from those areas will result
in Victoria getting a disproportionate share of that.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mrs Petrovich for her question.
Recently two announcements have been made by the
federal government which will have some impact on
education and training in Victoria. One was a positive
announcement and the other was a less than positive
announcement.

Also of particular concern to me was the increase in the
higher education contribution scheme (HECS) funding
arrangement for maths and science students who are
studying at degree level. Members of this house will
know that in the last budget the Baillieu government
announced funding in excess of $20 million for
improving maths and science education in this state and
ensuring that we have the specialists to go out there and
share that maths and science knowledge with our young
people. This special exemption for higher education
contribution scheme payments was originally put in
place to encourage more people to pursue a career in
maths and science. I have grave fears that this increase
is going to have a detrimental impact on the future
supply of maths and science teachers in the state of
Victoria.

Firstly, I will talk about the positive announcement,
which is more in line with my disposition. In the
Herald Sun this morning I read an article headed ‘New
deal for young tradies’. It referred to comments from
Senator Chris Evans who said he expected to announce

I also want to mention that over $260 million has been
cut nationally from income support for rural students,
and this is at a time when the Baillieu government is
expending record amounts of money on programs to
encourage rural students to improve their participation

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, and I ask: has the government
made an assessment of the impact of recent
announcements by the federal government affecting
Victoria’s education system, and if so, will he share that
information with the house?
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rate in higher education. This particular change runs
counter to that, and we are concerned. These are
matters which I intend to take up with Senator Evans
because Victoria is going to be hard-hit by the cuts
announced last week by the federal government.

Housing: Frances Penington Award
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is for the Minister for Housing.
Can the minister advise the house what plans she has in
place to honour the contribution of Frances Penington?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
Yes. The Penington award is being finalised at the
moment. The winner will be announced on
14 December.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you for that answer, Minister. Given that the Frances
Penington Award is traditionally given during Housing
Week to a public housing tenant who has made an
outstanding voluntary contribution to their community,
can the minister advise whether she has managed to set
a date for Housing Week yet?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
believe we have been through this before in the house.
Housing Week was something established under the
Kennett government, and it had lost its way. The
department advised me that it was not providing the
best opportunities for promoting good things that
happen in public housing.
We are currently reviewing Housing Week. We have
an opportunity coming up, with next year being the
75th anniversary of the passing of the Housing
Act 1937 and the following year being the
75th anniversary of the establishment of the former
Housing Commission of Victoria, to actually turn it into
something that is meaningful for tenants and to promote
the good things that happen in public housing. This
year we have celebrated all the events that normally
happen in Housing Week. We just did not have an
actual date set for Housing Week, because the
department had advised that it was past its use-by date,
it had become stale and it was not providing good
outcomes.

Manufacturing: regional and rural Victoria
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I direct a
question to the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, and I ask: can the minister advise the house of
how the Baillieu government is continuing to attract
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significant investment for regional Victorian
manufacturers?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question and his ongoing interest and
commitment to the economic strength of regional
Victoria. The Baillieu government is committed to
ensuring that there is substantial ongoing investment in
state-of-the-art manufacturing in regional Victoria. The
Victorian government obviously understands the
important role our regions play in the economic success
of Victoria, in particular when it comes to the
agriculture business. We recognise the excellent
capabilities of many of our regional businesses and
especially those in the food industry.
That is why I was up in the Sunraysia region on
25 November with some fantastic news for the people
of Mildura. I was very proud to be with my
parliamentary colleague the member for Mildura in the
Assembly, Peter Crisp, to announce that Olam
Orchards Australia would be proceeding with a
$60 million almond processing plant. The Baillieu
government is pleased to provide financial support and
assistance through the Business Flood Recovery Fund
to establish investment and jobs in flood-affected
regions. Mr Crisp, who understands the positive
implications and significance of this large investment,
said that this investment:
… is a major jobs boost and will strengthen Mildura’s
international reputation as a producer of top-quality food
products.

On top of that, the processing plant will generate
90 new, direct jobs for the people of Sunraysia. But that
is not all. It will also generate downstream employment
and economic activity along the value chain in
construction, packaging, waste recycling, transport,
logistics and storage.
Importantly this new facility will be one of the largest
and most efficient plants of its kind in the world. It will
be capable of processing 40 000 tonnes of almond
kernels annually, making it one of the biggest almond
processing plants outside of the United States. Equally
important for those opposite is that by 2013 it is
projected that this new facility will result in over
$100 million worth of exports, and by 2015 we are
looking at an estimated $150 million in exports. This
will double our export of almonds from Victoria and
make Victoria the second-largest almond grove,
processor and exporter in the world.
This government will continue to support companies
that are export focused and intent on positioning
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themselves to compete with the best in the world. Once
again, the Baillieu government is putting its words into
action and working to ensure that our regional
economies remain strong and resilient.

Dandenong: Little India precinct
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. Traders from the Little
India precinct in Dandenong protested on the steps of
Parliament House today. They say that a lack of
compassion and support from the Baillieu government
means they and their staff are suffering financially and
emotionally. Businesses are closing down, life savings
are being lost, and at least one person has been
hospitalised with a medical condition that has been
exacerbated by this stress. Will the minister, in good
faith, agree to the dispute being independently
mediated? A mediator can find common ground and
can report publicly on options for a way forward in
those areas where agreement cannot be reached. Will
the minister agree to mediation as a way forward?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I accept
the fundamental premise of Mr Tee’s question, but it is
worth noting why we have this problem today. It is
because Mr Tee and a number of his colleagues have
been in this chamber in the last seven months gloating
about the success of the Revitalising Central
Dandenong initiative. Indeed Mr Somyurek, who sits
next to Mr Tee, was questioning me in the local media
not 10 months ago about the government’s
commitment to the outstanding Revitalising Central
Dandenong initiative.
Mr Viney — It’s our fault, not your fault, is it?
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is your fault, Mr Viney. Let
us get one thing clear: every one of the compulsory
acquisitions occurred under your watch. Every single
one of them. The Labor Party is asking me today
whether I will agree to a mediation process to fix up a
mess that it created and that its members have been
whipping up in the community in central Dandenong
by suggesting that somehow we are not listening to
people. We have been asked, on the three times that I
have met, about a number of clear points.
Mr Viney — They’re all grown-ups. They can make
up their own minds.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Calm down, Mr Viney. I know
you suffer relevance deprivation, but the rest of us just
want to hear this, so just calm down.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Just so arrogant.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — You are just a thug, so just
calm down. We have been asked for better signage,
which has been put in place, and an advertising
campaign in the media, which has been put in place.
We are working with traders on a number of parking
issues. This is not up to the state government, as
members might know. It is council parking which we
are trying to talk to Mr Somyurek’s council about
fixing.
If it means we have to sit down with all parties in a
room — the new urban renewal authority Places
Victoria, the traders and me — I have offered to do that
and I will do it. I offered that some time ago, and I will
do it again. This is a mess that the previous government
created and that I want to clean up.
Outside of those issues, the principal point that has been
put to me is the need for rate relief and rent relief. The
compulsory acquisitions that occurred under the
previous government now mean that that involves the
land monitor, it involves a long process that sets a
precedent, and it is one that will take a long time to fix.
It is one that we have had with my department and the
Treasury for some time, and it is not going to be solved
overnight. It is not going to get a quick fix.
If people want a genuine, open solution to the Little
India problem in Dandenong, which we have been
asked on a number of occasions to try to assist with —
we are doing our best on signage, on which I have had
half a dozen or more meetings with VicUrban and
Places Victoria to try to solve — we will, to the best of
our ability, try to repair the mess and the uncertainty
that was created by members opposite when they were
in government, and I might add when not a single
member opposite raised these concerns — ever!
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — While the
minister has been having months and months of
meetings and putting forward tokenistic efforts, these
businesses have been closing down and these people
have been becoming unhealthy. The minister will not
agree to mediation. Is there anything that he will do
today, is there any concrete thing that he will offer
today, as a way forward to resolve this issue? Is there
any hope that he will give this community before this
cherished, iconic part of Victoria is lost forever?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Let us
just talk about this cherished and iconic part of Victoria
in the language of the Labor Party just a few months
ago:
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Land acquisition and timely delivery of critical
infrastructure — the acquisition and amalgamation of these
sites within the CAD —

the central activities district, was necessary —
… for infrastructure improvements and to produce parcels for
private sector development and seed projects.

Mr Tee cares so much about this part of Victoria, but
not 12 months ago he wanted to acquire sites, kick
people out, throw them out on the street. He could not
care less. Jude Perera, the member for Cranbourne in
the other place, never raised it. Mr Somyurek never
raised it. Mr Tee could not care. He only raised this
when his party went into opposition. People can see
through Mr Tee’s transparency. This government will
meet with anyone to try to solve this issue. I have met
them more times than Mr Tee. His transparency is
shameless. He should be ashamed of himself for putting
people out of business.

Melbourne Airport: John Holland Aviation
Services
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister responsible for
the Aviation Industry, and I ask: can the minister
inform the house of any new opportunities for the
Victorian aviation maintenance, repair and overhaul
sector?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry) — I thank
Mr Finn for his question and for his interest in a matter
that goes to the heart of his electorate — Melbourne
Airport and the operations at Melbourne Airport.
Mr Finn asked about developments in the maintenance,
repair and overhaul (MRO) section of the aviation
industry. Maintenance repair and overhaul is an
important part of the Victorian aviation industry, and
Victoria enjoys around 40 per cent of total MRO
operations in Australia. MRO operations relate to the
heavy maintenance undertaken on airline aircraft in
Australia.
Here in Victoria we are very fortunate to have
companies such as Qantas Engineering, Lufthansa
Technik LTQ, and also John Holland Aviation
Services, which is the only independent MRO
operating in Australia providing heavy maintenance.
John Holland currently provides line maintenance and
mid-level maintenance for aircraft at Melbourne
Airport operating out at the old Ansett maintenance
facility on the southern apron at Melbourne Airport.
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I am pleased to inform the house that last month Boeing
commercial aircraft in the United States decided to
designate John Holland at Melbourne Airport as a
provider of the new GoldCare service. GoldCare is a
new turnkey product that Boeing is offering with
respect to its new 787 aircraft and the new
737 next-generation aircraft. Basically this product will
allow Boeing to offer a direct maintenance product to
its airline customers. Increasingly, these new aircraft
require — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Pakula is sitting
directly behind Hansard staff and is having a
conversation across the chamber which is not relevant
to the answer being given. He is making it very difficult
for them.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Increasingly,
MROs are required to offer original equipment
manufacturer skills. It is significant that John Holland
has now received a designation from Boeing to offer
those skills with respect to the 787 and the
next-gen 737. As we move to composite aircraft, in the
case of the 787, the ability to offer skills from the
manufacturer specific to aircraft type will become
important, so it is significant that John Holland at
Melbourne Airport has received this GoldCare
designation from Boeing.
Boeing sees enormous potential for increasing its
aircraft fleet operating in the Asia-Pacific region. More
than 150 of the 787s have been ordered for the
Asia-Pacific. For John Holland at Melbourne Airport to
have been designated as the only Asia-Pacific provider
of GoldCare is very significant to its expansion plans.
The Victorian government looks forward to working
with John Holland to make the most of this opportunity.
We expect that it will be a significant next-generation
fleet in the Asia-Pacific. John Holland at Melbourne
Airport is perfectly positioned to provide those services
for the Asia-Pacific region. The government looks
forward to working with it to realise the potential of this
new designation from Boeing.

Housing: Bentleigh electorate
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Housing.
Can the minister advise the house how she reconciles
her government taking credit for new social housing
developments in the Assembly electorate of Bentleigh
when prior to last year’s election she actively
participated in a fear campaign against social housing
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by attending rallies and signing petitions against social
housing in Bentleigh? What has changed since then?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
As the member who asked the question would well
know, I have always been in favour of well-balanced,
good social housing projects. I never opposed one
single housing project under the former government. I
did raise community concerns about some of the
planning processes, but the opposition cannot even get
its facts straight. It tried to raise this issue with a
journalist a couple of weeks ago by saying that I had
visited the development that this particular petition is
about, but the opposition is wrong. The housing project
that I visited is a project behind the Kingston town hall.
It is part of an existing planning permit for an apartment
building that was approved by the Kingston City
Council.
The project across the road at 973 Nepean Highway
was a call-in project — the Minister for Planning called
it in to approve it. The community raised concerns
about that and that is what the petition raised — the
concerns of the community. It was not opposing the
project, but there was concern that there was no local
input into the planning process. There was concern
about the fact that this particular site is at the corner of
the Nepean Highway and South Road, two extremely
busy roads, and it is also bounded by a railway line.
This housing project was to be for women with children
and the community was concerned that there was
nowhere for those children to play. It was concerned
about the planning process and parking in the local
area.
I raised the community’s concerns because the
community could not get the former government to
listen to it. Because the community could not get the
former government to listen to it, it came to the then
opposition to raise its concerns. I did attend their
meeting and I listened to the community’s concerns,
and I raised those concerns with the former government
which failed to listen to them.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — The
petition which bears the minister’s signature makes no
reference to issues about process; it talks about poor
planning and a concentration of social housing in
Bentleigh. Does the minister still believe that a
four-storey project, which delivers 49 units of housing
for low-income Victorians and which is immediately
opposite a train station and close to jobs and
community infrastructure, constitutes so-called poor
planning and should be rejected?
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Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
The member is right: it is about process — poor
planning is planning process. The community had
concerns; the community wanted to raise those
concerns. The former government would not listen to
their concerns and the then opposition, now
government, raised their concerns with the former
government, but the former government failed to
respond to them.

Housing: Norlane development
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to my colleague the Honourable
Wendy Lovell, the Minister for Housing. I ask: can the
minister update the house on further developments
following her announcement of the very well received
new Norlane public and affordable housing initiative in
Geelong?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for his question. Our announcement
of the new Norlane housing development in Norlane
has been well received. Unlike the former
government’s plan, which was to do a call-in process to
build multistorey apartments, which the community did
not support — a $30-million plan that was not
supported by the local council and not supported by the
local community — we have announced an $80-million
redevelopment of Norlane that has been received with
resounding applause from the local community.
Yesterday, together with a member for western
province, David Koch, who chairs our — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — With a member for
Western Victoria Region, David Koch, who chairs our
community advisory committee, I had the pleasure of
presenting the keys to the first two families to move
into the first of the 14 houses at new Norlane that will
be completed between now and March. These families
were delighted to be moving into their new homes. The
Shaheen family — Laila Shaheen and her three
children, Ramy, Dany and Farah — moved into their
new home yesterday. Ramy, who is hoping to get into a
career in IT, Dany, who is in year 11 at North Geelong
Secondary College, and Farah, their younger sister,
were all terribly excited to be moving into their new
home in time for the new year.
The other young family who also moved into their new
home has an effervescent five-year-old boy, who was
very excited and wanted to show us his new bedroom,
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to take the action needed to ensure the ongoing survival
and viability of the Little India precinct.

and also a 17-month-old girl. They were delighted they
will be able to spend Christmas in their new home.
These are real Geelong families, and we have created
real opportunities for them to build better lives for
themselves. These homes represent 2 of the first
14 publicly owned homes that are nearing completion.
There will be a total of 160 public housing properties
and also 160 affordable private homes built at new
Norlane.
A tender to secure Geelong-based builders to construct
the homes is currently under way. Unlike under the
former government, our development will be low
density with improved streetscapes and the intermixing
of public and private housing to provide better
outcomes for the community.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
have answers to the following questions on notice:
338–9, 350–1, 372, 385–6, 397–8, 419, 431–2, 438,
443–4, 453, 464–5, 476–7, 486, 627, 789, 793,
2271–2, 2425–6, 2940–2, 3565, 4019–20, 4022,
4030–3, 4035–9, 4041–3, 4045–56, 4059, 4063,
4065, 4565, 4919–5014, 5016–5111, 5784–5879,
8143–6, 8161.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Dandenong: Little India precinct
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria who are
traders, friends, customers and supporters of the Little India
precinct in Dandenong draws to the attention of the Legislative
Council concerns that:
1.

2.

the Little India precinct, which is recognised throughout
Victoria as an iconic hub of Indian culture and business
and is an example of Victoria’s vibrant multicultural
community, is under threat;
there has been major and ongoing disruption to the Little
India precinct caused by the Revitalising Central
Dandenong project undertaken by VicUrban;

3.

this disruption and uncertainty has led to a significant
downturn in business, causing financial and emotional
hardship to the business owners, their staff and families;

4.

the traders of the Little India precinct have, over many
months, unsuccessfully asked the Baillieu government
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To ensure the ongoing viability of the Little India precinct, the
petitioners call upon the Baillieu government to:
1.

publicly confirm their support for small businesses in the
Little India precinct and recognise their important
contribution to the economy and to multiculturalism in
Victoria;

2.

provide an extensive and ongoing publicity campaign to
promote the Little India precinct and to mitigate the
impacts of the disruption;

3.

ensure sufficient signage is erected which directs people
to the Little India precinct;

4.

provide immediate and ongoing rent relief, until the
disruption and uncertainties caused by the Revitalising
Central Dandenong project are resolved;

5.

provide additional car-parking spaces within the precinct
to replace those lost due to construction works; and

6.

immediately cancel road closures that disrupt customer
access in the lead-up to the Christmas season.

By Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(735 signatures).
Laid on table.

Trams: conductors
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 unpopularity and ineffectiveness of using authorised
officers to address fare evasion; and
the effectiveness of tram conductors in:
lessening fare evasion and vandalism;
improving public safety; and
providing assistance to passengers.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Council to urge
the Baillieu government to reintroduce tram conductors.

By Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan)
(662 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan).
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SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2010–11
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations) presented report by command
of the Governor.
Laid on table.

COUNTY COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2010–11
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations) presented report by command
of the Governor.
Laid on table.

ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
REFERENCES COMMITTEE
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The committee sought expressions of interest and
received submissions from 30 organisations, five of
which expressed an interest in attending a public
meeting. Representatives of those organisations
attended a day of hearings on 2 November 2011.
Committee members have been flattered by the
confidence that the Minister for Health has shown in
our ability to resolve these questions around how data
relates to the interactions and best provision of health
and aged-care services for people not just in Victoria
but indeed throughout the commonwealth. We certainly
gave it our best shot.
The work of this committee has occurred during a time
of significant activity in this area; there has been a
significant Productivity Commission report as well as
the rollout of arrangements the commonwealth
government is putting in place — some on its own
initiative and some as outcomes of negotiations with
the states — throughout the commonwealth, including
the e-health and Medicare Local initiatives among
others. The committee has been considering these
issues and there has been a great deal of movement
since it received its terms of reference in April.

Primary health and aged care
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) presented
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

I would like to make a few brief remarks. This is the
first report from one of the Legislative Council standing
committees established in late 2010. This committee
has a very broad remit, with responsibility for matters
concerned with agriculture, commerce, infrastructure,
industry, major projects, public sector finances and
transport. On 5 April the committee, by resolution of
the house, was asked to inquire into, consider and
report on the measurement of primary health and
aged-care services and outcomes, including budget
measures. In particular the committee inquired into
whether there ought to be mandatory requirements for
the provision of a range of data, including the actual
rates of provision for residential aged-care and
community care alternatives; whether hospitalisations
could be avoided in some circumstances; and whether
unnecessary or avoidable hospitalisations of patients in
residential care could be taken as a surrogate indicator
for poor care.

The committee heard of the significant and growing
prevalence of diabetes and cardiovascular disease in the
community, which is certainly something that will be of
no surprise to members, and the impact this has on
quality of life. This is a considerable burden on the
health budget. It is an area where a great deal is known
about preventive measures that can help. We have
made some recommendations, and we have some
findings that are detailed in the report.
I would like to take this opportunity to indicate that in
some respects the committee has been doing its work
with one arm tied behind its back. There was a moment
when the committee was advised that it would be
unable to advertise to call for submissions because of a
lack of funding, and indeed it was very late in the piece
that the committee was provided with a research
officer.
A great many of our considerations have occurred
when we have met on a Wednesday evening following
a Tuesday late-night sitting. The government’s
legislative program is indeed the government’s
business, but on four occasions we have met after
having sat the previous night until after midnight — on
a number of those occasions it was well past
midnight — so while we have tried to do our best, I am
not sure how we went with that; there were certainly
some challenges.
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Given that this is the first report to be published under
the new committee structure, I would urge the
government to consider the arrangements for
committees that are detailed in the standing orders and
the way in which the government legislative program
has created a tendency to sit very late on Tuesdays. We
have had meetings while bells have rung constantly in
the other place, and we have attempted to ignore that
noise while dealing with our work.
I would like to thank the organisations that made
submissions and presented, I thank my fellow
committee members and most of all, perhaps, I would
like to thank the staff of the committee, who have done
a tremendous job in assisting us on a very difficult
matter, and they were very ably led by committee
secretary Robert McDonald.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I, too,
would like to speak on this first report from the
standing committees of the Legislative Council. I
would like to reiterate much of what Ms Pulford has
said, but I would especially like to put on record my
praise for the committee itself and how cooperatively
members have worked and are working together,
because I think we got some very good results out of
the work that we did. I would particularly like to put on
record my thanks to Robert McDonald and his staff,
because they did a superb job. It was a very broad
reference and a very interesting one, as it turned out.
It would seem on paper that it would be expected that
there was a united collection of data for both primary
health and aged care across the country. As we found
out, this is not the case. The people we spoke with and
the submissions that we received indicated that it is a
very good idea and it should be done. Most responses
laid much of the responsibility for the collection of data
on the federal government. Many said they thought it
was vital that this happens. In this day and age with
respect to the collection and productive use of data, it
would seem that there is a clear indication to the federal
government of the need to put some parameters in place
in order to do this vital work.
I praise the people who presented to our committee,
because many organisations across Australia and
indeed in Victoria are doing some very good work in
data collection. As per the minister’s request at the
outset, if we are going to make policy changes in this
state and into the future on some of the most major
health issues such as diabetes and the increasing
number of those requiring aged care, it is imperative
that we build those policy decisions on proper empirical
data — data we can trust, data we can work with and
data that will give us safe and honest opinions so that
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proper policy can be created. I hope the federal
government reads our report.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I wish to
endorse the remarks made by my fellow committee
members, and I look forward to future references and
inquiries by this committee in relation to the portfolio
areas that it covers. I look forward to them being carried
out in the efficient and cooperative manner we achieved
in our first effort.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I wish to make
some remarks on this inaugural report of the Legislative
Council Standing Committee on Economy and
Infrastructure References Committee on its inquiry into
primary health and aged care. I add my thanks to the
committee staff and to all the individuals and
organisations that made submissions, in particular those
that made submissions during the public hearings of the
committee.
This is a particularly notable inquiry and report for the
fact that it is an inquiry into primary health and aged
care notwithstanding the fact that the committee is the
Economy and Infrastructure References Committee and
that members who signed up to this committee did so
expecting that they would be inquiring into matters or
things concerned with agriculture, commerce,
infrastructure, industry, major projects, public sector
finances and transport, and I made some remarks on
this at the time the reference was made.
Notwithstanding that, all members of the committee
made their best endeavours to address themselves to
this subject and to provide this report to the Parliament,
and I certainly hope that it will be of assistance to the
Minister for Health. Members of the committee are
looking forward to future references, particularly those
which address the matters I have previously listed and
which are in the province of the Economy and
Infrastructure References Committee.
Motion agreed to.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 15
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 15 of 2011, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.
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Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:

Laid on table by Clerk:
Architects Registration Board of Victoria — Minister’s report
of receipt of 2010–11 report.
Coroners Court of Victoria — Report, 2010–11.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Document pursuant
to section 32(3) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 128.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendment C151.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C127 Part 2.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C86.

Education and Training Reform Amendment (School Safety)
Act 2011 — Part 1 and section 5 — 24 November 2011
(Government Gazette No. S379, 22 November 2011).
Farm Debt Mediation Act 2011 — 1 December 2011
(Government Gazette No. S379, 22 November 2011).
Justice Legislation Amendment (Protective Services Officers)
Act 2011 — 28 November 2011 (Government Gazette
No. S379, 22 November 2011).

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated
6 December from the Minister for Education.
Accordingly I table a copy of that document.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendment C84 Part 2.

Letter at page 5865.

Moyne Planning Scheme — Amendment C35 Part 2.

Ordered that document be considered next day on
motion of Ms HARTLAND (Western
Metropolitan).

Murrindindi Planning Scheme — Amendment C29
Part 1.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C73.
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendment C94.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C107.
Special Investigations Monitor —
Report 2010–11, pursuant to section 131T of the
Fisheries Act 1995.
Report 2010–11, pursuant to section 74P of the Wildlife
Act 1975.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Police Regulation Act 1958 — No. 130.
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 — No. 129.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 132 and 133.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
No. 131.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Amendment to the Keno Technical Standard made
under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and related
documents under section 16B.
Exemption from section 65A(1) of the Road Safety Act
1986 for persons participating in the Valvoline
Shepparton Springnats 2011 and related documents
under section 16B.
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132 and 133.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Ms MIKAKOS having given notice of motion:
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the last
notice of motion, I have asked the clerks to check the
wording of this notice of motion against previous
notices of motion on the same subject. My recollection
is that the house has had an opportunity to debate this
matter, at least in the context presented by the first
paragraph of this motion. I recognise that there are
some other component parts to this motion. I suggest
that it may need to be reworded a little to ensure that we
do not track over the same area. Nonetheless, the clerks
will investigate it. I do not think we need a debate now
as to whether it is or is not the same as previous
motions, including one on the notice paper, but I
indicate that I may ask Ms Mikakos to work with the
clerks. In fact I do not think I was given the courtesy of
a copy of this motion prior to today’s proceedings, so
that makes it fairly difficult for me to make a
judgement.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, this
is a substantially different motion in that it addresses
two new points, including the listing of the closure of
specific programs that have not been addressed in
previous motions and also the issue of cost shifting to
local government in that a number of councils that I
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refer to in the motion have now taken up the cost of this
program. It is significantly different.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I understand that, but
from my point of view part of the motion’s structure
has been the subject of previous debate. I do not see
that the motion will be ruled out, but its wording may
well need to be reworked somewhat to pick up the
emphasis Ms Mikakos has just suggested to me. I
would probably not have been concerned if I had had
an opportunity to look at it earlier and compare it with
the other motions I have referred to. Other members
may also take into account that it is a valuable courtesy
to the Chair in terms of being able to carry through with
proceedings appropriately.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 7 December 2011:
(1) order of the day 18, resumption of debate on
motion noting the contents of the Office of Police
Integrity report tabled on 27 October 2011;
(2) notice of motion 229 standing in the name of
Ms Hartland relating to the introduction of the
Accident Compensation Amendment (Fair
Protection for Firefighters) Bill 2011;
(3) a take-note motion of the tram conductors petition
tabled this day by Mr Barber;
(4) order of the day 17, resumption of debate on
motion condemning the Minister for Health in
relation to nurse numbers;
(5) notice of motion 178 standing in the name of
Ms Pennicuik relating to the production of certain
Australian Grand Prix Corporation documents;
(6) order of the day 23, resumption of debate on
motion relating to the Victorian families statement
2011; and
(7) notice of motion 227 standing in the name of
Mr Barber relating to feed-in tariffs.

Motion agreed to.
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MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Victorian certificate of applied learning:
funding
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Last week I
visited a number of providers of the Victorian
certificate of applied learning (VCAL), including the
Mildura Senior College and the Echuca campus of the
Bendigo Regional Institute of TAFE. It is fair to say
that the concerns of communities, schools and TAFEs
in my electorate of Northern Victoria Region are
undiminished following the Baillieu-Ryan cuts of
$12 million per year from the budget for coordinators
of the VCAL program. It is equally fair to say that
support for VCAL is undiminished in the face of
government cuts because communities see the real
value of VCAL where the government does not.
In Echuca there is concern that students who have
become disengaged from classroom-based learning and
who have chosen to do VCAL at TAFE because it has a
hands-on approach to learning are likely to find
themselves spending more time in classrooms because
of the government’s cuts. These same students are
likely to find themselves in larger classes because of the
cuts. In short these students are likely to find
themselves trying to learn in an environment that looks
more and more like the school classroom that did not
work for them in the first place.
In rural and regional Victoria these cuts are particularly
unfair because students already face greater hurdles to
complete school and to find jobs and further education
and training opportunities. On behalf of school
communities in northern Victoria I call on the
Baillieu-Ryan government to do the right thing and
reinstate funding of the VCAL program.

Tatura and Shepparton Racing Club
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — On Sunday,
4 December, I had the opportunity to go to the Tatura
and Shepparton Racing Club for its Italian Plate race
day. It was an outstanding day. Thousands of people
were there enjoying catching up with family and
friends. I also had the opportunity to catch up with my
parliamentary colleague the Minister for Racing, Denis
Napthine. The minister is warmly received everywhere
he goes in Victorian racing circles at the moment, and
the Tatura race club was no different. The racing
industry understands it is getting exceptional leadership
under Minister Napthine, and this is true whether it is at
the Italian Plate day at Tatura or at Bendigo, where
recently unprompted the president and the master of
ceremonies for the day warmly acknowledged the
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support their club is getting from the Minister for
Racing.
Whether it be support for jumps racing, support for
jockey welfare or the support the minister is pushing
through for the breeding of racehorses, I want to thank
the minister for what he is doing for the industry at the
moment and for the leadership he is showing. I ask him
to continue to lead the industry in the way he is leading
it.

Rail: Altona loop service
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Last
night I hosted a meeting in Altona to put forward
solutions to the problems that residents using the Altona
loop train service have experienced since the
government cut the timetable in March this year, giving
residents a 22-minute-interval service in peak times.
One hundred and twenty people attended the meeting,
and the problems were clear, such as cancelled trains. It
can take between 1 and 2 hours to get home from
Flinders Street station, because the Altona loop train is
often cancelled.
I finally have a response from the Minister for
Transport, Minister Mulder, on cancellations: the
Altona train service was cancelled 54 times in three
months. People who are old or disabled are having to
change at Laverton station. There are no ramps at
Laverton station, and the lifts often break down — in
fact 47 times in three months. I note that it took almost
six weeks for this answer to come, from wherever it
came, into this house.
It was clear by the end of the meeting that the problem
was not engineering or that there is a single line but that
there is no political will to give residents in Altona,
Seaholme and Westona a reliable train service. The
Minister for Public Transport is clearly happy to
announce a fare increase today, but I urge him to meet
with the residents of Altona — not just a small
delegation — to talk about what is going on and to
come up with a bit of political will to fix the situation.

Lambis Englezos
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On Sunday, 13 November, I was honoured to attend the
Greek Orthodox Community of Melbourne and
Victoria function in honour of Lambis Englezos, AM.
At the event he spoke passionately about his research
and advocacy work relating to the Australian soldiers of
the Great War buried in Fromelles, France, for which
he received the Order of Australia for service to the
community.
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For a long time he got the officialdom run-around from
British and Australian authorities that doubted his
research, which was eventually found to be correct. His
research showed that Allied soldiers were buried in
mass graves at a site in a field on the edge of a small
wood on the outskirts of Fromelles. It resulted in the
Australian government undertaking a geophysical
survey and the eventual recovery of the missing
Australian and British soldiers who had been killed.
The Allied soldiers had endured one of the worst
24 hours in Australian military history. In one night
5533 men from the Australian 5th Division were killed,
wounded or reported missing in the Battle of Fromelles
between 19 and 20 July 1916.
The research and advocacy of Lambis Englezos
resulted in Australian soldiers missing since the Great
War being carefully exhumed and re-interred with full
military honours at the Fromelles military cemetery.
Most importantly, this has provided comfort to the
many families of the missing soldiers that their relatives
have a final resting place and the dignity of a known
grave — a place to visit, and a place to commemorate
and honour their service and sacrifice. I am sure that I
speak for many when I say that Mr Englezos’s honour
is a fitting recognition of his passion, advocacy and
research, which has brought closure to families of the
missing men of the 5th Division. I congratulate
Mr Englezos and wish him well with his ongoing
efforts in this area. I look forward to working with him
to advance the work of the Lemnos-Gallipoli
commemorative committee.

Avoca Shire Turf Club
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Like my
colleague Mr Drum, I also enjoyed the hospitality of a
racing club recently. In my case it was the Avoca Shire
Turf Club last Sunday, where I was hosted by the
Minister for Racing, Denis Napthine. I concur that he
was well received by the racing fraternity of Avoca, the
beautiful little town in the Pyrenees which provides a
lot of love and winemaking for its district.

Ararat: prisons
Mr RAMSAY — This afternoon I want to talk
about jails. I had the pleasure — and I might add not
Her Majesty’s pleasure — of visiting jails in the Ripon
electorate last week, one old one and one new one, both
having an estranged relationship. J Ward outside Ararat
was built in 1862 with a gallows. Decommissioned in
1991, J Ward was turned into a museum in 1997. Made
of beautiful bluestone and housing governor’s and
single men’s quarters, the former prison attracts over
12 000 visitors a year. The City of Ararat made a wise
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investment in purchasing the jail for $200 000 in 1993,
and that vision turned a jail steeped in history into a
museum.
I also visited another jail. In the company of the
Minister for Corrections, Andrew McIntosh, I went to
Ararat for the renaming of the Ararat Prison as the
Hopkins Correctional Centre. This new industry in
Ararat is creating a modern state-of-the-art corrections
centre, with an increase in capacity of 350 beds and
over 160 full-time staff, which in itself will create
150 new jobs in the Ararat region. The contrasts are
huge: an old jail is now a museum steeped in
history — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr RAMSAY — And a new jail is providing
economic development in Ararat.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! Mr Ramsay should not continue once I have
said his time has expired.

Crime: prevention
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The
Baillieu-Ryan government has in no small part been
elected to office on the back of a law and order
campaign. In the last 12 months there has been
unprecedented meddling in the police force, a divisive
round of pay negotiations and extensive clarification
required so that Victorians might understand what parts
of the government’s protective services officers on train
stations policy will be implemented, how and when.
The state government’s sentencing survey results have
now been published in the Herald Sun. Some
18 500 respondents shared their thoughts on the subject,
and it certainly made for interesting reading.
It is timely in this context to note that in my electorate
of Western Victoria Region there are some concerning
trends. There is a 10 per cent increase in the number of
crimes in the Southern Grampians and increases in
Geelong, Horsham and Ballarat. The government has
talked tough about law and order, but some of the latest
statistics might cause us to question the gulf between
campaign rhetoric and reality. The government is now
in office and needs to begin to do something to match
the strong law and order rhetoric that we saw during the
election campaign.

Victorian International Teaching Fellowship
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
my role as Parliamentary Secretary for Education it is
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my very great pleasure to get out and about around the
state of Victoria, supporting various stakeholders in the
education community. Recently I had the pleasure of
hosting the farewell for the Victorian teaching fellows
who were departing for exchange and also those who
had served here in Australia. As a former international
teaching fellow I had great pleasure in attending this
event, which coincided with the 40th anniversary of the
Victorian International Teaching Fellowship program,
which was the brainchild of Dr Lawrie Shears, a former
director-general of education and patron of the
Victorian branch of the International Teachers
Association, which is the VITF’s alumni society.
It is a wonderful program. Again, having been a
personal beneficiary, I know it provides a wonderful
learning opportunity and an opportunity for
professional development and learning outcomes for
the teachers and school leaders who are involved in it. I
would like to wish all those Victorian teachers who are
going abroad the very best of luck.

Teachers: language assistants
Mrs PEULICH — On a similar note, recently I had
the pleasure of attending the Victorian language
assistants recognition ceremony. We farewelled and
recognised the contributions of assistants from three
language groups, including the Assistants to Teachers
of Chinese program, the Assistants to Teachers of
Japanese program and language assistants from Europe
and the United Kingdom. They are multiskilled, and it
is a fantastic program. I thank all those assistant
teachers and their relevant embassies for their support.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities:
community forum
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — On
29 November I was pleased to attend and participate in
the Darebin Ethnic Communities Council’s forum on
the Victorian Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities at the Darebin Intercultural Centre. The
forum provided an opportunity for local community
members to share in a discussion about the future of
Victoria’s charter of human rights. It was the Labor
government, of course, that in 2006 pioneered this
human rights protection for Victoria, the first state in
our country to do so. Given the current
Attorney-General’s previous statements on the charter,
the community has every reason to be concerned about
the charter’s future. I commend the Darebin Ethnic
Communities Council for facilitating such an important
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discussion and recognising the charter’s contribution to
strengthening and supporting our democracy.
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excluding the Lord Mayor and deputy lord mayor. The
review will not consider the method of election of the
Lord Mayor and deputy lord mayor.

Living Longer Living Stronger: funding
Ms MIKAKOS — On 1 December, together with
the member for Ballarat West in the other place, I
visited the Ballarat Community Health centre in
Sebastopol, which runs the Living Longer Living
Stronger program. Many of the participants spoke
highly of the benefits that the program has given them
in allowing them to keep active and connected to their
communities. It is extremely disappointing to them that
the Baillieu government has not recommitted funding
for this program, and I urge it to reconsider that.

Darebin Community Legal Centre
Ms MIKAKOS — Also on 1 December, with the
member for Northcote in the other place, I attended the
opening of the new offices of the Darebin Community
Legal Centre by my federal colleague the member for
Batman. This centre has been providing free legal
advice, assistance and advocacy to the Darebin
community for more than 20 years. I commend all the
staff and volunteers on the many hours of time, energy
and hard work they have invested in assisting their local
community, and I wish them all the best in their new
location in High Street, Thornbury.

CITY OF MELBOURNE AMENDMENT
BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to say a few words on the City of
Melbourne Amendment Bill 2011, which enables the
implementation of a review that is being conducted by
the Victorian Electoral Commission, which follows a
referral from the Minister for Local Government. The
bill effectively provides the government with the
opportunity to implement the recommendations of the
review without the requirement for any further
legislation. Having said that, the bill prescribes quite
strictly the range of matters that can be determined
without reference to the Parliament. The review is of
the current electoral structure, the appropriate number
of councillors for the municipality and whether the city
should be divided into wards.
On the number of councillors, the bill provides that
there will be not fewer than 3 and not more than 10,

A number of other changes are technical in nature.
They relate to the time by which certain things must be
done, including requests for names to be grouped, the
holding of a ballot to determine the order of names and
an application to register group voting tickets. All those
times have been changed from 4.00 p.m. to noon.
Finally, the other issue that will be considered in the
review is whether councillors will be elected at large or
to represent wards and, if required, the location of the
boundaries of those wards. As I said, the bill allows for
the recommendations from the review to be
implemented to the extent provided by the bill. The
opposition will not oppose the bill.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I am
very pleased to speak on the City of Melbourne
Amendment Bill 2011. This bill represents the
fulfilment of a request to amend the City of Melbourne
Act 2001 to enable the recommendations of electoral
representation reviews of the City of Melbourne to be
implemented by orders in council. At the request of the
government and with the agreement of the Melbourne
City Council, the government has appointed the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) to undertake a
review of the electoral representation of the council in
preparation for the October 2012 elections. It is likely
that that review will have been completed by early
2012.
Historically, since its establishment in 1842, the
Melbourne City Council has seen many electoral
structures. In 1842, 12 councillors were elected to
represent four three-member wards. That was done in
one of the local hotels, cited as the Royal Hotel in
Collins Street. For most of its history Melbourne had
structures of three-member wards. That changed in
1996, when a completely new structure was introduced.
That structure was changed again in 2001, when the
current arrangements were put in place. That was the
first time that a Lord Mayor was elected directly by the
voters of Melbourne. Melbourne City Council now has
seven councillors, elected from the entire municipal
district and using Senate-style voting, plus a Lord
Mayor and a deputy lord mayor, who are elected as a
team and represent the entire district.
The electoral representation reviews are of the electoral
structures of councils. The three major matters
considered in a review are: how many councillors are
appropriate for a municipality, what electoral structure
is suitable and where ward boundaries should be
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located if wards are required. Until 2003 councils
conducted their own electoral representation reviews.
Currently all such reviews are conducted independently
by VEC. The City of Melbourne has been excluded
from this process previously. Unlike other councils, its
electoral structure has been prescribed in detail under
the City of Melbourne Act 2001. Electoral
representation reviews of each council are required to
be undertaken before at least every third general
election. In this case the minister can require that a
review be conducted at any other time.
The review includes the following statutory processes:
the electoral commission gives public notice of the
review; people are invited to make preliminary
submissions; the electoral commission prepares the
preliminary report, with the preferred option and
usually with alternative options also; people are invited
to make submissions in response to the preliminary
report, and people making submissions may request to
speak on their submissions; and the electoral
commission submits its final report to the minister.
VEC is currently undertaking a review of the election
of councillors at the City of Melbourne at the request of
the minister and with the agreement of that council. The
review, as I said earlier, is expected to be completed
early in 2012. The minister requested this review
following a request from the council to have a review
similar to other councils. The Local Government
Amendment (Electoral Matters) Act 2011 was also
passed this year to amend the City of Melbourne Act
2001 to allow the subsequent reviews for the
Melbourne City Council.
The electoral representation review for the City of
Melbourne is limited to the election of ordinary
councillors — I think it is important to stress this
point — and it does not consider the positions of Lord
Mayor or deputy lord mayor, which would remain
subject to legislation, and they remain the same. The
timetable for the review is quite extensive. There will
be time for public consultation processes, preliminary
public submissions, the release of preliminary reports
and also public hearings. The final report is, as I said
earlier, to be completed early in 2012.
This bill will enable any recommendation of VEC
following the electoral representation review to be
implemented by orders in council in the same way as
for other councils. The orders in council will be able to
specify the number of ordinary councillors to be
elected, which must be at least 3 and not more
than 10 — currently there are 7 ordinary councillors;
whether the councillors will be elected to represent
wards or to represent the whole municipal district —
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currently they represent the district; the location of
ward boundaries, if required; and whether a
Senate-style or above-the-line voting system will be
used. It is a timely process. It certainly puts Melbourne
City Council in step with other councils, with the
exception of the positions of the mayor and deputy
mayor.
I am not sure whether we are going into committee or
not. We could probably work through the provisions of
the bill. I could go through that now, but I think they
are self-explanatory and they have been covered in my
basic presentation today. If there are any questions, I
am sure we will address those at the committee stage. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
following up from the previous two speakers who
described what the bill allows for and what it does not
allow for. As anyone with a keen interest in the
Melbourne City Council would know, and that includes
aspiring politicians and also every one of the citizens of
the area, there has been a long-running debate on the
method of election and ultimate outcome of elections at
Melbourne City Council. In a previous debate on the
Melbourne City Council the necessity for a review of
the council’s voting system was put forward quite
strongly by a number of speakers in this Parliament.
Thankfully the new Minister for Local Government has
initiated a review, and the purpose of this bill is to
ensure that the outcome of that review can be
implemented in law. However, we are still waiting to
deal with some of the major issues where Melbourne
City Council is treated as a unique species compared
with every other council in Victoria, and there are in
fact some novel features that I am not even sure exist in
any other council in Australia.
The review will effectively look at how many
councillors there should be in the Melbourne City
Council. With this legislation prescribing it, it would be
not less than 3 and not more than 10, and the review
will also be given the freedom to make
recommendations as to the internal ward structure, if
any, by which those ward councillors would be elected.
This is completely separate to the issue that the bill will
not be considering — that is, the method of electing the
Lord Mayor and deputy lord mayor. They are currently
elected by a different method. Effectively they are
elected as a pair — two for the price of one — and they
are elected as if the entire Melbourne City Council area
was one big electorate. I believe that is the method of
election that the City of Greater Geelong is heading
towards, but we do not know yet. We will have to wait
and see, but it is quite possible that we will end up with
a very similar outcome in Geelong.
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The other issue not dealt with here, and not adequately
addressed by the bill, and the one which the Greens and
large parts of the city of Melbourne community
continue to advocate on is the question of who gets to
vote and the method by which they are placed on the
electoral roll and sent their postal ballot papers. In this
respect Melbourne City Council is unique because it
currently takes the names of all occupiers of rateable
property and compulsorily enrols them through a
methodology set up by the Kennett government.
That is interesting because a piece of legislation before
the previous Parliament established an idea that I
thought was not particularly controversial — the idea
that 18-year-olds could be compulsorily enrolled for the
first time through their student registration and
therefore be put on the roll in time for an election rather
than a situation where they would perpetually miss out
as first-time voters. That proposition sent the coalition,
then in opposition, into something of a frenzy. In this
house Mr Rich-Phillips said that it was a key area of
concern in relation to that bill, and in the Assembly the
member for Malvern was even more outraged and said
that automatic enrolment was turning 150 years of
democratic practice upside down. He said that even if
you did not know about it or had not been told about it,
or had moved away, you would be put on the roll
whether you liked it or not, whether you knew about it
or not, and you were then under a requirement to vote.
As I said, that proposition outraged the Liberal Party,
but it is exactly what happens with Melbourne City
Council elections. The double standard is that it was
introduced by the Kennett government in order to get
the maximum number of businesses, or what the then
government thought were business-friendly votes, onto
the roll. That is not to suggest that those people who
have been enrolled by that method are particularly keen
to vote. There is a very low turnout in Melbourne City
Council elections, and although it has been some years
since I saw a breakdown of which particular enrolment
method produced the lowest turnout, I can recall that
resident voters, who are in any case on the state
electoral roll, have a reasonable turnout, whereas
occupiers of rateable property put on the roll by a
peculiar method have a very low turnout.
Let me be clear: all occupiers of rateable properties
have the right to be enrolled and vote in their council
elections in every part of Victoria, but only at
Melbourne City Council are they compulsorily
enrolled, whether they like it or not, through a method
that sets up a number of traps. It is worth bearing in
mind what we are talking about. The city of Melbourne
has within it mobile phone towers, strata-titled
properties of all types, boat moorings and electricity
substations buried away in basements. Any of these
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inanimate objects by virtue of being an occupier of a
rateable property is given not only the right to vote — it
is the council’s job to go out and rate them — but under
the Kennett model, fully endorsed by the previous
government for the last 11 years and now left intact and
not considered under this review, it is forced to vote.
That leads to a quite ridiculous situation where the CEO
of the Melbourne City Council has to produce a list of
human beings who are the designated voters for these
inanimate objects. The mobile phone tower at the
hockey centre in Royal Park is owned by SingTel, a
multinational megacorporation. The requirement of the
CEO is to work out who the secretary, CEO or relevant
person is at SingTel, which just happens to be a
Singaporean national who is running a
multimillion-dollar corporation, and register her as the
designated voter for the mobile phone tower, and so on
and so forth.
There is a ridiculous set of examples that we have been
through before in this house, creating at the end of the
day the closest thing you will ever see to a rotten
borough consisting of people who are not really people
and who do not vote anyway, but who get fined if they
do not. The previous government discovered that some
entrepreneur was out there strata titling inner city car
parking spaces and selling them off individually on
realestate.com. It then had to rush in some amendments
to deal specifically with strata-titled city car parking
spaces, but in all other aspects it left the system intact.
Despite the fact that we do not have a lot of information
about these different categories of voters on the
electoral roll and the rates of return of their ballot
papers, we know that last time around 2700 ballot
papers were returned from 97 000 or so voters.
In that context a number of questions have also been
raised about postal balloting. It is by no means the case
that every signature on the back of the postal ballot
paper is individually checked against a reference
signature. A small level of sampling goes on, but
because in many cases we are dealing with passive
investors in all sorts of properties, dozens of ballot
papers are being posted to that one nominee company
or real estate manager. I saw the electoral roll when I
ran the Greens campaign for Melbourne City Council
where people from Orchard Road, Singapore, or the
posh bit of Kuala Lumpur were the voters using a local
real estate agent as their representative. Although the
Victorian Electoral Commission says it has not detected
any fraud, it is of great concern when large numbers of
postal ballot papers are being posted to the one address.
Those ballot papers belong to persons who will never
even know there is a Melbourne City Council election
on.

CITY OF MELBOURNE AMENDMENT BILL 2011
5818

COUNCIL

The Greens had a simple solution to get out of the
farcical situation we found ourselves in, and that was to
delete section 9D of the City of Melbourne Act 2001 —
the section that Jeff Kennett created, that Steve Bracks
and John Brumby continued and that continues to this
day. That provides for the unique proposition that
occupiers of rateable property are forced to be enrolled,
and when they do not show up it is the responsibility of
the CEO of the Melbourne City Council to track them
down using perhaps Australian Securities and
Investments Commission records or some other source.
This is all to prop up purportedly business-friendly
votes for the preferred lord mayoral candidate, who
brings a second vote on the day they are elected — their
loyal deputy.
Of course if you win the lord mayoral and deputy
mayoral election — which means you are either a
millionaire or are backed by millionaires — you
inevitably bring two more councillors with you on your
councillor ticket and then all you really need to do is to
get one more vote and you run the Melbourne City
Council for the next four years, all off the back of,
effectively, one exercise propped up by a voting system
that does not exist anywhere else.
You will be heartened to know, Acting President, that
against all odds the Greens have done pretty well in
Melbourne City Council elections. In fact up against
former Lord Mayor, John So, we made it into the
two-candidate-preferred position, and up against Robert
Doyle last time we also made the
two-candidate-preferred spot and came fairly close to
winning the election.
If it was anything like the typical franchise for a local
council area or even the residential population of
Melbourne, I predict we would already have a Greens
Lord Mayor, and in any case one day I am sure we will.
Unfortunately though, because of the narrow scope of
this bill, I am not in a position to move my amendment
to remove the offending provision. Last time I did it I
got absolutely no support from any party in this
chamber, with the notable exception of Mr Kavanagh
of the DLP, living up to his title as a member of the
Democratic Labor Party. He supported the Greens
proposition. He knew something about the politics of
the City of Melbourne, and of course the Labor and
Liberal parties close ranks on this one. They want a
candidate regardless of that candidate’s particular
provenance. They know they will be backed by the big
end of town. That is the group that Labor and Liberal
back in every Melbourne City Council election — John
So went to the election with Lindsay Tanner and
Bronwyn Pike, the member for Melbourne in the
Assembly, endorsing him.
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You will never see an open system of election as long
as this is the type of minor tinkering that our Liberal
and Labor counterparts allow us. Nevertheless, the
constituents with the most at stake in this area continue
to agitate. The constituents with the least at stake —
those who simply own shares in a company that
happens to have a mobile phone tower — get two votes
up against an ordinary natural person’s one vote, but
that just means we have to redouble our efforts to bring
democracy to the Melbourne City Council and
encourage a proper balance of interests in the things the
city does.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
great deal of pleasure in speaking on the City of
Melbourne Amendment Bill 2011. At the outset I
would like to say that this does affect part of my
electorate because part of the city of Melbourne is
within the electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region,
notably the area along the south of the Yarra. In fact
from the tennis centre to the West Gate Bridge down
the middle of the Yarra River constitutes the boundary
of Southern Metropolitan Region. Therefore it is
important for me to see this bill debated in the house at
this time.
The parts of my electorate that are also affected are
South Wharf, Southbank, Fishermans Bend, South
Melbourne, the Shrine of Remembrance and the Royal
Botanic Gardens. They all come within the ambit of
this bill. I would like to thank the Minister for Local
Government, Jeanette Powell, for introducing this bill,
and I remind the chamber that Minister Powell has a
long-running understanding of the challenges of local
government, having first been elected to the then Shire
of Shepparton in 1990. She is a life member of the
Australian Local Government Women’s Association,
so we are dealing with a minister who knows what she
is presenting to the Parliament and who has a depth of
association with local government.
This bill is the second step in the reform process that
began with the passage of the Local Government
Amendment (Electoral Matters) Act 2011, which
passed the house earlier this year and allowed for
electoral representation reviews to be carried out by the
Victorian Electoral Commission (VEC) for the City of
Melbourne. This bill allows the recommendations of
those reviews to be implemented by the government.
This may include such measures as how many
councillors shall represent the City of Melbourne,
whether they are elected at large or whether they will
represent wards, and if they are to represent wards, the
location of the ward boundaries. It also may determine
whether above-the-line voting may be used in council
elections — an option that does not apply to other
municipalities in Victoria.
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This will bring the City of Melbourne into line with
other municipalities throughout Victoria which are
subject to electoral representation reviews by the
Victorian Electoral Commission. VEC is currently
undertaking an electoral representation review on
behalf of the minister, and this review is likely to be
completed early next year. The bill makes other minor
amendments such as the time by which candidates for
election must lodge their nomination forms, and this
will also bring the City of Melbourne into line with
other councils.
I would like to take a moment to remind the chamber
about magnificent Melbourne, because this is what we
are dealing with here, and it is no accident that the
Economist Intelligence Unit has yet again declared
Melbourne to be the most livable city in the world. It
received an overall rating of 97.5 per cent. As we know,
Melbourne has beautiful boulevards and avenues with
canopy trees such as St Kilda Road, which is in
Southern Metropolitan Region. We have the Shrine of
Remembrance, we have the Victorian Arts Centre spire,
the State Library and Flinders Street railway station.
We have the National Gallery of Victoria, and we even
have Chloe at Young and Jackson’s.
Crown Casino is also in my electorate, and the casino
recently put out figures which talked about the numbers
of people employed at Crown. It is very important to
note just what a huge employer Crown is. From
memory I think about 6000 people are on the payroll in
total.
Mr Lenders — It is 8000.
Mrs COOTE — Thank you, Mr Lenders —
8000 people are permanently on the payroll and there
are an additional 3000 contractors. It is a huge
employer and it is in Southern Metropolitan Region,
which Mr Lenders and I both represent. We also have a
whole range of other activities such as the Boxing Day
cricket test, the AFL grand final, the Spring Racing
Carnival and the Australian Open, and we have just
hosted the President’s Cup golf tournament.
The term ‘Magnificent Melbourne’ started in the 1850s
with the gold rush, and here we are again representing
magnificent Melbourne and all it has to offer, and much
of that is in Southern Metropolitan Region. The bill we
are debating today tidies up the management of the way
business and elections in the City of Melbourne can
better perform so that representation in our wonderful
city can be more efficient.
I would like to speak about Mr Robert Doyle, our Lord
Mayor, because not only is he a friend of mine and a
wonderful person but I actually worked for him when
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he first became the member for Malvern in the
Assembly a very long time ago. I would have to say
that as our Lord Mayor he has been exemplary. He was
elected to city hall in 2008, and since then he has done a
whole range of things. But just to put it into context, he
served as the state member for Malvern from 1992 until
2006, and he served as the Parliamentary Secretary for
Human Services and the shadow Minister for Health
before being elected as the Leader of the Opposition in
2002 — a position he held until 2006.
He has been on the board of the Royal Melbourne
Hospital since 2007, and he is a trustee of the Shrine of
Remembrance. It is important to understand all of these
aspects of our current Lord Mayor because they show
that he has a deep understanding of our city and of the
electoral process in terms of what happens in elections,
and that is important to understand. Just as Jeanette
Powell understands about local government, so too
does Robert Doyle, our Lord Mayor, understand the
parliamentary and the electoral process well, and he has
a much better idea of the broader issues that affect
Melbourne.
We have some challenges ahead in Southbank, and it is
important to understand that the last government did
not put the proper infrastructure into Southbank. We are
going to, as the Minister for Planning, Matthew Guy,
has said, develop Fishermans Bend into a new suburb,
and I know that Minister Guy has said in this place and
elsewhere that the first step is going to be to put in
proper infrastructure. Schools, transport and a whole
range of things are going into Fishermans Bend, things
that were neglected at Southbank, which was a great
concept, but ill-thought through and not properly
funded for the people who were going to live there.
Where are the libraries, where are the schools, where is
the infrastructure? It is not there. We are not going to
make the same mistake when we look into Fishermans
Bend.
This bill will ensure that the outcome of the review by
VEC can be implemented by the government. This will
help to ensure that Melbourne will continue to thrive, as
it has in the past, and continue to be magnificent
Melbourne.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
(PUPPY FARM ENFORCEMENT AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
opposition does not oppose this piece of legislation, the
essence of which is a result of a coalition election
commitment to bring in this legislation.
The main features of the bill were outlined in the
minister’s second-reading speech and, from the point of
view of the Labor Party, by our lead speaker in the
Legislative Assembly, the member for Macedon,
Joanne Duncan, who spoke at some length about the
provisions of this bill. I will not go through those details
again in speaking to this bill.
It is interesting to observe a few features of this bill that
are probably worth the house looking at. We all know
that part of the election commitment was a significant
increase in penalties for puppy farms. Of course it is not
just canines — there are also felines in this as well —
but for the purposes of this, let us just call them all
puppies. The penalty increases are all in there, and they
are fairly consistent with what was put into the election
commitment, in fact down to very strange numbers, and
we have penalty units to match the commitments. The
Labor Party has no issue with that.
It is also interesting to reflect on what an election
commitment is, and I will use this bill as an example of
why we on this side of the house, in goodwill and good
faith, will support this bill despite not all of the matters
in it reflecting completely what was in the election
commitment. I am pleased that Mr Hall is in the
chamber because I know Mr Hall has previously talked
about the Hall doctrine. While we are not suggesting
this bill be referred to one of Legislative Council
legislation committees — I am not about to suggest
that — I will just refer to where carrying out the
government’s election commitment has correctly gone
into areas that were not foreseen when the coalition
made this announcement on puppy farms before the
election.
This bill deals with a definition of what a puppy farm
is — three or more breeding dogs — and all the
exemptions to it. I have been satisfied with the briefings
from the minister and his office, who again on this have
been very courteous. Hypothetical examples like,
‘What if a family on the outskirts of Kerang or Swan
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Hill’, or Benjeroop, heaven forbid, to name a few
communities in Mr Walsh’s electorate, ‘were to have
some animals and put up a sign outside the milk bar
saying, “Puppies for sale, $1 each” or whatever’ were
considered. They would technically be in breach, but I
am confident that because these are penalties put in
place by a court common sense would prevail, so we do
not have any particular issue on this and I will not take
Mr Hall into a committee stage to ask him that. The
advisers certainly dealt with that.
What I want to seriously deal with is a number of things
that the coalition put in its election policy and which
could not be done when it came to the crunch of getting
parliamentary counsel to draft this bill. There is nothing
inherently wrong with that. It was an idea the then
opposition, now government, put up, and in good faith
it has tried to put it into place in this bill. There was a
provision that the funding for some of the organisations
that deal with lost animals, for example, would come
out of asset confiscations. Clearly the advice that the
government has from the department is that it would be
a very lumpy amount of money that would come
through, so the government correctly, as the minister
said in his second-reading speech, will put a sum of
$400 000 aside and that will then be dispensed.
That is good policy, but I guess what I say, through
you, Acting President, to Mr Hall is that when he next
talks of the Hall doctrine about an election mandate, the
election mandate was to allow the proceeds of asset
confiscation to be distributed to organisations. What I
say to Mr Hall is that the mandate is not always
reflected in legislation, which changes for good reason.
So the lumpy flow of money from the asset
confiscation quite clearly has been replaced by
something which in a policy sense is more orderly and
which the opposition supports, but so much for the
mandate where there is a change.
Similarly, there was no mention of body corporates in
any of Mr Baillieu’s original announcements. Some of
these areas have been correctly picked up in the
legislation in a commensurate manner with the
penalties for natural persons. I make the point while
Mr Dalla-Riva is in the chamber — he likes to talk
about the mandate — that sometimes what is
announced is very different to what actually comes
forward in legislation. We have no intention of seeking
to refer this legislation to a committee for further
scrutiny because it is fairly clear-cut and the answers
that have been given by officials and the minister’s
office have addressed our concerns. But I reiterate that
a claim of a mandate does not pick up on the two
particular instances that went unmentioned when
Mr Baillieu made the original announcement.
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Joanne Duncan eloquently went through the issues in
the bill when she dealt with it in the Assembly. I am
pleased that the coalition, particularly the Liberal Party,
has embraced this issue, because there was a long
period of silence from the Liberal Party when a former
member of both this house and the Assembly, Dr Ron
Wells, ran his infamous puppy farms around Ballarat.
The party was very silent on that; to my knowledge it
never criticised him for it. This was during the time of
the Kennett government. Dr Wells was a member of
that government and it relied on his vote in this house.
No action was taken against him. I am therefore pleased
to see that this has been addressed.
I take this in good faith. This was an election
commitment made by Mr Baillieu and a genuine belief.
It has been carried through in legislation during the
government’s first year in office, and I am supportive of
that. Lest any of those opposite crow too much about
the great achievements of this government, it is worth
reflecting on the deafening silence during the sad time
when Ron Wells was doing some strange things and yet
was not disowned by the Liberal Party.
We have before us a piece of legislation which seeks to
implement election policy; it does that. It strays into
other areas that are logical for it to stray into. Any
concern over what this may mean for people who
inadvertently sell dogs and cats without realising those
sales are in breach of the law is addressed appropriately
by the fact that a magistrate will have the discretion to
deal with this. There are no mandatory sentences. I will
save that debate for another day when undoubtedly that
issue will come into this house. From the Labor Party’s
point of view, we do not oppose this bill and wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I rise to also
support the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy
Farms Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill 2011.
From the outset I congratulate Mr Lenders and the
Labor Party on supporting this bill. I have strong and
passionate views about cruelty to animals, certainly
with respect to puppy farming. I have formed that
strong and passionate view due to my background
working with and caring for animals and also my
leadership of the Victorian Farmers Federation, during
which I spent a considerable amount of policy time
developing codes of conduct for different stakeholders
to protect animals of all types.
It is also important that the Baillieu government be
acknowledged for being proactive in amending and
reforming legislation that in this instance reduces
cruelty to animals, which, as I said previously, I am
very passionate about. The bill amends the Domestic
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Animals Act 1994 to increase the penalties for various
offences concerning non-compliant domestic animal
businesses. It is also important to note that as part of
this amendment bill there is provision for the
establishment of an Animal Welfare Fund. There will
be payments into the fund which will then be used to
provide grant money to animal welfare organisations.
I am pleased to see that the bill allows the courts to
extend the range of orders that can be imposed on those
businesses that are non-compliant. It is also pleasing to
see that the bill provides a definition that allows the
community foster care network to arrange for foster
housing of animals. The timing of this amendment bill
is important because traditionally over the Christmas
period we see an increase in unwanted and neglected
animals. Unfortunately it is those care agencies that are
put under significant financial strain in providing
hospitality for those animals.
Anyone who takes a trip down to the animal welfare
centre or the Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals compounds and sees the number of
animals that have been neglected or uncared for and
which are put down as a last priority, particularly
during the holiday period, would find it quite appalling.
Anything we can do in either of the two houses of
Parliament to try to reduce the housing of unwanted
animals and to impose significant penalties on those
animal owners or carers who are cruel to animals
should be supported and applauded.
This bill also amends the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986 to increase the penalties for the
offences of cruelty and aggravated cruelty, and it
amends the Confiscation Act 1997 to provide for the
confiscation of assets for certain breaches of the act.
This is important because there is nothing like a
financial penalty to change the behaviour of certain
people who are disposed to treating animals cruelly.
In layman’s terms, this bill will deliver on the
government’s election commitment and public
announcements to get tough on rogue puppy farm
operators. The Premier is quoted in that respect in the
Sunday Age. The important part of this reform is to
weed out rogue operators and give greater support to
councils in defining a domestic animal breeding
business that is to be run at a profit. The legislation will
provide that a breeding establishment will now be
deemed a domestic animal business if it has three or
more fertile dogs or three or more fertile cats and that
business sells dogs or cats. If the business owner is a
member of an applicable organisation, the business will
not be deemed a domestic animal business until it has
10 or more fertile cats or dogs, or sells the same.
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The bill, importantly I believe, increases penalties
significantly, from 10 to 246 penalty units for some
offences; in money terms that is up to about $30 000.
The offence of conducting a domestic animal business
on unregistered premises will increase from 10 to
164 penalty units; and the offence of selling a pet shop
animal from anywhere other than a registered premises
will triple to 30 penalty units for an individual and will
be 150 penalty units for a body corporate. There will be
quite severe financial penalties for non-compliance, and
that is the way it should be.
The bill also allows for a court to ban or impose
conditions on the ownership of cats or dogs or on
operating or working in a domestic animal business. It
also provides for recovery of maintenance and disposal
costs from owners, and for court orders for bonds or
security to be paid by owners of seized animals to cover
the costs of their care, maintenance and transport.
In relation to registration it is worthy to note that
authorised officers of local councils or of the Royal
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals can
seize animals. I will quote a good friend of mine from
my Victorian Farmers Federation days, RSPCA
Victorian president Dr Hugh Wirth, who said:
This is exactly what we’ve been asking for years — proper
legislation and real enforcement. It’s a huge change and
we’ve got the expertise and the manpower to do the job.

Dogs and cats being advertised for sale will be
permanently identified with a microchip, and that
number must be part of the advertising. If it is a
registered business, that registered number will have to
be displayed as part of the advertising. The important
thing for us is to make sure that once this legislation is
passed those carers and owners of dogs and cats are
informed of their responsibilities and of the penalties
that will be incurred for non-compliance. When and if
this legislation is passed, I understand that information
will be provided to councils and to the RSPCA by
seminars across their different agents and fields and by
direct mail to animal owners, given that councils are the
registration authorities.
In summary, this amendment is an important reform of
the Domestic Animals Act 1994 which will now protect
animals to some degree. As I said at the outset, I have
been appalled by the free licence that dog owners or
carers had under the previous legislation to create an
industry such as puppy farming merely for profit. I
hope if passed this amendment will go some way to
curbing that activity by placing a significant restriction
on those who want to engage in that activity for profit
and providing for heavy penalties to be incurred by
those who are non-compliant.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on behalf of the Greens in support of
the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farm
Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill 2011, which will
amend the Domestic Animals Act 1994, the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 and the Confiscation
Act 1997, and with its provisions crack down on the
puppy farm regime that currently exists in Victoria.
It is estimated that there are around 100, maybe more,
illegal puppy farms with up to hundreds of animals on
them. This has been an ongoing concern for many
members of the public, and there has been a campaign
for the abolition of puppy farms, sometimes called
puppy mills or puppy factories, in the state of Victoria
and around the country. It has been spearheaded by the
Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals,
Animals Australia, and lately by the group calling for
Oscar’s law, which is named after a puppy which was
rescued from a puppy farm and originally went back to
that farm, but now is in the care of Deb Tranter, who set
up the Oscar’s Law group. I pay tribute to Deb Tranter,
to the RSPCA, to Animals Australia and to the
thousands of Victorians who have protested on the
steps of Parliament and have written to their MPs, to all
of us. It is really their pressure and action that has
brought about this bill. I agree that the bill will fulfil the
coalition’s promise to crack down on illegal puppy
farms or domestic animal businesses.
It is worth reminding ourselves why we are here and
what puppy farms or puppy factories are. I quote from
the RSPCA site, on which a campaign page is run about
puppy factories. They are described as:
… large-scale, commercial businesses that mass produce all
kinds of puppies for sale. This includes purebred, crossbred
and mixed-breed dogs. These puppies are then sold online
and in pet shops. It’s estimated that 95 per cent of puppies
sold in pet shops are produced in puppy factories or by
backyard breeders.

As I said, it is estimated that there are at least 100 of
those in Victoria:
Puppy factories are awful places, with poor conditions. Puppy
factory dogs are viewed only for their ability to make their
owners money. Puppies are often confined in crowded cages
with no room to move. These puppies are rarely vaccinated,
making them highly susceptible to infectious diseases,
parasites and many acute and chronic conditions. Puppies that
come from puppy factories can also develop behavioural
difficulties due to the miserable conditions in which they’re
exposed.
Once the puppies are sold, their mothers are left behind to
endure endless cycles of producing litters in appalling
conditions. It’s not uncommon for female dogs as young as
six months old to churn out as many as several litters a year
for their entire lives. Under —
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current —
… state law, bitches are only permitted to have one litter in
every 10 months. However, within these —

puppy farms —
bitches are forced to have litters of puppies every six months
and do not get the chance to recuperate. This often leaves
them with serious ongoing health problems. When they’re no
longer able to breed, they’re euthanased.
On top of that, the mortality rate of the puppies is quite high
because veterinary care is scarcely provided. Puppies that do
survive and are sold often suffer from ongoing health issues
that the new owners have to pay for.

This bill will change the landscape by providing that
any establishment that has three or more breeding pairs
of dogs — and it includes cats as well, which was not
envisaged in the original promise by the government,
but is welcome — will have to be registered and will
have to abide by the code of practice. That is an
important development, because in the past the code of
practice was pretty well voluntary.
Under the current law there have not really been any
repercussions for any of the puppy farms that have
existed and that are not — currently, as we speak
today — registered, and it has been very difficult for
authorised officers from councils or RSPCA inspectors
to do anything about them. Under this bill they will
have to comply with the code of practice, and the
penalties for non-compliance have been significantly
increased.
The maximum penalty for conducting a domestic
animal business not in compliance with the code will be
increased from 10 penalty units to 246 penalty units,
which is quite a jump — as Mr Ramsay said, it is up to
$30 000 — and for a corporate offence it will be
600 penalty units. The maximum penalty for
conducting a domestic animal business on unregistered
premises will be increased from 10 penalty units to
164 penalty units, and for a corporate offence it will
also be 600 penalty units. The offence of selling a pet
shop animal other than from a registered domestic
business, as I have previously described, or from a
private residence is increased from 10 to 30 penalty
units or 150 for a corporate offence. The penalty for the
offence of cruelty to an animal is increased from 120 to
246 penalty units and for aggravated cruelty from 240
to 492 penalty units.
I am very happy that there are quite significant
increases in the penalties for offences that have
perpetuated this cruel and appalling situation for years
in Victoria. As a person who raised this issue many
times during the last Parliament and criticised the
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former government for failing to take the opportunity a
couple of years ago to do something about it when it
brought in changes to the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986 and the Domestic Animals Act
1994 — when everybody knew about this issue — I
congratulate the government for bringing this bill to us.
It will go a long way to ridding the state of the
appalling puppy farms that we know exist.
I have a lot of contact with animal rehousing services
and with animal shelters. They tell me all the time
about what is going on at this puppy farm or that puppy
farm, and I try to follow it up. I tried to follow up one
through the Hume council but was not able to get very
far because the council does not want to give out much
information about them. It is all sort of underground.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — I thank Mrs Coote. Puppy
farms exist in many councils all over the state, and it is
very difficult to follow what is going on because the
councils really do not have the wherewithal, the tools or
the personnel to do much about it.
Clause 5 of the bill will make it an offence for a person
to advertise the sale of a dog or cat unless the microchip
identification number of the animal or the council
registered number for the domestic animal business is
included in the advertisement notice. That is a good
provision because animals need to be desexed once
they are registered and microchipped with the council,
and it will go some way to making sure that, as far as
possible, companion animals are desexed if they are not
going to be in registered and reputable breeding
establishments.
I know that there are still concerns about this particular
provision, and even yesterday there were discussions
going on between the stakeholders and the department
regarding the review of the code with which registered
businesses will have to comply and the penalties they
will be subject to. Concerns were raised in these
discussions around whether this provision will result in
increased traceability, because puppy farms operating at
the moment can move their animals through brokers
and pet shops and may pass on that requirement to
them, and whether it goes far enough in ensuring that
all puppies and kittens that are sold are registered,
microchipped and traceable, and come from a
registered business.
I have also had conversations with Deb Tranter. Again I
pay my respects to her because she has been a tireless
campaigner on this issue for years. The campaign to
abolish puppy farms really took off with the rescue of
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Oscar and the calling for what is known as ‘Oscars
law’. It became a lightning rod for the community
because people could understand what ‘Oscars law’
meant. It called for three things: the abolition of factory
farming of companion animals, the banning of the sale
of companion animals from pet shops or online and the
promotion of adoption through rescue groups, pounds
and shelters. Those three points also form part of the
Greens’ longstanding policy; the Greens are the only
party with an actual animal welfare policy which calls
for those things and has done for many years.
We remain concerned despite the fact that this bill goes
a long way. We are very happy to see it and think it is
going to be a watershed change in the operation of how
domestic animals and companion animals are bred and
sold in the state of Victoria. We hope it will reduce the
number of animals that are abandoned and end up in
animal shelters and pounds. The Greens say that it
should not be possible to buy pets in pet shops. People
should only be able to buy through registered breeders
after they have negotiated and discussed the type of
companion animal that fits their family’s requirements.
People should be very reassured that the particular
animal they choose has come from a reputable place
where it has been treated well, has not been removed
from its mother too early, has had the necessary
veterinary care and has been microchipped and
registered.
The reason we say this is that pet shops facilitate and
encourage impulse buying, and we do not need that
with pets. It should not be easy to buy an animal. It
should not be possible to walk into a pet shop and buy a
puppy; people should actually have to go through a few
steps.
The ‘Oscar’s law’ website features an excerpt from a
pet shop business start-up guide which says:
The scenario is simple: someone will walk by, fall in love
with an animal and buy it. These sorts of impulse sales can
add dramatically to your profits. Time browsers in a pet shop
will not necessarily jump at the thought of spending $50 to
$500 to bring a dog home … However, if your shop is
accessible and your sales and service ability is convincing, it
will not be long before you convert walk-in traffic into buying
customers.

We are also concerned about the sale of animals online.
That is more difficult to regulate, but the suggestion
that microchipping be traceable back to the breeder is
the best solution to that problem. We suggest that
animals should not be able to be bought through pet
shops or online. People should be encouraged to only
buy animals from registered reputable breeders, or to
get them from re-homing services and animal shelters.
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I have spoken to stakeholders and people who have
been pushing for this change to the law regarding
puppy farms, and the issue of enforcement has been
raised with me, particularly by Deb Tranter. There are
only 17 RSPCA inspectors across the state. I am not
sure whether they are going to be able to cope with the
situation provided under this bill where they will have
to identify where puppy farms are, go in and inspect
them and, if necessary, seize the animals. They will also
have to close down farms that do not comply with the
code. That issue has been raised with me. This bill will
succeed or fail based on whether it can be enforced.
The same goes for authorised officers in local councils.
They will be under the pump and have a lot to deal
with, and they may also find it difficult to enforce these
new laws. Perhaps the minister in his summing up can
go to those issues, because the bill will succeed or fail
on the issue of whether it can be enforced and whether
those puppy farms that have no regard for the welfare
of the animals in their care can be closed down.
Statistics on the animals that have been abandoned in
Australia are available on the Animals Australia
website — for example, the website states that over
14 million cats and dogs have been destroyed in the last
50 years in Australia, that up to 95 per cent of
abandoned cats are destroyed and that about 50 per cent
of abandoned dogs are destroyed. These are perfectly
healthy animals that just do not have a home. That is a
tragedy, and it is something that we should not tolerate
in Victoria. It is interesting to note that Australia
probably has the highest incidence of pet ownership in
the world, with 66 per cent of Australians owning a pet
of some sort.
I am not sure if this bill can deal with the fact that there
are too many stray animals and too many animals being
destroyed, but it is a great step forward. As I said, it is a
pity that the previous government did not take the
opportunity to act on this. I congratulate the
government on this bill. In particular I congratulate it
on the establishment of a fund to assist with animal
shelters and re-homing. That is also very welcome,
because those animal shelters and re-homing services
are run on a voluntary basis across the state and they do
a fantastic job. There would be more animals needlessly
destroyed if it was not for them, so that is a very
welcome provision in the bill.
I still have some concerns about the issues of
microchipping and the enforcement of provisions
through the RSPCA and local councils. We will see
how it works, but the government needs to put some
funding into the initial enforcement of the legislation.
With those words, the Greens will support the bill.
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Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
say that the Labor Party does not oppose the bill. I am
pleased to see the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Puppy Farm Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill
2011 come before the Parliament, because the issue of
the treatment of all animals, particularly dogs, is very
close to my heart, and I know it is close to the hearts of
many other members of this chamber.
Like other members of this Parliament, I too have been
lobbied hard and strong by many activists out there in
the community who have worked tirelessly to bring to
our attention the plight of dogs who are abused and
very badly and cruelly treated at puppy farms. Those
activists have worked hard to ensure that we have an
understanding of these matters and that we make the
necessary legislative changes to ensure that these
terrible practices do not continue. My dear and
longstanding friend Marie Dewar has been part of the
campaign to bring the plight of animals at these farms
to the attention of not only parliamentarians but also the
community more generally.
I do not want to say a lot more than what has already
been said by the opposition in the other place and by
our leader in this house, John Lenders, except to say
that the bill honours the commitments that were made
prior to the election. It will bring about a number of
positive changes. The definition of a puppy farm will
now be an organisation that has three or four female
breeding dogs and one that is involved in the selling
and bartering of puppies, regardless of whether or not it
is for profit.
Another positive aspect of the bill is that all puppies for
sale will be required to be microchipped. It will not
matter how they are being sold or advertised, whether it
is by a notice put outside a football club, an
advertisement in a paper or online; all puppies for sale
will be required to be microchipped. That will ensure
that authorities can check that puppies for sale come
from registered breeders. The microchip number has to
be part of the advertisement, so consumers who are
looking for a puppy can be absolutely sure they are
buying a puppy that has not been bred at one of those
farms which abuse and maltreat dogs.
The bill strengthens the powers of inspectors —
municipal, Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty
to Animals (RSPCA) and some Department of Primary
Industries inspectors — to get in and have a look at
what is going on, and to bring about sanctions against
those who are not operating within this legislation.
Those powers will be reviewable by a magistrate. The
penalties of infringement notices able to be given by
inspectors have been significantly increased. The
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penalty for conducting business on an unregistered
premises will be $20 000 and the penalty for
non-compliance with an operating code will be
$30 000.
The previous speaker from the government,
Mr Ramsay, talked about what a motivating force the
size of a fine can be. Fines of this magnitude will
certainly make people think twice before they consider
breaching the laws that will be introduced by this
legislation. The regime of disposing of seized animals
is also dealt with in this bill. Under the bill a vet will be
responsible for destroying some animals, particularly
those that have been badly injured or are diseased due
to the time they have spent at these puppy farms, and
the rest will be sent to animal shelters.
Again, many of the people who have campaigned so
vigorously to bring attention to the plight of animals in
these puppy farms are also people who take some of
these abused animals into their care and become their
owners. My friend Marie Dewar is one of those people,
and she is now the owner of a number of dogs that had
been used to breed at these puppy farms, so there are
people out there who would be only too glad to take
into their care animals that are not badly injured or
diseased and provide them with secure and loving
homes. Of course this bill also deals with how those
animals that are beyond that are to be treated and
euthanased if necessary.
This is a very good bill. In certain circumstances
owners of illegal puppy farms will be forced by the
courts to pay for the cost of animal care, which is
another very positive aspect of the bill. This bill has
been supported by the RSPCA and other important
stakeholders. Like Mr Lenders, I wish this bill a very
speedy passage.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak on the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Puppy Farm Enforcement and Other
Matters) Bill 2011, and I commend the previous
speakers on this bill because it is wonderful that in this
last sitting week of the year, as we approach Christmas,
we are all in agreement. This bill amends the Domestic
Animals Act 1994, the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986 and the Confiscation Act 1997.
As has been outlined, this bill will deliver on the
government’s election commitments and public
announcements to get tough on rogue puppy farm
operators. Currently for a dog or cat breeding
establishment to be defined as a domestic animal
business it must be an enterprise that is run for profit. A
number of animal breeding establishments found to
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exercise poor welfare practices have avoided
prosecution because there was difficulty proving that
the business was in fact selling animals for profit. When
the time has come to prosecute, history has shown that
only a few cases have ever been taken to court — five
in 2009, two in 2010 and so far only two cases in 2011.
Of those nine cases, four were struck out in court, one
was adjourned, three resulted in fines and one resulted
in a community-based order.
This bill will substitute the requirement that an
enterprise be run for profit with a requirement that the
enterprise simply sells dogs or cats. This will overcome
the low prosecution rate, which has highlighted the
frustration and concern of councils. The cases can be
weak if it cannot be proved that these places were run
for profit. The bill also changes the definition of a
domestic animal business to capture breeding
establishments with three or more fertile female dogs or
three or more fertile female cats. This will apply to all
breeders except members of an applicable organisation,
who will still be able to have up to nine animals before
needing to register.
The bill increases the penalties for non-compliance;
there are massive increases in penalties, as has been
outlined by previous speakers. The bill protects a
private individual who wishes to sell a litter of puppies
or kittens from home but prevents larger sellers from
taking animals to markets or offering the animals for
sale in car parks. The bill provides for new court orders
to ban ownership or impose conditions on a person who
has a track record with these sorts of things associated
with puppy farms — no similar powers currently exist.
The new ban can be for a period of up to 10 years and
can be imposed if a person is found guilty of an offence
associated with registration or the standard of conduct
or operation of a domestic animal business.
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foster care network for companion animals, and provide
animal relief services and the use of facilities to the
community during emergencies. The bill defines animal
rescue organisations as community foster care networks
and excludes them from the act, as they register as
shelters.
Quite simply this bill is about Oscar’s Law, and I want
Oscar’s Law. I want to abolish the puppy factories. I
take my hat off to Deb Tranter, who has been an
advocate for this for some time. Who exactly is Oscar?
Oscar was one of a number of dogs found on a puppy
farm. Oscar required urgent veterinary care. His hair
was severely matted. He had to be sedated so that his
matted fur could be shaved, and he had skin infections,
ear infections, gum disease and rotting teeth. After
Oscar was repatriated by the vet he went back to the
people running the puppy farm. I wonder how many
Oscars are out there. This is a chance to do something
about that.
The Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals reports that over 50 per cent of dogs
purchased — from wherever — have come through this
process. The Ondarchie family bought a little cocker
spaniel, Benny, at a pet shop some time ago. Little
Benny grew up with my family, and he was a fantastic
dog, but I wonder if he came through this process.
Fortunately he was a loyal companion, and he grew up
with my children. Sadly he passed away not that long
ago. It is something that we as a family are still having
trouble dealing with because — and it is an appropriate
time to mention this — dogs and pets are for life; they
are not just for Christmas. That is an important message
for the community at this time of year.

Ms Darveniza talked about the authorised officers and
inspectors. I do not intend to go over that again,
because she put it to the house so eloquently a few
moments ago. However, this bill provides for seizure of
things that come from profits in specific circumstances.
It provides for bonds of securities to be paid to councils
by owners of seized animals to assist with the cost of
maintenance, care, removal, transport and the disposal
of dogs or cats.

Under this law we will be able to buy pets from
reputable breeders — and I encourage people to look at
that — or from animal shelters. Not long after the
passing of Benny I joined the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security at the Lost Dogs Home. At the
conclusion of that day I had identified 40 dogs I would
have liked to take home. I did not take any of them
home, because we are still dealing with the loss of
Benny, but nonetheless the Lost Dogs Home is a good
place for Victorians to buy a dog. Pets are a blessing,
and we should treat them as such. That is why I
commend the bill to the house.

Importantly the bill also establishes an Animal Welfare
Fund to receive payments out of consolidated revenue,
and payments will be made out of the fund to provide
grants to organisations to do things such as provide for
the welfare of animals, provide an animal shelter
service, provide education programs on responsible
ownership of animals, provide services as a community

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — That was
a lovely contribution by Mr Ondarchie. I encourage
people to read it in Hansard because it spoke of the
emotion we feel for pets, and that is what is important
about the Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Farm
Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill 2011. We can get
emotionally bound up with pets, but when you go to a
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pet shop it is important that you get what you think you
are getting from a reputable breeder and that the dog
has been bred in a proper way. Most people who go to
pet shops would be absolutely and utterly horrified if
they knew about puppy factories, about the bitches that
continuously give birth to puppy litters — time and
again — and about puppies like Oscar, which
Mr Ondarchie spoke about eloquently.
This is yet another example of the Baillieu coalition
government delivering on its pre-election promises. In a
media release of September last year Ted Baillieu, now
the Premier, promised to take strong action on illegal
puppy farms. I would like to reiterate and remind the
chamber of some of the details of that media release.
We promised to give Royal Society for the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals (RSPCA) animal inspectors the
ability to enter puppy farm premises, which has been
delivered. We promised to give inspectors the ability to
inspect animals, equipment and structures on the
premises; we delivered. We promised to crack down on
illegal puppy farms and impose heavy financial
penalties on rogue operators who breach animal welfare
standards, including fines of $30 000 for rogue
operators who are found to have committed acts of
cruelty or who fail to comply with the code of practice,
which is what we are discussing, and fines of $20 000
for operators who fail to register a domestic animal
business or who operate illegal businesses; once again,
this is being delivered.
By comparison, fines for these two offences were
previously just $1195, and we understand that people
just ignored them. It was too hard for councils to
implement these fines. By the time councils went
through the process of finding rogue operators, taking
them to court and doing all those things, it was not
worth it for $1195. Regardless of the compassion
councils may have felt for the animals concerned, the
procedure was so onerous that it was not worth doing.
However, a fine of $30 000 is a different thing
altogether, and that is important. It sends a clear
message to rogue operators that the Baillieu coalition
government means business. We are making certain
that the fines and penalties reflect exactly how serious
we are.
We also said we would establish an animal welfare
fund, and $1.6 million has been put towards one. The
RSPCA and various animal shelters around Victoria do
an amazing job. At Christmas time we get a lot of
publicity about abandoned animals, and it is pleasing to
see positive messages on the television at various times
of day about puppies that are at the Lost Dogs Home
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waiting for adoption. It is pleasing to see the great
response they get from Victorians.
The coalition government is establishing the Animal
Welfare Fund with $1.6 million, which will assist the
community foster care network in continuing to care for
mistreated and abandoned animals. Additionally the
fund will provide education to pet owners throughout
the community about how they can be more responsible
in caring for their animals. I note that Ms Pennicuik
spoke about microchipping, and the microchipping of
cats and dogs has been exceedingly successful. I
suspect that the fund will enhance the awareness of pet
owners of the issue of tagging dogs and cats
appropriately, and that will be important into the future.
In this bill changes to the Confiscation Act 1997 will
make possible the seizure of profits, assets and property
of illegal puppy farm operators and will make it
economically unviable for rogue breeders to continue to
operate outside the law. This, together with the
substantial fines, means that the bill sends an important
message. It is absolutely vital to understand that it will
not be tolerated if people operate a rogue organisation.
Mr Ondarchie spoke about what has happened in the
courts in the past, and it is important to reiterate that
and see what has happened so far. In the past three
years there have been only nine cases taken to court:
five in 2009, two in 2010 and two in 2011. Of the nine
cases that were prosecuted, four were struck out of
court, one was adjourned, three resulted in a fine and
one resulted in a community-based order. That is hardly
a threat to someone who is in the business of farming
puppies and abusing animals, so it is pleasing to see this
bill before the chamber.
Some time ago Mr Walsh, the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security, brought up an issue with the federal
government, and it needs to be addressed. Prime
Minister Gillard needs to act on this. More needs to be
done to shut down puppy farms, as we know, and on
25 October Minister Walsh urged the Gillard
government to introduce tougher controls on the sale of
puppies for export. In the chamber today we have
discussed puppies and bitches being exploited, but we
have not touched on the issue of the illegal export of
puppies. It is something that needs to be brought up,
and we have to urge the Gillard government to do more
to toughen controls on the sale of puppies for export.
In October the minister noted that unlike for livestock
there are no minimum standards for the export of
puppies. He also noted that there are no minimum age
and weight requirements for puppies being exported
and that there is no requirement for the puppies to be
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microchipped. The Victorian coalition government is
cracking down on rogue breeders, but the Gillard
government needs to toughen export laws and introduce
consistent standards across Australia. We need to be
doing this in tandem. Just as we are debating this bill
between all parties in this chamber, it is important that
we work closely with the federal government and that it
does its bit to make certain this is wiped out.
In Southern Metropolitan Region we have many parks
and dog parks, and it is pleasing to see people walking
their dogs. We have spoken in this chamber about
obesity and how important it is that we get proper
exercise. From my electorate office in Port Melbourne
we see people walking their children to school with
their dogs. It is terrifically pleasing to see families
engaging with their pets. We also see a huge amount of
activity after work amongst people who live along the
light rail in Port Melbourne. When they come home
from work they get out with their dogs, and it is terrific
to see people from the local neighbourhood coalescing
around their dogs and enjoying their pets. This is
responsible ownership, and it is to be encouraged. We
know that walking a dog is a fabulous way to exercise,
and it is no wonder that pet owners are frequently more
healthy than people who do not own pets. That is
something for all of us to note. As I said earlier, this bill
honours another coalition election commitment. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I
congratulate Minister Walsh, the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security, and the Premier, Ted
Baillieu, on this initiative. It has been a long time
coming. I know that Oscar will be eternally grateful, as
will his now owner, Deb Tranter, who fought hard to
rescue him not once but twice from the horrendous
conditions that little dog had to live in. But he is not the
only one; sadly there are many other dogs who are
living in squalid conditions. There are sometimes up to
1000 dogs at these properties. These pets command
high prices, and that is why people do this.
The new regulations around this industry will ensure a
much better quality of life for these animals and ensure
that there are proper controls over the way the animals
live and are distributed. I have worked with people in
Woodend in the Macedon Ranges. Oscar was a case
that came out of the Macedon Ranges, unfortunately.
We have some fantastic people in my local area who
have worked very hard to ensure that animal rights are
protected. Trish Burke at Pets Haven and her crew who
rescue and foster animals not only in the Macedon
Ranges but right across Victoria are to be commended,
and I know they will be very happy with the passing of
this bill today.
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Coming up to Christmas we need to talk about the
importance of purchasing animals and the fact that they
are for life. There is a high incidence of animals finding
themselves in the Lost Dogs Home or abandoned at
Christmas time because people do not want to pay to
house them at — I was going to say a pets holiday
home, which is where my dogs go — a kennel or
somewhere more appropriate. Dogs are very often left
at home on their own, which is also not appropriate.
The bill will improve the way that animals are bred.
The new penalties will make sure that people who are
in the business of breeding pets will be held to account.
The penalty for the offence of conducting a domestic
animal business on unregistered premises will rise from
10 penalty units to 164 penalty units or 600 penalty
units for a body corporate. The penalty for the offence
of selling a pet shop animal from anywhere other than a
registered domestic animal business or private
residence will triple from 10 penalty units to 30 penalty
units and the newly introduced corporate offence will
have a penalty of 150 units. The penalty for the offence
of cruelty to an animal, which I am very interested in
because I have seen some terrible cases of cruelty, will
increase from 120 penalty units to 246 penalty units and
492 penalty units for aggravated cruelty.
The bill allows for a court to ban or impose conditions
on ownership of dogs and cats or on operating or
working in a domestic animal business. Quite frankly
there are some people who should not be able to own or
be around animals. The bill also provides for the
recovery of maintenance and disposal costs from
owners and for court orders for bonds or security to be
paid by owners of seized animals. It is a fair bill. It also
introduces new powers of seizure from a breeding
domestic animal business if the business is not
registered or has had its registration revoked. People
who work in animal welfare have been very optimistic
about those provisions being introduced.
The bill provides for animals seized from breeding
establishments to be forfeited and re-homed, which was
a great sticking point for little Oscar. He was rescued
once, given some treatment and then had to go back to
filthy conditions. He was rescued a second time and
now lives with Deb Tranter in much happier conditions.
There is also the power, as mentioned earlier, to destroy
an animal under the certification of a veterinary
practitioner because of disease or on humane grounds.
Hopefully, as this bill is rolled out and takes effect,
those sorts of conditions will become less and less
common, and animals will be treated well and not so
neglected that they have to be put down. The bill
provides for councils to require a domestic animal
business to allow an inspection of the business before
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registration or renewal. The bill provides clarity and
guidance on the issue of a notice to comply, including
setting out things that can be directed to be done under
a notice to comply.
The creation of the Animal Welfare Fund is a really
important part of the bill. The bill provides for
payments from consolidated revenue to be paid into the
fund. It also provides for money be paid out of the fund,
on the recommendation of the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security, to organisations that provide for the
welfare of animals or provide animal shelters. Many of
these organisations operate on the smell of an oily rag.
Money can also be paid to organisations that provide
education on responsible ownership, community foster
care networks and animal relief services. Many people
freely give of their time, homes and money in order to
buy food and provide shelter for animals in the interim
period while the animals are being rehoused and
relocated to families that will love them.
An important component of the bill is its recognition of
the role that community foster care networks play in the
re-homing of animals and the limiting of time spent by
animals in a pound or shelter. The bill provides that a
council can enter into an agreement with a person or a
body relating to the giving of a seized dog or cat to a
community foster care network on the proviso that the
animal is desexed and microchipped. This will in effect
mean that many animals which may have gone straight
to the pound or straight to the vet to be euthanased will
now have another opportunity and another lease on life.
The bill creates a new offence to allow traceability of
sellers of dogs and cats. The new offence, which is
infringeable, is created for failure to provide a
microchip number in an advertisement for the sale of a
dog or cat. This gives traceability and makes the
breeders and owners responsible. There will be the
capacity to follow the dog or cat throughout its life
cycle and ensure that it is looked after in the appropriate
way from start to finish. Another very important part of
the bill provides for Royal Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals officers to serve infringement
notices for code offences. The bill extends the ability
for RSPCA officers who are authorised under the
Domestic Animals Act 1994 to issue infringement
notices to a business that fails to comply.
The bill also allows for the confiscation of proceeds,
which puts unethical people on notice and ensures that
these animals are going to have a better life. We need to
ensure that how these animals are bred is also about the
people who purchase these animals as pets and who
may purchase animals which have some congenital
issues such as hip dysplasia or a heart murmur. It is
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very disappointing when you take a little puppy into
your home and then find that the animal has not been
bred appropriately, often with the knowledge of the
breeder that that animal has a congenital problem. A
process of vet’s bills or ultimately euthanasing that
animal is very expensive.
The bill is timely and it is wonderful that it will pass
today as part of a bipartisan approach. It is a very good
and happy moment for the Baillieu government.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In reply, I thank the members who spoke
in the debate and gave their support to the bill. They are
Mr Lenders, Mr Ramsay, Ms Pennicuik, Ms Darveniza,
Mr Ondarchie, Mrs Coote and Mrs Petrovich. I thank
all those members for their positive and constructive
contributions to the debate on this legislation.
I want to pick up just a couple of points. Mr Lenders
made an appeal that common sense be demonstrated in
the application of this law. I concur with his views. I
expect that the application of the new provisions will
take into account the fact that in some cases people
might be ignorant of the changes to the law. During the
course of his contribution I was reminded of the
warning I was given some time ago for walking a dog
in an area where she should have been on a lead. A
quick wave of the wand over the dog’s shoulder soon
revealed the identity of the dog — not that I had any
problem in giving that. In that particular case I was
given a warning. It was appropriate that the law was
applied in that way. As I said, that was some years ago.
It was a timely reminder for me as a pet owner to
ensure that I complied with those provisions. I hope the
provisions of this law will be applied in a similar way.
I want to comment also on a couple of the points that
Ms Pennicuik raised in her contribution and say
genuinely that to have her support for this legislation is
something I respect because of the way that
Ms Pennicuik has consistently raised in this chamber
issues of animal welfare. Her commitment to that is
amply demonstrated, and having her support for this
legislation is something I appreciate.
Ms Pennicuik raised some issues about the sale of cats
and dogs from other than a registered business. She
suggested that the government could have considered
taking this legislation further by banning the sale of cats
and dogs from pet shops or online or, in the case of
other points of sale, allowing only desexed animals to
be sold. They are all valid considerations to put on the
record. As Ms Pennicuik said, the bill is a positive step
forward. If in the future some of those additional

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT (SKILLS) BILL 2011
5830

COUNCIL

measures are deemed to be needed, they may well be
considered by those in government at that time.
Ms Pennicuik also commented on the issue of
enforcement and suggested that the success of this
legislation will be dependent largely on the level of
enforcement and how it is enforced. Again, I concur
with those comments and point to the fact that the
government acknowledges that enforcement will be
important. Recently the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals has been given some
funding that will help in that regard. It will be important
to follow up on the legislation and collate data on
prosecutions and infringement notices that local
councils hand out so that we have a better idea about
whether enforcement has been effective in achieving
the objectives of this legislation.
With those comments, I again sincerely thank members
for their contributions to the debate on and support for
this legislation. I am very pleased that this afternoon
this bill will go through the Parliament with the
unanimous support of members.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (SKILLS) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak today on the Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Skills) Bill 2011, which the state
opposition will not be opposing. The bill addresses
some minor technical issues and seeks to provide
further legal clarity, but we do not consider that it
makes any significant changes to the operations of our
TAFE sector.
Technical and further education is an incredibly
important sector in Victoria. Currently 14 TAFE
institutes and four universities offer TAFE programs
around Victoria. In 2009 the sector saw nearly
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500 000 individuals enrolled in education and training
programs in our state, and 88.4 per cent of 2009 TAFE
graduates employed or in further study after training.
The TAFE sector employs about 10 000 effective
full-time staff, so it is also a very important employer.
In 2009 a significant number of 95 000 apprentices or
trainees were enrolled in Victoria. In terms of young
people having various opportunities and choices
available in the type of education or vocational
education they may pursue, in 2009, 110 500 young
people aged between 15 and 19 years participated in
vocational education and training in Victoria. TAFE is
a very important sector in our economy as an employer
but also as a skills trainer for our future workforce.
On the importance to the Victorian economy, the TAFE
sector also has developed strong links into the
Asia-Pacific region. This bill seeks to enhance some of
those links by making sure that there is legal certainty
for arrangements made by Victorian TAFE in operating
overseas and interstate. For those reasons, the state
opposition will not oppose the bill.
At a time when we are in need of a more skilled
workforce, particularly in the construction sector, it is
quite alarming that recently the government has made
some significant and deep cuts to the TAFE sector. In
2008 the then Labor government released the
significant Securing Jobs for Our Future initiative and
committed $316 million over four years to deliver
broader training options for students and business. It
was intended to secure an additional 172 000 training
places for Victoria over four years. In fact as a result of
this Labor initiative, the biggest number of additional
training places will be provided this financial year;
however, the government has chosen this year to make
a series of deep cuts to the TAFE sector, and that is
very disappointing.
There is a very large manufacturing base and retail
sector in my electorate. In the last few years we have
successfully worked with the local schools to secure
trade training centres for the northern suburbs of
Melbourne. With the support of the federal Labor
government we were able to secure funding for a
significant project at Northland Secondary College to
train young people in advanced manufacturing skills,
and we have a vibrant TAFE sector through the
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE and Kangan
Institute. Local TAFEs in my electorate have provided
various educational training opportunities for young
people — although not necessarily young people.
I am concerned that the Baillieu government is going to
unwind a lot of the strident progress we have made in
providing these opportunities to young people in my
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electorate. The Baillieu government has left the
Victorian TAFE sector reeling from massive funding
cuts to the tune of $250 million. Those recently
announced cuts come on top of the $481 million that
has already been slashed from the education
department’s budget, and that has had dire
consequences on Victorian certificate of applied
learning (VCAL) programs and other programs that
members have spoken about in this house in recent
weeks. The cuts will significantly impact on the TAFE
sector. I hope the government will reconsider those cuts
and provide more support to this sector in the future.
According to the Victorian TAFE Association it
appears that large metropolitan TAFEs will be
$5 million to $8 million worse off each year, and
regional TAFEs will be about $500 000 to $700 000
worse off each year as a result of these cuts — those are
significant cuts in funding. The TAFEs and the training
providers are currently in the process of finalising their
budgets for next year, and they will have to make some
difficult decisions about staffing levels, what facilities
they will have to close and what courses they will have
to discontinue as a result of the funding cuts.
It is estimated that as a result of the cuts up to
300 Victorian TAFE teachers may also lose their jobs
and less young people will get the chance to undertake
training to help them get a job. Less jobs and less
incentives to provide jobs equals less opportunities for
young people in the future. The government espouses
its commitment to Victorian families, but the proof of
the pudding is in the eating. The government has cut
many programs that support Victorian families — for
example, the scrapping of the school staff bonus will
impact on 100 000 families. Promises about making
Victorian teachers the highest paid in the country have
been made and broken. Two hundred teaching and
learning coaches, 45 literacy experts and 15 specialists
to help Koori students have been scrapped. Many
schools, particularly in my electorate, that will now
miss out on infrastructure funding or redevelopment.
I have mentioned this before, and I will keep
mentioning it; I found it absolutely galling that the
coalition’s election promises did not commit to
redevelop a single school in my electorate of Northern
Metropolitan Region.
Mrs Peulich — What did you do in 11 years? You
did nothing. Hang your head in shame; you left it in
ruins.
Ms MIKAKOS — A great deal, Mrs Peulich. I am
very proud of the projects that we funded in my region.
It has been interesting to follow Mr Ondarchie’s tweets
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all week as he has been going around with ministers,
cutting ribbons on projects that were all Labor projects,
but it remains to be seen what ribbons they will have to
cut next year in Northern Metropolitan Region, and
probably in the western suburbs too, when those Labor
projects are completed. The coalition will have nothing
to show after a year and a bit in government.
It is concerning that these cuts are impacting on the
opportunities for young people in my electorate. I am
concerned about apprenticeship fees going up an
estimated $200 a year on average, whilst employers
have also had their assistance to employ an apprentice
cut. This comes at a time when we have skill shortages
and we need to train our future construction workforce.
As the planning minister well knows, the housing
sector has been a big driver of growth in the Victorian
economy for many years, and it is important that we
have the skills and workforce in place to keep that
sector going strongly in the future.
There are many reasons a young person might decide
not to pursue a Victorian certificate of education,
certainly in working-class suburbs such as the suburbs
in many parts of my electorate, but those young people
might choose to pursue vocational education. I am
proud of that, as the daughter of a tradesman. Many
young people will decide to choose that course in life,
and it is one of which I am very respectful.
We need to ensure that people have an opportunity to
enrol in TAFE, that fees, including apprenticeship fees,
are affordable, and that VCAL is available to young
people and supported through our education system. It
has been very disappointing to see the consequences of
the VCAL cuts and hear the concerns expressed to me
in my local community about the impact this will have
on schools in my electorate. I urge the government to
reconsider the cuts it has made to the education sector
as a whole but especially in the TAFE sector during the
course of this year.
Turning to the bill, it is very straightforward and
essentially deals with two broad issues: the activities of
TAFE institutions and adult community education
providers which operate outside of Victoria, and the
issue of work placement for students and in particular
their coverage through the WorkCover system. In
relation to TAFE operations outside Victoria, as I said,
many TAFES have sought to expand their programs
and relationships with not only interstate providers but
also overseas ones. We encourage relationships that
provide financial benefits to the education institutions
themselves but also seek to enhance the very good
reputation of Victoria’s vocational education providers
interstate and overseas.
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The bill makes technical amendments to the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006 to clarify the powers
and functions of Victoria’s 14 TAFEs and 2 adult
education institutes in respect of their operations
interstate or overseas. It is believed that there was some
legal ambiguity around these powers and functions, and
the bill restates those powers and functions through
clause 4 to put this issue beyond any legal doubt. To
this end the bill also provides for the validation of past
operations so that TAFE institutes are considered to
have always had those powers and functions.
The second issue addressed in the bill relates to
WorkCover arrangements for students undertaking
work placements. The bill amends the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 in order to ensure that
insurance cover through WorkCover is provided to
students in respect of injuries that may occur from or in
the course of student work placements. It is important
that these amendments are made to ensure that senior
secondary and vocational training work placements are
covered through the WorkCover scheme. As I
understand it, the changes do not apply to year 10
school work experience students, for whom the
previous arrangements will continue to apply.
I have had a number of work experience students
placed in my office over the years and it has been a
rewarding experience for both me and the students
involved, particularly where that period coincided with
a parliamentary sitting week. I have always enjoyed the
opportunity to bring young people here and show them
how the Parliament operates in practice. I encourage
members to avail themselves of opportunities to take on
students through either year 10 work experience
placements or perhaps those undertaking a TAFE
course that requires practical work experience, to open
up our offices and allow young people to see for
themselves what members of Parliament do.
It is understood that students may be caught up in an
unintended gap arising from the move to national
registration for training providers from 1 July 2011. For
this reason clause 5 of the bill allows the provision to
operate retrospectively, therefore ensuring that students
who have undertaken placements in the past are also
deemed to have been covered by WorkCover. It is
important that students, like anybody undertaking work,
are properly covered for an accident or injury on a work
placement and can access the WorkCover system.
We do not oppose the bill; it makes some
straightforward, necessary legislative amendments that
we are happy to see passed. I conclude by saying that
we are debating this bill at a time when the TAFE
sector is very concerned about the cuts announced
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recently by the government. The state opposition
believes the TAFE sector is a very important sector that
should receive more financial support from
government.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Skills)
Bill 2011 is a fairly straightforward bill that makes two
sets of amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006, or ETRA, and the Accident
Compensation Act 1985. The amendments to ETRA
will clarify that TAFE institutes and adult education
institutions may deliver programs and services outside
Victoria, whether that be interstate or overseas. It had
been thought until recently that these powers already
existed in the act, but, as Mr Hall advised me in the
short conversations we had about the bill, that does not
seem to be entirely clear, so this bill makes it clear.
The second set of amendments is to the provisions that
authorise the conduct of practical placements and work
experience programs for students of vocational
education and training providers and work experience
in structured workplace learning placements for
students of secondary education providers to ensure that
they are covered by WorkCover if they happen to be
injured at work. As Ms Mikakos just said, that
provision will operate retrospectively.
We do not always support retrospective legislation, but
in this case it is important that students who may have
been injured on a work placement are covered by
WorkCover. That is very important. Again, I thought
that was already the case, but if it needs to be clarified,
we need to do that. As Ms Mikakos said, there was not
an awful lot of consultation on the bill. In the
second-reading speech the Minister for Education in the
Assembly and Mr Hall in this house mentioned
consultation with TAFE providers and so on but did not
mention the Australian Education Union. We did
consult with the AEU, which informed us that it did not
have any issues with the bill.
That being said, I do echo the concerns raised by
Ms Mikakos regarding the state of the TAFE sector.
We know it has been the subject of a report from the
Essential Services Commission, with which it has to
deal, that there have been changes to the funding
arrangements, including funding cuts. We have heard
that some TAFE institutes are going to be forced to cut
staff, which is concerning.
In regard to the Victorian certificate of applied learning
(VCAL), which I have raised in this place before, a
campaign has been running through the AEU and the
Victorian Principals Association regarding $48 million
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that has been taken out of the program. The minister
will probably say something about that in his summing
up, and he and I have gone to and fro on this matter, as
I have with the Minister for Education with regard to
questions on notice and adjournment matters.
The government on the one hand is maintaining that
more money is going into VCAL, but the schools and
the union on the other hand are maintaining that less
money is being allocated, and certainly it appears that
$48 million has been taken out. At the beginning of
fourth term, which was only a few weeks ago,
120 principals and community leaders wrote to the
Premier outlining their concerns about the withdrawal
of funding for the coordination of VCAL. Those
principals and school communities are concerned that
they will either have to drop the coordination of VCAL
or drop other parts of their curriculum or activities or
programs to keep the VCAL coordination going.
Many school communities are actively lobbying the
government about the lack of funding for VCAL
coordination. They are saying straight up that they are
not going to be able to continue the coordination of
VCAL, and whether it is in a secondary school or
another provider at a secondary level we know it
requires a lot of coordination. It is not simply a matter
of delivering a course. It requires a lot of coordination
with workplaces, employers and with students, some of
whom do have challenges. Many of the students who
participate in VCAL — not all but a lot of them —
have challenges in their home life and in their
education, and require a lot of hands-on coordination by
VCAL coordinators. What we are hearing, time and
again, day after day, from school communities is that
this is not being delivered and that the $48 million cuts
are impacting greatly on their ability to deliver it now
and into the future.
I take the opportunity that debate on this bill provides to
raise that matter again as a serious issue. Funds have
been taken out of the education budget at a time when
we have a growing population. Education needs to be
the no. 1 investment in the future for all our students to
ensure that they can make the best of their years at
school and indeed at TAFE, which is what this bill
provides for. There can never be an argument for a
reduction in education funding when you have a
growing student population. With those comments on
the record, I indicate that we will not oppose the bill.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would also like to make some remarks, firstly, on the
bill, and secondly, to address some of the issues that
have been raised by Ms Pennicuik and by members of
the opposition both here and in the Assembly in terms
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of the broader issues that relate to some of the more
topical issues.
First of all I would like to speak on the main provisions
of the bill, relating to an amendment to the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006. As previous speakers
have said, the bill removes any doubts about the power
of TAFE and adult education institutions to operate
outside of Victoria. Obviously this is crucial in ensuring
that our TAFEs are sustainable, and given their
significant operations both interstate and abroad, it is
absolutely imperative that any legal loopholes are
closed and that their roles and functions are clarified.
The bill introduces amendments to overcome gaps in
technical problems in the act concerning the
authorisation of work placements and the provision of
WorkCover protection for students engaged in these
placements. This bill reflects the rich tapestry of
technical and further education provision in the state
and the need to have work placements and work
experience happening fairly seamlessly. It is clearly
intended to close any loopholes to make sure students
are covered should any accident occur under
WorkCover in any of those work settings.
This bill is, in a nutshell, fixing the problems. That was
part of the slogan in our election campaign — ‘fixing
the problems’ and then ‘building the future’. The
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, Peter Hall,
and his ministerial counterparts have identified some of
the problems within their portfolios and departments
and are methodically working through them to ensure
that these problems are addressed. This bill is just
another example. It might be a small bill, but it is an
important one. We all recognise the importance of the
TAFE sector in particular, not only in terms of skilling
our workforce but also in providing export education.
International education in particular is a most
significant expert earner for Victoria. It is imperative
that these issues are addressed so that they are
sustainable and that our students are protected.
In terms of the TAFE overseas operating powers, the
bill is a small but important facet of the Baillieu
government’s commitment to vocational education and
training (VET). By clarifying that TAFE and adult
education institutions may deliver programs and
services outside of Victoria, the Baillieu government is
providing a legal framework for these institutions to
continue existing overseas operations which are
generally supported. In the climate of the Australian
dollar being very high at the moment, and with the
worldwide economic downturn, many international
students are looking at cheaper options. In many
instances they are looking at being able to access
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internationally recognised and high quality education
within their own countries. I am aware that many
TAFEs not only have a presence in South-East Asia but
also they are looking to increase that presence.
Therefore it is imperative that those ambiguities are
removed, and this bill does that.
Providing TAFEs and adult education institutes formal
cover with which to conduct business overseas is vital
for safeguarding a significant source of revenue for the
institutes and also as a tool to promote the nation’s best
education system and the Victorian brand abroad. We
are very lucky that we do enjoy a strong brand and this
will only increase by improving the quality of the
education that is taking place within it and making it
more sustainable. Operating overseas is obviously an
ideal method for Victoria, which is the knowledge
capital of the Asia-Pacific region, to share its
knowledge with the world, to showcase its TAFEs in a
fashion that generates overseas interest not only in our
world-class education and training system but also in
many other industries within our great state.
The second part of the bill authorises the conduct of
practical placement and workplace experience
programs for students of vocational education and
training providers, as well as work experience and
structured workplace learning placements for students
of secondary education providers. Vocational education
and training students undertake practical workplace
placements. This is the value of those particular
non-academic streams, and students receive instruction
and training in specific areas and specific occupational
skills. These placements are a part of their vocational
education and training programs, so I understand that
there have been gaps in the coverage by WorkCover
with respect to workplace injuries during those
placements.
The current act provides that students of vocational
education and training providers registered with the
state regulator, the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority, can undertake practical
placements, but on 1 July 2011 a new commonwealth
regulator of vocational education and training was
established called the Australian Skills Quality Agency,
and it is estimated that about half of the vocational
education and training providers in Victoria will be
registered with ASQA. As a result, students registered
nationally may fall outside the provisions of the state
legislation that provides WorkCover protection, so that
is the reason why this particular amendment and these
provisions are required. I think that is something that is
beneficial, and even though it is retrospective it does
not engage the provisions of the human rights charter
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because it is something that is positive for those who
may have been caught up in that gap.
I would like to quickly address some of the issues that
have been raised in the Assembly as well as by
Ms Mikakos and also in passing by Ms Pennicuik. First
of all, they were talking about the state of TAFE
education funding and relating that to job cuts. Trying
to link that to the Victorian government’s funding of
vocational education and training exclusively is
misleading, quite simply because we know that TAFEs
are experiencing a period of change and many of those
changes are externally driven.
I have just mentioned the increasing dollar and the
tightening of the global economic circumstance, and
indeed this is reflected in the number of international
students who can access our TAFE system. Many of
Australia’s universities and TAFE institutes have
obviously been impacted by a very significant decline
in international student numbers — obviously very
significantly due to the higher Australian dollar as well
as the commonwealth government’s application of
highly restrictive visa arrangements for students
wishing to study at TAFEs. There have been multiple
factors contributing to this, none of which can be then
singly parked at the door of the government or the
minister; I think it is misleading and unfair.
In the last year, for example, international education
enrolments in vocational education in Victoria have
fallen by 16 per cent. That is going to be reflected in the
amount of funding that can be available to the sector.
Policy-driven changes implemented by the previous
government and continued by this government have led
to changes within the vocational sector and in particular
have increased access to vocational education and
training to record numbers of Victorians. Ms Pennicuik
criticised VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied
learning) funding, but of course there is growth funding
in that, and we all know that all schools have the
capacity to provide more broadly for a range of needs
that school communities have. It might also include
coordination, and if there is growth funding and if there
is a greater capacity for a larger number of students to
undertake VCAL, then there is obviously a critical mass
where schools can devote additional resources
notwithstanding the reforms that need to be made.
The policy changes have seen a major increase in the
level of government investment in training in TAFE
institutes, and they have grown their overall delivery on
the back of that additional funding. In 2011 the
Victorian government will make a record investment of
around $1.2 billion in vocational education and
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training, and this is expected to increase to $1.3 billion
in 2012.
In the Assembly, Mr Herbert, the opposition
spokesman, brought up the announcement from
Victoria University (VU) that it was going to cut
30 staff due to massive funding cuts. This is the line.
But what he fails to say is that Victoria University’s
international student enrolment in vocational education
has declined by 25 per cent. It is very convenient to try
to run a line, but we have to look at the reasons and be
fair in our assessments.
Since the introduction of skills reform in 2008 Victoria
University has reported a 12 per cent growth in
government subsidised enrolments over the same
period, and VU’s revenue from the Victorian
government increased by more than $13 million and its
TAFE workforce increased by 127 full-time equivalent
staff. TAFE institutes in Victoria are independent
statutory authorities, and as the employers of all staff
they are responsible obviously for managing their own
workforces, including all decisions about employment
matters. Their independence has been very important to
ensuring that Victoria has the most responsive TAFE
system in the country, and to suggest that these cuts
have somehow been caused by changes to the Victorian
government’s funding of vocational education and
training is definitely misleading.
Ms Pennicuik criticised the level of consultation on the
bill. This minister in particular believes in transparency.
All members of the Baillieu government believe in
transparency, and we are progressing that agenda, but I
am also advised that there has been extensive
consultation with the sector when drafting the bill,
including the Victorian TAFE Association and the
Australian Council for Private Education and Training.
The opposition spokesman also raised potential
concerns about undue influence of ministerial power to
intervene and get information about TAFE activities
outside Victorian borders. The power vested in the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills relating to
these activities will be used sparingly and properly, and
I have every faith that the minister will honour that
commitment.
A number of other concerns have been raised. I would
just like to touch on the funding cuts to the TAFE
sector raised by Ms Mikakos and Mr Perera, the
member for Cranbourne in the Assembly.
Mr Koch interjected.
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Mrs PEULICH — I was not aware that this was
supposed to be a 5-minute speech, given that I am the
first speaker for the government.
Mr Perera deliberately misled the Assembly when he
stated that this government is determined to take 25 per
cent of the consolidated funding to bigger TAFEs.
Hon. M. J. Guy — That is not an unusual event.
Mrs PEULICH — No. I can only assume that he
was referring to the changes in VET fees and funding
made in October last year by his party when it was in
government. I would also like to emphasise that the
former government introduced a market-driven system
for vocational education but it did not necessarily put
all the measures in place in order to achieve it. It was
not unusual for the former Labor government to come
up with ideas but then not actually implement them
properly.
The former Labor government presided over
uncontrolled growth in enrolments since 2008, with
particular growth in low-cost courses, including a
94 per cent increase in business and clerical studies, a
50 per cent increase in finance, a 54 per cent increase in
hospitality, a 45 per cent increase in property services, a
66 per cent increase in tourism, a 62 per cent increase in
wholesale and retail and a 440 per cent increase in
recreation courses. The number of providers receiving
government funding soared by 30 per cent in three
years from 561 to 730, and consequently expenditure
blew out from $800 million in 2008 to an estimated
$1.22 billion this year. The reforms were not
well-received by the sector.
David Williams, the executive director of the Victorian
TAFE Association, condemned the former
government’s approach when he said in an article in the
Australian titled ‘Victorian TAFEs “shocked” at cuts’
that it produced ‘rampant uncontrolled growth’. In an
article in the Age he went on to add that the Brumby
government was warned that this situation could unfold
and that:
Blind Freddy could see that this was going to happen when
they opened the gates uncontrollably under the prior
government.

The Minister for Higher Education and Skills has tried
to get a handle on the situation. He asked the Essential
Services Commission to examine the fees and funding
of VET. A period of consultation has been undertaken,
and I look forward to this government providing a
sustainable future for our technical and further
education sector. There are no easy solutions — there
never are — but this government has a strong
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commitment to the provision of educational services
whether it be in schools, TAFEs or universities. With
those few words, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a contribution on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Skills) Bill 2011. In doing so I reiterate
the position Ms Mikakos took earlier in this debate,
which is that the opposition will not be opposing this
bill. As previous speakers have also mentioned, this is a
fairly straightforward bill before the chamber this
evening. It will essentially amend two pieces of
legislation — the Accident Compensation Act 1985 and
the Education and Training Reform Act 2006.
In relation to the Education and Training Reform Act
2006, the bill seeks to clarify the powers of Victorian
TAFE institutions as well as adult education institutions
and primarily the operation of those institutions with
commercial activities interstate or internationally. It is
believed that this will clarify what those powers are as
there have been some questions raised in recent times
by a number of stakeholders.
In relation to the Accident Compensation Act 1995, this
bill will essentially provide WorkCover coverage for
secondary students who are fulfilling student work
placements. This is not with respect to work placements
or work experience placements that usually take place
in year 10; this is for senior secondary students who are
undertaking vocational training work placements such
as Victorian certificate of applied learning placements.
The opposition supports this aspect of the bill because
we believe that providing WorkCover insurance to
students undertaking vocational education in
workplaces outside of schools is incredibly important. It
is absolutely vital that students are properly and fully
covered by accident and injury insurance while they are
on work placements, just as employees are in their
workplaces.
One of the situations that has given rise to the necessity
of this aspect of the bill before us this evening is the
recent national registration of training providers that
occurred on 1 July this year. As a result of this there
have been some unintended gaps in the legislative
coverage in terms of insurance. This aspect of the bill
will ensure that that protection is backdated to 1 July,
which means that students who suffered an injury or
were involved in an accident after 1 July this year will
be covered for the second six months of this year.
I will now address the formal and technical aspects of
the bill before us today. This legislation essentially
intends to assist in the operation of vocational education
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in this state. As a result, the opposition supports the bill
because the Labor Party, whether in government or in
opposition, is a very strong supporter of vocational
education and of making sure that we have everything
in place to ensure that we skill up our workforce — not
just existing employees and workers but also the future
generations who come through our secondary schools
as well as our TAFE and vocational sectors.
It is timely that we touch on the importance of
vocational education. We understand that vocational
education and training provides many benefits to both
the individual and also the wider community. As
members will know, there are hundreds of courses out
there for Victorians of any age to study, creating
pathways to new opportunities every day. It also
provides direct preparation for employment and
lifelong learning and builds community capacity. Tens
of thousands of Victorians gain suitable skills to assist
them in finding employment or to improve their
employment prospects. For employers, vocational
education is vital for skilling up their workforce. The
Labor Party understands this, and it is important that
vocational education is invested in in a sustainable way.
However, whilst the legislation before us tonight
supports some infrastructure aspects of the sector, what
Victorians have seen in recent times, particularly since
the election of the Baillieu government, is the exact
opposite. Victorians have seen the peeling back of
vocational education through schools as well as at
TAFE institutions. We have heard from a number of
speakers this evening about the cuts to TAFE. Those
cuts are untimely, particularly given the enormous skills
shortages occurring right across the state. It is
disappointing that this government has not taken that on
board. In fact apprenticeship funding has been
significantly slashed.
We have also heard from previous speakers that
approximately $250 million has been cut from TAFE
and vocational education providers. The impact of these
cuts will obviously mean that student fees will
skyrocket and providers will start cutting courses and
cutting staff. Whilst other states in Australia are
increasing funding for the training of skilled employees,
those opposite are making it extremely difficult for the
TAFE sector. I hear that time and again as I move
around my electorate.
It is important for the record to again raise the issue of
VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied learning)
coordinators. This issue is not raised lightly by people.
It is not a situation where a government just comes in
and makes a change and everyone says, ‘Well, at the
end of the day that’s the government’s decision’. The
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issue of VCAL coordinators is raised by almost
everyone I come across. They cannot understand why
this government does not seem to understand the hard
work and intense effort that is put in by VCAL
coordinators. Theirs is a very hands-on,
labour-intensive role. It is not about coordination by
picking up the phone or shuffling paperwork on a desk;
it is about physically taking students from point A to
point B, having intensive dialogue with employers and
making sure that parents are involved in the process
inside and out. It is not something about which the
government can say, ‘Oh, well, it is a role that could
have been performed during the bedding-in process of
VCAL’. The role is so integral to the success of VCAL
that it cannot be underestimated.
I know Mr Hall has been inundated by a huge number
of people raising this issue. I cannot underline enough
that if the position of the government on this issue does
not change, it will be seriously making a conscious
decision to jeopardise the success of VCAL. I do not
think anyone — regardless of their political party,
anyone in this chamber — really wants to see that.
In conclusion, I say that the opposition does not oppose
this bill, as it simply makes some required technical
changes in relation to WorkCover and the commercial
operation of TAFE and adult education institutions in
this state. Whilst there might be some flow-on in terms
of a financial gain as a result of the first set of
amendments, it will be an absolute drop in the ocean
and will do nothing to balance out what this
government is doing by taking money out of the system
and turning back the clock in relation to the vocational
education and training sector in this state.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this afternoon to speak to the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Skills) Bill 2011. As a
former school council president and occasional guest
lecturer at some of our higher education institutions
and — this might surprise people — a former student as
well, I have been delighted to work alongside Minister
Hall, and he knows my commitment to further
education and training in this state.
The bill proposes urgent amendments to the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006 as it affects two issues
in the higher education and skills portfolio. Firstly, the
bill will clarify that TAFE institutes and adult education
institutions may deliver programs and services outside
of Victoria, whether interstate or overseas. There had
been some thought that this was already permissible
under the principal act because a number of TAFE
institutes and adult education institutions conduct
substantial operations outside Victoria, which include
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maintaining campuses, delivering educational services
online and undertaking other ventures on a commercial
basis. However, recently some doubts have arisen as to
whether this is permissible under the current wording of
the act and whether the act is technically sufficient to
allow these activities to continue. The bill therefore
makes minor amendments to put beyond doubt the
ability of TAFE institutes and adult education
institutions to operate outside Victoria.
The bill will close the gaps in the coverage of students
undertaking practical placements under WorkCover
with respect to workplace injuries sustained during
those placements. Lately I have talked to students at
Whittlesea Secondary College about their desire to get
more work experience in the TAFE area; this will
simply protect them as they go about what they need to
do. I have also visited the Northern Melbourne Institute
of TAFE and Kangan Institute. This is a no-brainer; it
fits easily into their ability to grow their footprint, and
we encourage them to do that. Let us face it: we want
Victorians to optimise their skills and education.
Equally, we want these institutions to be able to
optimise their revenue so they can provide the sorts of
things we are looking for.
As I said, the bill deals with work experience
placements undertaken by secondary students enrolled
in TAFE and TAFE divisions. It provides certainty for
those students placed in the workplace as part of their
general secondary education. While most secondary
students are enrolled at schools, there are a number who
complete their final years of secondary education with
TAFE providers or other education providers that are
not schools. The bill therefore aims to ensure that
secondary students of TAFE providers can undertake
work experience in the same way as their
contemporaries enrolled at schools. It will also ensure
that students of non-secondary education providers are
also covered under WorkCover.
The bill contains a number of validation provisions
designed to validate past actions of TAFE institutes and
adult education institutions in conducting their
operations outside Victoria. Although these validations
relate to matters in the past, they are designed to
legitimise actions that were carried out in good faith at
the time in the belief they were authorised under the
legislation.
The bill will make necessary changes to state law to
enable students to undertake placements with
WorkCover protection, and it complements the
commonwealth regulations that may be necessary for
this to be fully effective. This bill, as other speakers
have said, allows us to grow education in Victoria and
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enhance the skills development of our students and our
workforce. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I also
have great pleasure in rising to speak on the Education
and Training Reform Amendment (Skills) Bill 2011.
As other members have pointed out this evening, the
purpose of this bill is to amend the Education and
Training Reform Act 2006 in relation to vocational
education and training, to make related amendments to
the Accident Compensation Act 1985 and for other
purposes.
There are a number of adult education institutions in
Southern Metropolitan Region, including Holmesglen
in Chadstone and Moorabbin and Swinburne
University; Swinburne’s main campus is in Hawthorn
but it operates a TAFE college in Prahran. The bill is of
particular importance to those institutions. The bill
clarifies TAFE’s powers to operate interstate and
internationally and also updates legislation as far as
WorkCover provisions are concerned.
The bill does two things: it will clarify that TAFE
institutes and adult education institutions have the
power to operate outside Victoria, and it will overcome
the gaps and technical problems in the Education and
Training Reform Act 2006 that authorises work
placements to ensure WorkCover protection for
students and their host employers. Despite the technical
issues that have been highlighted by previous speakers
and some of the aspects the opposition has raised, I can
state that this government places a high priority on
education. As we would all agree, education equips
people to further their careers and it exposes them to
opportunities. Despite what Ms Tierney said, the
Baillieu government has done much to invest in
vocational education and training in schools. As was
stated in a media release of May this year:
The Victorian coalition government will invest $32.8 million
to provide vocational education and training as part of the
2011–12 budget …

As the Minister for Higher Education and Skills,
Mr Hall, commented during question time,
apprenticeships and vocational training provide for
trade careers and pathways which give people greater
opportunity. The Baillieu government is undertaking
this support in many areas in relation to higher
education and skills training. This has the additional
positive effects of meeting the needs of industry, as
well as the needs of those students, and it will go a long
way in assisting in skills shortages in this state, as it will
do in other parts of the country. I am pleased the
minister mentioned in his contribution this afternoon
that he was speaking with the federal government to
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achieve the support required for this area of great need
in education, which will benefit not only the students
but also the institutions and industry as a whole.
We have heard about this industry, which is a
significant industry to Victoria. In her contribution to
the debate Mrs Peulich spoke of education as being a
large exporter for Victoria, and we must do what we
can to support it. This bill will address many of those
issues that have not been dealt with, and it will enable
those institutions and adult education facilities to
deliver programs and services, both interstate and
overseas, with clarity and certainty.
South-East Asia has been mentioned. I can say that I
have recently been exposed to education institutions in
South America which have huge numbers of students
who are coming to Victoria and using our TAFE and
adult education institutions. They have particularly
strong relationships with Box Hill TAFE, and I know
they are developing relationships with other institutions
in Victoria. This bill is of great interest to them and to
Victoria.
As I said, this bill will make minor amendments to
alleviate any doubt about the eligibility of these
institutions to legally operate outside Victoria. The
other part of the bill relates to eligibility claims for
WorkCover in the event of a student being injured or
becoming ill whilst on placement outside Victoria. It is
important to provide that certainty for both host
employers and students.
I conclude by saying this bill aims to address those
issues. It will ensure that students on placements,
whether they be at a secondary institution or TAFE,
will be afforded protection under WorkCover should
they sustain a workplace injury with their host
employer, and they will not be caught up in the
technical oversights of the previous act. As I said at the
outset, this bill affects many institutions and facilities,
as well as students, within my region. It will provide
certainty that those institutions and their boards are
operating legally. I am pleased the opposition is not
opposing this bill. I commend the bill to the house.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I wish to make a couple of comments in
reply to the debate. First of all, I thank members for
their sincerity in their contributions to the debate this
afternoon. While the opposition and the Greens claimed
they are not opposing this bill, essentially their
comments were supportive of the provisions in this bill.
I guess the opposition conclusion came about because
of commentary on other aspects related, but not
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particular, to this bill. I thank members for the manner
in which they have raised issues this evening.

increasing funding to $1.3 billion, how does that
translate to a cut?

I will again clarify what has been echoed by members
in their comments to the debate — that essentially there
is nothing new in this piece of legislation. It covers two
main areas and, as members have come to the correct
conclusion, it simply clarifies issues surrounding the
substantial focuses of the bill — that is, the ability of
TAFE institutes to operate beyond Victorian borders
and the provision for accident compensation
arrangements for students undertaking work experience
or work placements.

The problem we are grappling with is that funding for
training in this state is no longer on a fixed
purchase-type basis. It was the previous government
that implemented a demand-driven entitlement funding
arrangement for training in this state. Consequently
there is no known end point to that point of funding.
There is a memorandum of understanding between
Skills Victoria and Treasury that says they will fund
this demand-driven training system. That is why we
expect to meet an additional cost in the years ahead for
training. Training is growing in this state, both in
numbers and in cost, and consequently I fail to
understand how people can interpret any actions as
being a cut in funding.

In regard to the former, we have all recognised that the
ability of our TAFE institutes to operate internationally
and interstate has been in place for a long time. It is a
substantial component of the operation of many of our
TAFE institutes, and so the provisions of the bill
provide legal clarity for that practice. It is the same with
the accident compensation arrangements, and this is
due to the fact that there have been changes in the way
in which organisations are now registered, some with a
national register instead of a Victorian register. Because
of changes to the school leaving age and because of
matters associated with the way in which work
programs and work curriculums are structured at the
senior secondary level, there is a need for clarity in
regard to coverage of matters related to accident
compensation. These are summarised on page 3 of the
explanatory memorandum of this bill.
I might pause to reflect on the decision of the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee to compliment the
department on the way in which the explanatory
memorandum has been framed. In particular I want to
give thanks to both the staff of Skills Victoria and my
own staff for their contribution to the framing of this
piece of legislation, and that has been recognised by
SARC with those comments. I thank those involved in
the construction of the legislation.
I want to dispel a couple of misconceptions raised made
by members of the opposition, and to a limited extent
by Ms Pennicuik, when they spoke about cuts to TAFE
funding. What bemuses me in respect of this claim is
that if you are funding training in Victoria to the level
of $1.2 billion currently and you expect to fund it to the
tune of $1.3 billion next year, how does that translate to
a cut? More particularly, how does it translate to a
$250 million cut? Where does the figure of
$250 million come from? It seems to me that that is
something the opposition has dragged up as a figure
that might be appropriate to bandy around and that the
figure has stuck. There is no substantial basis for that.
When government is funding $1.2 billion and

It is true that we need to manage the growth in the
funding system that we have — that is, the growth in
that student entitlement system. When you have a
funding level that went from $800 million in 2008 to
$1.2 billion last year and will go to $1.3 billion next
year, then somebody has to pay. Let us realise that
somebody has to pay for that growth. As a public purse,
the Parliament of Victoria has the responsibility to
ensure that public money is spent wisely. Consequently
we need to manage that training system. At the end of
the day we need to make sure that the public money
that is being spent on training matches employment and
social and personal benefit in a balanced way.
Some members have raised the issue that there has been
a 440 per cent increase in fitness instruction under this
new funded training model. Is that an appropriate use of
government funds? Some people would question that.
In the last week of sitting I highlighted that training
programs delivered by a particular provider were
handing back $1500 of that training money by way of
incentives to sponsorship for sporting and social clubs
as well as a cash-in-hand repayment to individuals.
There was a $1500 take coming out of a single
enrolment in a training program that was being handed
back by way of a donation to either a person or a club.
Is that a wise use of public funding as well? Other cases
of that are currently being investigated.
What we have with a demand-driven entitlement
system is a system with some very positive
outcomes — we all concede that — but there is not
appropriate architecture to give good oversight of that
particular model, and so it is that some of the changes
that are already being implemented and some of those
being contemplated by the government will address that
particular issue. A demand-driven entitlement market
can never be interpreted as representing cuts to the
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funding system when you are actually increasing
funding. It is a new concept. We are all dealing with
this. There is a new concept in dealing not with a fixed
amount but with a demand-driven entitlement market,
and that is something we all need to come to grips with.
That having been said, there are aspects of commentary
that could probably take us through the entire evening. I
will not impose on the courtesy of the house by
extending my time in reply, but again I thank members
for their contributions and for the way matters were
raised. One thing that we all share is a commitment to
training in this state, and that is why I welcome the
non-opposition of this bill and the support for the
measures that are contained in it.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AMENDMENT
(DOUBLE JEOPARDY AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
will be a challenge for me to see if I can wrap up at
around 6.30 p.m. I think that would be good for
everyone.
The opposition will not be opposing this bill, but the
Parliament needs to give it very serious consideration
and scrutinise it very closely, because what we are
doing today is effectively interfering with a principle
that has existed for 800 years in the criminal law of
those countries that have adopted the British justice
system. It is a tenet of criminal law that has survived
many upheavals, including the removal of the British
monarchy and the Restoration. It has survived the birth
of this nation, Canada and other countries. Obviously it
has been changed in some of those jurisdictions as well,
but it is a fundamental protection of the citizenry
against the power of the state.
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That is why the double jeopardy principle is in place. It
is a recognition that the state and the state alone has the
capacity to deprive free people of their liberty. It puts
an appropriate limitation on the ability of the state to do
just that. That limitation is that once you have been
tried by the state and acquitted by the state, the state
should not be able to continue to pursue you over and
over and in effect cause you to never really be free of
the allegation or the taint that you might be guilty of a
crime. Double jeopardy has been an important part of
the judicial system of this country, as it has been an
important part of the judicial system of the UK,
Canada, the USA and other Western nations.
Having said that, to effectively allow double jeopardy it
is the case that the bill arises out of a series of
conversations between members of the Council of
Australian Governments going way back to 2003,
which reached a resolution of sorts in 2007. The bill is
specifically based on the double jeopardy law reform
model that was agreed to by COAG in 2007. It is also
correct to say that some two and half months before the
election the now government put out a media release
indicating that, if elected, it was its intention to reform
the double jeopardy law. Again, unlike some other
changes that the government intends to bring to the
Parliament which became a subject of discussion only
during the final days of the election campaign, this was
the subject of a media release and some discussion
some two and half months prior to the election. That is
a factor the opposition cannot ignore in framing its
response to the bill.
It is also worth noting that in this country — in New
South Wales, Queensland and South Australia —
models similar to the one proposed by the government
have been adopted. It is my understanding also that
Western Australia is in the process of passing a bill
providing for double jeopardy reform. It is somewhat
different in Queensland in that the Queensland
legislature has indicated that there can be no
retrospectivity in regard to double jeopardy, but that is
not the case in the other jurisdictions I have referred to.
It is also the case that in both the United Kingdom and
New Zealand some double jeopardy reform law has
been enacted.
In all those circumstances it is not as though Victoria, in
the consideration of this bill, is doing something that
has not been considered and adopted in other similar
jurisdictions. Victoria is not trailblazing in this regard;
Victoria is following a path that has been somewhat
well worn. In all the circumstances the opposition does
not believe the change is inappropriate, but it is worth
going through some of the safeguards that are contained
in the bill, because they play a very important role in
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the opposition forming the view that it can support the
passage of this bill.
First of all the bill allows for a new trial where there is
fresh and compelling evidence. That is applicable in a
number of offences, including manslaughter, arson
causing death, rape, large-scale drug trafficking and
murder. Those offences are set out in detail in the bill.
The bill goes to those offences quite overtly. There is
no sense that a decision about what those offences are
will be left to the discretion of a judge or anybody else.
They are set out quite clearly in new section 327M(2),
which lists those crimes in some detail — certain types
of murder, manslaughter, arson causing death,
trafficking in a drug or drugs of dependence in large
commercial quantities et cetera. I understand the
Assembly agreed to some amendments that added an
additional offence, which I am sure the lead speaker for
the government will go through in his contribution.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr O’Brien has
acknowledged that.
‘Fresh’ and ‘compelling’ are both defined. Fresh
evidence means evidence that was not and could not
have been adduced at the trial, even with the exercise of
reasonable diligence. Compelling evidence means
reliable, substantial and highly probative evidence.
It is worth pointing out that the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee made some comments on the
fresh evidence provision because it is not necessarily
the case that it has to be brand-new evidence that did
not exist at the time of the trial. According to SARC, it
seems that it can be evidence that was not admissible at
the time of the trial but which has become admissible as
a consequence of changes to the rules of evidence.
That is a point the Parliament should note. It means that
there are circumstances somewhat different from those
the community might expect would be the case, like the
discovery of DNA evidence or the discovery of a
weapon after an acquittal, where these provisions could
apply. It could be something as mundane as a change to
the rules of evidence, which means that evidence that
was previously inadmissible becomes admissible at a
subsequent trial. It could be the case that evidence
could be ruled inadmissible in a trial and then the
Evidence Act 2008 is changed as a consequence of that
ruling and that leads to the requirements of a new bill
being introduced and causing the acquittal to be set
aside. That is an important point worth noting.
The second ground is where there has been a tainted
acquittal. That would apply to an indictable offence
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where there is a penalty of 15 years imprisonment or
more. Again, it is worth reflecting on what the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee has said about that.
The situations where this applies do not necessarily
have to be situations where the tainted acquittal is the
result of an overt act by the accused or their counsel in
an attempt to knowingly subvert a trial. Any act by any
person that has the effect of tainting the acquittal can
lead to grounds for the acquittal to be set aside, whether
or not it is an ‘orchestrated perversion of the original
trial’, as described in the statement of compatibility.
The bill does not require that it be an orchestrated
perversion of the original trial; it can be any act by any
person that has the effect of tainting the acquittal. Again
that is an important point for the Parliament to note,
inasmuch as it is always better that we make changes
with our eyes open to what the changes mean and
where they may be used.
The third ground is that a new trial can be allowed for
any indictable offence in the case of an
administration-of-justice offence — that is, when it is
not the original acquittal being set aside but a trial for a
new offence based on some act during the original trial
that amounted to an administration-of-justice offence.
It is important to note also some of the limitations
embedded in the bill that are being placed on the ability
of the state to continue to pursue a person who has been
acquitted. First of all the police require authorisation
from the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) to
commence an investigation into someone who has
previously been acquitted, except in cases where urgent
action is required to prevent irrevocable prejudice to an
investigation. Members can imagine what those
circumstances may be. The police may be aware that
someone is about to dispose of DNA evidence, in
which case they may need to intervene to prevent that
from occurring and to do so more expeditiously than
would be possible if they had to seek approval from the
DPP. In those circumstances interim approval could be
sought from a senior member of Victoria Police. The
Director of Public Prosecutions would need to
effectively confirm the approval as soon as practicable.
I will come back to that point later.
Once an indictment is filed the DPP has to make an
application to the Court of Appeal for a new trial within
28 days. The opposition thinks that the role of the Court
of Appeal as the arbiter of whether a new trial will be
allowed is an important step — probably the most
important step — in leading the opposition to not
oppose the bill. The Court of Appeal has to be satisfied
that one of the exceptions applies and that a fair new
trial is possible. I am aware that Ms Pennicuik will at
some point seek to add some words to that provision.
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Rather than stealing her thunder, I will let Ms Pennicuik
make those points during her contribution. I will then
address them during the committee stage.
If the application to the Court of Appeal is lost, it is
important to note — and this is based on advice from
the department and on a proper construction of the
bill — that the Court of Appeal has to permanently stay
the application. The legislation imposes on the DPP the
discipline of having to get the first application right,
because it cannot bowl up to the Court of Appeal with a
shoddy application, fail and then go back a week or two
later with a new one. It cannot keep trying to get it right
until it does. If the application is lost, the Court of
Appeal has to permanently stay the application. There
can be only one retrial. If you are acquitted a second
time, it is clear in the bill that that is the end of the
penny section, as it should be. It should not be possible
for the Crown to continue to make application after
application to retry someone who has been acquitted
more than once.
It is also interesting to note that a retrial cannot be
sought if an offender has been convicted of a lesser
offence on the basis of the same facts. To put that in
context, if you have been charged with murder but the
court convicts you of manslaughter and then sometime
later the prosecution believes it has grounds for
murder — malice aforethought and the like — it cannot
come back and have a go at you for murder if you have
already been convicted of manslaughter on the same set
of facts.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Before we went to the
dinner break I was in the process of describing some of
the very important limitations on the ability of the
Crown to seek to have an acquittal set aside and to
reprosecute. As we were going to the break I was just
about to mention that a retrial cannot be sought where
the acquittal has been on the grounds of insanity. This
is because the new chapter created by the bill that
provides a definition of acquittal describes an acquittal,
for the purposes of the new chapter, as including a
verdict of not guilty other than a verdict of not guilty
because of mental impairment. If the Crown at some
point in the future decides that it does not believe that
the acquitted person was truly insane, it cannot seek to
have the acquittal set aside on those grounds, given that
it is not an acquittal for the purposes of this bill.
As there ought to be, there is a presumption, although it
is a presumption that could be overturned, that bail will
be granted in the event of a new indictment. That is
important, given that the accused is somebody who has
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already been acquitted. At the new trial the prosecution
cannot make any reference to the fact that the Court of
Appeal has been satisfied at an earlier time that there is
fresh and compelling new evidence or that there has
been a tainted acquittal. That is important, because it
would be highly prejudicial for the prosecution to make
such a reference at any new trial and it might have the
effect of influencing a jury in an inappropriate way.
Those are some of the key safeguards that are
embedded in the bill. In those circumstances, as I have
already indicated, Labor is in a position to support the
passage of the bill. We believe it is important to allow
for a second prosecution of an acquitted person if it is in
the interests of justice that it occur. I know
Ms Pennicuik will be moving some amendments that
make it clear that the interests of justice need at all
times to be paramount. If it is in the interests of justice
that there be another prosecution, then this bill allows
that to occur, and that is appropriate. Where it is the
case that a person had clearly and provably, to use the
vernacular, got away with murder, if there is a chance
of justice being served, then justice ought to be served.
Having said all of that, the double jeopardy rule has
served not just the community of Australia but the
communities of the United Kingdom, Canada, the
United States, New Zealand and other nations that have
had their justice systems forged on the British model. It
is not by accident that those jurisdictions have had the
double jeopardy rule in place for hundreds of years. It
has been an important safeguard against the excesses of
state power. The double jeopardy rule has been an
important safeguard of the liberty of citizens against the
power of the state, and so it should only be overturned
or rebutted in the most serious of circumstances. It is
very important that a person who has been found to be
not guilty be treated as such until such time as another
verdict is brought in. For all of those reasons it is of the
utmost importance that the powers that are being
provided to the state in this bill be used most sparingly.
Let us be clear: this is the Parliament providing to the
state another power over the citizenry, over free people.
In those circumstances that power should be used on
very rare occasions.
One of the unfortunate elements of the debate around
double jeopardy is that expectations about how this law
will be able to be used and will be used have been
raised, probably inappropriately. I am not suggesting
that they have been raised deliberately, but there is an
expectation that in certain high-profile cases, which I
will not discuss by name, this change to the law will
lead to retrials, to a chance of people who have not been
convicted in the past being convicted.
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The fact is that the evidence from other jurisdictions
where changes have been made to the double jeopardy
rule shows that this power is used exceedingly rarely
because, as is appropriate, the standards that need to be
met by the state to retry an acquitted person are high.
Fresh and compelling evidence is a difficult standard to
meet, as is a tainted acquittal. For the Court of Appeal
to be convinced that a fair new trial is possible is also a
difficult standard to meet. For all those reasons, in all
those other jurisdictions it has hardly ever been the case
that a person who has been acquitted has subsequently
been convicted under new rules that limit the
application of the double jeopardy provision.
Quite contrary to the expectations that have been raised,
I would expect that in Victoria, as in all those other
jurisdictions, it will in fact be very difficult for the
Crown to establish circumstances where it will get new
trials. I am not suggesting that it has never happened in
other jurisdictions. It has happened but it has happened
only very occasionally, and I expect that in Victoria it
will happen only very occasionally. Clearly the bill has,
quite correctly, been drafted to ensure that it happens
only very occasionally.
I just hope that there are not members of the
community, family members of people who have been
the victims of crime, who now expect that there will be
some sort of slam dunk, lay-down misère that there will
be a new trial as a result of the changes that are being
made in the Parliament tonight. It is possible but it is far
from certain.
I make the point also that opposition members are
wary. We raised a number of questions in our
discussion with the departmental officers — whom I
thank for the very fulsome briefing that they
provided — about the circumstances in which the
police can recommence an investigation without the
prior approval of the Director of Public Prosecutions.
We have been assured by officers of both the minister’s
office and the department that such circumstances will
be very rare and that the DPP must be notified and must
give approval at the first available opportunity and that
in fact the failure of the police to seek the approval of
the DPP at the first available opportunity will be
grounds for whatever action they have commenced to
be stopped in its tracks.
Members of the opposition will not be opposing the
bill. We believe the interests of justice are best served if
the Crown has an opportunity to go before the Court of
Appeal and seek to have a second trial if someone has
clearly got away with committing a serious crime and
new evidence that could lead to a conviction comes to
light or evidence comes to light that there has been jury
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or witness tampering. That is appropriate. The principle
of double jeopardy has served Western democracies
exceedingly well for 800 years, if you take it back to
the time it first came into effect in England. It is a
principle that we should discard very reluctantly and in
only the most serious and clear-cut cases. The reason
members of the opposition can take a position of not
opposing the bill is that we believe the bill has been
drafted with sufficient safeguards to ensure that in fact
the law will be used in only the circumstances I have
described.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Criminal Procedure
Amendment (Double Jeopardy and Other Matters) Bill
2011. The purposes of the bill include amending the
Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to provide exceptions to
the rule against double jeopardy that would permit a
person to be tried or retried in certain circumstances
despite a previous acquittal. It also makes consequential
amendments to the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 and
the Appeal Costs Act 1998 and other minor
amendments of a statute law revision nature.
The background to this bill is in a sense quite ancient if
one looks at the principle of double jeopardy, which is
said to be timeless or to go back in the mists of time.
There has been reference to 800 years or the 1500s in
English common law. However, certain academics,
including those who have been quoted by former High
Court Justice Michael Kirby, have said that double
jeopardy reaches back to Roman times, and even
biblical times, with the phrase, ‘Not even God judges
twice for the same act’. In that regard it has been
accepted as a longstanding principle of the English
common-law system, which was inherited by this state
and this country.
Like all principles of the common law, it has been
capable of change and has evolved over time by
successive courts considering the interests of justice in
individual cases and also by parliaments in the laws that
they make, including the laws relating to our criminal
law procedure. Most of those more significant changes
to the double jeopardy rule with which the bill is in
keeping have been made in common-law jurisdictions
in the past decade or so.
Simply stated, double jeopardy — or autrefois acquit,
as it is referred to sometimes — is the principle that a
person who has been acquitted of an offence cannot be
brought to trial for a second or subsequent trial no
matter what new evidence may be said to have come to
light or howsoever the original trial may have been
tainted. It is those two strong tenets of the rule —
namely, that there cannot be a second trial
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notwithstanding new or fresh evidence, or that there
cannot be a retrial in circumstances where the original
trial has been tainted — that this bill seeks to modify
within the limited and defined circumstances contained
in the bill.
As explained in the statement of compatibility, the bill
does not contravene the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006, nor does it contravene any
constitutional principle in this state. It is noted that in
this regard Victoria and Australia differ from the United
States of America, which has a constitutionally
enshrined Bill of Rights. However, the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee has made observations in
its detailed report, which was complimented by
speakers in the other place, including Ms Hennessy, the
member for Altona and lead opposition speaker on the
bill. As a member of that committee, I would also like
to extend my compliments to the chair, the deputy
chair, the other members of the committee and the
secretariat on the work done throughout the year on not
only this bill but also other bills.
If you are seeking answers to some of the questions
raised by commentators or others on the interpretation
of the bill, the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee report provides a good summary. It also
raised a number of questions for the Attorney-General.
Those questions have been answered in a
comprehensive letter from the Attorney-General which
deals in part with one of the proposed amendments
from the Greens — namely, the question about the
interests of justice, which I will get to shortly.
In relation to the statement of compatibility and the
section 26 right that is contained in the charter, the bill
engages that right, but it constitutes a reasonable
limitation of that right. That is a reasonable limitation in
the circumstances that the bill limits the principle of
double jeopardy to tightly defined circumstances and a
limited number of serious offences. It does so with
various important procedural protections which guard
against the abuse of process by police or prosecuting
authorities.
Most critically, the bill provides a single, limited
opportunity upon application to the Court of Appeal to
reopen a trial that would otherwise have been said to
have been concluded with finality. Rather than a single
bite of the cherry, as presently exists, there will be
limited circumstances for two bites of the cherry but
there will not be an opportunity for three. That is
probably the most important limitation. The other
significant limitation is the fact that the application
needs to be made to the Court of Appeal, which is the
highest court within the Victorian jurisdiction. It sits
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below the High Court in the federal system and in the
constitutional and common-law sense. In that regard the
Court of Appeal will provide the ultimate protection
and safeguard in balancing the interests of victims as
represented by the state, and the state itself is said to be
affronted by crimes against an individual and those
interests of the accused.
A number of important phrases ring through our
common-law history — namely, it is better that
99 guilty people walk free than one innocent person be
wrongly convicted. It is also said that the most
important person in a courtroom is the person who is
about to lose their case because the interests of justice
always need to be directed to ensure that if they receive
a fair trial, then our system is working to the best of its
capabilities, notwithstanding human frailty and the
inherent limitations within our criminal justice system.
It has been said by one learned commentator, Michelle
Edgely, that double jeopardy is a rule which engages
the key competing principles in our system — namely,
truth and justice, which are said to be the fundamental
principles of our common-law system. It is said that
double jeopardy is an instance where the search for
truth, or finding out what happened, gives way to
another pillar of our justice system — namely, the
value of finality and certainty in outcome. Were it not
for the reforms proposed by the bill, double jeopardy
would prevent, in these very serious cases, the
reopening of a trial, notwithstanding that there was
clear and compelling evidence that the trial was either
tainted or that the fresh evidence was that the accused,
who had been acquitted, was in fact guilty.
In those instances, under the existing rules procedural
justice is said to be preferred over substantive justice or
getting to the bottom of what happened, or however
justice is defined. This is important in discussions about
the interests of justice, because it is often a competing
notion of various values in society. The search for
justice is the core function of our legal institutions and
sustains the capable and learned individuals who
represent the various competing positions within those
legal institutions, as well as the judges who then have to
decide what is in the interests of justice. In the limited
circumstances of fresh and compelling evidence or a
tainted acquittal, it may be the case that the interests of
justice will outweigh the need for finality, and truth, in
a sense, will be said to triumph over the other
competing interests of justice.
Nevertheless, as a principle of common law it is
important that we tread carefully in seeking to redress
this balance, as this bill seeks to do. Modifications
sought to the present understanding of this principle, as
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outlined in High Court cases such as Carroll or Walton,
bear upon the need to adjust this balance very carefully.
That is why this procedure has not, in Australian
jurisdictions and even in UK jurisdictions, been rushed
into or concluded without due consideration. It has in
fact had a long series of reform through the Council of
Australian Governments (COAG) recommendations
and agreements since 2003. It has also been the subject
of reform in the UK and other states and territories.
In providing some certainty, the bill will provide
another important aspect of justice — namely, clarity in
relation to this important aspect of what has been
generally a common-law principle or res judicata. It has
not always been clearly defined, and there have been
instances in Victorian and Australian history where one
might have thought justice, double jeopardy or res
judicata would apply and it has not.
One compelling example of a case in which the accused
were not able to avail themselves of double jeopardy
was the infamous 1838 Myall Creek massacre of a
number of Aboriginals. I understand it is the only
massacre in Australia’s sorry history that has been
brought to successful prosecution. The first trial began
on 15 November 1838 and the 10 accused were
acquitted. The very courageous Attorney-General
remanded them immediately and tried seven of the
accused again. They were charged with a second
offence in relation to an Aboriginal named Charley, and
they were subsequently convicted and hung,
notwithstanding a plea of autrefois acquit or double
jeopardy.
It is interesting to note that in that instance the
determination of whether it was double jeopardy was
made by a jury, specially empanelled, and the reasons
for that would obviously remain with the jury.
That is an important part of the protections of the
principle — namely, that in the application to the Court
of Appeal for a second trial, the Court of Appeal will
not publish its reasons and that application, if
successful, will not form part of the record for any
second trial. What will happen is that the prosecution
can seek an opportunity for a second trial, but for
reasons of protection of and fairness to the accused, the
circumstance of fresh or compelling evidence will not
be able to be admitted. That and other important
limitations are set out in the bill and were debated in the
lower house, and I will touch on some of them in the
time available to me.
It is interesting that the lead speakers for the opposition
in the lower house and this house noted that the
opposition was not opposing the bill and indicated that
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there was an electoral mandate, in the sense of a stated
policy, that the coalition government would bring in
this reform if elected. Notwithstanding the COAG
agreements and the introduction of similar bills in other
states and calls from the then opposition to consider the
introduction of this reform in this state, the opposition
lead speakers omitted to say that the former
Attorney-General refused for a long time to introduce
this reform to the Parliament in any form. In
introducing the present bill I note that the opposition
has in effect indicated by its non-opposition that the
important safeguards contained in the bill are
satisfactory and receive their endorsement, given the
comments that have been made about the important
limitations on the principle of double jeopardy.
This bill is a commendation for our courageous
Attorney-General, who is prepared to do what may not
always be politically correct but what is in the interests
of all Victorians, including all victims of crime, where
there has been an acquittal that is considered to have
been tainted or capable of being revisited but there has
not been that opportunity. I join Mr Pakula in saying
that it is not helpful or instructive to talk about any
particular case. Each case, in the limited circumstances
that will apply upon application to the Court of Appeal,
will need to be considered on its merits. I certainly
would not wish to prejudice the outcome of such
consideration. Mr Pakula categorised the test as
‘difficult’. I say it is one that is limited, and
appropriately limited, by the wording of the bill. One
needs to have regard to the wording of the proposed
legislation, to which I will turn shortly as I go through
the bill, because the checks and balances are contained
within those words.
In relation to the double jeopardy bill, there are three
situations capable of allowing a limited retrial. The first
situation is where there is fresh and compelling
evidence. New section 327C(1), to be inserted by
clause 17, defines evidence as being ‘fresh’ when:
(i)

it was not adduced at the trial of the offence; and

(ii) it could not, even with the exercise of reasonable
diligence, have been adduced at the trial …

This means the bill will not permit the reopening of an
offence in circumstances where there has been, as it is
called, sloppy police work — not that I am saying there
is sloppy police work. A situation where reasonable
diligence could have adduced that evidence will not be
sufficient; it must be a situation of genuine fresh
evidence.
‘Compelling’ evidence is defined in new
section 327C(1)(b) as being where:
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it is reliable; and

(ii) it is substantial; and
(iii) it is highly probative in the context of the issues in
dispute at the trial of the offence.

Similarly, the meaning of ‘tainted acquittal’, the second
circumstance in which a limited application can be
made, is defined at new section 327D as where:
(a) the person or another person has been convicted
(whether or not in Victoria) of an administration of
justice offence in connection with the trial resulting in
the acquittal; and
(b) it is more likely than not that, had it not been for the
commission of the administration of justice offence, the
person would have been convicted of the firstmentioned
offence at the trial.

It is in relation to tainted acquittals that some of the
more protective commentators of the double jeopardy
rule have acknowledged that in circumstances of a
tainted trial there is a strong argument for supporting
the limited reopening that will occur with this bill.
The third instance where a limited application can be
made is defined in new section 327E and might be seen
as a variation of the second circumstance. It applies to a
broader range of offences where there is fresh evidence
that an administration-of-justice offence has been
committed in respect of the acquittal and the
prosecution seeks to bring charges of that offence
notwithstanding that acquittal.
The bill strikes an important balance between the rule
of law and the rights of victims and the rights of the
accused. It does so in three major ways. Firstly, new
section 327E requires Victoria Police to obtain the
written consent of the Director of Public Prosecutions
before relaunching an investigation, except in limited
circumstances of urgency; secondly, new section 327O
requires the DPP to apply to the Court of Appeal for
authorisation for the prosecution to proceed a second
time; and new sections 327L, 327M and 327N set out
the test the Court of Appeal must apply in such cases;
and thirdly, new section 327R prevents the prosecution
from referring to any finding in pursuant of
sections 327L, 327M and 327N by the Court of Appeal
in any new trial, and that is an important protection.
These important protections are also relevant to the
Greens amendments to be considered in the committee
stage, but which I understand will be opposed by the
government. I will again refer very briefly to the SARC
report, because the questions raised by the Greens,
particularly in Ms Pennicuik’s amendments 2 to 4, seek
to insert an interests of justice test. A similar issue was
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raised in a SARC report in Alert Digest No. 14 of 2011,
but the Attorney-General answered those questions
when he indicated on page 9 of Alert Digest No. 15 of
2011 that the proposed legislation is close to the
wording in the COAG model. This is set out in
section 327M(1), where it says:
(d) it is likely that a new trial for that offence would be fair,
having regard to —
(i)

the length of time since the offence is alleged to
have been committed; and

(ii) whether there has been a failure on the part of the
police or the prosecution to act with reasonable
diligence or expedition with respect to the making
of the application; and
(iii) any other matter that the court considers relevant.

In effect they are the same matters considered in the
COAG model. In case there is any doubt, the
Attorney-General makes it absolutely clear, in relation
to the breadth of the matters that might be considered,
when he concludes:
New sections 327L, 327M and 327N also specifically allow
the court to consider any other matter that it considers
relevant. This, and the requirement to consider whether a new
trial would be fair, gives the court a broad discretion that
encompasses considering the interests of justice.

In that regard, what the Greens are seeking to do by
inserting a new phrase about the interests of justice
would not be effective in clarifying the issue and in fact
would confuse the issue, because taking into account
any other relevant matter includes the interests of
justice. Having regard to the matters I raised in my
opening, the interests of justice can sometimes be
competing and any other relevant matter is in that sense
a broader term, which includes the interests of justice.
The ultimate question of fairness is one to which the
courts are capable of giving very careful and due
consideration in the appropriate manner.
Having said that, we also commend the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee for picking up the
amendment to the child homicide issue, to respond to
Mr Pakula’s question. That was picked up in the house
amendments made in the Assembly, and we commend
the Attorney-General for responding quickly so as to
include that provision in the bill.
There are two other objectives in the bill which seek to
streamline the criminal justice system and help cut
court delays by introducing amendments to the
Magistrates Court to require the prosecution to make
basic information available to the accused’s lawyer at
the first mention of a summary matter. The second
objective allows that a conviction which is the result of
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an infringement notice, such as a drink-driving
conviction, can be taken into account when a court is
sentencing an offender.
Since the time of the Magna Carta the criminal law has
continued to evolve to protect accused persons and the
state and importantly victims. This bill has now come
to pass as a result of the election of the coalition
government, and in that regard I commend the bill to
the house. I commend the Attorney-General and his
staff for their work on this important bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
not often that bills of such nature come before us in
Parliament. This is at once a simple and also a complex
bill. Given the way the bill has been approached by
Mr Pakula and Mr O’Brien so far — laying out the
provisions of the bill and what it seeks to achieve and
the safeguards in it — it all seems very reasonable.
However, as both of those speakers have said, it seeks
to overturn what has been a cornerstone of the criminal
justice system for 800 to 1000 years, and not only in
criminal justice systems that base themselves on the
United Kingdom system but also in the United States,
in various states of Europe and in Asia as well.
In some of those states at the present time it would not
be possible to introduce this bill because it would be
contrary to their constitutions, as it is in the United
States for example. It is quite a significant bill for that
reason. In researching this bill I discovered that in
2003 — eight years ago — the United Kingdom
introduced limitations or exemptions to the double
jeopardy rule. New Zealand did the same a year or so
ago, New South Wales brought in exemptions to the
double jeopardy rule in 2006, Queensland in 2007 — it
does differ from this model in that it is not
retrospective — South Australia and Tasmania did so in
2008, and Western Australia did just last week.
That being said, it does not mean that we should not
look at the whole issue ourselves and at the
implications of creating exemptions to the double
jeopardy rule which, as we all know, has been in
existence for so many centuries. The reason it has been
there, in a nutshell, is to protect the citizen, the ordinary
person, who to all intents and purposes does not have a
great amount of resources at his or her disposal, from
being prosecuted more than once by the state, which
has a lot of resources at its disposal, including the
police force and the whole of the judiciary. Therefore it
is to protect the citizen from being tried again for the
same crime when they have been acquitted by a jury of
offences which involve a jury trial, because we are
talking about serious offences in this bill, not minor
offences.
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I do not wish to spend a lot of time going through the
provisions in detail, because Mr Pakula and
Mr O’Brien have done that and it has also been done in
the other place. Suffice to say that this bill will allow
exemptions to the double jeopardy rule on three
grounds: if fresh and compelling evidence has been
discovered since the acquittal; where the original
acquittal was tainted, either by bribery of a witness or
by perjury; or where there is fresh evidence of an
administration-of-justice offence that affects the
original acquittal.
The bill was introduced into Parliament only a month
ago and passed through the lower house last sitting
week. There has been a week in between, and here we
are with the bill before us now. Mr O’Brien mentioned
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, which
produced quite a comprehensive report on the bill and
raised a number of concerns. The committee suggested
that it would write to the Attorney-General, and the
Greens have been asking when the response of the
Attorney-General to the issues raised by SARC would
be available. Lo and behold, it became available this
morning. I have not had a chance to read through what
is six or seven pages of response from the
Attorney-General to the several very significant issues
that were raised by SARC on this bill. On a bill as
important as this, I do not think that amount of notice is
good enough. I have not had time to finish reading it,
let alone to consider it and weigh up the response
against the questions raised by SARC. But here we are,
with the bill, and we are meant to just pass it without
having the chance to consider those issues.
I do not think that is a good way to proceed with
legislation. I have to say, as I have said many times in
this place, that there is no rush with this bill. It does not
commence until July of next year.
Mr O’Brien — We only got your amendments
today too.
Ms PENNICUIK — Mr O’Brien talks about my
amendments, foreshadowing them when I have not
even talked about them yet, and he says that he only got
them this morning. That is because I did not have time
in the last week, and following the briefing I had with
the department on Friday, to prepare them.
Parliamentary counsel needs time to prepare them, and
they do not work over the weekend, so that just
compounds my argument that the bill is being rushed
through and should not be. For example, a similar bill
passed the West Australian Parliament last week, but
over there they have a committee within their
committee structure to deal with bills such as this which
come out of the COAG (Council of Australian
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Governments) process, as this one has, and as soon as
they are presented in the Western Australian Parliament
they automatically go to that committee which looks at
the bill and reports back to the Parliament. It deals
specifically with any of these COAG-type national
bills.
We do not have such a mechanism here, but we do
have our upper house committees, and I will
foreshadow that after the second-reading stage of this
bill I will once again recommend and move a motion
that the bill be referred to the Standing Committee on
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee for
inquiry, consideration and report by 1 March 2012. I
put that date bearing in mind that this is our last sitting
week for this year and committees are not going to be
meeting over January; put it that way. It gives the
committee a chance to consider the bill over February
and report back to the Parliament in March, and that
will give it plenty of time to commence by July. I also
say that because I have given this bill a lot of thought. It
raises fundamental philosophical issues and
fundamental issues about justice.
I have tried to ascertain whether other groups in the
community — such as Liberty Victoria, the Human
Rights Law Centre and the Federation of Community
Legal Centres — have had any time to consider the bill,
and my discussions with them have indicated that, no,
they have not had time to consider the bill. Some of
them are looking at it as we speak, and that is another
reason I think it should go to the Legal and Social
Issues Legislation Committee: so there is an
opportunity for those groups, other members of the
community and other community groups who would
have an interest in this bill to make a submission to the
committee and have some time to consider the bill, the
report by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and the response tabled this morning from
the Attorney-General to the questions raised by SARC.
None of that has been possible. Just because the bill or
versions of it — the various bills that have passed
through the other states of Australia are all slightly
different, even though they purport to follow closely
what is called the COAG model, or the COAG
principles, because it is not model legislation, it is just a
set of principles — have been passed in the other
parliaments does not mean we have to rush ours
through without due consideration as to whether the
provisions as they are drafted are as they should be and
whether they raise issues.
I would like to go to the first part of the bill which has
not been touched upon by the other speakers. There are
other aspects to this bill, which is called the Criminal
Procedure Amendment (Double Jeopardy and Other
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Matters) Bill 2011, and the ‘Other Matters’ dealt with
in clauses 4, 5, 8, 12, 15 and 16 go to infringement
convictions in criminal records. We were concerned
about those provisions which allow infringements
relating to driving offences to be raised in court, and we
raised that with the departmental officers, who I would
like to thank for their time and effort in giving us a very
comprehensive briefing on this bill on Friday. That
allows for appropriate sentencing in those driving
offence cases where the penalty escalates if it is a
second or third offence, and obviously in order to apply
the appropriate penalty one would need to know
whether in fact it was a second, third or even
subsequent offence.
Part 3.2 of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 deals with
the procedure before summary hearings, and division 4
of that part deals with mention hearings, summary case
conferences and contest mention hearings. Clause 6
inserts a new section 53A into division 4, and it
provides for documents to be provided by the police at
a first mention hearing. It provides that the informant
must provide the following documents to the accused or
his or her legal representative at the first mention: a
copy of the preliminary brief or full brief, or either if
both are prepared; a copy of the charge sheet and a
statement of the alleged facts on which the charge is
based if no preliminary brief or full brief has been
prepared; and either a copy of the criminal record of the
accused or a statement that the accused has no previous
convictions or infringement convictions.
Our query, which I raised with the department, is that
this appears to apply only to police members, and we
asked: given the new powers that have been given to
protective services officers (PSOs) where in fact they
can be informants — and we had just in the last week
another bill in the Parliament which allowed police
prosecutors to act on behalf of PSOs — should this
particular provision in fact apply to PSOs? We did not
get an answer to that particular question. It is one I will
raise in the committee unless the following government
speaker is able to answer it.
Going back to the major purpose of this bill, clause 17
inserts a new chapter 7A into the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009, which lays out the limitations on rules
relating to double jeopardy. As I mentioned before, I
will not repeat those because other speakers have laid
them out, but I will talk about some issues that chapter
raises — for example, the meaning of ‘fresh and
compelling evidence’ is defined in relation to new
evidence. It basically has to be evidence that was not
available at the time of the trial or could not be adduced
or found at the time and is also compelling, highly
probative, reliable and substantial. As Mr Pakula raised
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in his contribution, that could also mean evidence that
was not available or able to be adduced at the time due
to its not being admissible at the time, and changes to
the Evidence Act 2008 may mean that evidence that
was not admissible before is admissible now.
With regard to hearsay evidence, which was introduced
into the Evidence Act 2008 during the last Parliament, I
raised the issue as to whether this could be regarded as
fresh or compelling evidence and also, if it could not be
adduced at the trial, whether the Director of Public
Prosecutions (DPP) by being involved in asking the
Court of Appeal to set aside an acquittal would then be
turning his or her mind to whether the fresh evidence
was in fact able to be adduced at the previous trial when
perhaps the investigation had not been conducted
properly. That is one of the concerns that has been
raised regarding these new exemptions to the double
jeopardy law.
Certainly in speaking to people and reading pieces of
evidence and opinions about the pros and cons of this
particular legislation one of the issues that has been
raised is that in some cases it may lead to police
investigations being less stringent and robust than they
could be. No-one is suggesting that this would happen
quickly, but it is possible that a culture could arise
where police prosecutors may overlook things when
they know that the limitations of double jeopardy
would mean that they could have another go
somewhere down the track. That concern has been
raised by many commentators as we travel down this
road of making exemptions to the double jeopardy rule.
New section 327D to be inserted by clause 17 goes to
the meaning of what ‘tainted acquittal’ means. It talks
about an acquittal being tainted if a person is convicted
of an administration-of-justice offence in connection
with a trial resulting in the acquittal and it is more likely
than not that, had it not been for the commission of the
administration-of-justice offence, the person would
have been convicted of the original offence at the trial.
The wording of that reflects the COAG principles, but I
note that the Law Institute of Victoria recommends the
relevant test be that if not for that tainted evidence the
person would have been convicted. The law institute
puts the argument — and I have a lot of sympathy for
it — that the current wording and the wording in the
COAG principles reflect a lower civil ‘balance of
probabilities’ standard of proof rather than the higher
criminal ‘beyond reasonable doubt’ standard.
In short this bill seems to direct judicial consideration to
a lower threshold for setting aside an acquittal than we
would want to support when we are talking about
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setting aside an acquittal in the context of overturning
what has been a longstanding and fundamental tenet of
the criminal justice system.
To that effect, I have prepared an amendment to this
particular provision in the bill. I would be very happy to
have the amendments circulated.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan Region) pursuant to
standing orders.
Ms PENNICUIK — My amendment would amend
new section 327D(b) to remove the words ‘it is more
likely than not’ so that the provision would read:
… had it not been for the commission of the administration of
justice offence, the person would have been convicted of the
firstmentioned offence at the trial.

It makes it a much stronger bar or hurdle, if you will,
that would need to be overcome in order to set aside an
acquittal based on tainted acquittal.
New section 327E sets out when police can
reinvestigate an offence after acquittal and includes a
definition of ‘reinvestigation’ that includes the
questioning and search of a person or the conduct of a
forensic procedure on the person — for example, taking
their fingerprints, searching property or a vehicle, using
surveillance devices or the doing of anything authorised
by a warrant under the commonwealth’s
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act
1979. It does not go to re-examining evidence that was
presented at the original trial. Subsection (2) states that
reinvestigation can only take place if the DPP has given
written authorisation. Subsection (3) states that only the
Chief Commissioner of Police, a deputy commissioner
or an assistant commissioner may apply for that
authorisation.
Subsection (5) states that a member of the police force
can seek written authorisation from a senior member to
conduct a reinvestigation if the applicant reasonably
believes that urgent action is required. We asked
questions about this because it appears to me that any
member of the police force can begin a reinvestigation
of a trial basically off their own bat where someone has
been acquitted. However, we were told in our briefing
that that would be the case only in a situation where it
became obvious to that particular member of the police
force that vital evidence which may come under the
‘fresh and compelling evidence’ definition was likely to
be destroyed or lost and that therefore the member had
to act urgently and then immediately seek authorisation
from a senior police member. I also asked about what
would happen if that authorisation were not given. The
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answer to that was that nothing would proceed any
further, so that would be the end of the matter.
Disciplinary action may even be taken if required.
One of the other important provisions is new
section 327G. It provides that if an accused is in
custody when a direct indictment is filed under
chapter 7A, the new chapter regarding the whole
regime being put in place today, there is to be a
presumption in favour of release on bail. This is
regardless of the offence and pending the determination
of the Director of Public Prosecutions application or
discontinuance of the prosecution. The court would
have a presumption towards bail so that a person would
not be held in custody unless there were a compelling
reason for that to occur.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee also
noted, with regard to a fair hearing and the presumption
of innocence under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities, that there is nothing in the bill as to
how disputes of facts will be dealt with in applications
to the Court of Appeal in relation to an acquittal of rape
where torture or serious injury, or threat thereof, is
involved, and that a retrial can only occur where those
aggravating factors are present. It said that the way of
the court determining disputed facts is unclear, and that
this is a very significant issue in criminal justice.
I have not had time to note how the Attorney-General
may or may not have responded to that particular issue,
which is of concern to me because I am standing here
still asking that question. That is a question I will be
raising in the committee stage of the bill.
New sections 327L to 327N go to the Court of Appeal
determination of applications. This is where the court
may determine an application regarding tainted
acquittal, fresh and compelling evidence or
administration-of-justice offences. This is where the
Court of Appeal decides whether to set aside an
acquittal and therefore to allow for a person to be
retried for an offence they have already been tried and
found not guilty or have been acquitted on, based on
these three exceptions.
The Council of Australian Governments’ principles
suggest that the court should take into account whether
a fair trial is likely in the circumstances, the length of
time since the acquitted person allegedly committed the
offence and whether any police or prosecutor has failed
to act with reasonable diligence or expedition in
connection with the application for the retrial of the
acquitted person. The COAG principles suggest that the
new trial has to be not only fair but also in the interests
of justice. Being in the interests of justice is
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fundamental and one of the key safeguarding
protections. The whole idea of overturning an acquittal
and allowing a new trial to proceed must occur if it is in
the interests of justice and not only if it is fair. It must
be in the interests of justice. The provisions do not
actually say that, and they should say that.
I had the time to go to that particular issue in the
Attorney-General’s response, which was mentioned by
Mr O’Brien in his contribution. He suggests that the
word ‘fair’ and what the Court of Appeal has to
consider cover the interests of justice requirement, but I
do not agree. I think the words ‘in the interests of
justice’ should be in there, because one of the
cornerstones of the whole reason for even going down
this track is that it be in the interests of justice to do so.
To leave that phrase out of what the court has to look at
under those three provisions — fresh and compelling
evidence, a tainted acquittal or administration-of-justice
offences — seems to be leaving out one of the key
reasons and safeguards for justice for all who may be
impacted by setting aside an acquittal and allowing a
new trial to proceed.
There is another important provision in the bill — that
is, that it is retrospective. I mentioned that the COAG
principles state that this should be retrospective, and it
is in all Australian states that have introduced these
exemptions, except in the Queensland jurisdiction. The
fact that it is retrospective raises issues with many
commentators and with me. The fact that it is
retrospective means that the person whose acquittal is
being set aside is being subject to a punishment, if you
like — if you call a retrial a punishment — that was not
in place when they were tried and convicted in the first
place, so it was not available at the time. Usually the
fundamentals of the legal system mean that you would
not apply any penalty on a person retrospectively. That
is one issue.
The other issue is that as there is no time limit on the
retrospectivity we could see cases opened up that are 20
or 30 years old. One would have to be concerned, as
many people are, as to whether that would allow for a
fair trial or whether that would be in the interests of
justice and about reprosecuting a trial in circumstances
where witnesses may not even be around or may not be
able to accurately remember events that took place so
long ago. That raises a concern.
Another issue of concern I have with the bill is that it
appears to also apply to children. I will be asking some
questions in committee about that. There is not much
guidance as to how setting aside an acquittal against a
child and re-prosecuting a child for the same offence
might play out in a practical way, given that the
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fundamental principles of justice are different for
children than they are for adults.
It is interesting that clause 21 provides for a cost
indemnity for the accused. It allows the Court of
Appeal to order that an accused in a case where their
acquittal has been set aside and they are being retried
does not have to pay costs. That is certainly a welcome
part of the bill.
The bill sets aside longstanding fundamentals of the
criminal justice system. I know that in the bill that was
passed in the Western Australian Parliament last week a
review provision was inserted to allow the
Attorney-General to conduct a review of the operation
of a new section five years after it is proclaimed. I will
be moving such an amendment in committee, because
there is not really enough time to go through all the
implications and the what ifs and buts of the bill before
us. It raises a lot of implications. Some of the wording
is not as good as it could be, and that may not result in
justice being done and being seen to be done. I think it
would be wise for us to build in a review process in
which after five years we can come back and consider
how well the legislation has worked and whether it
needs to be adjusted in the interests of justice.
I hope the Council will be able to support that
amendment, given that, as I understand it, it was passed
through the Parliament of Western Australia with the
support of all parties. The government and the other
parties supported a review of the legislation after a
five-year period, and I think it would be wise to adopt
that. It is important to make sure that we have got this
right because, as I mentioned before, some of the
provisions in this bill differ from those of the other
states. I hope the government is prepared to consider
that amendment to the bill. I think my amendments
would improve the bill particularly in making it clear
that the Court of Appeal must have regard to the
interests of justice whenever it seeks to set aside an
acquittal under the provisions that this bill will put in
place.
It is also worth noting that the imprimatur for this bill
was some uproar regarding a case in Queensland in
which a person who had been acquitted then confessed
to a crime. The introduction of the exemptions to
double jeopardy in that state did not result in that
person subsequently being convicted of the crime.
Similarly, in New South Wales there has been one
attempt under its legislation to set aside an acquittal and
retry a person for the same offence, but that was thrown
out by the Court of Appeal before it got past first base.
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I also note that the idea of tainted acquittals, of
administration-of-justice offences and of new, fresh and
compelling evidence is not new. There have always
been tainted acquittals and there have always been
administration-of-justice offences. They have not just
come into being this century. They have been present
for as long as we have had the double jeopardy law.
The Victorian Bar said in its letter — and I presume
other members have read it; I certainly have — that it
opposes the change to the double jeopardy law on the
grounds that there is no urgency for the change because
there is nothing new in what is being put forward as
reasons for it. I know some people have said that new
DNA evidence could make the difference, but I do not
think any conviction of a person for a very serious
offence, such as murder, manslaughter or attempted
murder, would turn solely on DNA evidence; it would
be only part of the evidence. I am still concerned that
one piece of fresh and compelling evidence could be
enough to overturn an acquittal; however, I do have
faith that the Court of Appeal would not just rely on
one piece of evidence to overturn an acquittal.
We need to be careful when we are overturning this
fundamental principle. As I said, the bar association
does not agree with it and the law institute has given it
some qualified support since it reviewed what has
happened in the other states. Everybody supports the
Court of Appeal being the final arbiter on it, but we
should not feel that it is all okay and everything is fine.
We should all be very aware that what we are doing
here is a serious thing.
Mr O’Brien mentioned something about victims of
crime being satisfied and the families of people who
have been subject to these serious crimes being
satisfied, but I return again to what it should be about; it
should be in the interests of justice in the wider sense
and not in the interests of any particular parties, which
is why I will move amendments to the critical sections
of the bill to which the Court of Appeal will refer when
determining whether or not to overturn an acquittal.
With those few words, I look forward to the committee
stage of the bill.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a few brief remarks on the Criminal Procedure
Amendment (Double Jeopardy and Other Matters) Bill
2011. My colleague Mr Pakula has already indicated
that the opposition will not oppose the bill. While Labor
does not oppose this bill, I intend to speak briefly about
what double jeopardy means to most people in the
community.
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The double jeopardy law, according to most movies
and television programs, shows a guilty person being
acquitted of a crime, usually murder, on a legal
technicality. Because of this ancient British double
jeopardy law, which goes back centuries, the guilty
person cannot be retried for the same crime, so in
essence a guilty person walks free.
The bill has safeguards built into the implementation
and application of retrying an individual for a crime.
The fresh evidence provision applies only to the most
serious crimes, including manslaughter, arson causing
death, rape and large-scale drug trafficking.
Interestingly, in medieval times in Great Britain, a free
man who committed murder could escape justice by not
being captured by the authorities for seven years and
one day. Thankfully that law was repealed.
Today we are dealing with the double jeopardy rule,
and it is timely that we are doing so. This rule has
allowed criminals to escape justice by providing legal
loopholes and technicalities. Even if the police are able
to uncover fresh, compelling evidence, it cannot be
used to bring that person to account. Ridiculous though
it sounds, murderers and hard-core criminals have been
able to walk freely among us in the community because
of this archaic law, and this legislation puts a stop to
that.
In conclusion — although I do not want to repeat
everything Mr Pakula has said — in 2007 the Council
of Australian Governments agreed to a similar model
together with New South Wales, Queensland and South
Australia. It is now time for Victoria to reflect those
standards already in place across Australia.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise this
evening to support this bill and to make the observation
that justice is a very basic concept to civilisation as we
know it. When justice is undermined by a lack of public
confidence, we find ourselves in trouble as a
civilisation. Here in 2011 in Melbourne, Victoria, we
find ourselves very much in that situation, because I
think the vast majority of Victorians look at our legal
system and do not have the degree of confidence in it
that they should.
Over 11 years they saw the system deteriorate to the
point where that public confidence of which I spoke
was shot to pieces. The Attorney-General in the former
government, Mr Hulls, the member for Niddrie in the
other place, was more interested in social engineering,
more interested in stacking the judicial benches and
more interested in appointing hacks to head the police
force than he was to applying justice in this state. That
is why we have to turn this around. I can only say thank
God for Robert Clark, because the current

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Attorney-General is somebody who we can have
confidence in; we can have confidence that he will
strive for true justice in this state.
Almost every day we see on our televisions and in our
newspapers people getting away with a variety of
crimes, and we are sometimes seeing people who have
committed heinous crimes getting away with just a slap
on the wrist. Is it any wonder that the average Victorian
is looking at our legal system and asking, ‘What is
going on there’? I use the term ‘legal system’ advisedly.
I have said this before: what we have in this state now
is not a justice system. As far as the average Victorian
is concerned, what we have in this state is a legal
system. If you ask anybody on the street in Melbourne,
Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo or down in Gippsland what
they believe the legal system is about, they will tell you.
They will tell you it is about lawyers making money.
They will tell you that it is about something that is so
far removed from their daily lives that they take no
interest in it at all, and indeed they go to very great
lengths in order to avoid it. I think that is a very sad
reflection on a system that everybody should take
extreme pride in.
This bill we are discussing tonight is something that
will put public confidence back into our judicial
system, because, let us face it, the guilty should be
found guilty. If somebody has committed a crime, they
should be found guilty. If they have got off on what
amounts to a technicality and have gone out and patted
their lawyers on the back, their lawyer has patted them
on the back and they have gone off to the pub together,
that might be a wonderful thing for the lawyer and for
the person who has committed the crime, but it is no
good for justice, it is no good for the people of Victoria,
and this bill will give us all the opportunity to ensure
that justice is done. The chap who regards himself as
being extremely lucky that he has got off on a
technicality, if further evidence is presented, will again
find himself in the dock, we will see a guilty verdict
and hopefully some degree of punitive measure taken
against that individual in a way that we would expect a
justice system to perform.
The community should be protected. I think there are a
lot of people in our society at the moment who believe
the legal system is not doing its job of protecting them
and that it is not doing its job of protecting their
families. This bill is a giant step toward ensuring that
that public confidence is put back and that we see real
justice injected back into the legal system in Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Referral to committee
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Criminal Procedure Amendment (Double Jeopardy
and Other Matters) Bill 2011 be referred to the Legal and
Social Issues Legislation Committee for inquiry,
consideration and report by 1 March 2012.
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during the first two sitting weeks in February and at
other times if we wish to hold hearings and report back
by 1 March, giving the bill three months to go through
the Parliament and comply with its commencement
date. I hope in this instance that the government can
agree to the referral and let the committee have at least
one piece of legislation to deal with before we go into
the next sitting year.

I move this motion for a couple of reasons that I
touched on in my contribution to the second-reading
debate. The first is that this is a significant bill coming
through the Victorian Parliament that is overturning
centuries of double jeopardy rule, which provides that a
person cannot be tried more than once for the same
offence if they have been acquitted. That raises a whole
lot of implications that I have gone into and which I
think need to be considered by the public of Victoria.
The second is that there has been no time for the public
of Victoria to do that. This bill was introduced into the
Legislative Assembly on 8 November, passed on
24 November and here we are with it on
6 December — it has been in the public arena for just
under a month.

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
Ms Pennicuik. We appreciate the Greens’ suggested
referral to the Legal and Social Issues Legislation
Committee. For the record I remind those opposite and
the broader community that there was a press release
dated 14 September 2010, which was before the last
state election, headed ‘Baillieu government to reform
double jeopardy law’. I again remind Ms Pennicuik that
we made a very clear commitment. The first paragraph
reads:

As I mentioned in my contribution to the
second-reading debate, several key legal organisations
have not had an opportunity to consider the bill in order
to give their views on it to members of Parliament or
the government. Certainly ordinary members of the
public who may have an interest in these matters have
not had time to look at it. Also, the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) raised several very
significant issues regarding the bill, regarding the
interests of justice, fair trials, retrospectivity and some
other issues that it wrote to the Attorney-General about.
Those questions were raised by the committee in Alert
Digest No. 14. The committee also raised issues about
the departure of some provisions of the bill from the
Council of Australian Governments principles and
departure in some provisions of the bill from similar
legislation in other states. The legislation of those other
states has already been passed. As I have stated, the
Attorney-General’s responses to the issues raised by
SARC only appeared this morning. I have not been able
to consider them and nor have any of the groups I have
mentioned or any members of the public.

It says further on:

I think this bill needs further consideration by the
Parliament and by members of the public, and so I am
moving that it go to the Standing Committee on Legal
and Social Issues Legislation Committee, which has
been set up to do just that. I have included in my
motion a reporting date of 1 March to allow for the
January break, when obviously the committee will not
be meeting. That will allow the committee to meet

A Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition government will
reform the law of double jeopardy so that a new trial can be
held where new and compelling evidence becomes available
that a person acquitted of a serious crime was in fact guilty.

The legislation would be based on model legislation approved
by the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) in
2007 …

It was very clear that this election commitment was in
the public’s mind. As I said, it was an election
commitment, and the bill is based on the COAG model
bill. The departures from that have been considered and
are limited.
In terms of reasons to oppose what Ms Pennicuik is
suggesting, the first point is that we went to the election
with this; this was an election commitment. The bill is
based on the COAG model bill. Secondly, the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC) questions
have been answered by the Attorney-General. I know
that that was discussed in the debate. It is fair to say that
those matters have been dealt with. On that basis and
given that it was a clear election commitment, given
that the bill is based on the COAG model and given
that there were sufficient SARC questions on the matter
that have been answered by the Attorney-General, the
government will not support the proposed referral as
put by Ms Pennicuik.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition will reluctantly oppose Ms Pennicuik’s
motion. I am probably more reluctant now than I was
2 minutes ago, and that is because of the ridiculous
position put by the minister. As a matter of logic a press
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release put out in September last year could not be a
reason to refuse to send a bill to a legislation committee
for review unless the press release contained all the
provisions of the bill and went through it in some detail.
I do not see how it can possibly be relevant that a press
release some 15 months ago can in any way act as a
rationale for not sending a bill which contains a great
deal of detail to a legislation committee, so let me just
reject the minister’s principal reason: the mandate
excuse. We are not disputing the mandate — in fact in
our contributions I think both Ms Pennicuik and I gave
it as a reason, at least in part, for why we were not
opposing the bill — but it does not extend in any way
to being an argument for why the bill should not
undergo scrutiny.
The reason the opposition is going to support the
minister’s position despite the way in which it was put
is that we accept the view that it is by and large a bill
which is consistent with the Council of Australian
Governments model. We accept that the departures
from the COAG model are minor. We accept that most
of the concerns that have been raised have been dealt
with in the second-reading debate and can be dealt with
further in the committee stage of the bill. Finally, we do
not think it is appropriate to defer passage of the bill to
the second quarter, or the late part of the first quarter, of
2012. Over the last year we have principally supported
referral motions where there has been a short
report-back period. That is not the position in this
motion. If it had been to report back next week, we
certainly would have supported the Parliament being
recalled, but in these circumstances we will not be
supporting the motion put by Ms Pennicuik, despite
some of the spurious reasons given for opposing it.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I rise to briefly
respond to Mr Pakula’s response to the minister. It is
perhaps a misreading of the minister’s response to say
that just because this was an election commitment the
bill is not being referred to the Legal and Social Issues
Legislation Committee. The minister gave very clear
reasons that were cumulative and were in essence the
same reasons that Mr Pakula referred to — namely, that
the bill is based on the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) model, which is the result of an
extensive consultation. That is exactly what the minister
said. This consultation process has been in place over
many years, and it is something that the former
Attorney-General refused to have any regard to. It is for
this reason that there has been an extensive consultation
process.
We accept Mr Pakula’s contention that the
modifications necessary to bring the COAG model bill
in line with Victorian law are reasonable and limited,
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and we also accept and thank him for his further point,
which was not made by the minister, that to defer it to
2012 would not be in the interests of justice in that
justice delayed is justice denied. Given that one should
consider cumulatively those reasons the minister
gave — namely, that the press release announced that it
would be based on the COAG model, that the COAG
model has been around for a long time and that the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee report
raised some questions which have been
comprehensively answered by the minister — the
motion to refer should be opposed.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
disappointed that neither the government nor the
opposition is supporting my attempt to refer the
Criminal Procedure Amendment (Double Jeopardy and
Other Matters) Bill 2011 to the Legal and Social Issues
Legislation Committee. I note that at the government
has not supported any of our motions to refer a
government bill to a legislation committee. I agree with
Mr Pakula that the issuing 15 months ago of a press
release suggesting that the government would reform
double jeopardy rules based on the Council of
Australian Governments (COAG) principles does not
mean that the bill before us — —
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — The committee would not be
examining the press release, Mr Dalla-Riva. It would be
examining the bill, the report by the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee and the response to that
report, which was tabled by the Attorney-General only
this morning and which no-one has had any time to
consider and balance against the questions raised by
SARC. The committee could also consider submissions
and opinions from groups in the community that have a
significant interest in the outcome of this debate and of
this bill. There are departures from the COAG model;
they may be small, but they should be considered.
That is what the committees are there for. As I
mentioned, in Western Australia a committee went
through this bill and then reported to the Parliament.
Because we are in an unprepared state in which we are
not able to consider all the issues before us, the bill
should be referred to the committee. I do not agree with
Mr Pakula that it could not go to the committee until
March next year. They are all arbitrary dates.
Everybody gets fussed about whether it is before
Christmas, before New Year or after New Year, but it
does not matter. To all intents and purposes the bill
would not come into effect until it was proclaimed or
1 July, except that there are some provisions that are
retrospective, so reporting back on 1 March would not
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delay anything. It would not be justice delayed or
justice denied; Mr O’Brien drew a bit of a long bow. I
am disappointed. It is a perfect bill for consideration by
the committee and by the wider public.

is compatible with the human rights protected by the charter
act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

House divided on motion:

The bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to establish two
new offences, namely:

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

Pennicuik, Ms

Noes, 37
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr (Teller)
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr

Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Mikakos, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Motion negatived.

Overview of bill

(a) consuming intoxicating liquor while driving a
motor vehicle; and
(b) consuming intoxicating liquor while accompanying
a learner driver.
The bill will give members of Victoria Police the power to
issue and serve a traffic infringement notice under that act
with respect to these offences.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The bill does not engage or limit any of the rights under the
charter act.
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 to be committed later this day.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (DRINKING
WHILE DRIVING) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

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

Read first time on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 (the act) to
reinforce the road safety message to drivers in Victoria that
they should not drink and drive.
The amendments introduce two new offences of:

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road Safety
Amendment (Drinking while Driving) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Road Safety Amendment (Drinking while
Driving) Bill 2011, as introduced to the Legislative Council,

(a) consuming intoxicating liquor while driving a
motor vehicle; and
(b) consuming intoxicating liquor while accompanying
a learner driver.
The Premier announced recently that the government would
introduce changes to close the loophole under Victorian law
that allowed people in Victoria to consume alcohol while they
are driving a motor vehicle.
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Drink driving continues to be a significant contributor to
death and trauma on our roads. The substantial penalties for
drink driving reflect the seriousness with which the
community views this behaviour. This government is
determined to reduce the damage to Victorian families by the
reckless disregard that drink drivers have for the safety of
others.
It is inconsistent with the road safety message to the
community about drinking and driving that a driver can
lawfully consume alcohol while driving a vehicle in Victoria.
It would also be anomalous to prohibit people from drinking
alcohol while driving without also preventing those who are
instructing learner drivers from consuming alcohol. The act
currently requires a person providing instruction to a learner
driver to be under the prescribed alcohol limit. Commercial
driving instructors are required to be alcohol free while
instructing a learner driver. This prohibition on instructors of
learner drivers is consistent with the intent of the act that
learner drivers receive instruction from people who are not
impaired or distracted by alcohol.
Learner drivers also need a clear message not to drink and
drive.
These offences will have a maximum penalty of 10 penalty
units but if a driver receives a traffic infringement notice, the
penalty will be 2 penalty units.
The government has moved to have these amendments in
force before the Christmas-New Year holiday period
commences. It is particularly important to reinforce the
‘Don’t drink and drive’ message during the festive season
when many Victorians will be driving to social engagements
and holiday destinations. By reinforcing that message, we can
help reduce trauma and save lives on our roads.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 8 December.

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AMENDMENT
(DOUBLE JEOPARDY AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2011
Committed.
Committee
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I seek leave
for Mr O’Brien to share the table with me during the
15 minutes available.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
raising the question I have under clause 1 because it is
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the major clause of the bill which sets out the purposes.
The question is about exemptions to the double
jeopardy rule with regard to children or minors.
Children and minors are not mentioned anywhere in the
bill. By inference, the bill applies to children because it
does not exempt children. I went to this issue somewhat
in questioning the departmental officers during the
briefing, but I want to raise it in committee.
I refer to the example of a child or minor who has been
acquitted of an offence. Members should remember
that we are talking about a serious offence because the
exceptions in this bill apply only to serious offences —
those incurring a penalty of 25 years or over with
regard to tainted acquittals and 15 years or more with
regard to the administration-of-justice offences. We are
talking about serious offences, many of which would
probably not be committed by minors, such as
presumably trafficking in large quantities of drugs.
However, my question goes to how it would work in
practice. If a minor was acquitted of one of these
offences, say, five years ago and at the time was
15 years old and is now 20 years old, is that person then
retried in the Children’s Court under a special provision
or are they retried in an adult court? I understand in
some jurisdictions there is a provision where the person
can be tried in a children’s court because even though
they are now an adult, at the time the offence was
committed they were a child.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
Ms Pennicuik for her question, which was whether the
double jeopardy exemptions could apply to child
offenders, and if the person was a child at the time that
they allegedly committed the offence but is now an
adult, in which court that person will be tried. The
double jeopardy exceptions could potentially apply to
child offenders. If a child offender is acquitted of an
offence but later fresh and compelling evidence
becomes available, the Director of Public Prosecutions
could apply to have the case retried under the fresh and
compelling evidence exception, provided that all the
requirements of that exception are met.
Generally the criminal division of the Children’s Court
has jurisdiction under section 516 of the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005 to hear and determine
charges against young people aged between 10 and
17 years at the time the proceeding for the offence was
commenced. However, the Children’s Court
jurisdiction does not extend to certain serious indictable
offences — namely, murder, attempted murder,
manslaughter, child homicide, defensive homicide,
arson causing death, or culpable driving causing death.
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Such cases will be heard in the County Court or the
Supreme Court as appropriate. This is the case for all
trials involving children who have been charged with
an offence, not just new trials held as a result of the
reforms to double jeopardy in this bill.
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section 441(4), which is inserted by clause 18,
effectively provides that the new double jeopardy
provisions will operate retrospectively. The statement
of compatibility concludes that this is not incompatible
with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006. This is because the double jeopardy reforms
do not change criminal liability; rather they change the
circumstances in which a person may be tried and
convicted of an offence.

The double jeopardy exceptions can only be triggered
by filing a direct indictment. A direct indictment
commences a proceeding afresh. Therefore if a child
was acquitted of rape but fresh and compelling
evidence became available 10 or 20 years later, the
matter would be dealt with in an adult court. It would
be inappropriate for a 30 or 40-year-old to be retried in
the Children’s Court just because the first trial was
conducted in the Children’s Court. However, the fact
that the person was a child at the time the offence was
committed would be a factor that the court could take
into account in sentencing.

Clause 6

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for that response; I think it was an
issue that needed some clarification. I have one other
matter to raise about clause 1. It goes to the
retrospectivity of the legislation, which I understand is
in the Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
model provisions but has not been introduced in
Queensland. In my research I read the New South
Wales parliamentary library research service briefing
paper 16/03, which is on double jeopardy. It
recommends that one thing that could be considered is a
limitation on how far back you could go. The research
paper suggests 10 years. I wonder if the government
has considered this issue in terms of how far back you
could practicably go with double jeopardy. Would it be
practicable and possible to go back as far as 30 years in
the interests of justice, and would a fair trial be
possible?

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for her question. The first group of public
transport PSOs are due to commence employment in
February-March 2012. It will take some time before
PSOs on the public transport system are informants in
significant numbers. In practice, pursuant to
section 328(c) of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, it is
envisaged that police prosecutors will prosecute the
offences and that those prosecutors will have available
in court copies of the relevant documents.

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that there is no limitation in terms of the period
that the new principle of double jeopardy can apply.
Ms Pennicuik mentioned Queensland. My advice is that
it was the first state to introduce the new double
jeopardy principle after the Carroll case. There they
were what you might consider more conservative, I
guess. However, COAG accepted retrospectivity in its
model, as have other states.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
on that, has the government considered that that in
effect can impose a penalty on a person when that was
not the case when they were originally tried?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — New

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 5 agreed to.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — This
is a question I asked the officers at the briefing: will
clause 6, which currently applies to an informant who is
a member of the police force, apply also to protective
services officers (PSOs), given the extensive powers
conferred upon them earlier this year by the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Protective Services Officers)
Act 2011?

Victoria Police prosecutes more than two-thirds of all
cases in the Magistrates Court each year. Victoria
Police prosecutors are resourced and structured quite
differently from other prosecutors, given their high
volume of prosecutions. The legislative provision
underpins a recent commitment by Victoria Police to
provide information in accordance with this provision.
Victoria Police is at the forefront of changes to improve
summary procedures from the prosecution perspective.
This change is designed to promote best practice. PSOs
will provide copies of documents in court without any
legislative requirement, as some police have done in
recent times. Procedures in relation to prosecutions
involving PSOs will be considered further ahead, with
the rollout of PSOs in 2012.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — That
seems to me to mean that this clause will need to apply
to PSOs at some stage, because in previous legislation
they have been given the power to issue infringement
notices et cetera — wide powers that heretofore have
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been held by only the police. In a previous bill, the
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2011,
which was debated and passed just a couple of weeks
ago, police prosecutors were given the power to appear
on behalf of PSOs, so in fact they will have the same
role as members of the police force. Given the
minister’s answer that practically there will not be
many PSOs around until the middle of next year, can
we look forward in the middle of next year to a similar
amendment to this section of the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009 to include PSOs?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have on the issue raised is that the procedures in
relation to the prosecutions involving PSOs will be
considered further ahead, with the rollout of the PSOs
in 2012. The advice I have is that it would not seem
reasonable to hold up this bill whilst we wait for those
procedural matters to arise, but there will be some
procedural changes.
Clause agreed to; clauses 7 to 16 agreed to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The time
for me to report progress under standing orders has now
arrived.
Progress reported.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
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commonwealth and others could do to address this
issue.
We know we have an ageing teaching profession. We
are seeking to augment the teaching profession, there
are particular skills shortages and the pressures on
teachers are rising. As cuts are made to the education
system, schools need to reallocate student resource
packages to meet costs of things such as the Victorian
certificate of applied learning, the Reading Recovery
program and a range of other service delivery areas that
are being cut. All that falls heavily on teachers in the
state.
What we see is a raised expectation of teachers. When
questioned the minister has consistently said that he
does not talk about these matters because they are part
of the EBA (enterprise bargaining agreement)
negotiations, yet today the Leader of the Government in
this house, Mr Davis, was quite happy to talk about an
EBA regarding the Health Services Union of
Australia — or perhaps I should say the HSUA union,
which seems to be the new way to refer to trade unions.
The action I seek from the minister tonight is that he
make absolutely clear to the teaching profession how
his government will honour its commitments to make
teachers in Victoria the highest paid in Australia. How
will the minister do that with a budget that does not
provide, at least on my reading of it, for the 8 per
cent-plus pay rise that will be required to achieve this
goal? Most importantly, the action I seek from the
minister is that he reassure Victorian teachers that after
one year of this government they have not been
hoodwinked by spin and a false promise, and that this
government aims to deliver on its commitment to make
Victoria’s teachers the highest paid in Australia.

That the house do now adjourn.

Teachers: remuneration
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Minister responsible for the Teaching
Profession, Mr Hall, and it relates to the government’s
pre-election commitment to make Victoria’s teachers
the highest paid in Australia. When this commitment
was made by the then opposition, now the government,
both Mr Hall in this house and the member for
Hawthorn in the Assembly, Mr Baillieu, as well as
many others in the community, said our teachers
needed to be the best paid teachers in the country. It
was not an aspiration, it was a statement. In this house
today Mr Hall, in response to a question without notice,
referred to the shortages of maths and science teachers
and he spoke about the various things the

Bushfires: preparedness
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change, Ryan Smith, and
relates to the forest fire danger and activity at this time
of year. I understand the danger is at its lowest in
30 years, with the trend expected to continue until early
January due to high levels of soil moisture over the past
18 months. The main fire risk is expected to come from
fast-moving grass fires which could result from the
recent rapid growth of grass. The planned burning
program has been hampered by damp fuels. However,
the Department of Sustainability and Environment
(DSE) and Parks Victoria have taken every opportunity
to burn, with over 27 000 hectares treated across
174 planned burn operations this spring. This is the
largest area burnt in spring since the early 1990s. Both
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DSE and Parks Victoria staff were well prepared and
took advantage of early opportunities to burn,
particularly during September and October. November
was unseasonally wet in many areas of the state, with
only about 3000 hectares able to be burnt. Many areas
that were intended to be burnt remain wet, but they
could be ready to burn later in the season.
The number of hectares treated this year,
27 074 hectares, is well ahead of the five-year average,
which is approximately 15 600 hectares for this time of
year, and that is a 73.55 per cent increase. The targeted
results I have seen illustrate the DSE and Parks Victoria
planned burn program performing well ahead of
expectations for this time of the year and on track to
deliver the 225 000 hectare planned burn target for
2011–12. We intend to keep it that way to protect the
Victorian community and keep it safe.
There have been 66 new fires this season compared to a
30-year average of 145 for this time of year. The total
area burnt is 114 hectares, which is considerably less
than the 30-year average of 10 522 hectares. The
support behind these statistics is that of DSE and Parks
Victoria staff, who have worked constantly on
preparedness, including recruitment, training and
briefing. Media and stakeholder engagement with the
community and partners such as the Country Fire
Authority has been extensive. DSE has also been
involved in flood recovery due to damage, but it has
been hampered in its remedial works because of the
ongoing wet.
The action I seek is that the minister provide a report to
Parliament to illustrate the results of a concerted effort
on the part of DSE and Parks Victoria, and I
congratulate the employees and management of these
organisations on having better prepared us for this
year’s fire season.

Buses: western Victoria
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport, who is also the Minister for
Roads, Terry Mulder. It relates to a decision by his
department to cease crucial bus services in the southern
Grampians area. According to the Department of
Transport the services affected are the Penshurst to
Hamilton and the Hamilton to Mount Gambier via
Coleraine and Casterton routes. The proposed
cancellations will place tremendous pressure on
individuals and families who will have to find
alternative ways to get to their workplaces, schools,
shops and, importantly, medical services.
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The affected bus services cater for a population of
around 30 000 people and play a significant role in
reducing social and economic inequalities within their
service areas. The cancellation of the services will place
a heavy burden on the residents of Hamilton through to
Casterton who need these services to live their daily
lives. Australian Bureau of Statistics data indicates that
Penshurst, Coleraine, Casterton and Hamilton have a
high proportion of residents who are more than 60 years
of age. Demand for public transport in this area will
continue to increase as the lifestyle of this demographic
requires it to seek alternative transportation. It shows
that demand for public transport will naturally increase
as the elderly become more dependent on public
transportation. Any proposed cuts to bus services can
only act as an impediment to the capacity of residents to
travel around their community.
The proposed cancellation of the listed bus services
significantly contradicts what should be three
high-priority areas for government activity; firstly, the
opportunity to reduce the affected area’s environmental
impact through increased usage of public transport.
Second is the huge role that public transport plays in
ensuring social and economic participation in
communities. Without transport many individuals are
physically unable to get the medical attention they
need, and access to education and other important
services, such as shopping and other businesses, are all
compromised in Hamilton, Penshurst and Coleraine.
The last contradiction is through the limitations placed
on these listed regions to grow, as families and
individuals perhaps seeking to relocate to this area will
of course consider public transport and the adequacy of
services as part of the mix of things in their decision
making.
The proposed cancellation of these crucial bus services
will create further social and economic disadvantage for
people in my electorate of Western Victoria Region.
Important links will be destroyed as a result of this
cancellation. I seek that the minister urgently review
this decision, indeed overturn it, and provide public
transport certainty for people in this part of western
Victoria.

Planning: urban growth boundary
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Planning, Mr Guy.
Mr Finn — A good man!
Mr BARBER — This will be a test! The minister
has set up a process for the review of urban growth
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boundary anomalies outside growth areas. He set out a
nine-step process by which this is to occur where local
councils wish to participate. The City of Greater
Dandenong at its council meeting of 14 November put
up a number of classic anomalies in the way the
minister has previously described them: small parcels
of land, in some cases with the urban growth boundary
moving down the middle of them. It was the
recommendation of the officers of the City of Greater
Dandenong that those properties be put forward.
However, an amendment to the motion was moved by
Cr Peter Brown. His proposition was that a piece of
land bounded by Eumemmerring Creek,
Frankston-Dandenong Road, EastLink and Harwood
Road in Bangholme, an area covering more than
3 square kilometres, be put forward as an anomaly. This
was moved, as I said, by a councillor from the floor of
the council meeting without the usual public
consultation and range of other steps required by the
minister’s process as set out in his letter to the council.
First of all, at point 3 the minister called for councils to:
… provide an assessment against the published standards and
efficient criteria for each property they proposed to be
included within the urban growth boundary.

Further:
… councils must seek the views of the owners of the
properties proposed for inclusion and of all property owners
that may be affected …

If that was done, it was done by the good councillor
himself, certainly not as a structured exercise by the
council, because it did not appear in the report to
councillors.
Secondly, part 4 states:
… the Department of Planning and Community Development
will check all proposals received from councils for accuracy
and consistency against the … standards.

Part 5 of the minister’s process states:
All property owners whose properties are being assessed as
well as any property owner likely to be affected … will be
notified by the advisory committee —

the one working for Minister Guy, and:
No other submissions will be entertained.

The local council’s decision has somewhat changed the
flavour of the minister’s process. He was talking about
anomalies to the urban growth boundary. What we now
have is a proposal to excise more than 3 square
kilometres of the city of Greater Dandenong’s urban
growth boundary, almost to slice it in half, to reduce a
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significant proportion of the land. If that is the case, if
what we are really doing — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Roads. I refer the minister to a media release from
the Premier’s office of 10 May regarding the
Wallan-Kilmore bypass, in which he is quoted as
saying:
The local community wanted a bypass, we promised a
bypass, and we’re delivering a bypass.

The Minister for Roads also referred to rejection of the
former Labor government’s plan to use existing local
roads. Given that the Baillieu-Ryan government has
now released route options for the Wallan-Kilmore
bypass that utilise existing local roads, I call on the
Minister for Roads to explain to the communities of
Kilmore and Wallan exactly how a local road and a
bypass can be one and the same thing.
Last week I spent several hours travelling on local
roads within the township of Kilmore that are included
as proposed routes for the Wallan-Kilmore bypass by
the Baillieu-Ryan government. The inclusion of these
local roads, which is causing enormous distress to
affected land-holders and to the Wallan and Kilmore
communities, is seen as an act of utter betrayal by these
communities and is clearly at odds with the promise
made to these communities by the Liberals and The
Nationals prior to the last state election.
Accordingly, as well as calling on the Minister for
Roads to explain to communities in Kilmore and
Wallan exactly how a local road and a bypass are one
and the same thing, I call on the minister to take the
time to travel with representatives of local communities
on these local roads to see how these communities will
be affected if the government insists on going ahead
with this act of betrayal by putting these routes through
the homes and farms of community members and
through nature reserves, and in the process affecting not
only families by causing distress to the communities
but also impacting on endangered species in routes
which have been put forward by the Baillieu-Ryan
government.

Royal Children’s Hospital: awards
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, and I
have two quite interesting programs to talk about
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tonight. I know that my friend the Minister for Health
knows about them because he awarded the better health
awards. One in particular was the Excellence in
Health-care Outcomes through Person-centred Care
Award, and it was awarded to the Royal Children’s
Hospital.
Another award, also awarded to the Royal Children’s
Hospital, was for early intervention in developmental
dysplasia of the hip. It refers to a condition whereby an
infant’s hip fails to develop appropriately and early
referral to a specialist paediatric orthopaedic service for
management is critical, as a late diagnosis requires
complex surgical correction for the child and can lead
to problems such as osteoarthritis in adult life.
Therefore the program the Royal Children’s Hospital
has developed is a particularly pertinent one for
children who have been diagnosed with this condition,
and it was pleasing to see the minister present the
hospital with this better health award for excellence.
The other award the minister presented to the Royal
Children’s Hospital was for a program called ‘Power to
parents — Taking child warfarin therapy monitoring
home’ program. There are 130 children at the Royal
Children’s Hospital who are currently on warfarin for
one reason or another. In the past they had to have
blood taken from them by needle, which was quite
traumatic for the children, but the Royal Children’s
Hospital developed a fingerprick test to take the blood
samples to reduce the trauma for the children, so this is
a huge milestone. It might sound simple, but for small
children it makes an enormous difference. The program
developed by the Royal Children’s Hospital received
this award, which is really pleasing to see. It is also
interesting to know that the runners-up were Alfred
Health and that Western Health received a highly
commended award in these public awards that were
announced recently.
I know the minister is extremely busy, but I think this
matter is very important, and I call on the minister to
visit these two programs at the Royal Children’s
Hospital to see firsthand the excellent work that is being
done and to thank all concerned in the development of
these programs, because it is programs such as these
that make health in this state better for all Victorians.

Buses: western Victoria
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is also directed to the
Minister for Public Transport, and it is in relation to
public transport in Hamilton and the surrounding
district. It has been brought to my attention that the
Department of Transport has indicated to the Southern
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Grampians Shire Council that the Penshurst-Hamilton
and the Hamilton-Mount Gambier via Coleraine and
Casterton Transport Connections routes will cease at
the end of this year. That made the front page of the
Hamilton Spectator just last Saturday. This decision has
come as a shock to the Shire of Southern Grampians
and its community, which will feel the full impact of
the negative social and economic effects of this
decision.
Both of these routes were subject to trial, and through
consultation over 18 months the previous government
sat down with the community and worked out
alternative routes, different timetables and different
days to meet the specific needs of those communities,
but it is unfortunate that this government has turned
around and decided to cut public transport in the area.
The Transport Connections program was held in high
regard across all of Victoria because it did address a
transport gap, particularly for those in our community
who are disadvantaged, such as those with disabilities,
the unemployed and the elderly. The Southern
Grampians shire includes a number of disadvantaged
townships with a significantly high proportion of
residents in their later years. The townships of
Coleraine, Penshurst and Casterton will lose their
public transport services because of this decision. They
have high proportions of disadvantaged residents, and
they are all included in the top 100 disadvantaged
towns in rural Victoria.
As well as providing an important service for
disadvantaged Victorians, effective public transport is
vital given the centralised nature of services in rural and
regional Victoria. The major service hub of the
Southern Grampians shire is Hamilton. Public transport
must be provided for rural and regional Victorians to
access health, education and recreation activities. The
Minister for Public Transport comes from regional
Victoria. He holds the seat of Polwarth, which is in my
electorate. He needs to stand up and say no to
Melbourne-based formulas which are based on
transport usage. This is a travesty happening in western
Victoria, and I ask all members of this house who
represent this region to stand up for the people who use
and rely on this service and demand that this
government stand up for rural Victorians, because that
is one of the salient points of distinction between
country and regional communities.

Murray-Darling Basin: federal plan
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Water, Peter Walsh, and it
concerns the recently announced second draft plan for
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the Murray-Darling Basin. It is quite concerning that
this plan proposes to send down the river nearly as
much water as the initial plan suggested we send. This
is a very important issue for many communities in the
north of Victoria, and they now have only 20 weeks to
gather themselves together and make sure their voices
are heard. Irrigators right along the basin need to ensure
that their voices are heard loud and clear, and the worry
is that there seems to be a reluctance for community
groups to get together again and voice their disapproval
as they did when the first plan was announced in that
slipshod manner.
Both the Liberals and The Nationals will be pushing for
people to have their voices heard, but it would also be
nice if somebody within the Labor Party showed an
interest in the Murray-Darling Basin plan, as this would
mean that we could all express our concern at the
amount of water likely to be taken out of productive
agriculture and sent down the river. In other words, it
would be good if we had a bipartisan approach to this
Murray-Darling Basin plan.
We also need to get the communities of the
Murray-Darling Basin to influence the Murray-Darling
Basin Authority to the extent that their
recommendations go forward to the commonwealth
government. It is the commonwealth government of the
day that will make this decision, and it is important that
that government be pressured to ensure that the
legislative instrument, which is the detail that will go to
the legislature of the commonwealth Parliament, is
influenced by Victorian communities. I therefore call
on the minister to ensure that the communities
throughout Victoria’s north will have an opportunity to
voice their concerns, because so many of them, one
way or another, rely on the availability of affordable
water for their future productivity, and this is an
opportunity that must not be let go.

Living Longer Living Stronger: funding
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I have a
matter that I wish to bring to the attention of the
Minister for Health, David Davis. It concerns the
Baillieu government’s decision to axe funding for the
very popular Living Longer Living Stronger strength
training program for seniors. In my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region we have 12 Living Longer
Living Stronger seniors programs that are at risk due to
the government funding cuts, and they go right across
the electorate of Northern Victoria Region. We have
programs running in Kangaroo Flat, Eaglehawk,
Kerang, Kilmore, Mildura, Broadford, Nathalia,
Tallangatta, Tatura, Violet Town, Wodonga and
Echuca. These programs are widespread, but of course
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they are not restricted to northern Victoria. They run
right across Victoria in all metropolitan and regional
areas. These programs have been running since the year
2000, and every year they have benefited the
approximately 17 000 seniors who have participated
right across the state.
The withdrawal of funding from the program — and
this is a very cost-effective program — is disappointing
because we all know strength training maintains muscle
strength; it helps improves fitness and balance; it helps
fight arthritis, osteoporosis and other chronic diseases;
and it keeps seniors active and engaged in and well
connected to the community. We also know it helps
maintain mental as well as psychological wellbeing and
can be very useful in fighting depression, which can be
quite prevalent among seniors.
Minister Davis has refused in this chamber to restore
the state government’s funding for this program despite
describing it as having done ‘a lot of good work’. My
specific request to the minister, given the
well-recognised and acknowledged benefits of the
program, is that the government reinstate the funding
for this important and popular program and stand up for
the health and wellbeing of seniors right across
Victoria.

Gellibrand pile light: relocation
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning. It
concerns recent media reports that have indicated that
the National Trust intends to install the Gellibrand pile
light outside the Melbourne Convention Centre. I have
received correspondence from Mr Bill Jaboor, the chief
executive officer of Hobsons Bay City Council, who
has said to me:
On a number of previous occasions the council has registered
a strong interest in having the pile light placed at a suitable
location in Williamstown. This would ensure that the light is
in close proximity to its original location and in its
appropriate historical context.

I have to say that it would make sense to me. I do not
understand why the National Trust would want to take
the Gellibrand pile light, which should be at Point
Gellibrand, and place it outside the Melbourne
Convention Centre, which is some considerable way
from where the pile light historically should be.
I am sure the house would be aware that Williamstown
and history go hand in glove, particularly in things
nautical. The Williamstown area prides itself on being
in many cases a living history of the nautical and
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seafaring side of what has happened in our great city of
Melbourne over such a long period of time.

Childhood Development’s publication Inspire of June
2011 as having said:

I ask the minister to negotiate with the National Trust,
perhaps through Heritage Victoria, an appropriate
settlement of this matter. Given that heritage is
extremely important to us all and that the Gellibrand
pile light would be somewhat out of place, to say the
very least, outside of Gellibrand, I ask the minister to
attempt to talk some sense into the National Trust, via
negotiations, to ensure that the Gellibrand pile light is
returned to Williamstown. I believe that that is more
than appropriate, I believe it is necessary and I believe
it is something that we as a state government and
indeed as a Parliament should all have a great interest
in.

Literacy skills are an essential part of lifelong education, so
every child should have a second chance if they need it.

I ask the minister to take that appropriate action, to
negotiate with the National Trust, through Heritage
Victoria, and do what he must to ensure that the
Gellibrand pile light is returned to where it belongs —
Williamstown.

Mill Park Heights Primary School: Reading
Recovery program
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter this evening is for the Minister for Education. I
wish to express the concerns raised with me about the
Baillieu government’s refusal to continue funding the
Reading Recovery program that has been operating at
Mill Park Heights Primary School for the past 20 years.
This program provides individual tutoring from
specially trained teachers for children who are
struggling to learn to read or write. It is an
internationally recognised program that has achieved
fantastic results.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development’s northern region office has been forced
to cut $1 million from its budget, meaning that many
staff members, including Reading Recovery tutors who
resign or whose contract expires, are not to be replaced.
We are seeing on the one hand the Baillieu government
bragging about its investment in early intervention
programs and on the other cutting a vital early
intervention program that assists children to gain the
literacy and numeracy skills they need so they do not
fall behind their peers at school.
On a recent visit to Victoria Dr Barbara Watson from
New Zealand, who is a Reading Recovery trainer of
30 years experience, spoke of the enormous success this
program has had both in Australia and worldwide. She
was quoted in the Department of Education and Early

That is a sentiment with which I strongly agree. If the
rest of the world can see the benefits in having such a
program, it really begs the question
why the Baillieu government cannot see it. I think one
of the most fundamental things a government can do is
provide young people with the ability to establish basic
literacy and numeracy skills very early on in their
childhood education to give them a chance later on in
life. I call on the Minister for Education to financially
support the Reading Recovery program at Mill Park
Heights Primary School to ensure that this program
continues and that young children struggling to read
and write are afforded similar opportunities at other
schools as well.

Responses
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Before I
respond, I have written responses to the adjournment
debate matters raised by Ms Tierney on 28 June,
12 October and 25 October; Mr Ramsay on 31 August
and 10 November; Ms Broad on 14 September;
Mr Leane on 15 September; Mr Barber on 11 October;
Ms Hartland on 13 October; Ms Pulford on 25 October;
Mrs Petrovich on 26 October; Mr P. Davis on
27 October; Mr Scheffer on 8 November; Mr Pakula on
10 November; and, rounding it out, Mr Elsbury on
24 November.
In terms of tonight’s matters I will refer the matter
raised by Mr Lenders to the Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession.
I will refer the matters raised by Ms Pulford and
Ms Tierney to the Minister for Public Transport.
I will refer the matter raised by Ms Mikakos to the
Minister for Education.
I will refer the matters raised by Mr Barber and
Mr Finn to the Minister for Planning.
I will refer the matters raised by Mrs Coote and
Ms Darveniza to the Minister for Health.
I will refer the matter raised by Mrs Petrovich to the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
I will refer the matter raised by Ms Broad to the
Minister for Roads.
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I will also refer the matter raised by Mr Drum to the
Minister for Water.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I now
have nine adjournment matters outstanding for more
than 30 days, in contravention of standing orders.
Seven of them are from Assembly ministers, but two
are from ministers in the Council. The first matter is
from 11 October for Mr Rich-Phillips and the second is
from 5 May for Mr Davis. I seek an explanation for
this. Standing order 4.13 makes it quite clear that I can
initiate a take-note motion, which I do not intend to do
now. However, I do want an explanation. It is now
Tuesday. The end of the parliamentary year is
Thursday. I would certainly like an explanation by then
from the two ministers in the Council who have not met
this standing order. There are a further four
adjournment matters for the Premier from 10 February,
2 June, 12 October and 13 October. This is the Premier
who put in a 30-day response rule in the Assembly as
part of open government.
There are also matters outstanding for the Minister for
Public Transport from 25 October, the Minister for
Roads from 31 August and the Minister for Water from
27 October, although he is normally fairly responsive to
adjournment matters.
What can Minister Dalla-Riva do to ensure that these
nine adjournment matters are responded to before the
end of this parliamentary year?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
Mr Lenders for his request. I was unaware of these
details. Perhaps, like questions on notice, it might be
worthwhile to receive this advice before such a matter
is raised, but now that it is in Hansard I am happy to
raise those matters with the relevant ministers and also
follow up with members in this chamber.
Mr Lenders — I raised the Premier’s matters some
months ago.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Yes, but I was
unaware of this, as there was nothing for me. I will take
that on notice and report back either directly to
Mr Lenders or via the relevant ministers to Mr Lenders.

representing the Minister for Youth Affairs in this
chamber and was in regard to the youth mentoring
program. More than 30 days have expired since the
adjournment matters were raised, and I too am seeking
an explanation as to why the responses are overdue. I
ask that the minister give an explanation and that the
adjournment matters be responded to before Parliament
rises on Thursday for the summer break.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take it that
Minister Dalla-Riva will also follow those matters up.
He is obviously not in a position to provide an
explanation now.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I note that
Mr Lenders provided me with a spreadsheet, which will
help. Ms Darveniza could provide her notes too, or else
I can refer to Hansard tomorrow. I will follow up in
accordance with standing order 4.13.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Under standing
order 4.13 I also seek an explanation from the minister
on duty as to why responses have not been provided by
the Premier to a number of matters I have raised on the
adjournment. However, I thank the Premier for the
response that was provided tonight. This is also in view
of the fact that this is the last sitting week of the year.
The first matter, seeking support for a national
disability insurance scheme, was raised on 17 August.
The second matter, seeking support for advertising in
country newspapers, was raised on 30 August. The
third matter, seeking information about the future of the
Snobs Creek discovery centre, was raised on
26 October.
I can provide the minister at the table with a schedule
which includes details of those outstanding
adjournment matters. I will cross the one matter for
which a response has been provided off that list.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Again, I am
happy to refer those matters to the relevant ministers,
and if the member has a spreadsheet or a document
with bold writing across the top, I am happy to take that
as well.
House adjourned 10.40 p.m.

Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I too am
seeking an explanation for two outstanding
adjournment matters, the first raised on 1 September
and the other on 27 October. Both were to Minister
Lovell in this chamber. The first matter was raised in
her capacity representing the Minister for Community
Services in this chamber and was in regard to Foodbank
Victoria funding. The second was in her capacity
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

5867

5.

provide additional car-parking spaces within the precinct
to replace those lost due to construction works; and

6.

immediately cancel road closures that disrupt customer
access in the lead-up to the Christmas season.

By Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) (96 signatures).

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
Laid on table.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to acknowledge former member of this house Maree
Luckins, who is a former member for Waverley
Province.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Dandenong: Little India precinct
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria who are
traders, friends, customers and supporters of the Little India
precinct in Dandenong draws to the attention of the Legislative
Council concerns that:
1.

the Little India precinct, which is recognised throughout
Victoria as an iconic hub of Indian culture and business
and is an example of Victoria’s vibrant multicultural
community, is under threat;

2.

there has been major and ongoing disruption to the Little
India precinct caused by the Revitalising Central
Dandenong project undertaken by VicUrban;

3.

this disruption and uncertainty has led to a significant
downturn in business, causing financial and emotional
hardship to the business owners, their staff and families;
and

4.

the traders of the Little India precinct have, over many
months, unsuccessfully asked the Baillieu government
to take the action needed to ensure the ongoing survival
and viability of the Little India precinct.

To ensure the ongoing viability of the Little India precinct, the
petitioners call upon the Baillieu government to:
1.

publicly confirm their support for small businesses in the
Little India precinct and recognise their important
contribution to the economy and to multiculturalism in
Victoria;

Victorian certificate of applied learning:
funding
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 state
government’s axing of $48 million funding for the Victorian
certificate of applied learning program.
In particular, we note:
1.

VCAL provides an important learning alternative to the
VCE for students across Victoria.

2.

Secondary schools stand to lose up to $125 000 in
funding, which will impact heavily on teachers expected
to deliver the support and services despite having
inadequate time and resources to do so.

3.

Funding has been axed despite strong objections from
principals, teachers, parents and students across Victoria.

The petitioners therefore request that the Baillieu government
immediately reverses its decision and restores funding to this
vital program as a matter of urgency.

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

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.

2.

provide an extensive and ongoing publicity campaign to
promote the Little India precinct and to mitigate the
impacts of the disruption;

3.

ensure sufficient signage is erected which directs people
to the Little India precinct;

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.

4.

provide immediate and ongoing rent relief, until the
disruption and uncertainties caused by the Revitalising
Central Dandenong project are resolved.

The cut to funding will mean that families across Victoria will be
unable to access affordable, community-based occasional child
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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 MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan)
(7 signatures).
Laid on table.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Auditor-General: terrorism preparedness
report
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) presented report,
including appendix, together with transcripts of
evidence.
Laid on table.
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communications, transport, emergency services,
banking and finance, and public health. A significant
proportion of Victoria’s critical infrastructure and
essential services are owned and/or operated by a
private sector organisation, and as such former
Victorian governments have sought to influence
protection of these assets and services through
legislation and policy.
In Victoria part 6 of the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Act 2003 contains statutory requirements on
the part of operators of declared essential services to
prepare and test risk management plans which
specifically address the risk of a terrorist incident.
Part 6 is administered by the Premier through the
Department of Premier and Cabinet. In April 2007 the
Department of Premier and Cabinet issued the
Victorian framework for critical infrastructure
protection (CIP) and terrorism — a CIP policy
framework which establishes guiding principles and
coordination arrangements for government and industry
to develop a joint strategy to protect the state’s critical
infrastructure.

Ordered that report be printed.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In so doing I make some preliminary remarks as to the
fact that this is the sixth report of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee since the committee was
reformed at the commencement of the 57th Parliament
in February. I note that there are a number of other
reports which are currently under preparation and will
be tabled in the new year, and in that context I would
like to acknowledge the outstanding work of the
secretariat generally speaking but particularly in
relation to this report, and I note the contributions of the
executive officer, Valerie Cheong; the senior research
officer, Leah Brohm; the business support officer,
Melanie Hondros; and the desktop publisher, Justin
Ong. I thank them in particular for their contribution to
this report.
It is significant that this report comes at a time when the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee is dealing
with a review of Auditor-General’s reports. This is part
of the process which is undertaken by most public
accounts committees in all jurisdictions to follow up on
government implementation of recommendations from
Auditors-General.
Critical infrastructure is a term used to describe assets
and services which are essential to the function of a
society and an economy. It extends across many
industry sectors, such as energy, water,

The committee’s inquiry is historical in nature and has
focused on actions taken since the tabling of the
Auditor-General’s report to address the issues and
recommendations made. In forming its conclusions and
recommendations the committee used evidence
provided by the Department of Premier and Cabinet
and the Department of Justice, including Victoria
Police and the Office of the Emergency Services
Commissioner. Additional comments were sought from
the Auditor-General. Consideration was also given to
national strategies and policies agreed to by the Council
of Australian Governments (COAG).
The committee’s conclusions on the adequacy of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet’s oversight
arrangements affirm the findings and concerns
expressed by the Auditor-General in his report of
January 2009. This is a continuing concern to reviewers
of the Victorian CIP framework. The committee is
surprised that it remains an outstanding issue, given the
Auditor-General’s earlier observations. The committee
further notes that the Auditor-General confirmed his
concerns in evidence at the committee’s public hearings
on this inquiry.
The challenge in critical infrastructure protection
management for government in the future is to address
the issues identified and lessons learnt from the last few
years of operation of part 6 of the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 and the CIP policy
framework. In addition, developments in national
policy and changes in the risk environment have
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highlighted new issues that must be taken into
consideration in order that requirements remain
meaningful and relevant.
The committee is of the view that to improve public
sector administration of critical infrastructure protection
arrangements there is a need for: the provision of clear
and strong central policy leadership and coordination,
even within a devolved system of responsibility; clearly
and commonly understood terminology and definitions
as well as roles and responsibilities of all stakeholders;
a formalised process for the identification and
classification of critical infrastructure, including
essential services; standardised application of CIP
requirements across categories of criticality; the
consideration of all risks, and in particular other
‘high/catastrophic impact’, ‘low probability’ risks; a
formal and standardised system of certification and
reporting; and incorporation of the COAG agreements
on a uniform approach to disaster management
resilience and critical infrastructure protection.
The opportunity to address these issues presents now in
the redrafting of Victorian Framework for Critical
Infrastructure Protection from Terrorism policy
document and also in the forthcoming review of the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003, which is
due for completion in 2013.
In conclusion I wish to acknowledge the cooperative
approach taken by members of the committee,
including those from the opposition. We have a
genuinely bipartisan and unanimous report. I commend
the report to the house.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — As a member
of the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee I too
would like to lend my support to the report and
commend the committee and the secretariat, which
assisted in the compiling of the report, particularly the
executive officer, Valerie Cheong; the senior research
officer, Leah Brohm; the business support officer,
Melanie Hondros; and the desktop publisher, Justin
Ong. I endorse the words of the chairman, Philip Davis.
Terrorism and critical infrastructure preparedness is a
central responsibility of the government. It is an
extremely important issue but also one that is difficult
for governments to fully anticipate. It is the nature of
preparation that a lot of preparation may not be
necessary, but in the event that another emergency
strikes this state, particularly a terrorism emergency, the
ability of the state to respond is an essential role of the
state, and that is why it is a serious report that the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee has
completed.
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The committee has reviewed the Auditor-General’s
review of procedures and has made a number of
recommendations, which are outlined in the report.
Central recommendations involve the coordination of
key services and the roles of government, particularly
in relation to preparation. Operational responses will
always be the responsibility of Victoria Police and
emergency services.
The committee notes the government’s acceptance of
the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission and
the Comrie interim review of the development of an
all-hazards approach so that terrorism preparation is not
done in isolation from other preparation. The
committee looks forward to the response of the
government and emergency services to the report and
otherwise commends them, particularly the individuals
involved, for their activities in relation to this and other
areas.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Australian Health Practitioner Regulation Agency — Report,
2010–11.
Auditor-General Reports on —
Compliance with Building Permits, December 2011.
Management of Road Bridges, December 2011.
Managing Contaminated Sites, December 2011.
Victorian Institute of Teaching, December 2011.
Wrongs Act 1958 — Notice of Scale of Fees and Costs for
Referrals of Medical Questions to Medical Panels.

A proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing the
operative date in respect of the following act:
Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Amendment Act 2011 —
1 December 2011 (Gazette No. S389, 29 November 2011).

Mr Barber — On a point of order, President, the
Age this morning reports quite openly that it has
obtained a copy of this report which has just now been
tabled in the Parliament, being the Auditor-General’s
inquiry into building permits. As I have on a previous
occasion, I ask that you contact the Auditor-General on
behalf of the chamber and request an explanation as to
how that report may have been leaked. I am aware that
ministers’ offices no longer receive briefings from the
Auditor-General on the contents of these reports, so it
should be somewhat easier for the Auditor-General to
tell us what may have been the source of the leak.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I am happy to follow
up the matter and make such an inquiry. I am a little
puzzled by Mr Barber’s concluding remarks, because it
is my understanding that government departments do
have an opportunity to review the reports so they can
make comment.
Mr Barber — But not ministers’ offices anymore.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Okay. There may well
be a distinction in terms of who has access to that
report. I will make the inquiry. To tell the truth, I very
much doubt that the leak of the report came out of the
Auditor-General’s office, but I will certainly make
those inquiries. As I have indicated on a previous
occasion, at the very least it is discourteous to the house
to have these matters aired by way of media reports
before they are tabled in the house. In some cases that
could be a contempt of our proceedings. From my
perspective we have been looking to alert various
agencies of their obligations in terms of reporting to the
house to ensure that, apart from anything else, their
reports are covered by the privileges of the house and to
ensure that courtesy to members is upheld in respect of
the legislation, the tabling of documents and so forth.
Mr Barber — On a further point of order, President,
on another matter which relates to the broadcasting and
rebroadcasting of Parliament proceedings, standing
order 20.01 provides that:
(1) The proceedings of the Council may be —
…
… published on the internet or by any other electronic
means …
…
on such terms and conditions as may be determined by
the President or the Council from time to time.

From my inquiries to the Parliament I do not believe
you have published terms and conditions beyond those
that are already contained in the standing orders, which
go on to say:
(2) The broadcasting and rebroadcasting of proceedings of
the Council may be undertaken by radio and television
stations, internet and other electronic media in
accordance with standing order 20.02.

Standing order 20.02 states:
Media organisations or individuals must be accredited by the
President.

It then goes on to set out a number of rules as to the
way the broadcasting must occur. My reading of the
standing orders is that this would permit me to take the
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recorded proceedings of question time, with which I
have been provided, and place them on YouTube,
provided I do it in accordance with the latter parts of
standing order 20.02.
The issue I raise with you now is whether I am an
accredited person for the purposes of this section or
whether I can become one and what I would have to do.
This specific point is quite important because
section 74AA of the Constitution Act 1975, under the
heading ‘Transmission and broadcasting of
parliamentary proceedings’, states:
No action or proceeding, civil, criminal or mixed, lies against
a person who —
…
… broadcasts or rebroadcasts by electronic means a
recording of any proceedings —
… of the Council or the Assembly …
…
with the authority of the Council, Assembly …

My question is: what form would that authority take?
Would it be a ruling from yourself or some sort of
accreditation à la media organisations?
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, to
assist with your comment and for the information of the
house, I provide my experience on this very point from
24 December 2009. With Parliament being streamed
live, one of my staff members had captured some
material and uploaded it to our website. On
24 December 2009 — and I remember it because of the
timing — I received a phone call from the then
President demanding the removal of that material and
saying that there was absolutely no authority under any
provisions for me to do what had been done and he did
not intend to give it. He demanded that I remove it
forthwith, which we did, to comply. Just to assist, there
is some history to the point of order.
The PRESIDENT — I thank Mrs Peulich. To start,
I indicate to the house that this matter does not catch me
totally unawares, because Mr Barber did me the
courtesy of raising this question with me during the
previous sitting week. As a result of his inquiry I have
sought information to enable me to form a view on this.
I must say that when I discovered that Mr Barber and
other party leaders were receiving a disk of question
time I was rather surprised. I was not aware that some
members of the house, albeit leaders of the parties,
were actually receiving disks of question time. I expect
that they have been provided for them to analyse the
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answers that have been given, in a form that is perhaps
new compared with our traditional method of going
through Hansard to establish what has been said.
Certainly those disks have not, to my understanding,
been provided in any way that would expect that the
material would be republished in areas such as
YouTube and so forth.
A number of matters concern me. The first is: why
would one member, albeit a leader of a party, have
exclusive access to material for rebroadcast, if all
members do not have it? The second thing that certainly
troubles me is that once some of this material gets into
an area such as YouTube it would be fairly easy to
capture, repackage and present in a different way, and it
could well reflect poorly on the Parliament and result in
that material being broadcast in a way that was totally
out of context with the proceedings that were the
subject of that material.
Mr Barber indicated to me in the discussions we had in
private in the previous week that he would obviously be
looking to comply with all the rules and so forth of the
Parliament and that he would certainly, if he were able
to rebroadcast that material, be looking to ensure that it
was presented in a proper context. I accept Mr Barber’s
position on that matter but, as I said, I am concerned
that that material may well be captured by other means
and used by other people.
I am concerned also that if, for instance, video of
certain questions were to end up on members’
websites — which is no doubt the concern that the
previous President had in respect of the matter that
Mrs Peulich has alerted the house to this morning in
helping me with this point of order — then, whilst that
might be presented specifically on its own in a context,
it would be amongst other political material or other
material that would perhaps be a lot more partisan in
terms of its content. Therefore that would change the
presentation of even that question and the answer that is
included.
I have some concerns about this. As I said, I was taken
somewhat unawares when I heard that some members
actually have access to this material in a way that is not
available to other members. In that context I certainly
believe it is there for analysis purposes rather than
rebroadcast purposes. Nevertheless, notwithstanding
the concerns I have just expressed — there are others,
but they are probably the most substantive concerns I
have — I am prepared to continue to look at this. As I
said earlier, I can assure Mr Barber that I have already
sought advice from the Parliament on this matter, and I
will report back to members.

5871

Mr Barber — On a point of order, President, the
third point on a new topic, the newspaper reports in the
Age, the Australian and the Herald Sun suggest that the
chair of the Electoral Matters Committee, Mr Finn, is
seeking for that committee to inquire into an issue that
arose when journalists from the Age newspaper
allegedly gained access to the ALP’s voter-tracking
database. It is my view that such an inquiry would be
outside the terms of reference of that committee and the
reference provided to the Assembly to inquire into:
… the conduct of the 2010 Victorian state election and
matters related thereto.

Is this matter of relevance one on which you can
adjudicate or assist in providing guidance.
Alternatively, can this house, by resolution, seek to
direct the committee as to the conduct of its inquiry?
The PRESIDENT — Order! This point catches me
unawares and I have not seen the press reports either, so
I am at a total loss in terms of being able to establish
what Mr Finn’s intention might be for a committee with
which he has been involved. I know he certainly
understands the discussions that it has had to this point
and the parameters that it has been exploring as a
committee. As I said, I have no knowledge of the
committee’s proceedings, obviously, nor do I know
about the press reports. I am not really in a position to
give any sort of clarification to Mr Barber this day.
Perhaps Mr Barber could provide me with some further
information. I do not wish to take this further in the
chamber at this time, but Mr Finn, I am sure, will
provide me with some information about his intention. I
will accept the advice of Mr Finn, in his capacity as
chair of that committee, as to what his thoughts were,
and I will look at the terms of reference of the
committee vis-a-vis the other house as well and
establish whether or not I would be in a position to, or
would need to, form a view on this matter, or whether
in fact it is simply a matter for the committee under its
existing terms of reference, and that Mr Finn’s proposal
might well be appropriate in those circumstances. I am
not in a position to judge at this time.
Mr Barber — On the point of order, President,
thank you for undertaking that intervention. There is
one more aspect of this that I need to raise with you. It
is clear that a police investigation in relation to these
allegations that Mr Finn has turned his attention to is
under way; we know that. May’s Parliamentary
Practice 2011 at page 813 under the heading of
‘Matters sub judice’ says:
Committees have suspended inquiries in progress because a
witness had been charged with criminal offences related to
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the subject matter of the inquiry, or have decided not to take
evidence from particular witnesses in the course of an inquiry
because the committee had been informed that the witnesses
would also be witnesses in impending criminal or civil
proceedings. In these circumstances it is usual for the
committee to make a special report to the house explaining
the circumstances.

The other avenue here that I would ask you to consider
in your discussions with the committee chair is that if
the committee is undertaking this inquiry and then
suddenly finds itself over the Christmas break unable to
continue due to someone having been charged in the
matter, the committee could in fact inform the house in
that way, through an interim report.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, President, my
understanding is that there have been no charges laid. In
fact, my understanding is that the police investigation
into this matter is yet to begin, but irrespective of that
there are two very different courses being taken. The
first is by any police investigation, which would
obviously be to the criminality of the accessing of the
database; whereas the second one — the investigation
that the committee proposes — is into the integrity of
the electoral roll and the integrity or protection of
information about people on that electoral roll. Those
are two very different things, and we have made it very
clear that we have absolutely no intention of interfering
in any way, shape or form with any police
investigation.
Mr Barber — On the point of order, President,
Mr Finn is in some difficulty because, having made
these statements about what he might intend to do, he is
now not in a position to inform the house as to the
deliberations of the committee, any motions that he
might have moved or what investigations are under
way.
Mrs Peulich — What are you nervous or worried
about?
Mr Barber — The committee has all the powers,
privileges and immunities of the Parliament; however,
the proposition that seems to be put here is that it has
now broken loose of the mothership and can go off and
inquire into whatever it wants in any way it wants, with
no way for the chamber itself — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber was
debating rather than speaking on the point of order. As I
indicated, I have no difficulty in this matter, and I
suggest that the committee has not broken away from
the mothership but is firmly in our orbit. The assurance
I give to Mr Barber and other members of the house is
that just as the house is bound by the rules of sub
judice, so too are the committees. Mr Finn, as an
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experienced member of this house and as the chairman
of the Electoral Matters Committee, would be well
aware of that. He would certainly be advised in that
matter, but I do not think he would even need that
advice in respect of recognising sub judice provisions to
ensure that any inquiry by the committee did not offend
that matter of principle and establish a separation of
powers, if you like, between the courts and the
Parliament.
In terms of the inquiry itself, when Mr Barber was
debating the point of order at the end he suggested that
the committee was going off on its own foray, and as I
said, I will be looking to get some advice from Mr Finn
as to whether or not it is inappropriate for me to form a
view on this and whether I need to form a view,
because again I would expect that Mr Finn as chair, and
indeed the other members of that committee, would
have had due regard in considering any new inquiry or
any extension of an existing inquiry to their terms of
reference and to their ability to discharge that inquiry
under the existing terms of reference. In the event that
they felt there was a need to inquire further and that
they were not covered by the existing terms of
reference, they would obviously come back to this
house, or indeed to a minister who had provided a brief
or a reference to that committee, for clarification on the
extension of that inquiry. That is the practice I would
expect to occur.
Mr Barber indicated in his original point of order that
this reference was from the Assembly and that I would
need to take that into account as to whether or not I had
an opportunity to intervene in, make comment on or
influence this matter in any way. That is one of the
reasons I said this is a matter concerning whether or not
I would, could or need to intervene. It may well be a
matter that needs to be resolved in the other place. As I
said, I certainly expect that the committee, and in
particular this experienced chairman, would have due
regard for precedence and the committee’s
responsibilities.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Occupy Melbourne protest
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I was
very disturbed to view footage sent to me yesterday of
an incident that took place on Monday whereby a
peaceful Occupy Melbourne protester was forcibly
stripped of her protest costume in public and left in her
underwear. This person was part of the Occupy
Melbourne protest and was dressed in a protest costume
made from a small converted tent. She was surrounded
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by several Melbourne City Council (MCC) officers and
Victoria Police officers. Her movement was restricted
and she was restrained as officers proceeded to remove
her costume. At each stage she declared that she did not
consent to or feel comfortable with the actions of the
council and police officers. Her requests and
declarations were ignored as officers continued to
remove her costume.
A knife was requested and used by the MCC officers as
the protest costume was cut from her body while she
protected herself, and then it was discarded, leaving her
crying and in her underwear on the ground as the
Victoria Police and MCC officers walked away. I am
very concerned that a young woman has been publicly
humiliated in this way. I expect the police ethical
standards division will be investigating this matter, and
I will be moving a motion in Parliament tomorrow for
the Ombudsman to inquire into the actions of the
Melbourne City Council officers in publicly
humiliating this young woman in this way.

State Emergency Service: national awards
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to congratulate the 27 State Emergency Service
volunteers whose outstanding contributions were
recognised at the 2011 State Emergency Service
national awards ceremony in Melbourne as part of
National SES Week, which is celebrated each year by
state emergency services across Australia as a way of
congratulating the more than 40 000 volunteers
nationally for their hard work, dedication, commitment
and compassion in helping people in times of need.
In particular I wish to acknowledge the four Frankston
State Emergency Service members who received
awards: Brian McMannis for 35 years of service,
Andrew Clatworthy and Margaret Graham for 25 years
of service, and Mark Ivory for 15 years of service.
These are people who give selflessly of themselves to
assist their local communities, and their continued
commitment is worthy of high praise. The Frankston
SES unit is one of the busiest in the state, responding to
over 800 callouts each year, and has grown to one of
the largest units in the state with over 90 volunteers. I
would also like to take this opportunity to thank all of
our SES volunteers who continue to commit countless
hours to keep communities safe and protect lives and
property.

Ambulance Victoria: community hero awards
Mr TARLAMIS — On another matter, I rise to
congratulate the 17 community heroes who were
recognised recently at the 12th annual Ambulance
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Victoria community hero awards. These individuals
displayed bravery and selflessness while helping at the
scene of a medical emergency. In particular I wish to
acknowledge 13-year-old Therese Hughes-Menzies
from Karingal and Malcolm Swaine from Frankston
who rose to the challenge by providing vital assistance
to others in need. Medical emergencies can happen to
anyone at any time regardless of age and without
warning, and the amazing actions taken by all these
individuals were instrumental in saving lives.

Murray-Darling Basin: federal plan
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
The Murray-Darling Basin draft plan released last week
recommends a basin-wide cut of 2750 gigalitres in
surface water allocations, threatens Victoria’s food
production, exports and regional jobs and the viability
of many rural businesses and communities. It is
concerning that the plan expects Victoria to lose more
water than any other state and lists the Goulburn,
Broken and Victorian Murray regions as the most
vulnerable under the plan. Everyone in regional
Victoria understands that a reduction in irrigated
agriculture will be bad news for rural communities and
cost us jobs. Irrigation underpins our entire economy,
and the loss of the multiplier effects it provides will
mean fewer jobs, fewer businesses, more pressure on
families and reduced exports.
It is also distressing that the draft plan fails to contain
any detailed description of watering plans for individual
rivers, creeks and wetlands or any measurable
outcomes for the environment from the additional
water. If water is to be taken away from productive
agricultural use, the plan should at least be able to
measure the environmental outcomes, but under this
plan we are left to wonder what the water will actually
achieve.
The draft plan represents one of the most significant
changes and possible threats that communities in
Northern Victoria Region and the entire
Murray-Darling Basin will face in our lifetime. I
encourage all members of the community to voice their
concerns about the draft plan.

Terang Fitness and Wellbeing Centre: opening
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate the community of Terang
and district on the official opening of the Terang Fitness
and Wellbeing Centre on 4 November this year. The
fitness centre has long been a dream of local residents
and was made possible by a $230 000 Brumby Labor
government funding arrangement, $250 000 from the
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Corangamite shire, $170 000 of federal Labor
government funding and, most importantly, $250 000
of community and philanthropic contributions raised
with sheer hard work. The community of Terang,
together with the shire and state and federal Labor
governments, brought this dream to fruition and it will
serve the region for many years to come. The centre
already has 230 members signed up and that number is
sure to grow. I would like to specifically congratulate
members of the Terang community building initiative
group and other local organisations who have worked
so hard over the years to make this project possible.

International Volunteer Day
Ms TIERNEY — On another note, I also raise the
issue of International Volunteer Day, which was held
last Monday, and make comment about all the amazing
volunteers who work so tirelessly in Western Victoria
Region, and I would encourage them to also encourage
young people in our electorate to take up the
volunteering baton and build our local communities.

SecondBite
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
report to the house that on Friday last I, with the
Minister for Community Services, visited SecondBite
in Kensington. SecondBite is an organisation that
collects excess food from places like the South
Melbourne Market, the Queen Victoria Market,
restaurants and caterers and makes sure it is passed
through agencies to people who are in need. This time
of the year highlights to all of us that there are
vulnerable members in our community, some of whom
do not get to eat three square meals a day.
I commend Ian and Simone Carson, who started this
business some six years ago because they decided they
could no longer watch good food go to waste and
people go hungry. They are supported by a range of
volunteers. In particular this morning I would like to
highlight people who are on SecondBite’s board such
as John Simpson, Bob Glindemann, Alister Paterson,
Cate Burns, Elana Rubin, Howard Critchley, Katy
Barfield and David Williamson. They do a tremendous
job in collecting food and making sure it is passed
through agencies. However, it is not just the board
members who do a tremendous job; it is also the
executives such as Zoe Whyatt and Emily Wild. Emily
coordinates the hundreds of volunteers who support the
efforts of SecondBite.
At this time of year SecondBite needs more volunteers.
If members have some time available on a Saturday
afternoon or even after work, they might pop down to
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Lloyd Street in Kensington and give SecondBite a
hand. It would be most appreciated. I take my hat off to
the many volunteers who come from all around
Melbourne to make sure that people who are not as
lucky as we are get a chance to eat.

Ambulance Victoria: service awards
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I would
like to take this opportunity to congratulate the
38 Ambulance Victoria officers and volunteers from
Wangaratta and district and Seymour who recently
received service awards for their years of dedicated
service to their local community. These service awards
acknowledge the very significant contribution and
commitment made by local paramedics and volunteers
and recognise their long service of 10, 15, 20, 25 and
30 years. The awards also recognised safe driving for
10, 15, 20, 25 or 30 years.
It was pleasing to see that on receiving the awards the
families of the recipients were also acknowledged and
recognised, as the work that ambulance officers and
volunteers undertake is 24/7, 365 days a year. Families
make a significant contribution behind the scenes in
supporting those individual officers and volunteers
throughout their careers, thus enabling them to
undertake this very necessary and vital work. I
congratulate all of those who received these very
important awards and acknowledgements.

Alfred Health: award
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to congratulate Alfred Health, which has been
honoured with a top public health-care award for its
leadership role in the Victorian Statewide Problem
Gambling and Mental Health Partnership. On
17 November the Minister for Mental Health, Mary
Wooldridge, presented Alfred Health with this award.
She said:
In conjunction with staff from local Gambler’s Help services,
specialised training has also been delivered to public mental
health and psychosocial rehabilitation and support service
staff on how to improve identification and management of
coexisting mental illness and problem gambling.

Research conducted in 2009 by Alfred Psychiatry
found that approximately 17 per cent of people who
were assessed by triage or crisis assessment and
treatment services at Alfred Psychiatry experienced
comorbid problem gambling and mental illness. This
high level of comorbidity prompted the Victorian
Department of Justice to begin funding the Victorian
Statewide Problem Gambling and Mental Health
Partnership program, which has delivered a specialist
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clinic and a training and education program that is
available to all Victorians.
A steering committee oversaw the planning,
implementation and ongoing review of the work of the
partnership. Clear referral pathways for the clinic were
established and communicated to public mental health
services and Gambler’s Help services across Victoria.
This is a vital service. It is really important to
understand what is causing some of these mental health
issues. We have long suspected that this may be the
case. I congratulate the Alfred.

Dr Walid Daouk and Eid Chedrawi
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Last week it
was my great honour to meet and spend some time with
some very special Lebanese dignitaries, including the
Minister for Information, Dr Walid Daouk, and the
World Lebanese Cultural Union president, Mr Eid
Chedrawi, and his wife.
A number of significant events were held, including a
poetry reading in Darebin, a community cocktail
function hosted by the City of Moonee Valley and a
morning tea hosted by the President of this house. My
sincere thanks to you, President, for extending this great
courtesy.
In many ways the most significant of these events was
the unveiling of a statue at the City of Darebin in
recognition of the Lebanese migrant heritage in this
great state of ours. If you stop to think about it, despite
the fact that over 60 per cent of people who live in our
state were born overseas or are the children or
grandchildren of people born overseas, you wonder
how many monuments or symbols there are to our
state’s migrant heritage.
Of course the most outstanding is the Immigration
Museum and its various extended features, which were
all a part of the vision of the former Labor government.
Seeing this statue unveiled and the impact it had on all
those present was simply unforgettable. Victoria
warmly welcomes all people with open arms to become
part of the greater family that we are, and I am certain
that all members of this house would agree.

Western suburbs: government initiatives
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
proud of the achievements of the Baillieu government
over the last 12 months. As a member of the Liberal
Party and a very proud westie I can say that we are
delivering to the people of the western suburbs. No
greater point can be made than with the announcement
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two weeks ago by the Minister for Public Transport,
Minister Mulder, of an overpass and underpass on
Anderson Road in Sunshine. These two construction
efforts, which are part of the regional rail link project,
will provide better traffic flow and improve cyclist and
pedestrian separation, creating a safer road
environment. Unlike Labor, which removed pedestrian
and cycle access from these projects, the coalition has
reinstated these important elements to ensure that
vulnerable road users can enjoy safe journeys.
The change of government last year got rid of Labor’s
‘That will do’ attitude towards the west and replaced it
with a government determined to deliver for all
Victorians. The ‘That will do’ attitude resulted in
projects like the Laverton and Footscray train stations,
which have been inaccessible to many people because
they rely on lifts rather than providing 24-hour access,
like with the new designs that were created for the
Williams Landing train station. ‘That will do’ inflicted
gross problems on local schools like Essendon Keilor
College, Galvin Park Secondary College, Werribee
Secondary College, Victoria University Secondary
College and Sunshine Secondary College. The Main
Road project at St Albans has received greater
assistance because the ‘That will do’ attitude is not
good enough for the west.

Walk in the Park program
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
week I had the great pleasure of representing the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, Ryan
Smith, at the launch of the Walk in the Park program at
the Bellbird Picnic Area at Yarra Bend Park in Kew.
The program will enable more people who are blind or
vision impaired to have greater accessibility to our
parks.
The numbers of people who suffer from blindness or
vision impairment are steadily increasing. The
Australian Bureau of Statistics estimates that by 2020
there will be 421 600 Australians suffering blindness or
some form of vision impairment. The Walk in the Park
program is a partnership between Blind Sports Victoria
and Parks Victoria and is aimed at reducing the barriers
to Victoria’s parks for visitors who are blind or vision
impaired. Parks Victoria has ensured that Victoria
continues to lead the way in accessibility strategies for
Victoria’s parks for people with a disability.
The president of Blind Sports Victoria, Maurice
Gleeson, has been a driving force for people who are
blind or are vision impaired and a fierce advocate for
greater participation. Maurice is certainly an inspiration
to many, and he spoke about the program and all those
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who have been involved in managing the program from
concept to operation. The program will enable
significant numbers of blind or vision-impaired people
to visit many of Melbourne’s wonderful parks. Yarra
Bend Park is one such park. It is situated only
4 kilometres from the central business district and
boasts the largest natural bushland within inner
Melbourne. It was a perfect setting for the many people
who attended the launch who are blind or vision
impaired — they could enjoy the surrounds of Yarra
Bend Park and have an escorted visit throughout the
park.

Australian Volunteer Coast Guard:
headquarters
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I was pleased to
join the Deputy Premier and Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Peter Ryan, to officially open the
new headquarters and radio centre for the Australian
Volunteer Coast Guard at Queenscliff last Friday. The
headquarters were rebuilt with substantial support from
the Baillieu coalition government after a devastating
arson attack in November 2007. The original building,
safety equipment, radios and valuable past records were
destroyed in the fire. The new facilities will ensure that
volunteers are able to provide an improved service to
boat owners using the busy and at times hazardous
waters around the Bellarine Peninsula and particularly
Bass Strait.
Queenscliff’s flotilla covers the dangerous marine area
of Port Phillip Heads. The new facility will help coast
guard volunteers monitor and assist in marine safety,
particularly with small boat engine failure and in
full-scale search-and-rescue operations. Volunteers also
keep the community informed about marine safety,
conduct marine education courses for recreational
boating enthusiasts and provide training for members.
Construction of the new headquarters was made
possible with $50 000 from the Baillieu government,
$17 000 from the Queenscliff flotilla, $10 000 in
donations and $113 000 from the insurance payout.
The rebuilding has been a fantastic achievement for the
local coastguard volunteers who contributed their time
and energy to complete the project. In particular I
would like to acknowledge Vice-Commodore Ted
Beggs for his tireless efforts in ensuring that the
headquarters were rebuilt and for personally painting
the facility to complete this undertaking.

Climate Commission: chief commissioner
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — In this last
sitting week of 2011 it is appropriate to consider exactly
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why so many Victorians are looking towards next year
with fear and trepidation. If the world economic
situation was not bad enough, the Gillard-Brown
government in Canberra will inflict upon us all a carbon
tax — a great big tax on everything that will achieve
precisely nothing. And why is it doing this? One reason
is the advice given by the Climate Commission chief
commissioner, Tim Flannery. This is the same Tim
Flannery who told us in 2005 that global warming
would cause Sydney’s dams to dry up within two years.
Sydney’s dam levels are currently at 75 per cent and
rising. In 2007 Flannery told us that Brisbane dams
would never be full again. They are currently at 100 per
cent. And who can ever forget the Brisbane floods of
earlier this year? In 2008 Flannery predicted that
Adelaide’s water supply would dry up by 2009.
Adelaide’s dams are currently 77 per cent full.
Flannery told us climate change would cause such
dreadful droughts that desalinisation plants would be
needed to keep us all alive. A string of Labor
governments listened to him and, as a result, desal
plants are scattered from Brisbane to Wonthaggi,
partially completed and almost certainly useless for
years to come. Is it any wonder Australians have no
faith in their government to get it right when they learn
that 180 000 taxpayer dollars a year are going to pay
this muppet for a part-time job? They are fully entitled
to ask if Tim Flannery, climate guru extraordinaire, is a
fool or a shyster. Australians are entitled to think that
they are all being taken for a giant ride — one that will
hurt them, their families, their businesses, their state
and their nation.

Buses: Latrobe Valley
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I welcome
the announcement that early next year Latrobe Valley
residents will benefit from a $2 million investment in
bus routes in the Latrobe Valley area. As members
would be aware, there has been significant residential
growth in the Latrobe Valley, particularly in and around
Traralgon. The Latrobe Valley is serviced by
significant community infrastructure, including Monash
University, Latrobe Regional Hospital and others. The
Department of Transport has been working closely with
Latrobe Valley Buslines, Latrobe City Council and
local members in the Legislative Assembly, Russell
Northe, the member for Morwell, and Gary Blackwood,
the member for Narracan, to examine ways to improve
connectivity and service frequency to connect these
communities and their community assets.
I am pleased that early next year, following significant
work and cooperation between these stakeholders,
improvements in route services and frequency will be
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achieved, and this will be a great boost to public
transport in the Latrobe Valley. I particularly
congratulate the Department of Transport staff based in
Gippsland on their work, and I look forward to the
improved services starting early next year.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Notices
The PRESIDENT — Order! Does Ms Hartland
wish to give a notice of intention to make a statement
on the next sitting Wednesday, which will be next year?
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
cannot do it this afternoon?
The PRESIDENT — No, it will be next year.
Ms HARTLAND — It is on the Auditor-General’s
report on management of contaminated sites — I had
tried to put this on yesterday. The Age is allowed to do
it, but obviously I am not.

OFFICE OF POLICE INTEGRITY: REPORT
Debate resumed from 9 November; motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan):
That this house notes the damning Office of Police Integrity
(OPI) report tabled in the house on Thursday, 27 October
2011, on the actions of the Premier, Deputy Premier, other
senior coalition ministers, the former Parliamentary Secretary
for Police and Emergency Services and key advisers in their
offices, including:
(1) the discrepancy between the evidence given to the OPI
by the Deputy Premier and the member for Benambra;
and
(2) the claim by the Deputy Premier that he was
‘dumbfounded’ to learn that his adviser, Mr Weston,
was behind a campaign against the Chief Commissioner
of Police when that fact should have been immediately
apparent to any minister properly carrying out his or her
responsibilities.

Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — Thank you,
President, and given that you and I are meant to be at a
meeting right now, I intend to complete my
contribution relatively quickly.
In the last sitting week in which we were discussing this
matter I made the point that this Office of Police
Integrity (OPI) report, Crossing the Line, exposes the
capacity of the Baillieu government to stretch
credibility. The position that the government has put
forward in this report expects the reader and those of us
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interested in these matters to believe that a whole series
of discussions were taking place between Mr Tilley, the
member for Benambra in the other place. Mr Tristan
Weston, Sir Ken Jones, the Police Association Victoria
and various people involved in the management of the
police force in Victoria; that there was a desire to see
from those people the demise of the then Chief
Commissioner of Police, Mr Overland; and that these
discussions took place without the knowledge of the
Deputy Premier, who is also the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Mr Peter Ryan. This simply
stretches any semblance of credibility.
When you read this report you are left with the
conclusion that apparently Tristan Weston, like Lee
Harvey Oswald, was the lone gunman acting alone, that
there was no-one on the grassy knoll and that Mr Ryan
had no knowledge whatsoever of these plots and no
knowledge whatsoever that his parliamentary secretary,
Mr Tilley, and his senior police adviser, Mr Weston,
were conducting discussions with Sir Ken Jones
without his knowledge. This is absolute nonsense and
cannot be believed.
Having been involved in government for 11 years in
this place — 7 years of which was as a parliamentary
secretary and 4 years of which was as manager of
government business — I have to say that it is beyond
comprehension that any parliamentary secretary would
have a meeting with a senior public servant at the level
of the deputy chief commissioner of police without the
knowledge of the minister. It is incomprehensible that
any minister’s senior adviser would have such a
meeting. It just would not happen. If it did happen, then
Mr Ryan should resign for incompetence for not
properly managing his office.
I imagine that there would be six staff at the most in the
Deputy Premier’s office. There would be relevant
advisers for the various portfolios; there might be one
or two secretaries, four or five advisers and a chief of
staff; and there would be a media liaison person, who
would probably work through the Premier’s office
rather than directly reporting to the minister. What we
are being asked to believe is that this office was
operating in a way that meant it never reported to the
minister and that the minister was unable to know what
was going on in his own office. We are being asked to
believe that the minister only met with Mr Weston
occasionally when he passed him in the corridor and
that Mr Ryan and Mr Weston never sat down and had
discussions about the police and emergency services
portfolio.
We have learnt from this report that in a set period there
were about 20 to 30 media reports about the future of
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Mr Overland during the critical period of these events.
All of these are reported in the chronological list of
events in the report. We are led to believe that
throughout this crisis — when there were reports about
secret meetings and about Mr Overland’s meeting with
the OPI, and when there were a whole range of
questions about the government’s confidence in
Mr Overland that seemed to have come from
government sources and were quoted as having come
from government sources — Mr Ryan never asked his
chief of staff or his police adviser where these things
were coming from. That is what we are being asked to
believe — that Mr Ryan did not investigate what was
taking place in relation to supposed government sources
sourcing various newspaper articles.
In my judgement Mr Weston and Mr Tilley have been
the patsies that Lee Harvey Oswald claimed to be. They
have had to take the fall — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! Mr Davis is not in his place!
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis is the greatest conspiracy
theorist I have ever seen in this place, so he is going to
get a bit back. We do not need to have a conspiracy
theory. We do not need Mr Davis to write the script for
the movie JFK, as he has done on numerous occasions,
because it is right here in an Office of Police Integrity
report — there is the script. The evidence before the
Parliament and the people of Victoria is in this piece of
writing that is based on fact.
It is very interesting that in the chronology of events in
this report there is a list of all of the meetings that took
place and all of the newspaper articles that were
printed, but there is one meeting that is not listed in the
chronology of events, because that meeting became
public months after the interviews were conducted for
this report. That meeting was between the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, Mr Ryan, and
Mr Tilley, his parliamentary secretary, that we now
learn lasted for about 40 minutes, including the time it
took Mr Ryan to go to a coffee shop with Mr Tilley and
then return to his office. We learn that no notes were
taken at this meeting and at no point at that meeting did
Mr Ryan or Mr Tilley discuss the future of
Mr Overland or matters associated with Sir Ken Jones,
despite the fact that that meeting occurred the very next
day after Mr Tilley and Mr Weston met with Sir Ken
Jones at his home.
We are being asked to believe that Mr Tilley and
Mr Weston went along on their own initiative to meet
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Sir Ken Jones and then Mr Tilley, the parliamentary
secretary, had a meeting with the minister the very next
day for 40 minutes at which the meeting of the night
before was never mentioned. At that meeting of the
night before Mr Tilley and Mr Weston were seeking for
Sir Ken Jones to withdraw his resignation. That very
important meeting between two of Mr Ryan’s most
trusted advisers — his parliamentary secretary and his
police adviser — with the deputy chief commissioner
of police, the second most senior public servant in the
department, was not discussed with Mr Ryan the next
day. What nonsense! What utter nonsense that
Mr Tilley would not discuss that with Mr Ryan.
I suspect the truth is that Mr Weston and Mr Tilley
were on a mission from the police minister to have
Sir Ken Jones withdraw his resignation because it was
part of a program. It was part of an agenda to
undermine and get rid of the Chief Commissioner of
Police in Victoria. Why is this so serious? This is
incredibly serious because we are not just talking about
political manoeuvrings and who is doing what to whom
in the political environment; we are talking about the
activities of the office of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in undermining and removing the
Chief Commissioner of Police in Victoria.
I will take this opportunity to put on the record that I
believe Simon Overland did a great job for Victoria.
People forget the level of violence that was occurring in
Victoria in the gangland wars that Simon Overland took
investigatory control of and effectively ended. He went
on from that to serve Victoria with great distinction as
Chief Commissioner of Police. I have met Mr Overland
only on a couple of occasions, one of which was a
social occasion and one of which was a briefing before
he was chief commissioner. I do not know him
personally and have had nothing much to do with him
in a business sense, but my observation is that he is a
man of integrity and a man who did a lot for the people
of Victoria. I pay my respects to him for his service.
The end of Simon Overland’s career, exposed by
Crossing the Line, is a shameful mark on the Baillieu
government and a shameful mark on Peter Ryan,
because I do not believe that appropriate respect was
paid either to the individual or to the office of chief
commissioner. In my view it is impossible to believe
that Mr Ryan could have been so ignorant of what was
occurring in his office, but if he were, he should resign
as Minister for Police and Emergency Services in any
case because it demonstrates extraordinary
incompetence that things such as this could be going on
in his office, under his nose, without any knowledge,
consideration or oversight of the relevant minister.
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I think Mr Weston and Mr Tilley were acting on
instructions and that out of this whole process they are
probably the two people who had integrity. They have
at least been honest in what they have said to the OPI in
the inquiry, making it clear that they did what they did
in the belief that it was the wish of the government of
the day. However, they have paid a price; they have
paid a very high personal price.
We are now told by Mr Ryan that he was gobsmacked,
or stunned, on learning of Mr Weston’s activities, and
both Mr Ryan and the Premier, Mr Baillieu, have
disowned Mr Weston in a pretty brutal manner. This is
a man who Mr Baillieu and Mr Ryan believed had great
integrity just 12 months ago when they supported him
as a Liberal Party candidate in the last election. This is a
man they believed could fill the position of a senior
adviser in the minister’s office — a process that we
understand has been very heavily vetted by the
Premier’s office. The Premier’s office has made sure
that only appropriate people are to be appointed to
ministers’ offices as advisers and chiefs of staff. To
now disown in such a brutal manner the person they
supported as a political candidate and then supported
through a heavy vetting process to be an adviser is
really quite breathtaking — but such is politics, I guess.
We have seen this sort of thing before.
What I would say is that I believe the most probable
explanation for all of this is the one that makes the most
sense, and when you look at the world of common
sense that explanation is usually the one you should opt
for. In my view the common-sense understanding of
this is that Mr Weston and Mr Tilley acted with at least
the knowledge and most likely the instruction of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Mr Ryan,
and that the rest of this smacks of a cover-up. Mr Ryan
and Mr Baillieu demanded the resignations of
Mr Weston and Mr Tilley to protect Mr Ryan’s
political hide, and that is pretty shameful.
When I made the analogy that Mr Weston is the Lee
Harvey Oswald of this matter, Mr Pakula called out and
wanted to know who played the role of Jack Ruby. It
was probably Tony Nutt and Paul Price, because they
brought in Mr Tilley and shot him; they were the Jack
Ruby of this investigation for Mr Tilley. Someone has
since asked me, ‘Who was on the grassy knoll?’. I have
absolutely no doubt that the person on the grassy knoll
was Peter Ryan, that Mr Ryan was the one determined
to take out Mr Overland, that Mr Weston and Mr Tilley
acted as the Lee Harvey Oswald in this and that
Mr Weston’s magic bullet hit Simon Overland, diverted
and hit Sir Ken Jones, diverted another time and
whacked Bill Tilley in the tummy and then finally
landed in Tristan Weston’s temple. It was one magic
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bullet. It was greater than the magic bullet of Lee
Harvey Oswald, which managed to shoot two people;
this one shot three people and then came back and shot
Mr Weston. It did a full 360 degrees.
This scandal will blight the Baillieu government until
there is full honesty and until the full truth and an
acknowledgement of what was done become clear.
Until that happens this will be a dark cloud over the
government and the Deputy Premier.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to speak on the motion moved by Mr Pakula,
but it is an excessively florid motion that does not pay
due respect to the seriousness of the matters involved.
The report by the Office of Police Integrity (OPI)
entitled Crossing the Line — Report of an Investigation
into the Conduct of a Member of Victoria Police
Undertaking Secondary Employment as a Ministerial
Adviser and his Relationship with a Deputy
Commissioner of Victoria Police is clearly a serious
report, and the government takes these matters
seriously. The government has taken its policy and
conduct of public administration as matters of great
seriousness. It is a matter of regret that these matters
came before the community in the way in which they
did and through the OPI’s report. I will say more about
this in a moment, but the OPI made a number of
recommendations. I will discuss those welcome
recommendations, which the government has accepted.
Carefully and in some detail I will go through them and
through some of the lessons that can be learnt from
these matters.
The report makes judgements about the conduct of a
number of people, and the government has paid heed to
that set of judgements. It is clear that Mr Tilley, the
member for Benambra in the Assembly, has resigned
his position as Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services. It is also clear that the report
indicates some clearance for people who are named in
the report, such as Mr Hindmarsh, the Deputy Premier
and Mr Kapel. They are important points.
Tristan Weston, whose conduct was the essential
subject of the report, indicated that his actions were not
taken on behalf of the government, and his conduct is
described in the report as not reflecting the views or
policy of the government. It is clear that the
government did not authorise or condone Mr Weston’s
conduct. The OPI investigation confirmed that neither
the minister nor his chief of staff was aware of the
conduct of Mr Weston. The OPI has made a number of
key points about that, and it is important to put them on
the record. Obviously there may be a prosecution
resulting from that, which would require the exercise of
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caution and judgement in how we respond to some of
these matters. I understand that Mr Weston was on
leave and that there were a number of medical issues,
and the government acted on medical advice with
respect to Mr Weston.
Mr Tilley, as people in this Parliament would know, is
a person of integrity. He entered the Parliament with a
strong background as a police officer, and he has
significant experience in the police area. I know him to
be a person of integrity, and I have significant respect
for him.
It is important to note that there were no adverse
findings about the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, his chief of staff or other advisers in that
office. There were also no adverse findings about the
Minister for Corrections or his staff. I direct members’
attention to the statements made by Peter Ryan, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and his
chief of staff in response to inquiries by the OPI, and
many of them are recorded. The OPI found no evidence
to cast doubt on the statements of either the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services or his chief of staff. I
indicate my complete faith in Peter Ryan. I believe he is
a strong and excellent minister and a person of great
integrity. He took these matters seriously and was
prepared to cooperate in any way he should and to
assist in every way. It is clear that he was as concerned
as he could be about the conduct of his adviser.
It is important to note that Mr Kapel, the Premier’s
chief of staff, was also seen not to have acted
inappropriately in any way. No evidence was found that
Mr Kapel had acted with any impropriety. Mr Kapel is
a great contributor to this state. He is a committed
person who has worked for and served the Premier
well. He is also a person of the highest integrity.
Prior to this report the government had taken action,
which I accept may not have been completely
successful, to ensure that ministerial staff were put
through a training program that involved the public
sector integrity commissioner, the Secretary of the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, representatives of
the Ombudsman’s office and the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office, and senior personnel from
the Australia and New Zealand School of Government.
As I understand it, that program was a first. Importantly
it sought to outline the roles, responsibilities and
integrity requirements of ministerial staff. It was a
sincere attempt by the government to strengthen the
understanding of ministerial staff of their
responsibilities. The program should be continued; it is
an important step in explaining to staff their significant
responsibilities.
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The government has instigated a number of reviews in
this area. The OPI review has made an important
contribution, but I understand that there is also work
being done by the Ombudsman and by Jack Rush, who
will look at senior police arrangements and how they
might best be structured. The OPI report identifies the
actions of a small group of people, and those matters
have been dealt with as quickly as possible. It is
important to note that the government has treated these
matters with great seriousness. The processes involved
have in some respects been difficult for the
government, and there is no getting around that.
Notwithstanding that, the government has done the
right thing in advancing with the interests of the state
and the community at heart.
The clear steps that were taken to ensure that the best
outcomes flow from this report are worth putting on the
record. It is specifically important to look at the
recommendations on page 14 of the OPI report, which
should be put on the record. The report was written in
the pursuit of OPI’s statutory obligations, and the
director laid out these points on page 14:
The production of recommendations is a supplementary, yet
important, objective.
I recommend that if a serving Victoria Police member is
hereafter to be appointed to a role of the kind discussed in this
report:
it should be strictly on a liaison basis;
the police member should not be engaged as, or
regarded as, a ministerial officer;
the police member’s duties and functions should be
apolitical;
the police member should report to a superior within
Victoria Police, not to a minister’s chief of staff;
it should be clearly understood that the member’s first
duty is to Victoria Police, not to a minister or to the
government;
the police member should be located in police premises
and his or her attendance at the office of the minister
should be on an ‘as needs’ basis.
I further recommend that Victoria Police policy and protocols
be strengthened to ensure that personnel at executive level
have a clear understanding of their respective and proper roles
in communication with government generally and ministerial
staff in particular.

I think they are helpful recommendations. The
government accepts those recommendations, and
they will be implemented. It is a fact that over a
number — —
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Mr Barber — A code of conduct for ministerial
advisers?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Stay tuned.
It is a fact that under a number of governments police
officers have been ministerial advisers and have been
seconded, as it were, to the minister’s office to do
ministerial work. Obviously such police have a base of
knowledge and experience which might be helpful in
that role, but this report shows that there is a better way
to do it. That better way was laid out by the OPI, and
the government has accepted it in full and will
implement those recommendations. Minister Ryan and
the Premier have made that very clear. We welcome
those recommendations and the clarifications they
contain about the relationship between a serving
Victoria Police officer and the assistance they would
provide in a ministerial office. Looking to the future,
this is the right set of steps to take.
I look forward to the contributions of other members,
but I want to put on the record that the contribution
made by Mr Viney was overblown and sought to
trivialise and misunderstand the significance of these
matters. Given the weighty matters that are involved,
the seriousness of the report and its consequences and
the government’s acceptance of the report, a series of
comments about conspiracy theories and grassy knolls
does very little to advance a sensible debate.
We have accepted all of the recommendations. We
have done that in good faith. Lessons have been learnt.
This will be a significant step for the future. I am
respectful of what the OPI has said, and the government
has listened.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to be able to speak in support of this motion. It
is a very important motion. It is a matter that the state
Labor opposition treats very seriously because it relates
to a significant report by the Office of Police Integrity
(OPI) entitled Crossing the Line, which has exposed a
great deal of political interference by the Baillieu
government in the operations of Victoria Police. This
report is a damning indictment of the way the Baillieu
government has operated in its first 12 months of office.
The report chronicles in huge detail a systematic and
orchestrated attempt — orchestrated from within the
Deputy Premier’s office — to bring down the then
Chief Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland. I
concur with the comments made by Mr Viney that the
then police commissioner, Mr Overland, is a person of
integrity who conducted himself in an exemplary way
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in his role of tackling crime in this state. He left an
important legacy to Victoria on those issues.
The findings of the report are very serious. The report
finds that the then Parliamentary Secretary for Police
and Emergency Services, Bill Tilley, who is the
member for Benambra in the Assembly, and a senior
ministerial adviser in Mr Ryan’s office, Tristan Weston,
were involved in an orchestrated attempt to bring down
the police commissioner. A lot of unanswered questions
arise from this report.
Mr David Davis sought to come in here and whitewash
history. He made a number of claims that are not
corroborated by the OPI report. Mr Davis asserted that
the Deputy Premier and the Minister for Corrections,
Mr McIntosh, had their names cleared by this report,
and he made similar assertions in relation to the other
staff members in those ministers’ offices and the
Premier’s chief of staff. The report does not in fact do
that. Page 9 of the report of the OPI makes that very
clear where it says:
I emphasise that my investigation has not focused on the
conduct of Minister Ryan or Mr Hindmarsh, neither of whom
I have any jurisdiction to investigate.

The OPI’s jurisdiction is limited to serving members of
the police. It was because Mr Weston was a seconded
member of Victoria Police that the OPI had jurisdiction
to investigate these matters.
There are a lot of unanswered questions arising from
this report as to the role of Mr Ryan as well as the roles
of other individuals, including the Premier’s chief of
staff. These unanswered questions have been identified
by the media: for example, in an article in the Sunday
Herald Sun of 18 September, which says:
Michael Kapel is the most powerful unelected person in
Spring Street.

The article goes on to talk about the then secret meeting
between the former deputy commissioner of police, Sir
Ken Jones, and the Premier’s chief of staff that
occurred at Sir Ken’s home. That meeting is in fact
referred to in the OPI’s report. The Sunday Herald Sun
article goes on to quote the Premier, speaking in
Parliament on 14 June in response to questions by the
opposition, as having asserted:
Again I say my chief of staff has assured me that he listened
to the deputy commissioner and he has assured me that no
matters were raised which he believed warranted further
attention.

The Premier’s statement seems to be contradictory to
Sir Ken Jones’s own version of events, as he detailed
them in an email that is reprinted in the OPI report.
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Clearly there is some contradiction between Sir Ken
Jones believing that the issues he raised with the
Premier’s chief of staff were to be passed on to the
Premier — that was certainly the impression he was left
with — and the Premier asserting in the Parliament that
nothing came of the meeting. The conclusion of all this
in the article of the Sunday Herald Sun is:
The public deserves to know exactly what happened in the
meeting. The Premier’s man must come forward and release a
full account of what was discussed and why he decided to
meet Sir Ken at a time when civil war was ripping apart
police command.
Victorians deserve to be told the full truth behind this
shambolic affair.

I agree with that. There are so many unanswered
questions arising from this report. Mr Tilley and
Mr Weston were clearly involved in bringing down the
Chief Commissioner of Police, but I believe, as
Mr Viney asserted, that this goes all the way to the top
and it is just the tip of the iceberg. Clearly the Premier’s
chief of staff was involved in meetings and discussions
around these issues. It just defies belief that the Premier
had no knowledge of these matters.
It defies belief also that things were going on in the
Deputy Premier’s own office that the Deputy Premier
had no knowledge of. Since the report has come out, we
have discovered that the Deputy Premier had a meeting
with his parliamentary secretary in a coffee shop where
they discussed a range of things. The OPI was not able
to pursue questioning of the Deputy Premier around
these issues to find out exactly what was discussed. It
defies belief that in the course of what I believe was a
40-minute meeting no discussion came up around the
issues to do with the Chief Commissioner of Police,
when virtually daily we had articles in the media
around speculation building up that the government
wanted to replace the Chief Commissioner of Police. It
defies belief that the Deputy Premier and Mr Tilley
would not have broached this subject that was being
commented on daily around the chief commissioner
and ultimately the issue of his replacement. Despite
what Mr Davis asserted, the OPI report does not clear
the Deputy Premier’s name, it does not clear
Mr Kapel’s name and it does not clear a lot of very
senior people in the Baillieu government from
allegations of interference in the demise of the Chief
Commissioner of Police.
We need to have these issues pursued. The state
opposition has tried to have a committee established to
investigate these matters further. What have we seen
from members of the Baillieu government? We have
seen them protect their own. They have allowed
Mr Tilley and Mr Weston to be the fall guys in this
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whole shambolic episode, but they have not allowed the
Parliament to pursue these questions further.
We have had Mr Davis make assertions that
government members have learnt lessons from this
whole episode. I believe that the only lesson they have
learnt from this is one of public relations, of how to try
to spin their way out of this mess, how to try to better
cover their tracks in the future and how to ensure that
the OPI is not able to pursue these matters further.
Most recently we have had the situation of both the
director of the OPI, Michael Strong, and his deputy,
Paul Jevtovic, announcing their resignations, effective
in the new year. I refer to an article in the Age of
1 December which reports on the proposed Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC) and
states:
It is understood that Mr Strong was upset after learning of the
government’s intention to deny him a role with the
commission by reading about it in the media.

Have government members learnt anything from this
whole shambolic episode? It appears that they have not,
because they have sought to hound Mr Strong out of
office by making comments to the media that he was
not going to be offered a role at the IBAC. In the same
way as they sought to bring down Chief Commissioner
Overland through systematic stories and leaks to the
media, now we see that Mr Strong, the head of the OPI,
has also decided to leave his post, again as a result of
leaks to the media. Have government members learnt
anything from this whole episode? I believe they have
not.
The situation we now have in the anticorruption
framework in Victoria is one where the most senior
individuals in Victoria at the head of the anticorruption
framework will soon leave their posts. We have had the
former Director of Public Prosecutions, Mr Jeremy
Rapke, resign from his post. We have had Mr Overland
resign from his post. Now we have had the senior
leadership of the OPI resign from their posts.
We have had concerns raised by the chairman of the
Criminal Bar Association, Dr Greg Lyon, SC, that there
is now a vacuum in the fight against corruption after the
resignations of the two most senior staff of the OPI. We
have also had concerns expressed by the president of
the Law Institute of Victoria, Caroline Counsel, about
the resignations at the OPI. She has commented that
these leave a big gap and that there is a vacuum at the
head of the fight against corruption in Victoria. We
have had concerns expressed also by a very prominent
criminal barrister, Rob Stary. I quote from an article in

OFFICE OF POLICE INTEGRITY: REPORT
Wednesday, 7 December 2011

COUNCIL

the Australian of today, 7 December, where he is
reported as having said:
… there was an ‘appalling’ perception surrounding the OPI
and the slow introduction of the IBAC.

It goes on to report that Mr Stary:
… warned that no-one could confidently go to the OPI to
make any kind of corruption complaint when it was both
leaderless and directionless.

What have we had? We have had the situation of
Baillieu government members having taken a hit
because of this damning report by the OPI. What have
they done in response? They have clearly not learnt
anything at all from this report. They have put out
stories to the media to encourage Mr Strong to leave his
post so that the OPI will have no further ability to
pursue the government on these kinds of integrity
issues. That will create a vacuum for longer than six
months before IBAC is up and running.
I remind the house that the day he was sworn in
Premier Baillieu said:
Accountability and transparency will be the principles that
underpin our government.

What a joke! What we have seen from members of this
government is that they have waited until the last sitting
week of the Parliament this year to seek to introduce
legislation to appoint an independent FOI
commissioner. That legislation will not be in place until
next year. We have had the situation where all FOI
requests have been centralised through the Premier’s
office. I have had my numerous FOI requests to have
access to the KPMG report on the Take a Break
program refused, and I have had to resort to going to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to have
that important report released. We have had delays in
the establishment of IBAC. We have had ministers
failing to answer thousands of questions on notice. We
have had situations in which the Parliament has taken
important bills into a committee stage and has been
forced to sit until 3.30 a.m. to get answers to questions
about, for example, how IBAC will operate in practice
because ministers have refused to provide detailed
answers to questions. We have had a failure to establish
the government advertising review panel that the
government had promised. We have seen friends and
relatives of members of the government appointed to
boards across Victoria. We have had parliamentary
committees of the upper house forced to consider only
government-initiated references. We have had scrutiny
committees of the Legislative Council not able to meet
even once in 12 months. The Standing Committee on
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee, of

5883

which I am a member, is yet to meet once to conduct
any business of scrutiny of government. We have also
had reduced time available for non-government parties
to raise matters in the Legislative Council. So much for
accountability and transparency in government!
This government is interested in running a secret state. I
believe the OPI report is just the tip of the iceberg.
There are clearly many issues arising from this report
that are yet to be answered: questions around the
Deputy Premier’s involvement in this whole sorry saga,
questions around the chief of staff of the Premier and
his involvement in this sorry saga and ultimately
questions around the Premier’s own involvement in this
sorry saga. This Parliament and the people of Victoria
expect answers to these questions, and the state
opposition will keep pursuing these issues until we get
those answers.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on this motion insofar as differences in some of
the evidence contained in the report Crossing the Line
are concerned. It is my belief that a lot of the activities
around the undermining of the previous police
commissioner probably had their genesis in — and the
government ministers when in opposition also had this
view — the idea that Mr Overland was bad, and they
probably had the opposite view that Sir Ken Jones was
good. This was carried through when the coalition
came into government, and some members of
Parliament are up-front about that — Mr Tilley, the
member for Benambra in the Assembly, being one.
Mr Finn, consistently when in opposition and now in
government, has also been up-front about that.
It cannot be denied that there was a group of
government members who had the view that
Mr Overland was bad and Sir Ken — being a knight of
the realm — was good, which also the case when those
government members were in opposition, but, as I have
said before in this Parliament, I believe that both of
them would have been terrific policemen. One does not
get to the high position they were in without being a
terrific policeman, and I am sure they both made it their
mission to lock away criminals and do the best they
could. They both had the runs on the board.
Taking that into account, when I read this report and
considered the actions after the report was delivered, I
struggled to understand why Mr Tilley was removed
from his position as Parliamentary Secretary for Police
and Emergency Services as a result of this particular
report. In the report he admitted to some activities.
Those activities, he would have felt, were not out of
line with his government’s position, and he carried
those particular activities through. Probably his biggest
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sin was that he had allegedly not discussed a meeting
with Sir Ken Jones one evening when he was
accompanied by the police minister’s adviser, and
allegedly that had not been notified to his minister. If
that is the biggest mistake that has been identified
regarding Mr Tilley, I am still a bit confused — —
Mr Drum — It is not unusual for you to be
confused.
Mr LEANE — Mr Drum, I am a bit confused about
why Mr Tilley was removed from his position as
parliamentary secretary. I do not really understand it. I
was on a parliamentary committee, the Road Safety
Committee, for a couple of years with Mr Tilley
towards the end of the last term of Parliament and I am
sure we had very different points of view on a number
of issues. The one thing I gleaned out of the couple of
years I worked alongside Mr Tilley, at least in the
parliamentary committee situation, was that he is a very
up-front person and if he had something to say, he
would say it. If the biggest mistake he made was being
up-front, I feel sorry for Mr Tilley.
In olden terms, Mr Tilley was the human sacrifice.
When this report came out I think the leadership group
got together and said, ‘This does not sound good.
Mr Weston’s activities are not going to play out well
and people will be pointing towards the government.
They are not going to let us off the hook; therefore,
what will we do? We have to be shown to be taking
action’. It was decided there needed to be a human
sacrifice, and it was not going to be the minister or the
Premier. It was not going to be anyone who was
involved in leadership or had ultimate responsibility for
the activities of the government. It was not going to be
just anyone who ended up as the human sacrifice. It
ended up being Mr Tilley, the member for Benambra in
the Assembly, who was then the Parliamentary
Secretary for Police and Emergency Services. I have
said this a couple of times before, but I still do not
understand the big mistake Mr Tilley made which
resulted in him being demoted from his parliamentary
secretarial position.
If you can believe media reports of leaks from
government MPs who were not happy about how
Mr Tilley was dealt with and removed as a
parliamentary secretary, one report was that the
Government Whip, Mr Hodgett, the member for
Kilsyth in the Assembly, called together the
government Assembly members and said, ‘Everyone
get behind Bill, because he is taking a hit for the team’.
To me, ‘a hit for the team’ means you have not
necessarily done anything outrageously wrong but you
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have to stand in front of a barrage of criticism and take
a hit for everyone else.
Another leaked report was that before Mr Tilly was
removed from his parliamentary secretary position he
was called in by government administration
heavyweights, bullied and told to resign. He had to be
the human sacrifice. I understand Mr Tilley was not
happy about that because as far as he was concerned he
was up-front; he never denied the agenda that was
going on. He was up-front about how he thought the
then Chief Commissioner of Police was tracking. As far
as Mr Tilley was concerned, he was up-front about who
he believed would be a terrific replacement.
Since the tabling of the Office of Police Integrity report,
a number of high-ranking government ministers — the
Premier, the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and other high-ranking people from the
executive — have made some damning comments
about Mr Weston in his advisory role. We should
remember that during the election campaign
Mr Weston was an endorsed Liberal candidate for the
Assembly seat of Macedon.
At the time a lot of good things were said about
Mr Weston, but if you believe the statements made
since the report was tabled, Mr Weston is now
apparently the most untrustworthy, disloyal person in
the world. The support he received as a candidate was
obviously on the basis that he was a terrific bloke and
should be the next member for Macedon. Apparently he
is now the worst person in the world. Are government
members now championing Joanne Duncan, who is the
member for Macedon in the Assembly? Before the
election they were obviously saying she should not be
there and should be replaced by Mr Weston.
I want to take up a point from Mr Davis’s contribution
today. He said that based on medical advice received by
the government Mr Weston was sent on leave for an
extended period, and history shows that he was. This is
the first time I have heard this. If Mr Weston did have a
serious medical condition and, as Mr Davis said, the
government was doing the right thing on the basis of
medical advice received by the government, I am at a
bit of a loss to understand this. It was said that
Mr Weston had some medical condition that needed
treatment and that he got assistance over a period of
time, but then when the report came out there was no
more need for medical treatment because he was
sacked.
I will reiterate the point: a couple of casualties came out
of the report, one of them being Mr Tilley. When you
look at Mr Tilley’s activities you see that he had to be
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stood down as parliamentary secretary because he is an
up-front person. I cannot see what it was that he did that
was so terrible that he had to be demoted from the
position. As the Government Whip is reported to have
said, he was to take one for the team. It was also
reported that he was bullied by the hierarchy of the
party into taking this position. I do not know if
Mr Tilley has been sent to Coventry for a couple of
years and if he will come back and be given another
opportunity. The bottom line is that I honestly believe if
there is one thing you can identify out of this report, it
is that the wrong person came out as a casualty.
Maybe more casualties are to come. Mr Weston might
get sick of his previous employers coming out and
ripping him to pieces every time they are asked by the
media or in the Parliament about this report. They all
say, ‘It was all up to Mr Weston. He is a terrible,
horrible person’. Mr Weston might decide he is happy
to be a team player and just keep copping it; or if it gets
to a point where charges are laid, Mr Weston might
think, ‘I am going to have to do porridge; I ain’t doing
it for the executive I used to work for’.
His responses are reported at the back of the report. He
is reported to have said that they used to tell him, ‘You
are doing a great job, Tristan. You are doing a terrific
job, buddy’. He reckons that the first time he heard that
the executive he was working for thought he was doing
a terrible job was when he read this report. When he
saw the draft report and the response he said, ‘The chief
of staff used to tell me I did a terrific job, and then all of
a sudden the same chief of staff is saying all these
things about how outrageous I am and what a rogue I
am and that I am the worst adviser in the world and
isn’t it terrible’. Therefore I think there are more
chapters to come, and I honestly think the casualties
from this situation could have been the wrong ones.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

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

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr (Teller)

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
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Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Pair
Jennings, Mr

Coote, Mrs

Motion negatived.

ACCIDENT COMPENSATION
AMENDMENT (FAIR PROTECTION FOR
FIREFIGHTERS) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 in relation to compensation
for disease due to employment suffered by
firefighters and for other purposes.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Trams: conductors
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the petition presented by me on
6 December.

For the first time since 1998 there are tram conductors
back on Melbourne’s trams. They are there on a
voluntary basis, and they are there because the Greens
have started a campaign to reintroduce tram
conductors — a cause which has been kept alive by
many dedicated former tram conductors for many
years — and the case for this measure is as strong as it
has ever been. Those volunteers have collected an
initial round of signatures which comprise this petition,
and they have had an enormously positive response
when they have been out there doing so.
Both Labor and Liberal played their part in abolishing
tram conductors, and it is one of those issues where the
public is still vastly in support but the Labor and
Liberal parties, through possibly their historical guilt
associated with this issue, are unable to simply sit
down, look at the cold hard facts and realise that tram
conductors make sense. I have commissioned a report
by the very experienced Professor Bill Russell, who has
put forward his independent view that there is a case for
the partial reintroduction of tram conductors on a trial
basis in order to develop the necessary data and work
practices that would then feed into a business case for
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the reintroduction of tram conductors on every tram
from first to last.
I intend to briefly summarise that case. The key
arguments are as follows: tram conductors on every
tram would reduce fare evasion from high levels — up
to 15 per cent now — to as little as 1 per cent, resulting
in substantial revenue improvement. It would also
increase the validation rate for those who actually hold
tickets as to how often they would validate them.
Conductors would explain to passengers how to use the
tram system, and tourists and strangers could be
provided with assistance. Conductors would explain to
passengers how to use the ticket system. Conductors
could lend assistance to aged, infirm or disabled
passengers. The safety of passengers on trams and
when alighting from or entering trams would be
enhanced. Unruly and antisocial behaviour, including
vandalism, would be reduced.
A user-friendly culture, which is perhaps intangible but
very real to daily users of trams like myself, has been
replaced with a somewhat hostile punitive
enforcement-type culture associated with public
transport. Conductors could easily be reintroduced on a
selective basis dealing with patronage and
circumstances in order to find the times of day and
particular places and situations where they are most
useful.
The main arguments against this are really cost
arguments. If such a scheme was to be poorly managed
or badly targeted, there could be costs that would not be
adequately offset by revenue benefits. The arguments
relating to cost also seem to relate to the automated
ticketing system, about which we are a little bit in the
dark at the moment, although the government has told
us it intends to rip the ticket vending machines off
trams, meaning that for the first time in 110 years you
will not be able to buy a tram ticket on a tram. There
could be some risks around conductors and their work
situation — whether they might become the targets of
assaults or that their takings could be stolen. Obviously
there are occupational health and safety matters and a
need to put in place arrangements for supervision,
training and cash handling which currently are not in
place.
I will briefly talk about each of those issues. The
revenue from ticket sales last year was around
$638 million, and Metlink and the government have
estimated that the loss from fare evasion across all
modes of transport was $64 million. By one estimate
the loss on trams alone was $40 million — a
considerable proportion of the total losses due to fare
evasion or perhaps just fare confusion or the inability or
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inconvenience of buying a ticket, which is due to get
worse, but clearly the bulk of that estimate relates to
trams.
We also have extremely low validation rates on trams,
which is another marker, although it is measured in a
different way to fare evasion per se. Buses, by contrast,
where there is a driver who is able to observe most
passengers getting on and off, have around a 90 per
cent validation rate. Of course anyone who uses trams
knows that there are real difficulties in explaining the
tram system and the ticket system. This is particularly
so for occasional users of the tram system — that is,
people from the outer suburbs and people from country
areas. If you take trams along Elizabeth Street, as I do,
you will find yourself constantly explaining to tourists
and country visitors not only how to get a ticket and
which one they need but how to get the tram they need.
Often I find that it is people who come to Melbourne
perhaps once or twice a year, often associated with a
hospital visit. They get off at Spencer Street and then
need to make their way right up to the top of Elizabeth
Street to the hospital precinct, so it is occasional
visitors, those from country areas and from the outer
suburbs, who will benefit most in this respect from the
reintroduction of tram conductors. There is also the
safety and assistance associated with boarding the tram,
particularly related to the aged and disabled, pram users
and so forth.
Recent statistics from the transport safety regulator
show that trips and falls in and around trams are not
declining despite there being an overall improvement in
accidents on public transport and despite public
transport itself being a relatively safe mode compared
to the motor vehicle, but we would expect to see
continuous improvement in all areas of road and
transport safety. That is not happening in relation to
trips and falls associated with trams. There is a
considerable cost associated with those hospitalisations,
and that has been studied by other independent groups.
I find myself on my daily tram trip, which goes past the
various hospitals, almost playing the role that tram
conductors used to previously play, which is not only to
assist people on and off the tram but also to signal the
driver that an aged or infirm passenger has taken their
seat and that it is safe for the driver to take off. On one
recent trip I saw two people almost fall into their seats,
and that was because they were quite infirm and were
actually visiting the hospitals along my favoured tram
route.
While there has been a lot of debate about crime on
public transport and we have now taken what some
people believe to be the fairly extreme measure of
putting armed police guards on every station, in reality
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many of the problems associated with public transport
are not assaults and violence per se, which I still find to
be fairly infrequent having used public transport for
more than a quarter of a century. The annoying part, the
daily hassle, is in fact the lower level antisocial and
unruly behaviour and constant vandalism. That is the
thing that drives people away from public transport
because that is what they experience most.
It does not require an semiautomatic pistol to sort out
these sorts of problems. What is required is a tram
conductor with a degree of authority and the renowned
emotional intelligence that tram conductors used to
have whereby they would sort people out in various
ways. If people are not going to respect the authority of
the tram conductor, then there is a responsible person
there who will call the transit police and deal with those
matters. That is the way it worked for over a century; it
can work that way again.
There are around 500 trams currently operating. With
two shifts a day we envisage around 1000 tram
conductors would be required if we were to roll this out
across all trams from first to last. Depending on
whether we transfer some people from existing
categories of employment to become tram conductors
or whether 1000 new staff are employed, the cost might
be somewhere around $40 million to $50 million a
year. We believe — and our report backs this up — that
that could almost be covered by the reduction in fare
evasion. Along with all those other matters I have
mentioned, in net benefit terms we would come out
ahead.
Professor Russell has suggested that an initial trial be
designed to test all these issues. He suggests that a
group of 100 conductors be employed for an initial
two-year trial. Some of those conductors may be able to
be transferred from the ranks of the customer service
staff who already work for Yarra Trams under a
relevant job classification. This team would need a
team leader and some staff assigned to staff training. A
trial period of two years would sort out all the
implementation issues and, I believe, start generating
data that is useful to this debate almost immediately.
Professor Russell estimates that the cost would be
around $5 million per year and would be offset by
increased revenue of at least $2.5 million per year. We
are really talking about $2.5 million to conduct a trial in
this manner. The trial could be based at one depot so
that the whole issue of training, supervision and cash
handling could be dealt with at one location.
It would also be important that an independent reviewer
be put in place, perhaps the Auditor-General or another
independent body separate from the Department of
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Transport, so that the way the trial was set up, its results
and the reporting back to the public was completely
open and not influenced by any particular agenda.
There is also the issue of the single-use ticket. We get
confusing signals from the government as to whether it
intends to continue with single-use tickets or scrap them
for the rather expensive myki card or account. That is
certainly going to cause enormous inconvenience to
tourists if they have to get off the train at Spencer Street
or the plane at the airport and then cannot ride on public
transport until they have obtained a myki card, which
they will not be able to do on a tram.
Likewise in Geelong I note that, despite the rollout of
myki and Metcard, the vast majority of people are still
using single-use tickets. If it is the government’s
intention to scrap single-use tickets, most of Geelong’s
bus riders are going to go cold turkey in a big way. If
you combine that with the scrapping of ticket vending
machines on trams, I think the government is in for a
real headache if it takes that mooted course of action.
The Labor and Liberal parties and a series of transport
ministers have dismissed this idea as a romantic notion.
In fact hard-headed economics and practicality are
driving my proposal. I am gratified that we have been
able to bring this petition before the house. I fully
intend to continue this campaign right up to the next
state election, and over time I hope we obtain the
support of one or the other of the political parties in this
place.
There is huge public support for this. Tram conductors
offer great dividends to all commuters but particularly
suburban, country, interstate, international and
occasional users of the tram system. We know there is
wide public support; it is just up to us to demonstrate
that to the Parliament through our petitions and
statements. I hope as a result of my raising this petition
for noting, members will read the report by Professor
Bill Russell that is to be found on the Greens website.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to join the debate on Mr Barber’s take-note
motion on the issue of tram conductors on the
Melbourne tram network. I thank Mr Barber for
handing me a copy of the report he commissioned by
Professor Bill Russell. I do not wish to reflect on the
impartiality of this report, but I note that when referring
to the report Mr Barber used terms such as, ‘We have
done this’ or, ‘We have done that’, so whilst I welcome
the report and will review it, its contents will need to be
subjected to a forensic and independent analysis.
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Mr Barber made some comments around the state of
the public transport network more generally. I take the
opportunity to remind Mr Barber and the house of the
achievements that have been made in the first year of
the new government: the establishment of the Public
Transport Development Authority, the ordering of new
rolling stock, improved punctuality on the rail network,
more services on the rail network and the
commencement of the level crossing removal
program — fixing some of the mess left behind by the
previous government. Members will have their own
thoughts, but when I think of the mess left behind by
the previous government I always reflect on the
Cardinia Road railway station in my electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region, because the previous
government commissioned a new railway station
without providing sufficient power for trains to stop and
take off again. Would that not have been fantastic? A
new station would have been completed without
sufficient power for trains to use the station. Fortunately
on coming to power the new government rectified the
problem and a new substation is being constructed at
the Cardinia Road station to ensure that trains will
actually be able to use the station when it is completed.
As I mentioned earlier today, the government is
investing $2 million in additional bus services in
Latrobe Valley, which will be welcome news to
members of the Latrobe Valley and users of the
services there. Work has begun on the Doncaster,
Rowville and Melbourne Airport rail studies, and of
course there is the rollout of protective services officers
across the rail network, which was mentioned by
Mr Barber and is well-known by the community.
Those of us who are old enough — which is probably
everyone in this place — to remember the role of
conductors will reflect on the role of conductors with
some nostalgia and, as Mr Barber said, as a romantic
notion. But time has moved on, and the main points put
by Mr Barber about the reintroduction of tram
conductors, on analysis, do not necessarily hold weight.
Mr Barber asserted that tram conductors would reduce
fare evasion from 15 per cent to 1 per cent, would
reintroduce a customer service focus and would be able
to provide advice to tram users about where to go. My
recollection of tram conductors is that people who
wished to fare evade were not stopped by tram
conductors. I have very clear memories from when I
was a child of seeing people get off one end of a tram
as a conductor approached and walk around to the other
entrance and sit down again to avoid paying the
appropriate fare.
Mr Finn — How many times did you do that?
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Mr O’DONOHUE — I observed others, Mr Finn. I
do not think that saying tram conductors would
somehow reduce fare evasion to 1 per cent is accurate,
particularly now that the loads on our trams are so
significant that it would be difficult for tram conductors
to move around in the way they used to on the network
before the growth in patronage took place and pressure
was put on the system. As Mr Barber said, the
government has decided not to sell myki tickets on
trams.
In effect, once the Metcard system is removed and
myki is the sole point of purchase of tickets, people will
not be able to buy myki tickets on trams and the
conductors would not be performing the traditional
function of selling tickets. Moreover, the government is
rolling out points of sale for myki across the network,
so more points of sale for myki tickets will be available
as we move forward. I do not think Mr Barber’s
contention regarding a reduction in fare evasion is
necessarily accurate. The provision of customer service
can be done in a number of ways.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Health: chiropractors
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Has the
minister received or sought any advice from his
department on how to respond to serious concerns
raised by leading health professionals — including
Dr Steve Hambleton, the national president of the
Australian Medical Association — that claims made by
chiropractors that they can cure 95 per cent of ailments
are nonsense and that the government should place
limits on the provision of training places and the scope
of practice for chiropractors?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
sought advice, but I indicate the standards for
professional bodies are a matter for the relevant
registration boards — the Australian Health Practitioner
Regulation Agency boards — which are the national
boards for the 10 registered health professional groups.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am not registered.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
note the minister’s answer, but will he ensure that his

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 7 December 2011

COUNCIL

department evaluates these concerns and provides him
with any recommendations that could be pursued
through those regulatory bodies about any regulatory
reform required to limit adverse outcomes and injury
for Victorian patients?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
I have answered the essence of the question. I have
indicated that I have sought advice from my department
and that these are matters obviously for the relevant
registration boards.
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way. The Victorian government has been arguing for a
more balanced, common-sense approach to industrial
relations. The Baillieu government has recognised the
importance of productivity improvement, and that is
why we were the only state to intervene in the
Australian National Retailers Association case to
deliver more flexibility to small business and to provide
better opportunities for after-school work for students.
In fact only last week the chief of the Australian
Industry Group, Heather Ridout, addressed these issues.
She said:

Industrial relations: federal policy
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I direct a
question without notice to the Minister for Employment
and Industrial Relations, Mr Dalla-Riva, and I ask: can
the minister update the house on developments
affecting the productivity and competitiveness of
workplaces in Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question, and I know Mr Davis has a
deep interest in productivity and competitiveness in this
state. Our commitment in government, as we have
always outlined, is to do all we can to ensure that
Victorian businesses are productive, competitive, more
global in outlook and more innovative. We know that
with the current global economic climate it is
imperative that our industries be positioned to be the
best not only in domestic markets but also globally. The
critical question we have is about productivity and
flexibility in our workplaces. We see that as critical to
that equation. We know that industrial unrest and
disruption is harmful to that cause.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — It is important to
note, taking into account the interjections, that we saw
in an Australian Bureau of Statistics report last week
that this country is now enduring the highest level of
industrial disputes since 2004. In fact in the September
quarter over 101 000 days were lost to industrial
disputes. If you look at the year to September, you see
that 50 per cent more days were lost to industrial action
than over the previous year. It is important for
Victorians to understand that these figures do not
include some of the industrial action we have seen
recently in this state, like the closure of hospital beds.
All this demonstrates that the commonwealth Fair
Work Act 2009 is failing to deliver on Labor’s claim
that it would reduce the level and frequency of
industrial unrest. The trends are all heading the other

The current industrial scene is deeply worrying. It is
particularly worrying because of its growing adverse impact
on the flexibility and performance of key industrial sectors at
a time when we need to be increasing our flexibility and
responsiveness.

She also shares my concern about the new federal bill
to abolish the Australian Building and Construction
Commission. This should be of great concern to
Victorians given the impact of rising construction costs
in Victoria and the incidence of unlawful behaviour on
construction sites.
As Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations I
have continually urged my federal counterpart,
Senator Chris Evans — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — They do not know
on the other side either, Mr Finn. I have urged
Senator Evans to put productivity at the top of the
workplace relations agenda and to consult fully with the
states and other key stakeholders. But I am left to ask:
are they bothering to listen? We have seen the
Australian Council of Trade Unions undertaking an
extension of its union power, imposing further limits on
the freedom of businesses to manage and reducing the
flexibility of productive workplace relations.
The Victorian government will continue to strenuously
represent the interests of the state, as we did in the
interventions of Fair Work Australia in the National
Retailers Association case, in the Qantas dispute and in
the nurses dispute. We also believe it is high time that
the Gillard federal government started listening to all
stakeholders in this critical debate, not just those who
happen to hold a union ticket.

Hospitals: performance data
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Earlier this
year the minister promised to release information about
the performance of Victorian hospitals at quarterly
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intervals. Why has the minister not released any
updates since he released data some six months ago
which only reported on the December 2010 quarter?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member should stay tuned as data is to be released very
soon.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for that alert; my anticipation will be
on a hair-trigger. Given that the commonwealth
government, which does not directly run hospitals in
Victoria but has an interest in them, has been able to
release the 2010–11 data through the ‘MyHospitals’
website, can the minister explain to the house why at
this moment he has not been able to release that data
even though he is foreshadowing that its release may be
imminent?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
indicated, Mr Jennings will not have to wait long, and
furthermore, it will be more comprehensive than the
data released at a national level.

Road safety: government initiatives
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is directed to the Assistant Treasurer, the
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house of any road safety initiatives
that the TAC (Transport Accident Commission) is
implementing for the Christmas holiday season?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mrs Kronberg for her question
and for her interest in road safety. Road safety is a very
important issue to the Victorian community, the
Victorian Parliament and the Victorian government.
Over the last 40 years successive Victorian
governments and the Victorian community have had a
strong record of improving road safety in this state. Last
year, 2010, we had a record low road toll in Victoria,
which is something that this government is keen to
replicate in 2011.
Of course the road toll of itself is not the only picture of
road trauma. For every person who is tragically killed
on our roads, there are many more who are very
seriously injured. It is important that we bear in mind
the serious injury side of road trauma as well as
fatalities, because for many people affected by serious
injury there is a lifelong impact from road trauma.
Leading up to Christmas we are in a particularly
high-risk period on our roads. We saw an increase in
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the number of road fatalities in November, and the
government, the TAC and Victoria Police are, as usual,
very keen to address that issue as we lead into the
Christmas period. In the last two weeks the TAC and
Victoria Police have announced a number of new
initiatives to address the road toll and to address safe
driving on our roads through the Christmas period. Two
weeks ago I was pleased to join the Premier and Deputy
Commissioner Kieran Walshe of Victoria Police for the
launch of the TAC’s new Signs campaign, which is
aimed at highlighting to motorists an increased
presence of Victoria Police on our roads over the
Christmas period, particularly targeting drink driving
and general bad behaviour.
Along with the TAC Signs campaign, Victoria Police is
launching its Operation Summer Stay, which will see
an increased focus by Victoria Police on drink-driving
enforcement as well as general road rules enforcement
on both major roads and minor roads around Victoria.
The campaign will target the full road network and is
designed to particularly reinforce the drink-driving
message and enforce general road behaviour in the
community.
Last week also saw the launch of the TAC
designated-driver gift voucher program. This is a
program designed to get the community talking about
road safety. These vouchers are available from the TAC
website. They provide an opportunity for someone to
offer, as a gift, their participation as a designated driver.
You can download a voucher and give it to someone
who is going to be enjoying themselves over summer or
over Christmas and offer, by way of the voucher, to be
a designated driver. This is a fun way of encouraging
the road safety message.
What we are trying to do through this campaign is get
people talking about road safety. It is a similar to the
Talk the Toll Down campaign which the Premier
launched in October. This is a Christmas element of it
designed to get families and communities talking about
road safety and around the need to have designated
drivers when people are out enjoying themselves at
Christmas.
There are a number of new initiatives designed to not
only promote good driver behaviour on our roads
through the enforcement campaign but also encourage
communities and families to talk about the road safety
message to ensure that in 2011 we can have a record
low road toll in Victoria.
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Hospitals: performance data
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Prior to the
last election the Minister for Health promised that if he
were in government, he would establish a website to
provide real-time data on local hospital waiting times
for emergency departments by triage category,
emergency department admissions and current activity.
Therefore my question is: why does the website the
government has set up include an average that is
calculated from observed median waiting times for
semi-urgent and non-urgent patients only over a
four-week period and then published a further four
weeks later? How on earth is that real-time data?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
website the member has referred to does fulfil the
government’s election commitment. It does provide
real-time data — for example, the emergency
department status, bypass data and related matters. On
the advice of the department the data that relates to
waiting times is a more accurate measure, it is more
predictive than alternative methods and is the method
that is used in Western Australia. It is a more accurately
predictive measure. The site does contain important
real-time data, including, importantly, bypass and
hospital early warning system (HEWS) information on
every major emergency department across the state.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Has the minister just informed the house that his
department has informed him that real-time data that is
used on the website can be up to eight-weeks old in
terms of its being calculated and still continue to be
considered real-time data?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
point is that the use of the data is as predictive data on
how long people would need to wait. The information
that was provided to me suggested very strongly that
the particular algorithm used to calculate the times there
would actually be more helpful and more predictive for
people. The key thing is that emergency department
bypass and HEWS data is real-time data.

World AIDS Day
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing. I ask: can the minister inform the
house of how the Baillieu government is supporting
people in Victoria who are living with HIV/AIDS?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to answer this question from Ms Crozier, and I
note her long-term support for better assistance and
support for those living with HIV/AIDS. I was pleased
to attend the launch of World AIDS Day with my
colleagues Georgie Crozier, Clem Newton-Brown, the
member for Prahran in the other place, and Daniel
Andrews, the current Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly. A former member for Prahran in the
Assembly, Tony Lupton, was also present — a former
colleague in this case. I make the point that this event
had bipartisan support across the Parliament and
support for better activities through the celebration of
World AIDS Day.
Obviously HIV/AIDS is a global pandemic, and since
the start of the epidemic there have been
30 000 diagnoses of HIV in Australia. In Victoria the
number of new HIV cases has been stable since 2006 at
under 300 notifications annually. The year-to-date HIV
notifications are 212. I indicate that World AIDS Day is
an important initiative of the Joint United Nations
Programme on HIV/AIDS, and it is internationally
recognised. The theme this year was that AIDS is still
here. I indicate again the strong support across the
Parliament for issues related to HIV/AIDS and support
and encouragement for those who are living with
HIV/AIDS.
As I have said, World AIDS Day is a significant
celebration around the world. It is the 30th anniversary
of the first confirmed case of HIV/AIDS, and the
20th anniversary of the first public wearing of the red
ribbon. The function here on 1 December was very well
attended.
I can also inform the house that the Victorian
government, through the Melbourne Convention and
Visitors Bureau and the Australasian Society for HIV
Medicine, has been successful in its bid to host the
2014 International AIDS Conference organised by the
International AIDS Society. I pay tribute to the work of
Ms Asher, the Minister for Tourism and Major Events,
in securing that conference. I was certainly happy to
support her in those endeavours. The event is the
world’s largest regular conference of any health or
development issue, and it will represent a significant
medical event in Australia’s history.
The 2014 International AIDS Conference will represent
the largest ever medical conference in Australia’s
history. The selection of Melbourne as host city was
announced recently, and an enormous number of
people will attend, including over 5000 health
journalists. The International AIDS Conference is likely
to attract between 20 000 and 25 000 delegates and will
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be of significant benefit to the Victorian economy. That
benefit is estimated to be between $85 million and
$121 million. Medical conferences are an important
event both in terms of the information — —
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government because it was so embarrassing. The data is
being released successively; it will be released
successively.
Mr Jennings interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — This adds to the knowledge
base.
I also indicate the government’s election commitment
to provide $200 000 to support groundbreaking
research into a study of accelerated ageing among
people living with HIV. This is an emerging field of
study. Victoria will be at the forefront of that field. I am
pleased to indicate the government’s commitment. That
commitment will be fulfilled. It is an important way of
providing better for people living with HIV into the
future.

Hospitals: performance data
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Can the
minister tell the house whether he, his department or the
hospital system in Victoria are on track to meet any of
the key performance improvement measures within the
hospital system that he set earlier in the year prior to the
introduction of the industrial action caused by the
nurses enterprise bargaining agreement dispute?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — My
information is that a number of measures, but not every
measure, will be met very successfully and the
government will endeavour to meet those measures in
the interests of patients.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
hope somewhere within the system the minister has
some data, some ability to be able to assess that data
and to be able to make wise decisions about it. I am
encouraging the minister to take some action to share
whatever data he has with the Victorian community,
and I ask: when is he going to take decisive action to
deliver on his commitments to deliver the data, so that
we can know how the hospital system is travelling in
Victoria?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
Victorian government is proud of the amount of
additional data that it has released, data that was kept
hidden by the previous government. Look at the
examples of the transfer times for ambulances and the
hospital early warning system (HEWS) data. Much of
this data was deliberately kept hidden by the previous

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Let me pick one small
example — the hospital early warning system data.
This is data that Mr Jennings’s government kept secret
for 9 of its 11 years in office. HEWS was introduced in
2002, and for nine years the former government kept
that data secret. That data is now open, declared and on
the website to be viewed at a moment’s notice.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The HEWS data is actually
not worse. It was not declared by Mr Jennings’s
government. It was kept hidden by Daniel Andrews, as
former health minister. He was determined to hide the
data and to keep it secret.

Children: English as an additional language
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development. I ask: can the
minister advise the house of what the Baillieu
government is doing to assist children of new migrants
and refugees in learning English while retaining and
developing their existing language skills?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for his question and for his ongoing interest in migrant
families in the western suburbs. As Mr Finn knows, I
went to school in the western suburbs with many
migrant children to whom English was a second
language. The Baillieu government is currently
pursuing an ambitious reform agenda for languages
education. This is because we recognise that the ability
to speak more than one language is an asset.
In the area of early childhood development I recently
had the pleasure of launching the resource, Learning
English as an Additional Language in the Early
Years — Birth to Six Years with Mr Kotsiras, the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs and Citizenship.
There is no doubt about the benefits migrant children
will gain learning English while maintaining and
developing their first language. Learning English as an
Additional Language in the Early Years resource
provides educators with cues, phrases and techniques
that help children develop language skills within
everyday, play-based learning environments.
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I thank the Kensington Community Children’s
Cooperative for hosting the launch of the resource. I
also acknowledge the work of the Victorian Curriculum
and Assessment Authority, FKA Children’s Services
and Dr Priscilla Clarke, OAM, in preparing the booklet.
I also thank the staff, parents and children of the
Boroondara Kindergarten in Richmond North for
agreeing to be featured in the promotional material. I
encourage all kindergartens and educators to make use
of this free resource in their centres.

Occupational health and safety: national
harmonisation
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Assistant Treasurer. It is in regard to
OHS (occupational health and safety) national
harmonisation. Every other jurisdiction has either
passed or indicated that they will pass national OHS
laws, and on 28 September the minister issued a press
release suggesting that Victoria wanted a 12-month
delay. My question is: does the government maintain its
commitment to the principle of national OHS
harmonisation, and can the minister give an indication
to members and the Victorian public of when it is
meaning to act?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question
and for her interest in this issue. The Victorian
government has said that it supports the principle of
occupational health and safety harmonisation.
However, we will not implement a package that is not
in Victoria’s interests. The government is currently
undertaking a regulatory impact review of the package
from a Victorian perspective because the regulatory
impact statement that was undertaken by the
commonwealth does not have jurisdictional data in it.
We will assess the package in terms of its impact on
Victoria and then determine the best way to move
forward with harmonisation of OHS.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Under the seamless economy and the implementation
of the national OHS regulations and laws the states will
receive reward payments if they implement by
1 January 2012. Obviously Victoria is not going to do
that. Victoria is eligible to receive more than
$111 million, $50 million of which is already factored
into the Victorian budget. What does the minister plan
to do with regard to forfeiting that money?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her
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supplementary question. It is not up to the Victorian
government to decide on reward payments; ultimately
that will come through the Council of Australian
Governments Reform Council, and the commonwealth
will make a decision. However, I point out to
Ms Pennicuik that the commonwealth has since sought
a delay from the states for implementation of certain
aspects of the OHS package and that a number of other
states have not passed their packages as yet, so
legislation is not in place across Australia. We will
implement a package in the interests of Victoria, and
that is the overriding concern of the Victorian
government in how we proceed on this matter.

Regional and rural Victoria: town planning
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning, the Honourable Matthew
Guy. Can the minister advise the house what action the
Baillieu government has taken to address rural and
regional municipality planning backlogs that have built
up over the past decade?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr O’Brien for his very sensible question about how
the Baillieu government is addressing the backlog of
planning permits in regional Victoria. I am very pleased
to inform the house of yet another policy being
implemented in the planning portfolio of the Baillieu
government which is assisting those regional councils. I
can inform the house today that the Minister for Local
Government and I recently announced a $2.8 million
initiative to assist country councils with some of those
planning issues and planning backlogs through the
flying squad that the coalition promised during the
2010 election would go out to regional councils to
assist with some of those issues, whether it be for
farming zones, whether it be regional growth plans or
whatever those issues are. We have now implemented
that commitment of a flying squad to assist regional
Victoria.
It is a policy implementation that clearly not everyone
in this chamber thinks regional Victorians deserve, but I
can tell you, President, that on this side of the chamber
the Liberal Party and The Nationals know that country
councils need that support. We know they need that
extra $2.8 million. That is $2.8 million well spent. The
Labor Party might want to spend that $2.8 million on,
say, a man safe, which its members are obsessed with,
or acting classes or classes for Mr Pakula from
Leadership Victoria when he eventually becomes
leader of the Labor Party in this chamber, but we
believe that $2.8 million can be better spent going
towards regional councils, regional planning initiatives,
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assisting and following up on the promise we made to
country councils during the election campaign in 2010.
Country councils had 10 years of neglect from the
previous Labor government. They had 10 dark years in
planning. They have had one year of action from the
Baillieu government — one year of action from the
Liberal Party and The Nationals. This initiative of
$2.8 million shows that the Baillieu government is not
like the previous government. It is not about talk and it
is not about spin; it is about action. This $2.8 million
represents action. It is a win for country councils, it is a
win for country Victorians, and it is more evidence that
the Baillieu government is acting and delivering on its
word to regional Victorians.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
are no answers today to questions on notice.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — This
is the last opportunity this year to yet again raise a
number of unanswered questions on notice. The date
today is 7 December, and the next time it will be
possible to have answers tabled in the Parliament will
be 7 February 2012, which is a full two months from
now. Four questions were supplied to me yesterday,
which leaves 29 questions still unanswered. Seven of
those questions date from March this year:
questions 139 and 140 from 2 March for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services; and questions 167,
170, 172, 173 and 175 from 22 March.
The following questions are also still unanswered:
question 688 for the Minister for Corrections;
questions 692, 705, 710, 711 and 714 dating from
24 May; questions 848, 849, 850 and 851 dating from
16 June; question 3566 for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services dating from 18 August;
question 4455 from 1 September for the Minister for
Ports; and from 15 September question 8138 for the
Minister for Roads as well as questions 8139, 8140,
8141, 8142 and 8147. It is interesting that yesterday I
received answers to questions 8143, 8144, 8145 and
8146 from the Minister for Racing, yet an answer to a
similar question from the same day, no. 8147, was not
supplied by him. Question 8148 from 13 October is
also unanswered. There are also three answers
outstanding from questions asked in November.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I note
the number of questions the member has referred to,

Wednesday, 7 December 2011

and I will follow them up for her. I note that yesterday a
large number of questions were answered. I am hopeful
that further questions will be answered tomorrow,
which may assist in some way, but I will further follow
them up.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The sitting week before last I raised with Mr Davis the
practice that has been adopted by ministers of
responding to specific questions with the response that
a whole-of-government answer will be provided. Last
sitting week Mr Davis said he had undertaken inquiries
and that whole-of-government responses to each and
every question would be provided to me very shortly.
Since then I have received more answers telling me yet
again that a whole-of-government answer will be
provided. I wonder whether Mr Davis is now able to be
more specific about when these whole-of-government
answers will be provided — whether they will be
provided tomorrow or whether they will be provided
within the balance of 2011. If not, President, I seek
guidance from you as to whether it is a proper form of
answer to a specific question to simply advise a
member that someone else will answer the question and
then never have them answer it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I find
that a bit rich coming from this member, but I will
endeavour to follow up on these points. My
understanding is that a whole-of-government response
will not be provided in that way and that answers will
be specific, so I will follow that up for the member. I
will assiduously follow that up. I make the point that in
this case the member was part of a government that did
not answer questions for three years. We know the
famous pink book; it is just as fat. I will follow up those
points for the member.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I also
have a number of questions still outstanding:
question 235 from 24 March, question 599 from
6 April, question 677 from 5 May and question 789
from 1 June. I received five answers yesterday, but the
question I would like to have answered is: why, when
most of these were dated around 20 September, did I
receive them on 6 December? It seems that it is taking
60 days on average for signed answers to questions to
come from the minister’s office into this chamber. I
have not received answers to question 4262, which was
asked on 31 August, or to question 4724, which was
asked on 14 September.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I note
that there are a number of outstanding questions, and I
will follow them up. I am pleased that a number were
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answered yesterday, and I will seek to have further
answers tomorrow.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
second question was: why is it taking 60 days on
average for a signed answer to come from the
minister’s office into this chamber? I find that quite
extraordinary.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member would be aware that we have faced an
unprecedented number of questions on notice. We are
endeavouring to answer them as best we can. We have
made significant progress. In fact just recently we hit a
new world record for the number of answers in one
day. The precise time period for each question will
obviously vary.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I am
talking about answers that have been signed by the
minister. For example, I received an answer yesterday
that was signed by the minister on 20 September 2011,
so it took 60 days to get from the minister’s office in
Exhibition Street to this chamber. It takes about
10 minutes for me to walk that distance, so I do not
understand why it is taking 60 days to get from
Exhibition Street to here.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not know the answer to the specific question, but I am
happy to look into it.

PETITIONS
Trams: conductors
Debate resumed.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Before
question time I was rebutting some of the assertions put
forward by Mr Barber. I again thank Mr Barber for
providing me with a copy of the report prepared by
Professor Bill Russell. Having had the opportunity to
review some of the comments made by
Professor Russell, I know there is a difference in the net
cost estimated to the system by Professor Russell
compared with the cost estimated by the Public
Transport Users Association. I note that on page 10 of
his report Professor Russell says, as Mr Barber quoted,
that the net cost would be $12 million to $15 million
per year, depending on the number of conductors
employed, whereas the PTUA estimates the net cost to
be around $20 million per year. There is some
discrepancy in the cost, but there is no doubt that the
cost to the network would be significant.
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Before the break I was making the point that the
benefits put forward by Mr Barber regarding the
introduction of conductors may not be as strong as he
asserts, particularly around the issue of fare evasion,
and that there are other ways to achieve the outcomes
we all support: improved customer service and
improved passenger safety. Reflecting on the issue of
passenger safety, the rollout of new tram stops that are
compliant with the commonwealth Disability
Discrimination Act 1992 continues across the network.
Outside Parliament House at the moment there is
construction of a new tram stop that will significantly
improve safety for passengers. Mr Barber referred to
parents with prams and people with a disability. The
new tram stops that are being rolled out across the
network improve access to trams and improve safety.
As the Minister for Public Transport has previously
expressed, at this stage the government does not
support the reintroduction of conductors to the tram
network. We believe there are other ways to achieve the
outcomes that we all support and aspire to. However,
having said that, I thank Mr Barber for providing me
with a copy of this report. New ideas and new
information are always welcome. On that basis I am
pleased to have contributed to this take-note debate.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I too am
happy to join in this debate on the motion moved by
Mr Barber to take note of the petition, which I
understand he tabled yesterday. It is important that
everyone in this chamber respects the point of view of
people who sign a petition that is presented to us and
that in this take-note motion we do seriously take note
of what they have signed to indicate what they believe
should happen.
I think it might have been on the same day of the
tabling of this petition that the government decided to
increase public transport fares by a record 8 per cent. In
doing so the government gave no indication that the
increased collection of revenue through the increase in
fares would go towards increased infrastructure. If that
is the case and it is a big whack to public transport users
with no promise or commitment of more infrastructure,
then the people who signed this petition may look at it
as an opportunity where some of their aspirations may
be fulfilled by the government. I am saying ‘may be’. I
understand that the new model trams do not necessarily
allow for the way that conductors used to operate in the
older model trams back in the days when conductors
were utilised. As I said, the opposition seriously takes
note of the petition Mr Barber has tabled and respects
the opinions of all the people who have signed it.
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I will touch briefly on Mr O’Donohue’s contribution. I
think he would be a bit disappointed if I did not. He
talked a bit about the government’s commitments in the
public transport realm, and he talked about numerous
heavy rail feasibility studies. It would be very difficult
to catch a feasibility study to Doncaster, to Rowville or
to the airport, unless the study was printed on the same
material magic carpets are made from, and I am not
sure that is around. In the case of the Doncaster rail line
I, and a lot of people who live out in that part of the
east, will be very disappointed if the government does
not fulfil its commitment, as stated by the Premier. I
know he gave it on election eve, but that does not take
away the commitment. On the eve of the election the
Premier was out at Doncaster saying, ‘This is a great
day for Doncaster. We’re going to do the study for this
heavy rail line, find the funds and build it’.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr LEANE — I am very cynical about whether
that is going to happen. If Mr Barber is bullish about it,
then that is terrific. I am very cynical because I think
this commitment was made at a time when Mr Baillieu
as the opposition leader was throwing in the steak
knives. He was saying, ‘Yes, we’ll build a rail line to
the airport, we’ll build one to Doncaster and we’ll
throw in a set of those steak knives that are so sharp
they cut Coke cans in half. If you have a recipe which
needs half a Coke can, you can throw it in’. He was
throwing everything in. I think the Doncaster rail line
was part of throwing in the steak knives. In saying that,
one has to take people at their word. The Premier said
his government would do the study, find the funds and
build it. While making a commitment is a good thing,
the most important thing about a commitment is
actually fulfilling it.
I will sit down now. I am the first speaker on the next
item. There is no chance of any lunch is there,
President?
Being serious, the opposition takes note of the petition,
and we are interested to see in which way the
government goes forward.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
all members for their contributions, and they were quite
worthy. I advise members that we will have
opportunities for further debate on this issue, as I am
sure further petitions and other related actions in the
community will be coming before this Parliament over
its remaining life.
Motion agreed to.
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NURSES: ENTERPRISE BARGAINING
Debate resumed from 9 November; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan):
That this house condemns the Minister for Health for his
secret plan to —
(1) cut nurse numbers;
(2) replace nurses with low-skilled nurse assistants; and
(3) reduce nurse-to-patient ratios;
and for his premeditated plan to force nurses into arbitration
by failing to negotiate in good faith.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am pleased
to contribute to the debate on this motion which
Mr Jennings moved in the last sitting week. I will touch
on the premeditated plan to force nurses into arbitration.
It is very hard for nurses when in this particular set of
negotiations their main position has been to defend their
nurse-to-patient ratios but the government has had a
premeditated plan to force them into arbitration and to
make sure that the nurse-to-patient ratios were on the
table. Part of the plan which would affect the ratios was
to replace fully trained nurses with lesser trained and
obviously lesser skilled and cheaper people who would
take up some roles. That would be a way of padding out
the staff numbers and taking away what is necessary for
what the nurses believe are safe ratios. They are very
passionate about what they consider to be safe ratios for
them to service their patients safely and properly.
The nurses have been very passionate on this issue. We
understand that they have had a number of rallies
around the metropolitan area and in some regional
areas, including some in front of hospitals, where they
have aired their grievances about how this negotiation
is moving forward, with the government appearing to
be hell bent on changing the ratios. I understand the
Australian Nursing Federation (ANF) and the
individual nurses who make up its membership. They
are a very determined and passionate group of people
who will defend as hard as they possibly can the care of
their patients, which is where their passion has come
from.
From listening to the Premier and the Minister for
Health in recent media discussions, whether on radio or
television, and from recent statements in this place,
they have gone out on a campaign of trying to
demonise the ANF to some degree. As members know,
ANF stands for Australian Nursing Federation, but, as
I said, of recent times with any chance that the Premier
and the Minister for Health have had they have taken
up what I would call a new strategy. When they talk
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about the ANF they say the ‘ANF union’. They seem
to think that adding ‘union’ to the title demonises this
particular — —
Mr Barber — Like the ‘Greens political party’.
Mr LEANE — The ‘Greens political party’, the
‘ANF union’ — —
Mr Barber — You demonise us because we are
politicians.
Mr LEANE — I would not have thought that we
would demonise Mr Barber. He is one of my favourite
MPs in here — I would not do that — and so is the
President. I get into a bit of trouble when I say that, so I
had better not.
Referring to the organisation as the ‘ANF union’ is a
form of demonising the federation. I do not think that
members of the Victorian community have fallen for it.
I think they are behind the nurses in what they are
trying to do and where they have been going with this
dispute. As I said, knowing the nurses and their
federation as I do, they will not lie down and let nurses
be replaced by low-skilled nursing assistants. They will
not allow that to happen and let this government cut
nurse numbers. They will fight this with every means
that they can bring to bear.
The only people being demonised in the eyes of the
community the more this dispute drags on are the
members of the executive government who are forcing
this issue. The further this goes on, they are the ones
that community members will see as the bad guys in
this dispute. That is coming to the fore more and more
as time goes on.
Members should not take lightly moving a motion
condemning a minister for his actions, but this case,
especially with the premeditated plan and the strategy
around how these very important and well-respected
workers in our community are being treated by the
minister and other members of the executive, is of real
concern, so I wholeheartedly support Mr Jennings’s
motion.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
quite long contribution to make to the debate. Although
there are only 5 minutes before lunch, I will commence
my contribution. I am sure members will all be very
pleased to hear that I will continue with it after lunch. I
was interested in what Mr Leane said in his
contribution just a moment ago when he suggested that
the Premier and the Minister for Health are demonising
the nurses. I have to say that that is very far from the
truth. In the contribution I intend to make after lunch I
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will be dealing with facts, as the Premier and the
Minister for Health have throughout the recent
discussions that have been taking place.
Another issue that Mr Leane raised was that in his
opinion the ANF (Australian Nursing Federation) has
huge community support. What he is really intimating
needs to be qualified. I think that, just as I do, the
Premier and the Minister for Health have huge respect
for the nurses and midwives in this state. Nurses have
done a phenomenal job. Not just today but also in the
past the nurses of this state have been exemplary and of
the highest standard. I have to suggest that Mr Leane
needs to clarify what he means because I do think that
our community has a very high regard for the nurses in
Victoria. However, just as Premier Baillieu and
Minister Davis and I have huge respect for the nurses,
we are not at all impressed with the unlawful actions of
a small group of nurses led by the ANF. I suggest that
members of the public at large can see through this
latest very visible campaign and that, although they
support the nurses and the job they do, they are
seriously unimpressed with this unlawful action by the
ANF. I think the public is fast running out of patience
with the nurses and that that will be seen more and
more as the nurses continue their action.
It is interesting to consider what has happened over the
past week. The nurses made a huge song and dance
about demonstrating outside country and rural
hospitals, but there are actually very few of them.
Where are they all? There are very few and the
numbers are getting tiny. Their campaign is running out
of steam, and I suggest that they are probably picking
up the fact that members of the community are running
out of patience with this campaign, this unlawful action
by the ANF.
In the 3 minutes before the lunch break, I will start my
contribution.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Is this an appropriate
juncture for Mrs Coote to be interrupted?
Mrs COOTE — Yes, it would be.
The PRESIDENT — Given the proximity to the
suspension for lunch, I would be happy for Mrs Coote
to make her substantive contribution to the debate after
lunch.
Mrs COOTE — President, I thank you very much
for that suggestion. I do have a quite long contribution
and I value that offer.
Sitting suspended 12.57 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
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Mrs COOTE — As I was saying before the lunch
break — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mrs COOTE — As Mr Lenders said, before I was
so rudely interrupted by the lunch break I was saying
that Mr Leane in his contribution said he felt that the
community was on the side of the nurses. As I was
rightly pointing out, in fact the real issue is that the
community is very sympathetic as indeed are we, the
Liberal Party, to nurses and the work that nurses do.
We think the work the nurses do is absolutely fantastic;
however, the community is very unhappy with the
unlawful actions of the ANF, and Mr Leane needs to
understand that and differentiate between what the
community thinks and what is reality; there is a very
fine line there.
As I pointed out in my contribution prior to the
luncheon break, the ANF campaign is running out of
steam. We are seeing the rallies outside hospitals
diminishing in size, and the campaign is seriously
running out of steam. However, since this motion was
brought to this house some weeks ago there have been
some changes. I put on record my praise for the
contribution made by Ms Crozier when she spoke on
this motion, and indeed my colleague Mr David Davis
as well. But I want to clarify some of the issues that
have arisen since they spoke during that debate. I note
that the motion was spoken to by my colleagues
Georgie Crozier and David Davis several weeks ago. It
is worth updating the house about the important
developments that have taken place since then, and I
will endeavour to do that right now.
The ANF union has repeatedly and flagrantly
disobeyed the orders of Fair Work Australia — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mrs COOTE — Through you, Acting President, to
Mr Lenders. There have been a number of rallies and
demonstrations held, which I might add is entirely the
right of the union members. It is a democracy, and so it
is their right to rally. After a series of legal rulings
against the ANF union, it eventually complied with the
independent industrial umpire’s decisions. The
government meanwhile has been eager to progress the
conciliation and negotiation process to achieve the best
outcome for nurses, hospitals and the community. It is
important for the members of this chamber to
understand that it is for the betterment of our
community as a whole that Minister Davis is working
to make certain that Victoria gets the very best service
it can get.
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The Victorian Hospitals Industry Association and the
86 health services with support from the government
were very pleased to have reached a heads of
agreement with the Health Services Union east branch.
Importantly the Health Services Union is prepared to
negotiate in good faith within the government wages
policy. There is still a way to go in the process with the
balance, and we look forward to achieving a positive
outcome with the HSU. I urge the ANF union to work
harder to negotiate with the government to reach an
agreement that will benefit nurses, hospitals and, most
importantly, the Victorian community, and to do so in a
way that will not put patient safety at risk. This is what
is at the heart of this issue: to ensure patient safety. It is
important that we have a health system that people in
this state can feel confident about.
Despite what the Labor Party is saying, the government
is investing additional resources in our health system.
These investments mean that more nurses will be
employed by Victorian hospitals and that there will be
increased support for our health services. Nurses are
critical to the quality of care and the safety of patients in
our hospital services. They are professionals on whom
all parties in our hospitals and other clinical services
rely for clinical care and support.
This government is concerned that the ANF’s approach
to its current negotiations toward an enterprise
bargaining agreement (EBA) encourages nurses to
think that they are not held in high esteem by this
government, but that is an untruth. Nurses are held in
the greatest esteem by this government, and that they
are not is a myth that has been perpetrated by the Labor
Party in an attempt to engender the spin that was its
hallmark when in government. It is trying to put spin on
this issue, but it is in fact a myth. This government is
very supportive of nurses and holds them in very high
esteem. The government’s wages policy enables nurses
through the ANF to negotiate arrangements that would
provide greater and more productive working
conditions for nurses and the health services. The
government’s wages policy means that nurses could
seek outcomes that may well mean there will be even
more nurses for our hospitals and that may enable better
working arrangements for all nurses, particularly those
who have family commitments, such as those who are
parents, or who have other personal commitments or
preferences.
It is very important for this chamber and the community
at large to know that this government wants what the
previous government tried to provide for nurses. I draw
the attention of the house — as I have on many
occasions, but which the Labor Party chooses to
ignore — to comments made in 2007 by the then
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Minister for Health, now Leader of the Opposition in
the Assembly, Daniel Andrews. He said:
Our health system is seeking significant change.

Mr Andrews also said:
We need to equip our health services and our nurses to meet
these challenges and also recognise nurses’ own desire for
improved work-family balance.
The major outcomes we are seeking are better matching nurse
workloads with patient needs and ensuring a fairer
work-family balance for nurses.

It is important to note that a lot of this dialogue has
been happening in the current debate. As a government
we recognise opportunities in this EBA to improve
working arrangements for nurses and patients, which
could include significant wage increases. The
government wages policy sets a platform for nursing
salaries to be increased with agreed productivity gains
and improvements enabling higher salaries and better
conditions for nurses. This action gets lost in the debate
that the Labor Party keeps perpetrating and in the spin it
is trying to put out that we are cold and heartless and do
not care about nurses. Nothing could be further from
the truth. The intention of the government’s wages
policy is an important opportunity for nurses.
It is important to understand this issue. We want to
advance and improve nursing practices. We believe that
care should be timely and delivered in clinically
appropriate settings by clinically appropriate personnel.
Labor members when they were in government held the
same view. This motion is even more absurd because of
that view expressed by Daniel Andrews, who was the
then health minister, and in light of Labor’s claims in
2007.
Let me make this clear: the Baillieu government
supports the retention of current nurse-to-patient ratios.
What is important for nurses, patients and health
services is the capacity to provide some local flexibility.
This would enable health services and senior nurses to
respond to peaks and troughs in workload during the
course of the day or the week, and it would also mean
that patients would have quality care during the busiest
times as well as during the quieter times. Matching the
acuity of patients to their support level is important.
It is important for the Labor Party to understand and
remember these facts. We have had the hype of the
rallies, we have had Lisa Fitzpatrick out there and we
have had all the spin from the former government. The
reality is that these are the fundamentals the
Liberal-Nationals coalition government believes in. It is
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important to get it on the record that this is what we
significantly believe in.
We want to allow outcomes that enable nurses to focus
on the roles for which they are best qualified. A number
of nurse-led trials in Victorian health services have
assessed the introduction of nursing assistants to the
health services to complement the roles and
responsibilities of highly trained nurses. I spoke with a
nurse who is getting quite elderly, and in her day the
ratio was something like 1 to 25. But back in that time
the dispensation of medication was a very different
process from what it is today, given that now we have
blister packs and a whole range of other things, as well
as nurses who have a much greater responsibility to
their patients. Certainly modern technology has helped,
and the nurses are very highly qualified to use that, but
there are some things nursing assistants can do to help
alleviate the workload of nurses. As I said, these
nurse-led trials have been well received by staff
working with nursing assistants and well received by
patients and the broader community. They have shown
that nursing assistants in health services can create a
more appropriate workforce profile and better align the
skill mix and duties required resulting in flow-on
benefits of increased staff morale and reduced stress on
the workforce.
It is important to understand that not too long ago the
then Labor government was espousing these principles.
I have heard its members talk about them in this
chamber interminably. Now that they are on the
opposition benches they have changed their tune. As I
have said before, they are trying to be in opposition. I
know it is difficult and I know it is hard. They have had
a year at it now, and they are finding it very difficult to
come to terms with the fact that they are absolutely in
opposition. Hopefully next year when we come back to
the Parliament they will have recognised their true
position in this place and they will be able to be a bit
more constructive and indeed conciliatory enough to
understand that some of the fundamentals we are
speaking about on these issues are things that we agree
upon. I am sure with a bit more maturity in opposition
they will be able to say those things.
The trials have shown that the addition of nursing
assistants has enabled care tasks to be undertaken that
were previously delayed or not otherwise accomplished
due to time constraints and workload pressures. In fact
patient complaints have fallen significantly — almost
by half — in the wards where nursing assistants have
been working.
Where is Mr Jennings? Mr Jennings has gone; he is not
here for this debate. He is supposed to be passionately
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interested in this debate, but where is he? He is not to
be found here at all. Where is Mr Jennings?
Mrs Peulich — He has probably got his red T-shirt
on.
Mrs COOTE — Indeed he could have.
When considering this motion it is important to note
that the nursing assistant trials began under the previous
Labor government. Those trials have enabled nursing
staff to undertake clinical responsibilities more
efficiently. Assistance with patient care and comfort has
included performing daily tasks such as washing and
shaving patients and assisting patients with meals.
Assistance with patient transfers has improved the
ability of nurses to complete transfers efficiently and
safely. Mr Jennings knows that, and that is probably
why he is not here.
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benefit themselves and their patients. We also support
nursing managers who want their nursing teams to have
better working conditions, with more resourcing at
times of peak demand to deliver safe patient care.
Above all — and wherever he is I hope Mr Jennings
will read this — the government is committed to
improving Victoria’s health services for nurses as well
as for patients. The government is committed to
providing support for nurses and employers in working
towards that goal through the EBA process.

Quorum formed.

I thank Mr Jennings for bringing this motion to the
attention of the house because it gave the government
the opportunity to put on the record some good points
about what it is we are doing and to clarify many of the
myths that the opposition is trying to perpetuate.
Members should read the contributions to this debate
from Ms Crozier and the Minister for Health, as well as
the points I have brought to everyone’s attention today,
because the Baillieu coalition government is very
supportive of the nurses of this state. We want the best
health care, and we want our patients and nurses to
work collaboratively to make our health service work
well for all Victorians.

Mrs COOTE — It is pleasing to see government
members in the chamber to support what I am saying.
However, not only is Mr Jennings not here but
Mr Lenders also took the opportunity to flee the
chamber during the ringing of the bells. In any case,
Mr Jennings’s motion is nonsense. This government
has no intention of cutting nurse numbers. The
government’s funding commitment to health services
this year will enable more nurses to be employed. The
EBA enables employers and nurses to consider
opportunities for even more nurses to be employed.
That is a really important point for the opposition to
understand.

Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — Mrs Coote always
seems to get the job of doing the dirty work for the
government, including defending the indefensible. She
has just done it again today. That seems to be the new
role for the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition —
now sitting where she does — in taking up battles that
are very difficult to justify. I note her frequent
commentary about the shadow minister having brought
this debate on and now not being in the chamber. It is
quite instructive that the minister is not in the chamber;
he walked out as soon as I started talking. We can
continue to go down that tit-for-tat path, but I do not
think it is particularly constructive.

Nursing assistants contribute significantly to patient
care and comfort in many Australian hospitals — in
most states and territories. Victoria has had two trials
that have confirmed the value of nursing assistants in
complementing and supporting the work of highly
skilled nurses. Labor supported these trials during its
term of government, and we support them now. I
encourage the Labor Party to take a bipartisan view and
to say it does think the enabling and training of nursing
assistants is important. We can agree to agree on these
issues. It is all right to do that. As for nurse-to-patient
ratios, as I have already said and as the Minister for
Health, Mr Davis, said, this government supports the
retention of nurse-to-patient ratios.

Mrs Coote suggested the opposition should take a
bipartisan position on the health portfolio, but there is
no bipartisan position on health when the government
of the day decides to cut more than $400 million from
the health system over four years and announces a
further $100 million cut each year on top of that. There
is no bipartisan position when a government of the day
decides to, in the process of an enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) negotiation, attempt to reduce the
hard-fought and hard-negotiated agreements on
nurse-patient ratios. There is no bipartisan position on
seeing a new government do exactly what the Kennett
government did; under the Kennett government nurse
numbers were cut by 4000.

The government also supports nurses who for a long
time have wanted improved shift arrangements to

During its decade in office it was hard work for the
Labor Party to rebuild the health system, to put

Mr Leane — Acting President, as there seems to be
a keenness for certain members to be in the chamber, I
draw your attention to the state of the house.
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confidence back, to introduce nurse-patient ratios, to
fully fund those nurse-patient ratios, to recruit nurses
and increase resources in our hospital system and to
increase the funding of the health system, particularly
the recurrent funding of the hospital system.
In the first term of the former Labor government I held
the position of Parliamentary Secretary for Health from
1999 to 2002, and in that period an incredible amount
of hard work was done to rebuild the health system
after its decimation. A lot of work was done to create a
new set of boards with smaller hospital structures than
the previous government had set up to ensure that
hospitals were in touch with their local communities.
There was hard work done in negotiating and reaching
agreements with nurses and medical staff in the health
system and in making sure it was properly funded.
We inherited a health system whereby the silver was
being sold in order to fund recurrent expenditure. Those
things were all hard fought and hard won, and there will
be no bipartisan position on a system that sees those
things undone. The issue before the government right
now is maintaining those nurse-patient ratios,
rewarding nurses properly for the work they do and
recognising and valuing the contribution they make to
our community. The Minister for Health is baulking at
and obfuscating those issues.
Mrs Coote, in her contribution to the debate, used the
oft-used management jargons of rationalisation and
efficiencies to justify what are fundamentally cuts to the
health system. Those cuts will fundamentally endanger
the health system and the faith the community has in
the security of the health system. I wish we could have
a bipartisan position on health, but we cannot when we
are faced with a new government determined to cut into
the health system in Victoria.
The Minister for Health has put much time and
expenditure into the current dispute by taking matters to
Fair Work Australia and getting injunctions and orders
from the commission to ensure that nurses stop closing
beds and so on. There is one thing the Minister for
Health has not done. The one thing the Minister for
Health has not done in this entire dispute is actually
start a process of negotiation. The one thing he has not
done is say, ‘Okay, let’s sit down and work it out. Let’s
sit down and sort it out’. That was the policy position
and the approach that we took in government, and it is
what is lacking here because the government of the day
now has determined that it wants to have a dispute with
the nurses because it wants to reduce its expenditure on
the health system.
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It wants to have this dispute and it wants to bring it on,
and unless the government changes its position on that
and says, ‘We will sit down and negotiate an outcome
that is satisfactory for the nurses and appropriate for the
health system in Victoria’, this dispute will continue.
No amount of taking matters to Fair Work Australia
and getting injunctions and orders for people to return
to work and to reopen beds is going to change the
dispute.
What will change the dispute is the Minister for Health,
through his agencies, deciding to resolve it and
deciding to sit down and negotiate in good faith. I do
not believe there has been any demonstration that that is
the position the government is taking. The government
is taking a position based on the fact that it wants to
achieve rationalisations and cost cutting, and this
dispute will continue for as long as it takes that view.
I heard recently a comment that I have to agree with.
The comment was that there has never been a dispute
with nurses in Victoria where the government in
dispute with nurses over an EBA or a wage claim or a
conditions claim has won the public relations war. This
government will lose this public relations war with the
nurses because if there is one group of workers in the
community that the community fully supports, it is
nurses. It does that because all of us know the great
work that nurses do; all of us know that possibly at any
point we could be requiring that service and that
support, or members of our family could. People really
value what nurses do, and what they expect of the
government of the day is for it to also value what nurses
do.
It is an absolute truism that the government of the day
has an obligation to make sure that nurses can perform
their duties and provide their services in confidence and
in a way that maintains patient safety. That is really the
fundamental in dispute. I have to say that for as long as
nurses continue to have that as their key priority — that
is, providing good service for the patients they care
for — they will continue to have the public’s
confidence. I have hardly seen any issues here that
indicate that the nurses are making outrageous wage or
salary claims. If the government wants to stick to its
wages policy, I guess that it is a matter for it, but if the
government wants to engage in a public relations war
with the nurses, as it is doing and as Mrs Coote
continued, by referring to the Australian Nursing
Federation as the ANF union and using that kind of
terminology to demonise nurses and make them appear
to be fighting for something they are not, the
government will lose this public relations war. That is
up to the government, I guess. It is not for us to give it
gratuitous advice but that is an absolute fact. I think the
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government is making a terrible strategic error, but that
is a matter for the government.
It is interesting to note that in the contribution from
Mrs Coote there was a lot of criticism of the Labor
Party and very little acknowledgement of the
obligations and responsibilities of members opposite
now that they are in government, but I will say this in
response to some of Mrs Coote’s criticisms: as a former
Parliamentary Secretary for Human Services and as a
member of the former Labor government, I am very
proud of what we did in health. I am very proud of the
fact that it was a Labor government that rebuilt the
Austin Hospital. I am very proud of the fact that we
built a new children’s hospital. I am very proud of the
fact that we started all of the work — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr VINEY — I am very proud of the fact that we
built a children’s hospital. Mrs Coote can criticise that
children’s hospital all she likes, but I am telling her that
it is a great project that I was pleased to be in a very
minor way a part of when I helped to develop the
Parkville precinct strategy. I am very proud of the fact
that we have supported the rebuilding of our health
system across the state, in particular of ambulance
services which I did have policy responsibility for in the
first term of the Labor government from 1999 to 2002. I
am very proud of those developments, and I am very
proud of the fact that it was a Labor government that I
was a part of that did the planning for the
comprehensive cancer centre to be built in the Parkville
precinct.
Of all of the work that I have done, I guess some of the
work that I did in health and some of the work that I did
in medical research areas as a Parliamentary Secretary
for Human Services and later for innovation and
industry are things that I think were probably some of
the biggest contributions I feel I have been able to make
in my political life. For Mrs Coote to be attempting to
criticise the last Labor government for a dispute that
this government faces because of its policies and its
decisions is a little difficult to swallow. We certainly
are proud of the fact that we introduced nurse-patient
ratios. We think they ought to be protected and
maintained, if not strengthened, and for this
government to be putting those ratios on the line again
in the way it is in this dispute is a very serious error of
judgement. It is an error of judgement that the
community of Victoria will judge the government
harshly for.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
would like to make a few remarks on Mr Jennings’s
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motion. Ms Hartland has already spoken on this motion
on behalf of The Greens, but I would like to make a few
remarks following on from Mrs Coote’s contribution in
which she said that she felt that the nurses’ campaign
was losing momentum and that the community was
losing patience with the nurses. That fired me up
somewhat and compelled me to make a few remarks,
because I am sure Mrs Coote could remember that
during the last parliamentary sitting week thousands of
nurses marched from Federation Square up to
Parliament House. If you were looking from the steps
of Parliament House you could not see the end of the
crowd of nurses on Bourke Street.
That to me does not indicate that the nurses’ campaign
is running out of steam; it is not. It has a great deal of
community support. Many people I speak to in the
community ask me about the nurses’ campaign. I also
have many acquaintances who are nurses and who
speak to me about it. They raise the issue of
nurse-patient ratios, which The Greens fully support. I
was privileged enough to speak to the nurses when they
came to Parliament and to give our support to the
maintenance and strengthening of nurse-patient ratios,
not just for the benefit of nurses but for the benefit of
patients because obviously nurse-patient ratios are
critical both for patient care and for the health and
safety of nurses. In order to make sure that those two
things are protected, we need to maintain nurse-patient
ratios.
I agree with Mr Viney’s comment that the nurses’ wage
claim is completely reasonable. If we want to attract
people to the nursing profession, then they need to be
well remunerated. They need to have appropriate
nurse-patient ratios. In particular I make mention of the
issue of split shifts, which has been raised with me by
many nurses and is something they do not want to see
introduced.
I also spoke about split shifts to the nurses rally in my
capacity as an ex-occupational health and safety
practitioner and co-author of the Australian Council of
Trade Unions’ Health and Safety Guidelines for Shift
Work and Extended Working Hours. In those guidelines
we pointed out the dangers and hazards of split shifts
for workers in terms of the fatigue suffered when
people do not get a proper rest. They work for several
hours and they go off and then they come back to work
again. Split shifts are bad news in any profession, but
they are particularly bad in nursing where you need
vigilance and not to be suffering from fatigue. Split
shifts are a fatigue hazard. They should not be used in
any industry if at all avoidable and certainly not in
nursing. There is no support amongst the nursing
profession for the introduction of split shifts.
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I support Mr Jennings’s motion and refute Mrs Coote’s
comment that the nurses’ campaign is running out of
steam. In fact it is full steam ahead, and it has the
support of both the Victorian community and the
Greens.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, 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 (Teller)
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

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

Motion negatived.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I meant to mention
first thing this morning that last night I had the
opportunity to attend a function in Parliament House
conducted by the Consul General of El Salvador at
which the people and the government of El Salvador
conferred upon Telmo Languiller, the member for
Derrimut in another place, an award as a friend of
El Salvador. I had the privilege of participating in the
event and making a speech on behalf of the Parliament
to recognise Mr Languiller’s enthusiastic representation
and support of South American communities —
Central American communities in the case of
El Salvador, of course. I thought members might well
be interested to know that he received that award last
night.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house —
(1) notes that not all the documents ordered by the
resolution of the Council on 2 March 2011 to be
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tabled in the Council by 12.00 noon on 22 March
2011 have been received by the Council;
(2) affirms the privileges, immunities and powers
conferred on the Council pursuant to section 19 of
the Constitution Act 1975 and the power to make
standing orders under section 43 of that act;
(3) affirms the need to protect the high standing of
Parliament and to ensure that the Council may
properly discharge its duties and responsibilities;
and
(4) again requires the Leader of the Government
representing the Premier to table by 12.00 noon on
Tuesday, 7 February 2012, a copy of —
(a) the financial arrangement/current contract
between the government of Victoria and the
Australian Grand Prix Corporation (AGPC)
regarding the staging of the 2010 Formula
One Grand Prix event and, if not included in
the above document, the rent paid by the
AGPC to Parks Victoria for the use of Albert
Park Reserve for the 2010 event, any
subsidies in the form of sponsorships,
advertising or corporate entertainment or for
other services relating to the 2010 event, paid
by government departments or agencies to the
AGPC, any services provided to the AGPC
by other government departments (e.g.,
Victoria Police) relating to the 2010 event;
and
(b) the economic study performed as the basis of
the five-year contract extension to 2015.

I move the motion because the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events has tabled a letter in the Legislative
Council with regard to documents that were requested
by the Council under a resolution on 2 March. There
were several letters, ones dated 21 March and 24 May
from the Attorney-General and one from the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events dated 14 June, regarding
the tabling of those documents and that that was not
able to be complied with in the time stipulated. A letter
from the Minister for Tourism and Major Events then
confirmed that 10 of the documents that I had asked for,
which the Council had supported by its resolution, had
been provided. However, in her letter the minister said
that she wished to:
draw the Legislative Council’s attention to the fact that some
of the documents sought contain sensitive financial and
commercial information. This information along with the
names of various individuals has been redacted from these
documents.

That was true. On examination it can be seen that most
of the documents tabled did not contain any of the
financial information I was seeking under the resolution
of 2 March. Two documents had been withheld as the
release of those documents in their totality would
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damage the state’s financial and commercial interests.
In the letter the minister asked:
I respectfully request that the Council not insist on the
production of these documents or the withheld text of the
documents provided.

I wish to insist on them, because the cost and claimed
benefits of the grand prix to Victorians are ongoing and
still remain issues for Victorians. We know that last
year the race cost at least $50 million, but we do not
have the documents regarding the contract and the
financial arrangements between the government and the
Australian Grand Prix Corporation. The letter implies
that the public of Victoria cannot see that financial
arrangement because of its commercially sensitive
information. However, the grand prix has been staged
in Victoria by the one provider, the Australian Grand
Prix Corporation, since 1996. There are no competing
tenderers for that gig; it is provided by the Australian
Grand Prix Corporation and underwritten by the
taxpayers of Victoria.
In the lead-up to the last election the current
government maintained — and still maintains; even this
week we have heard members of the government
talking about it — that it is about accountability and
transparency. This event has lost money for the people
of Victoria for over 15 years, and there is no
accountability or transparency as far as that goes.
I was spurred on to move this motion. I draw the
attention of the house to an amendment that was made
to the motion; the date for the tabling of the documents
was amended to Tuesday, 7 February. That will allow
the government another two months to table the
outstanding documents and re-table the ones that have
been redacted, because the people of Victoria need the
government to show full accountability and
transparency. I was spurred on by an article by Jason
Dowling in the Age of Monday, 5 December, regarding
the expenses of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
at the grand prix. It states:
A list of entertainment and hospitality expenses for the
Department of Premier and Cabinet for the year to 16 March
shows the government forked out $125 000 on venue hire and
food and drinks at the government’s suite for the 2010
Australian Grand Prix.

Further, the article says that the office of the Premier,
Ted Baillieu, invited almost 200 guests to this year’s
event, paid for under the $125 000 bill. It also reports
the government as saying that hospitality costs in the
future had been absorbed into the new contract. The
contract is not something that is available to the people
of Victoria to peruse, and that is included in my call for
documents.
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In the meantime, an economic impact study of the
grand prix commissioned by the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events and carried out by Ernst and Young
financial consultants has been posted on the website,
and it claims that the grand prix is of benefit to
Victorians.
However, I have also had a look at a review of that
report done by Economists at Large, headed Review of
Tourism Victoria’s Report Formula One Australian
Grand Prix — Benefits to Victoria, which takes issue
with the claim made by the previous government and
again by the current government in this report that the
grand prix is of benefit to Victorians. What the
Economists at Large report points out is that again we
have a report tabled by the government which is not a
cost-benefit analysis, so it does not tell us what the
costs or benefits are to Victorians; it is merely an
economic impact analysis. The last time a review was
conducted by the Auditor-General it found that
Victorians were worse off as a result of the grand prix,
and there is nothing in the Ernst and Young report to
suggest that anything has changed.
The Economists at Large report finds that there are
errors in the calculation of the economic impact and
that the methodology is flawed. For example, it
includes retained expenditure which, as the
Auditor-General found in his report, was a dubious
inclusion, and the survey that looked at retained
expenditure and whether people in Victoria would go to
a grand prix elsewhere was conducted while people
were at the grand prix, presumably enjoying
themselves. When asked if they would go to a grand
prix somewhere else people said that they would be
likely to, which showed that in that particular
circumstance people would be more likely to say, ‘Yes,
I would go to a grand prix elsewhere’. However, this
review of the report suggests if they were asked the
same question three weeks later, they probably would
not think of going, so that methodology is flawed,
amongst other things. In essence it is an economic
impact analysis which does not tell us anything about
the costs and benefits, and that is what we really need to
know. I presume that we are still in a situation where a
proper cost-benefit analysis has never been conducted.
The issue of induced tourism — which the previous
government relied upon and which has again been
trotted out by this minister — is that people who have
watched the grand prix would be induced to come to
Melbourne and therefore as a result of watching the
grand prix more tourists would come to Melbourne.
The Auditor-General found in his report in 2007 that
there was absolutely no evidence to support that. The
Economists at Large report states on page 9:
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Both Tourism Victoria (2011) and Ernst and Young (2011)
highlight the findings of a report by Comperio Research into
the value of the television coverage of the GP to Victoria.
This report has not been released.

It further states that phone calls and emails to the office
of the Minister for Tourism and Major Events have
gone unreturned and the report has not been released. I
suggest that, even though it is not part of my motion, if
the government relies on that report, it would be a good
idea to release it as well.
The Economists at Large report goes on to say:
Tourism Victoria claims that the exposure of television
coverage:
is associated with longer-term benefits such as induced
tourism … It can be particularly beneficial in markets
that are growing in importance for Victoria in trade and
tourism, such as China and India.

But the Economists at Large review says, and it echoes
what the Auditor-General said in 2007, that:
This claim has absolutely no basis in economic literature.
Abelson —

for example —
recommends a conservative approach towards induced
tourism and the Auditor-General (2007) was sceptical about
its inclusion in analysis of the GP.

Economists at Large concludes:
… that the Australian Formula One Grand Prix brings about a
loss of economic welfare for Victoria. This was the
conclusion of the only cost-benefit analysis of the event and
recent analysis shows nothing to the contrary. Tourism
Victoria has not responded to the Auditor-General’s appeal
for cost-benefit analysis and transparent modelling. Instead
they have commissioned an economic impact assessment that
shows only changes to gross state product and expenditure —
neither of these are good measures of economic welfare. The
analysis they commissioned contains errors in its
methodology that result in the GP’s effect on GSP —

gross state product —
being overstated. These errors stem from poor administration
of the survey of GP attendees, carried through into modelling
of retained expenditure.

Members would be aware that I have long maintained
that both governments have completely overstated the
benefits, if any, of the grand prix to the greater
Victorian public. Attendance at the grand prix has been
overestimated from the first race until the last one held
last year, and I am sure that will continue next year
because, as has been documented in the past, people are
counted as attending even if they have not attended.
There may have just been a ticket given away and they
may not have actually fronted up there. Employees,
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contractors and all staff on the ground are also counted
as attendees. I participated in the counting that was
carried out by Save Albert Park in the first decade of
the race, and our counts were always vastly different
from the estimates by the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation.
It is important for me to move this motion and insist on
the outstanding documents being tabled in the Council
prior to the event next year so that once and for all
Victorians will know what it is that their taxpayer
money is being spent on and whether there is any
benefit to them as Victorians.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I wish to put
forward the opposition’s position on Ms Pennicuik’s
motion: we will be supporting the motion. However, I
want to note that I am not sure if Ms Pennicuik believes
that the grand prix is a bad thing.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr LEANE — I suppose we could glean that. I
know she put forward an argument about whether
having this event is worth its cost. Melbourne’s major
events program has been important to this state, and
one thing that makes it important is the jobs that it
creates. So whether someone loves or hates one
particular event in Melbourne’s major events calendar,
there has to be some acknowledgement of the job
creation that occurs as a result of it. There is an
intensive amount of work to do in setting up and
decamping the grand prix. It takes a few hundred
construction workers and road workers to facilitate it. In
speaking on this motion, I do not share Ms Pennicuik’s
sentiment that the grand prix is a bad event for the state,
but if Ms Pennicuik is seeking information to help her
determine otherwise, then I think that is fair enough.
The opposition’s position in this area has been
consistent, as it was in the government. We understand
that the government has issues in regard to handing
over cabinet-in-confidence documents as some of these
are commercial documents. I am a person who likes to
give people a go, but I must say that this government
has been in office for just over a year.
During the term of the former government, when I sat
on the other side of the chamber, we had to endure the
comments from the coalition MPs who were in
opposition at that time about that government’s secrecy,
lack of transparency and failure in regard to the
provision of freedom of information. We heard that a
new Baillieu government would change all that, that it
would be open and transparent, that document requests
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would fly in, that FOI would be easier, and that it
would all be easier to access and would not be a hassle.
I have to say that after a 12-month test period the
situation has actually proved to be the opposite. Despite
the commitments made by the Baillieu government in
regard to freedom of information and access to
important documents of interest to the public, any
claims made by the coalition in opposition that all of
this would be so much easier under a Baillieu
government are just completely false.
We have an FOI situation where an employee of the
Premier’s office has the final say and where the flow of
documents has been less than impressive. I accept that
there are certain areas where the government required
privileges — it has to have some privileges to get some
fear-without-favour advice in regard to certain
decisions that have to be made — and we have always
made that point outside the chamber. However, I have
to say that we are a quarter of the way through this
government’s term, and the open and transparent
Baillieu government that we were told we would have
is just a fallacy — it is a myth. It is not there now and
we do not expect it to be there later. We are one-quarter
of the way through and we are not holding our breath.
We cannot hold our breath until halfway or
three-quarters of the way through the term.
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moved in the house is instructive in regard to these
matters. Ms Hartland moved a motion during the last
sitting week regarding the Western Autistic School. As
I understand it, that report was tabled this morning.
Ms Pennicuik has moved a motion today seeking
further documents regarding the Australian Formula
One Grand Prix. Whilst I note her comments about the
need for more documents, it is also worth reflecting on
the documents that have been released. I have obtained
from the papers office copies of documents that have
been released to Ms Pennicuik and to the house. They
are voluminous and extensive, and they do,
notwithstanding Ms Pennicuik’s comments, address a
number of substantive issues in regard to the operation
of the grand prix. Ms Asher, the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events, is to be congratulated.
To reflect on the comments made by Mr Leane about
the importance of major events to the economy of
Victoria, I agree with him that they are important.
These events should not be pursued at any cost, but
they are very important as contributors to the state of
Victoria. Ms Asher recently released the attendance
figures for the Tutankhamen exhibition, which was a
fantastic success for Victoria. It was a great reflection
on Melbourne as a destination, Victoria as a destination
and of the management of these events by the Victorian
government.

Mrs Petrovich — Go on!
Mr LEANE — I can actually breathe through my
ears, so I will be all right! It is just not going to happen.
We do not expect it to happen. It will be interesting to
hear the contribution of government members on this
motion, but we have been very underwhelmed by this
new transparency we were all promised. At this point
we do not expect to see it at all.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you, President, for the opportunity to contribute to this
debate and respond to notice of motion 178 moved by
Ms Pennicuik. The issue of the production of
documents relating to the grand prix is a matter that is
very familiar to this chamber as a result of previous
motions moved by Ms Pennicuik.
I have to start by responding to Mr Leane; I know he
would be disappointed if I did not. Whilst Mr Leane
was entertaining in his comments, he did not reflect the
improvements that have been made by the Baillieu
government in responding to freedom of information
requests in this place or the way the government has
been conducting itself in an open and transparent
fashion more generally. The way documents have been
provided in response to requests made through motions

In that limited sense I endorse Mr Leane’s comments,
and I hope that his comments also reflect on the
significant events that have been secured by this new
government. Mr David Davis, the Leader of the
Government in this place, responded to a question in
question time today about a new conference that has
been secured by this government. Such events are an
important part of our economy, an important part of the
diversity of our economic activity and they secure
many jobs for Victorians. However, as I say, these
things should not be secured at any cost; they have to
make sense.
In a media release of 22 March Ms Asher said:
When the coalition left office in 1999 the cost of the
Australian Formula One Grand Prix was $3.2 million, but
under Labor it blew out to $49.2 million in 2010 …

She goes on to say:
The coalition believes that it is important to assess the current
economic impact of the event …

In her contribution Ms Pennicuik spoke about the
outcome of a report by Ernst and Young that was made
public to the community. Ms Pennicuik offered a
critique of that report. I am not an economist and I am
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not in a position to assess the veracity of the critique by
Economists at Large, but I do know that Ernst and
Young is a reputable firm and no doubt the report that it
has put together was prepared in a professional and
diligent fashion. The point I am making is that there
may be additional material that Ms Pennicuik seeks the
government to release but in general the government
has provided a significant amount of information.
Ms Asher said publicly that an independent analysis of
the grand prix would be conducted and released
publicly, and that has happened.
The government is delivering and fulfilling the pledges
it made before the election to be open and transparent.
Here with me I have some of the documents, as I
mentioned before, that have been released: the
memorandum of understanding between Victoria
Police and the Australian Grand Prix Corporation; the
critical on-track incident response protocol for the 2010
Formula One Qantas Australian Grand Prix; the
funding agreements between the state of Victoria and
the Australian Grand Prix Corporation in relation to the
funding of the Australian grands prix 2008 to 2010 and
the Australian Motorcycle Grands Prix 2007 to 2011;
documents relating to medical services between 2007
and 2010 for the grands prix; the on-track service
agreement between Ambulance Victoria and the
Australian Grand Prix Corporation, which goes into
some quite significant detail; the transport services
agreement between the director of public transport and
the Australian Grand Prix Corporation; the agreement
between the Australian Grand Prix Corporation and
Bayside Health in respect of the Alfred and the
Confederation of Australian Motor Sport Ltd in respect
of the provision of medical services for the Foster’s
Australian Grand Prix; the licence agreement between
Parks Victoria and the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation to use part of Albert Park to carry out
works; and the subsequent licence agreement between
Parks Victoria and the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation to use Albert Park to carry out works.
The government is responding to the motions moved by
the house. It is providing significant documentation to
Ms Pennicuik and the house in relation to this matter. It
takes its responsibilities to be open and accountable
very seriously, and on that basis the government will
not oppose this motion. The government is happy to
review the request by Ms Pennicuik and respond.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — I
advise Ms Pennicuik that there is another speaker
before her.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak on Ms Pennicuik’s notice
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of motion 178. Like Ms Pennicuik, I represent the area
where the grand prix is held — Southern Metropolitan
Region — so it is very relevant for me to be standing
here to speak on this motion. At the outset I commend
my colleague Mr O’Donohue for his contribution,
because as he has pointed out, since coming to
government the Baillieu government has been open and
transparent in a number of areas, and this is one of
those areas in relation to documents that have been
requested in the past that we have released.
Nevertheless, let us go back to this motion, which
requests a number of documents and raises a number of
aspects in relation to the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation and the operation of the grand prix event.
The motion requests the financial arrangements and
contracts. Just to go back to the history of the grand
prix, which was touched on briefly, it is relevant to
make note of the event, because it is such a major event
and has been a major event in this state for a number of
years. It was brought to Victoria in the mid-1990s. The
Kennett government had come to power in Victoria in
1993, following the Cain-Kirner years, and at that time
Victoria was in a pretty tawdry state in relation to its
financial aspects. I think the debt at that time was in
excess of $32 billion, and there was an ongoing budget
deficit of significantly more than that.
Nevertheless it was seen as a real coup to be able to get
such a major event at the time, and it did much to
stimulate the major events here in this state. It did much
for many industries associated with tourism, and even
though I will acknowledge it caused some disruption to
those residents within the vicinity of Albert Park, the
whole development of Albert Park during the time of
the grand prix has been a significant improvement to
that whole parks precinct. Anybody who had been
down to Albert Park before 1996, when the grand prix
first came to Victoria, would see a significant change
today in that parkland and the events that are carried out
there. It is a wonderful precinct for all Victorians to be
able to utilise.
The grand prix has done a lot for economic activity
here in the state, as I said. It has contributed to
attracting both interstate and international visitors. It
showcases Melbourne in some of its very finest forms,
and anyone who has seen those international pictures of
Melbourne should be very proud of our city and our
state. The flow-on benefits that that economic activity
has contributed to the Victorian economy have been
significant over many years, and what it has done to
local and city cafes, restaurants, accommodation and
the retail sector has been very significant.
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There is no doubt that major events have an important
impact on Victoria and that it is very important to
maintain that no. 1 position in Australia. I do not think
any members in the chamber would dispute that fact.
Nevertheless I think there was a turnover of
approximately $1.4 billion, and over 230 000
international visitors were attracted by various major
events around the state in the last year. The Formula
One Australian Grand Prix is just one of those major
events, and of course there are many others, like the
various art exhibitions, including the Tutankhamen
exhibition, which was highly successful, and the major
sporting events that are undertaken in this state. They
are all significant major events, and they provide
significant social and cultural benefits for all Victorians.
Ms Pennicuik referred to a report that was
commissioned by the minister and undertaken by Ernst
and Young earlier this year, and that report talked about
the positive economic impacts on the state.
Mr O’Donohue clearly laid out some of those aspects in
relation to the report, as did Ms Pennicuik in her
contribution. In saying that, the report acknowledges
that some aspects are commercial in confidence. As is
well recognised in commercial dealings, some aspects
of contractual arrangements are commercial in
confidence. This has been acknowledged by the
Auditor-General, and the Greens should not be
surprised that commercial arrangements are usually
conducted in this manner. They are significant and
common business dealings, so the
commercial-in-confidence aspects are not untoward.
Ms Pennicuik’s motion goes to the documents that have
been released, and a number of documents have been
provided. Earlier this year the Clerk laid on the table a
letter from the Minister for Tourism and Major Events
that was received on 30 June 2011. The letter says:
I also refer to two letters dated 21 March 2011 and 24 May
2011 respectively from the Attorney-General, and my letter to
you dated 14 June 2011, regarding the above matter.
I confirm that, save for with respect to cabinet documents, the
government has arranged for relevant departments and
agencies to identify documents in relation to the Legislative
Council’s resolution.

A number of letters have been written by the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events. The letter further states:
Following … diligent searches 12 documents were located.

Ten of those documents were provided. The letter also
advises:
… some of the documents sought contain sensitive financial
and commercial information.
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I have explained why that is so. Like Mr O’Donohue, I
have copies of a number of the documents that have
been released. The Clerk laid on the table the following
documents in accordance with the Council’s resolution
of 2 March: an agreement between the Australian
Grand Prix Corporation, Bayside Health in respect of
the Alfred and the Confederation of Australian Motor
Sport Ltd; the transport services agreement between the
director of public transport and the Australian Grand
Prix Corporation; an agreement between the Australian
Grand Prix Corporation and Ambulance Victoria in
relation to emergency management; a number of
documents in relation to the on-track services
agreement; further documents from Bayside Health in
respect of medical services at the Formula One event; a
funding agreement between the state of Victoria, as
represented by the then Department for Victorian
Communities, and the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation; a memorandum of understanding with
Victoria Police regarding access to the Australian
Grand Prix Corporation’s closed-circuit television
system; the critical on-track incident response protocol
for the grand prix; and Parks Victoria licences 160 and
161 to use part of Albert Park to carry out works.
A number of documents have been released in relation
to this request, which goes to what this government is
doing — it is prepared to release documents. As
Mr O’Donohue highlighted, we did so in response to a
motion that came before this chamber in the last sitting
week. The government will not be opposing the
motion.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
apologise to Ms Crozier for nearly pre-empting her
contribution, but we are accustomed to having just one
speaker from each side on a production of documents
motion. I thank Mr Leane, Mr O’Donohue and
Ms Crozier for their contributions, and I thank the
government for not opposing the motion. I
acknowledge that the report Ms Hartland asked for in
the last sitting week appeared this week, and I
acknowledge that documents I have called for in the
past regarding, for example, alpine grazing and the
sentencing survey — interestingly this week there were
some developments regarding that survey — have been
supplied to me. However, we have struggled to get the
full complement of documents I have asked for with
regard to the Australian grand prix event.
Mr O’Donohue was correct in his description of the
documents that have been supplied to me as
‘voluminous and extensive’. I agree with that, and I
have had the pleasure of wading through those
documents. I will not repeat what they are. They are
mainly operational documents between agencies and
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departments of government and the Australian Grand
Prix Corporation, and they are interesting in that they
outline the amount of work that needs to be done by
many government agencies and departments in support
of the grand prix. Unfortunately none of the documents
go to how much it costs the taxpayer through the
activities of those government departments, including
the police, ambulance services, Bayside Health, the
Department of Transport and Parks Victoria. How
much does it cost the taxpayer for those departments to
operationally support the conduct of the grand prix in
March every year?
The Parks Victoria licence documents that were
provided to me outline the licence agreement but do not
outline the fee paid by the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation to Parks Victoria for the use of Albert
Park, which I specifically asked for in my previous
production of documents motion, which the Council
supported. The crux of the information I am trying to
get has not been supplied. However, I do find the
documents that have been supplied to me useful and
quite enlightening as to the amount of work done by
various government agencies and departments.
In her contribution Ms Crozier said that the grand prix
has been and continues to be a major event in Victoria,
but in fact it is a diminishing event. Attendance at the
grand prix has been falling, particularly over the last
10 years. The amount of taxpayers money going into
the grand prix has risen, as Mr O’Donohue mentioned,
from $3.2 million in 1999 to $49.2 million in 2009. It
appears that it has to be propped up more and more by
taxpayers money, but we do not know how much
money is paid out of those government departments. I
would like that information, and I have requested it in
my motion. We do not know the fee paid to Parks
Victoria, and we do not know the fee paid to Bernie
Ecclestone. That is the holy grail that everyone wants to
know, and it should be public information. Taxpayers
money has been paid to Mr Ecclestone, and that
information has been asked for by members of the
public. This is the sort of information my motion goes
to. While I have received some documents, I have not
received the critical information I am after.
Ms Crozier talked about the great economic impact of
major events. I agree that our arts and cultural events
are fantastic, and many of our sporting events are too,
but I do not believe the grand prix is in that category.
She talked about the economic impact, and I refer to the
critique of the report. Ms Crozier said it was called for
by Ernst and Young, but actually it was called for by
Tourism Victoria and conducted by Ernst and Young.
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I am not casting aspersions on Ernst and Young,
because I do not think Ernst and Young was asked to
do the right thing. The company was asked to do an
economic impact analysis and not a cost-benefit
analysis, and that is the whole point that Ms Crozier
glossed over. She said there has been an economic
impact analysis showing that there is an economic
impact that is of benefit to Victorians. That has not been
shown at all. The analysis by the Auditor-General back
in 2007 and that by Economists at Large just last month
showed that. As the Economists at Large report says:
Clearly what is required to assess net benefits to Victorians is
cost-benefit analysis. However, Tourism Victoria seems not
to understand this, claiming that:
The economic value of major events can be measured
using direct expenditure, input-output modelling,
computable general equilibrium (CGE) modelling
and/or cost-benefit analysis. (p. 7)
This is misleading. The best tool for economic decision
making is cost-benefit analysis. This is the opinion of
virtually the entire economics profession, see for example
(Dobes and Bennett 2009; Ergas 2009; Abelson 2011) and
many others, including Tourism Victoria’s own consultants,
Ernst and Young (2011):
To understand whether the grand prix delivers net
welfare improvements to Victoria, a full cost-benefit
analysis would need to be prepared. (p. 55)

That is the point; we have never had a proper
cost-benefit analysis.
Lastly, Ms Crozier said the grand prix is of benefit to
local cafes et cetera. Many local businesses certainly do
not have that view. In fact their view is that the grand
prix weekend has a negative impact on their businesses
because most people stay on track and do not go to
local cafes et cetera. Many local residents leave the
area, which is well documented. The grand prix is not a
winner for the local community.
I thank the government for not opposing the motion. I
look forward to the government’s review — as
Mr O’Donohue put it — of my motion. I look forward
to receiving the actual guts of the documents I am after.
Motion agreed to.

VICTORIAN FAMILIES STATEMENT
Debate resumed from 23 November; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan):
That this house —
(1) notes the Baillieu-Ryan government’s failure to
conclude parliamentary debate on its much hyped 2011
Victorian families statement;
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(2) expresses concern that the Baillieu-Ryan government
has now had a year to fulfil the promise contained in the
statement but has not kept true to the spirit of the
statement, nor respected it in its budget or its
administrative decisions, which has hurt many Victorian
families; and
(3) calls on the Baillieu-Ryan government to immediately
cease its regime of harsh funding cuts impacting on
Victorian families.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to
support the motion that was moved in the last sitting
week by Mr Lenders concerning the Victorian families
statement and the effect of funding cuts on families.
The funding cuts are a huge concern, but I will start
with the Victorian families statement and its meaning. I
wonder about the idea of the statement being for
Victorian families and being about how they will thrive
or how they will cope in Victoria under a certain
government.
There are not many people who do not consider
themselves to be part of a family. There was a debate at
the Labor Party conference about what a marriage
should be. Sometimes I wonder what we determine a
family to be. I hate to think that individuals who do not
consider themselves to be part of a family unit would
feel that they are left out of the sentiment of this
particular document. I am sure that is not the intention
of the government, but sometimes I think we are a bit
vague in the way we bandy around the term ‘family’.
When John Brumby was Premier he was ridiculed by
the Liberal-Nationals coalition for making a statement
of government intentions at the start of every year. In
the statement he would outline the legislative program
that the government intended to deliver in that year. It
was derided by the then opposition as being similar to
the State of the Union address in the US, and the
Premier was accused of being big-headed about it. But I
think it was an honest approach to saying this is the
legislation we intend to deliver. It opened up the
Premier to criticism if he did not deliver every bit of the
legislation he committed to.
To come out and say, ‘This is our goal and this is where
we want to go’, was not a bad thing to do. I am not
necessarily saying that this government making an
annual Victorian families statement is a bad thing to do.
If the document were clearer about the things the
government is going to concentrate on and if it
contained some facts and figures with respect to
funding, then the process would be a good thing.
When I looked at the Victorian families statement I saw
there was a commitment to — and forgive me if I do
not get the terminology right — kitchen table meetings
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with families about what concerns them. We could all
probably hazard a guess that when speaking to families
in that sort of situation there would be a lot of issues
around a good education system, a good health system
and, obviously, being safe. A lot of families and
individuals do not want the government to intrude too
much into their lives. They feel they should have some
relative freedom if they are not doing harm to anyone
else.
I think that where the families statement might have
fallen down this year is with the cuts, as Mr Lenders
mentioned. Cutting funding for VCAL (Victorian
certificate of applied learning) coordinators was a harsh
if not strange decision, taking into account that in some
secondary schools VCAL is a good vehicle for some
young people, and that what it is all about is for them to
have a pathway to a career that does not necessarily
involve having to attend a tertiary institution. Some
promises that were made have not been delivered,
including that families would have access to 100 more
hospital beds within a year. I acknowledge that it would
have been a good thing if they had been delivered. I am
happy to concede that a number of other commitments
would have been good things for families if they had
been delivered, but unfortunately what was committed
to in the families statement was not delivered.
I look forward to seeing if what the Premier tables next
year is a statement that has some substance and actual
goals. I look forward to those goals being achieved. If
the statement is marked on delivery from the start of the
year and we all agree on what the term ‘families’
means — I am not sure we do — I think that Victorian
families might have been let down.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to speak on Mr Lenders’s motion on the
2011 Victorian Families Statement. I am very proud of
the work that the government has done on that
statement. The concept of and putting together the data
for the families statement was a significant initiative
when the government was in opposition. With the
change of government, the 2011 statement was
delivered.
Mr Leane touched on this, but it says something about
the difference between the previous government and
the current government, the difference between the
focus of the statement of government intentions that the
previous Premier, Mr Brumby, initiated and the
families statement that this government has produced
and will continue to produce annually. It has a focus on
data, families and the impact and effects of
government, the economy and other factors on
communities in general and families in particular.
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Mr Leane talked about what is a family. It prompted me
to recall a dialogue with a constituent who wrote to the
former Prime Minister, Mr Rudd, about the definition
of a working family. After the exchange of several
letters, my constituent received a concession from
Mr Rudd’s office that a working family could be
virtually anyone. As Mr Leane said, most people would
consider themselves to be part of a family group.
The families statement is a very good document
because it sets the basis for the future, it gives a
snapshot of what is current and it establishes
benchmarks going forward. I know that this document
has been used as the basis for a dialogue with families
across Victoria throughout the course of 2011, which
has been a very useful process and exercise. I
congratulate the government on that very worthwhile
process.
I acknowledge also the contribution made during the
previous sitting week by Mrs Coote, the leader speaker
for the government on this motion. She outlined in
detail some of the steps the government has taken to
assist with alleviating cost of living pressures, to deliver
on election commitments and to improve the lives of
Victorians. I will not repeat what she said, but I will
mention just a couple of projects that I consider very
important for my constituents.
First, the Officer special school was campaigned for
prior to the election and the then shadow Minister for
Education committed to funding it. The then
government refused to make the same commitment.
Since coming to government, a decision has been made
to increase the investment for the establishment of the
Officer special school. It will make a real difference to
a lot of families in the south-east who currently have to
put their children on buses on which they travel for up
to 2 hours to attend special schools some significant
distance from the region covering Berwick, Officer,
Beaconsfield, Pakenham, Nar Nar Goon and Koo Wee
Rup. The development of that school was funded in this
year’s budget and I know that it is progressing. Like
many others in the south-east, I look forward to that
school being constructed and opened. Similarly, the
construction of the new Officer secondary college will
make a real difference to the provision of education in
the south-east. They are a couple of schools that will
make a real difference to families in my electorate.
I want to reflect briefly also on the contributions of
members of the opposition. As they correctly pointed
out, we are one-quarter of the way through this term of
government, being more than a year into this
Parliament. Mr Lenders, a former Leader of the
Government and now the Leader of the Opposition in
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this place, moved this motion. The substance of his
contribution as the lead speaker for the opposition in the
debate was to defend the north–south pipeline and the
desalination plant. Good on Mr Lenders and good on
the previous government for their wasteful and
disgraceful management of water policy in Victoria!
The way the previous government dealt with the water
problems is an absolute disgrace. For Mr Lenders, as
the Leader of the Opposition, to come into this place
after a year in opposition and do nothing more than
mouth a defence of previous failed policies
demonstrates how little vision opposition members
have for the future and how little they have learnt from
the mistakes they made while they were in government.
Mr Lenders and all other members of the opposition
should reflect on the fact that we are one year into this
term of Parliament. What have they put forward in
motions in general business to improve the lives of
Victorians? The answer is absolutely nothing. Reading
between the lines of Mr Lenders’s contribution, he
wants more desalination plants. Having inflicted one on
the Bass Coast, perhaps he would like to have one on
the west coast as well. The lack of an agenda, the lack
of policies and the lack of a forward-looking approach
to the future from opposition members in trying to
critique this families statement says much more about
opposition members than about the government.
Mr Lenders can defend the north–south pipeline and the
desalination plant that he has saddled Victorians with
for a generation, but I think most Victorians do not
consider those two projects have assisted families in
Victoria.
I am very pleased to speak in the debate on this motion.
I am pleased also to reflect on some of the things that
the government has done to reduce the cost of living,
such as halving ambulance membership fees, extending
electricity and water concessions so that they are
year-round concessions, and some of the other steps
that have been taken to improve the lives of Victorians.
It is worth noting also that here we are on general
business day when, after a year in opposition, members
of the opposition have the opportunity to put forward
their plans, policies and agenda for the future. As
Mr Leane said, we are more than a quarter of the way
through this parliamentary term, and what do we have?
We have a defence of the past and nothing for the
future. It says a lot about opposition members, about
the way that they are looking in the rear-vision mirror
and not looking forward.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
enthusiastically support Mr Lenders’s motion. It is
extraordinary that the opposition has had to raise the
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issue of the Victorian families statement for debate in
this house because the government is not interested in
speaking about its own families statement. It was a nice
glossy brochure when it came out. It has some lovely
photos in it, but it is very light on detail. Since its
release it has been forgotten by members of the
government.
The opposition takes this opportunity today to remind
members opposite of the existence of the families
statement, of the fine rhetoric contained in the statement
about the aspirations of the government in relation to
services that Victorian families rely on. Clearly it has
not put that rhetoric into practice. We have seen the
government, in the state budget earlier this year and in
successive policy announcements during the course of
the year, fail to support the expectations of Victorian
families, which would be disappointing for those
families.
We are now at the end of the 12-month mark since the
election of the Baillieu government. Mr O’Donohue, as
the lead speaker for the government today, made an
8-minute contribution in which his defence, in
summary, is that it has had only 12 months. Twelve
months is a significant period for a government to move
to deliver on the promises it made during the last
election campaign. The Victorian public’s expectation
would be that it would move to deliver on those
promises, and it just does not wash as a defence to say,
‘We have had only 12 months’. The government went
to the election making all sorts of promises about fixing
the so-called problems it sought to identify during the
campaign last year, but it has delivered a lot on rhetoric
and very little in reality.
Victorian families deserve decent services from the
state government — for example, they expect the state
government to deliver an education system that will
provide opportunities for their children. They expect the
schools their children attend will have appropriate
facilities and programs to support them, irrespective of
their level of English proficiency or the financial
background or income levels of their family. What we
have seen from this government is a stripping of $300
from the household budgets of 100 000 families by its
slashing of the eligibility to the School Start bonus,
something that flies in the face of the government’s
so-called commitment to address cost of living
pressures. Apprenticeship fees have also been forced up
by an extra $200 per year.
In relation to the infrastructure that families expect the
government to deliver to school students across the
state, the former Labor government’s $1.9 billion
Victorian schools plan has been axed. It committed to
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fund every Victorian government school to be rebuilt,
renovated or extended by 2016. That commitment the
previous Labor government made would have seen
schools supported irrespective of where the student
lived. You have to live in a marginal seat in the eastern
part of metropolitan Melbourne to get your school
funded, because you certainly will not get your school
funded if you live in Northern Metropolitan Region.
The government went to the election with a list of
election commitments in relation to schools which did
not provide for a single school in my electorate to be
rebuilt or modernised during this term of government. It
is an absolute indictment of this government that it
seeks to provide funding on the basis of where you are
located in Melway rather than on the basis of need.
We have also seen that kind of pork-barrelling in other
areas. For example, when it comes to railway crossings,
the good burghers of Brighton get the benefit of a
railway crossing even though their railway crossing is
no. 223 on the Department of Transport’s list, but my
constituents in Northern Metropolitan Region will miss
out on a railway crossing despite the fact that Bell
Street, Coburg, and Bell Street, Preston, happen to be in
the top 10 of the Department of Transport’s list. It is an
absolute indictment of the Baillieu government that it is
seeking to deprive Victorian families of important
infrastructure based on their geography.
Mr Elsbury — Absolute rubbish!
Ms MIKAKOS — It is absolute fact. Mr Elsbury
needs to go back and check the coalition’s election
commitments and see for himself the pork-barrelling
that occurred. That will also deprive his constituents,
because the western suburbs fared very badly in the list
of election commitments that his party made.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — Acting President, today is
opposition business day but I note that opposition
members fail to be here to support their speaker, and I
draw your attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am pleased that members of
the government have come into the house to listen to
my contribution, because I hope they may learn a few
things.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — Yet the opposition didn’t!
Ms MIKAKOS — The members of the opposition
are very well informed about the failures of this
government to provide for Victorian families. It is time
that members of the government took note of the
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abysmal failures of Ms Lovell’s government in its first
12 months of office.
I was saying that it is an absolute disgrace that this
government has failed to provide essential programs
and infrastructure in our education system. Labor has
always regarded a good education system as the no. 1
priority of a state government. That was our no. 1
priority and it continues to be our no. 1 priority, and I
am very proud of that fact.
What we have seen from the Baillieu government is, for
example, the stripping of funding to the renowned
Reading Recovery program, which I spoke about
yesterday. That program helps young children who are
struggling with literacy and numeracy skills to acquire
those skills, and gives them an equal opportunity with
every other child in the education system to be able to
utilise their educational opportunities. We have seen
schools in my electorate affected by cuts to this
program. I raised the issue yesterday evening of Mill
Park Heights Primary School. It has had to notify
parents that it will be discontinuing this program
because of cuts to the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development northern region office
and the flow-on effects of that for that school.
I am sure there are many other schools that are similarly
affected, because this Reading Recovery program has
been very popular. It is popular in working-class
suburbs, such as those in the northern and western
suburbs, where there are a lot of migrant families with
children who may well struggle to acquire English
language literacy skills. They are families who deserve
support. Minister Lovell gave an answer to a Dorothy
Dixer in question time today when she was talking
about supporting young children. She was happy to
launch a brochure, but what about actually putting some
dollars into programs like the Reading Recovery
program that would enable children from those families
to acquire literacy skills that they will need in life?
We have seen the absurd situation of cuts to the VCAL
(Victorian certificate of applied learning) program, an
extremely popular program that seeks to give young
people of various backgrounds opportunities to pursue
vocationally oriented education. Not everyone will be
able to undertake the Victorian certificate of education
program and go on to tertiary education. Some young
people will prefer to undertake the VCAL program,
which has proved to be extremely popular with the
many thousands of students who have enrolled in it. We
have seen $48 million cut from the VCAL program,
and people in many of my local schools are saying they
will struggle to keep that program going.

5913

What does it say about the priorities of this government
that it is seeking to make such significant cuts to the
education budget? Education has been stripped of
$481 million and has seen its capital works budget
halved, cuts to literacy and numeracy programs and the
scrapping of 200 teaching and learning coaches. They
are all cuts that will impact on Victorian families. Many
northern suburbs schools have been notified that they
will miss out on completing their infrastructure
projects. Many of those projects were under way during
the term of the previous government, and those school
communities are extremely disappointed by those cuts.
In the north, for example, we had the cancelling of the
Greensborough Secondary College upgrade and the
stalling of building the new Doreen secondary college.
Mr Ondarchie — When you were in government
how many times did you mention Greensborough
Secondary College?
Ms MIKAKOS — What are we seeing from
Mr Ondarchie? Last week he was going around with
the minister, attending ribbon-cutting ceremonies for
Labor projects. It is terrific that Mr Ondarchie has been
tweeting about those wonderful Labor projects that will
benefit our constituents in the northern suburbs.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — But how about you take your
job seriously and advocate to your cabinet colleagues
and your government the need — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Ms Mikakos should address her remarks
through the Chair.
Ms MIKAKOS — We are seeing a complete failure
by the two members of the coalition who represent the
Northern Metropolitan Region — Mr Ondarchie and
Minister Guy — to take the case up to their colleagues
in the Baillieu government and actually get some
services and infrastructure for schools in the north and
get support for Victorian families in the northern
suburbs. There have also been no road upgrades
delivered to the Assembly electorate of Yan Yean,
which is a growing community.
We see the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy, talking
about expanding the urban growth boundary and
seeking to bring more families into the northern
suburbs of Melbourne, but providing no corresponding
support for infrastructure. We have had the cancellation
of the bus service to Mernda, no extra trains on the
Epping and Hurstbridge lines and no new money for
bus services. Mr Ondarchie should hang his head in
shame because he has been an abysmal failure for the
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Victorian families who live in the northern suburbs of
Melbourne.
The other issue I want to mention in relation to
education is the important issue of early childhood
education. We have seen an absolute failure by the
Baillieu government to support families with very
young children through the early education system. We
have seen numerous cuts in this area and the axing of
the Take a Break occasional child-care program, and I
am sure this will excite Mr Drum and other members of
the government because they are very sensitive to
criticism around this issue. They seek to mislead the
Victorian public on these issues.
An affected parent, Ms Vicki Weatherlake, posed a
question to the Premier which was published in the
Sunday Age a couple of weeks ago, asking the Premier
why he would not reinstate funding for the Take a
Break program. In an extraordinary response the
Premier sought to ignore the fact that it was the
previous Labor government that had saved the program
and fully funded it in the previous financial year.
Rather, the Premier spoke about how his government
had stepped in to continue funding till the end of the
year. Thank you very much, Premier, but what your
decision in this year’s budget actually means is that a
number of centres have either wound up their
occasional care programs or are in the process of doing
so. A number of centres have advised their local
communities that they will be discontinuing their
occasional care programs, and some have already done
so. These include The Basin Community House,
Longbeach PLACE occasional child care, Chelsea
Heights Community Centre, Mallacoota Kindergarten,
Crib Point Community House and Baranduda
Community Centre.
Mr Ondarchie — Did you visit them all?
Ms MIKAKOS — All of these communities have
lost their occasional child-care programs.
Mr Ondarchie — So you didn’t visit them all?
Ms MIKAKOS — You would be surprised at the
number of centres I have visited and the number of
families who have spoken to me about how appalled
they are that this state government has sought to axe a
program that supports 9000 families across Victoria. If
the government were serious about supporting
Victorian families and if this document actually had
any value, the government would be supporting the
Take a Break occasional child-care program. But the
fact that it has decided to axe that program speaks
volumes about its priorities. It says the government is

Wednesday, 7 December 2011

prepared to have families deprived of occasional child
care and to have families make very difficult decisions
just before Christmas about what arrangements they
will make for their children next year — difficult
decisions about whether mum is able to continue her
part-time job and what arrangements they will make for
parents to attend medical and other necessary
appointments.
Mr Drum interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — A number of farming families
have contacted me expressing concerns about how they
will have to spray chemicals on their farms whilst their
young children are around. In the past they have used
occasional child care to place their children out of
harm’s way when these important jobs were being
undertaken on the farm.
Mr Drum — Sickening. You are a disgrace. Pick up
the phone and ring — —
Ms MIKAKOS — You think I am sickening,
Mr Drum — —
Mr Drum interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Enough! Mr Drum should return to his place if
he wishes to comment.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, Acting President. I
know this is a very sensitive issue for members of the
government, that they are embarrassed by the fact that
Minister Lovell continues to come into this chamber
sitting week after sitting week to defend the
indefensible — a $1.9 million cut to a program that
supports 9000 Victorian families in this state. She seeks
to play politics with an issue that is so critical to
Victorian families. If Mr Drum and members of the
government are serious about supporting Victorian
families, then I would urge them to do a rethink about
this issue and to give Victorian families an early
Christmas present by announcing to them before
Parliament rises tomorrow that the government will
reinstate this funding.
It is a drop in the ocean of the Victorian state budget.
You know that, Acting President, I know that, and
Victorian families know that. The minister could find
those funds very easily from within her departmental
budget. It does not need to go to a budget line item; it is
such a small program. Minister Lovell could fix this if
she wanted to. If she was prepared to concede that she
got it wrong, she could fix this tomorrow, but I suspect
that ego will get in the way of good policy and she will
not be prepared to come in here and do so, and that will
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be a huge disappointment to those families that I have
identified in all of those centres that are either already
closed or are closing just before Christmas.
A number of local councils have had to step in to save
occasional child-care programs around Victoria, and I
take this opportunity to congratulate Glen Eira City
Council, Frankston City Council, Greater Shepparton
City Council — in the minister’s own electorate — the
City of Port Phillip, Brimbank City Council and Moyne
Shire Council, which have all been prepared to step in
to fund occasional child care for their local
communities to ensure that their families do not miss
out. But then what do we see? We see cost shifting
going on from the state government to local
government, and ratepayers will have to pick up the bill
for those centres to continue to operate.
Also in relation to Take a Break, a number of centres
have already told their families that they will be
increasing fees next year in response to the loss of state
government funding. These centres include Yarralea
Children’s Centre, Wingate Avenue Community
Centre, Berwick Neighbourhood Centre, Greenhills
Neighbourhood Centre, Heidelberg Occasional Child
Care Centre and Wallan Neighbourhood House
Occasional Care. I know there will be many other
centres that will be forced to increase their fees in order
to keep the program going. So much for support for
families with cost of living pressures, and of course as
fees go up the corresponding outcome will be that more
families will reluctantly pull their children out of these
programs and the viability of these programs will be
affected, so we will see next year and perhaps the year
after more centres closing their programs because they
will not be able to keep going as enrolments decline
and fees go up.
In early childhood education we have seen other
programs affected. I particularly want to focus on the
cutting of the program that Labor had established which
provided dedicated funding to children’s centres. Many
communities, particularly in the growth suburbs, had
plans to build new children’s centres to cater for their
growing populations. In the city of Whittlesea, for
example, the local council had plans to build additional
children’s centres, but it will have to do so with its own
ratepayers funds because it will be next to impossible
for the state government to be able to provide both
expansions to existing kindergartens in anticipation of
increases to kindergarten participation hours as well as
funding for new children’s centres being built, so many
communities will miss out. They will miss out on
kindergarten expansions, but they will also miss out on
new children’s centres being built.
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Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Victorian families will know
who is responsible. They will know that Mr Ondarchie
will be responsible for failing the families in the
northern suburbs by failing to provide additional
children’s centres. We have had Minister Lovell putting
out media releases claiming credit for children’s centres
that were in fact funded by the previous Labor
government — something that she has obviously been
very embarrassed about since then — in Whittlesea, in
Moreland and in other communities where she has
sought to claim credit.
At the end of the day the facts speak for themselves,
and we have seen very little from this government in
relation to early childhood education. We have seen
cuts to other programs that supported kindergartens
under the previous government. We provided free
internet access. The department advised kindergartens
earlier this year that they will now no longer be able to
access the internet through VICNET, which is
supported by the state library. Those kindergartens will
have to go out and fundraise to keep the internet access
going, and a one-off grant by the state government is
not going to be enough to access an internet service
provider, an IT help desk and all the other things that
will be required as a result of this change. Some centres
will need to change their email addresses and change
their website addresses because of this change. That
will be accompanied by additional costs for new
stationery and new signage in order for them to comply
with children’s regulations.
We have also seen the Young Readers program cut —
again galling when you think about the need to support
literacy skills amongst young children. We had a
program that distributed free books through maternal
and child health services. That program has been cut as
well — another loss to the literacy skills of our young
people.
There are many services that Victorian families rely on
other than education, and a decent health system is an
essential component of that too, but what we are seeing
at the moment is a health system in crisis, with nurses
being forced to take industrial action to defend
important nurse-patient ratios that have provided good
quality care to Victorian families and to Victorian
patients over the last few years. We have seen
ambulance response times at record lows. We have
seen blow-outs in elective surgery waiting times and
also hospital emergency departments that are
overcrowded and in crisis.
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We have not seen one extra doctor, one extra nurse or
one extra hospital bed, despite the fact that the Baillieu
government went to the election promising hundreds of
new hospital beds. It promised to deliver an extra
100 hospital beds this year, but we now have one more
sitting day before this parliamentary year ends and I
would not count on the health minister being able to
deliver 100 hospitals beds before the end of the year.
We will see almost $500 million being slashed from the
health sector over the next four years. In my electorate
we saw a broken promise with the failure to deliver on
a new Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital, which the
coalition had promised to deliver. We have also seen
other promises that the government made which it has
not delivered on. It promised a Monash Children’s
hospital for families in Melbourne’s south-east, a
Ballarat helipad and a fully funded second hospital for
Geelong, as well as fully funded upgrades to Box Hill,
Bendigo, Castlemaine and Seymour hospitals. All those
Victorian families affected will be very disappointed
that these promises have not been delivered to date.
Projects that Labor initiated were threatened. The
Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre at the
Austin Hospital is a very important project initiated by
Labor, and it was only because there was a community
outcry that the government in the end backed down and
decided to fund that important project.
There are other health programs that support Victorian
families. I would particularly like to highlight the
Living Longer Living Stronger program that relates to
senior Victorians. This is a strength-building program
that assists elderly Victorians to deal with a lot of
chronic conditions. It has helped many thousands of
senior Victorians deal with conditions such as arthritis
and osteoporosis, as well as providing for the positive
mental health and wellbeing of those seniors. We have
seen 17 000 older Victorians participate in this
program. It is an excellent program, and when I have
spoken to program participants they have spoken very
highly of it.
However, in this year’s state budget the government
decided to axe funding to that program. I am relieved
that the Council for the Ageing has been able to
continue to administer this program with its own
funding, but this is only a short-term measure to keep
the program going. Unless the state government steps
in, I believe the program is at risk. This is another
example of the failure of the Baillieu government to
support Victorian families, whether they are families
with young children, whether they are families with
teenage children or whether they are in fact

Wednesday, 7 December 2011

grandparents. We have seen many Victorian families
extremely disappointed by this government.
Lastly, I want to turn to the issue of public transport
because the Victorian families statement purports to
talk about cost of living pressures. I have already
mentioned a range of examples — there are many of
them — of cuts to programs that have impacted on cost
of living pressures. The one that takes the cake is
yesterday’s announcement of an 8.6 per cent increase in
public transport fares across metropolitan and regional
services from next year. This is the largest single
increase in almost a decade. The Minister for Public
Transport claimed that he agonised over that decision,
yet he then turned around and blamed the previous
government for it. I found it interesting that he could
claim to agonise over the decision yet also claim that it
was the fault of the previous minister. That was very
interesting in terms of the psychology of the current
public transport minister.
We have seen commuters being slugged with hundreds
of dollars extra per year, putting the lie to the
government’s claim about addressing cost of living
pressures. At the same time the government has
scrapped many of the projects that would have
improved our public transport system. We have seen
premium station upgrades slashed. In my electorate
alone Newmarket, Lalor, East Richmond and Northcote
stations will miss out on planned upgrades.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Mr Ondarchie would do well to
listen, because these railway stations and communities
are going to miss out on upgrades they would have
received under the previous government. We have also
seen the politicisation of safety issues in relation to
level crossing upgrades. We have seen good,
working-class areas in Northern Metropolitan Region
miss out on level crossing upgrades so that Ms Asher
can deliver on an election commitment to the people of
Brighton in relation to a railway crossing that is ranked
no. 223 on the list.
We have seen many disappointments. The Victorian
families statement is full of rhetoric and promises about
improved services for Victorian families. What we have
seen from the Baillieu government over the last
12 months is very little other than rhetoric. We have
seen many broken promises. We have seen many
programs slashed, and the government has indicated
that there are more to come.
Today we are pleased to come into this chamber and
remind members of the government of the existence of
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this Victorian families statement. If they are serious
about the contents of this statement, then they need to
lift their game. Their first 12 months have been an
abysmal failure. They have been abysmal in terms of
the failure to deliver on important services and
programs on which Victorian families depend. What
we are seeing here is the arrogance of members of the
government who come in here and seek to defend a
position that has seen their own constituents miss out
time and again.
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challenged and updated over the 12-month period to
provide some real and tangible benefits for farming
families? And what is wrong with identifying the
challenges of farming families living in Victoria and
providing some solutions that will help those families in
the future?
Ms Mikakos raised a number of issues, mainly related
to schools and education. Typically, some time was
spent on the Take a Break program, which we have
discussed ad nauseam in this Parliament for — —

With those words, I commend the motion to the house.
Ms Mikakos — So it’s not important anymore?
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am happy to
stand and make a contribution on this motion in relation
to the Victorian families statement. I am not quite sure
why I just listened to 36 minutes and 33 seconds of a
total rant from Ms Mikakos about all the things that are
wrong with the Victorian families statement. I have
taken the trouble to read the statement; I am not sure
that Ms Mikakos has. I think it is a fairly benign
document and, as I understand it, a living document, so
it is to be assessed and reviewed in 12 months. The
document talks about the wellbeing of families.
We have spent nearly 5 hours of non-government
business talking about a families statement that
provides direction and support for families across
Victoria. Here we have the opposition ranting and
raving for nearly 3 or 4 hours of its time when it could
be providing some guidance as to where it thinks the
state of Victoria should go in the future. Instead it
chooses to criticise a document that is here to support
farming families across Victoria.
It is disgraceful that as a government member I have to
stand up here and defend a statement that is all about
supporting farming families. I find the whole thing
ludicrous. Nevertheless, we are here and that is what I
am doing — and I am happy to do that. I speak with
some conviction. I am a family man. I have three
children, and I have been through the trials and
tribulations of a father in raising those three children.
I refer to a number of comments made by Ms Mikakos
during the 36-odd minutes of bile, criticism and ranting,
really, from what I can understand of what she said.
What is wrong with a document that talks about the
wellbeing of families as a priority for the coalition
government? I cannot see anything wrong with that.
That is basically what this statement says. What is
wrong with the Baillieu government being proactive
about releasing the statement to Parliament so we can
all understand it and use it as a reference to provide a
better life for farming families across Victoria? What is
wrong with it being a living document so it is

Mr RAMSAY — It is important, and if the federal
government funded that program like it used to instead
of withdrawing funding, many families in Western
Victoria Region would again enjoy having the
opportunity to take a break from their onerous duties.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Farming families, particularly
rural farming families, Ms Mikakos, require that
support and the opportunity to take a break from the
many duties that particularly rural partners or mothers
or fathers of young family members have to commit to
over that journey. But sadly the federal government, for
whatever reason, decided to renege on and cancel that
funding, and obviously that has had a huge impact on
families right across Victoria, but particularly rural
families, where time is so poor. It is disappointing to
hear time and again Ms Mikakos abdicating the
responsibility of the federal government for that
funding.
Having said that, I come from a generation that did not
have take-a-break programs or the child-care assistance
that is now available for families across Victoria. I
come from a family with dual working parents who had
to make their own time and their own provisions in
providing support for their children. It should not be
taken as granted that for forever and a day there will be
ongoing support for farming families, particularly in
relation to child care. But having said that, I see the
importance of the Take a Break program and the
urgency for the federal government to recommit to that
program so the state can commit as it said it would do.
Ms Mikakos talked about costs, which is interesting,
given that last year the little legacy of the previous
government was a $50-billion budget deficit.
Unfortunately the Baillieu government, apart from
having $4.5 billion wiped off its GST share thanks to
the Gillard government, now has to face a significantly
large deficit, thanks to the Brumby government, but
also a significant running down of infrastructure.
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Ms Mikakos is big on schools and education, but an
audit the Minister for Education has just conducted of
schools across Victoria has shown a complete
run-down of infrastructure in most schools. Certainly in
my region the Birregurra Primary School, which is
where my three children went, where I went and where
my grandfather went, has been promised a
replacement — a portable — for the last 10 years under
the Bracks and Brumby governments rule, and we are
still waiting. I am happy to see that it has been
prioritised under the Baillieu government, so at least it
will get some attention in the future. I also refer to the
Kyneton Secondary College. Pleas from the community
for an upgrade to the college fell on deaf ears during the
Bracks and Brumby reign, but I am happy to say that
after his latest inspection the new Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon, is appreciative of the total
neglect and running down of that school by the Labor
government.
It is pleasing to see in the Victorian families
statement — and again I am still at a loss as to why we
are debating this again today — that significant support
is being provided to families right across Victoria.
There are the stamp duty cuts, there is the $1 billion
growth fund which will help families in regional
Victoria, we have promised law and order with
1700 more police, and there is a $2.5 billion increase in
funding for health services and a $98 million boost for
child protection.
Ms Mikakos talked about funding costs across the
board, yet in the May budget there is a $1.2 billion
package which has been clearly identified to support
those families who are affected by cost of living
pressures. She talked about increases in power. I find
that equally extraordinary, given the running down of
infrastructure after 11 years of Labor. The reason we
are now incurring significant costs in electricity is that
there has not been the investment in infrastructure over
the 11-year reign of the previous government.
The reason we are facing significant water charges —
and these are basic costs to farming families — is
because of the costs and the legacy of some absolutely
poor planning and investments by the Labor
government in relation to water security. I identify the
desalination plant and the $2 million per day cost to
farming families across Victoria for this white elephant
down in Wonthaggi — without a drop of water even
being provided.
I talk about the smart meters, for which now all farming
families are having to bear the costs as part of their
electricity costs. I talk about the myki card system and
transport costs. Ms Mikakos referred to the increase in
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public transport costs, but that is yet another legacy of
the Brumby government, which was revealed in the
budget estimates for this year and which the Victorian
public is now having to endure.
I talk about the north–south pipeline. I talk about it with
some authority, given that I was a previous president of
the Victorian Farmers Federation. I remember well
when Premier Steve Bracks came to me and said, ‘I’ve
got this wonderful new idea for the modernisation of
the food bowl. We are going to put $1 billion into
renewing the irrigation channels and reducing the loss
and evaporation of water. We have the Goulburn fruit
growers on side, but’ — and there was a but — ‘there
will be a requirement to provide a third, or 75 gigalitres,
of water to the Melbourne water system for that
investment’.
We raised considerable concerns at that time. We said it
would divide rural and regional communities across
Victoria, particularly in those areas where the pipeline
was supposed to travel, and also affect those who are
users of the Goulburn system from where the water was
to be taken. At that time we were promised that no
decision would be made in relation to the north–south
pipeline until there was support from farmers across
Victoria and, as its leading advocate, the Victorian
Farmers Federation. Even as Mr Bracks left that office
and that meeting, an advertisement was being put
together to show Steve Bracks in a helicopter buzzing
all over the Murray-Darling Basin saying what a
wonderful idea the north–south pipeline was, that they
had fully consulted with farmers across Victoria and
they had their agreement, what a great investment that
billion dollars of infrastructure would be, and that they
had the blessing of the federal government with its
billion dollars as well. It was a $2 billion project. There
would be a $700 million pipeline for which Melbourne
water users would pay. There was a shared agreement
between the environment and the irrigators — and all
would be well.
As we sadly now know, this was a lie from the then
Premier. It was a lie to me and a lie to farmers and
families across Victoria, but the Labor government at
that time was committed to this path. There had been no
consideration for regional and rural farming families
across the northern part of Victoria and also those in the
south who had to carry some of the burden by having
that pipeline laid on their properties.
Ms Mikakos talked about the school programs and
mentioned some funding cuts to the Reading Recovery
program. She talked about the Take a Break program,
as she has done assiduously for the last six months —
in fact that is all she has talked about — and again I
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note the great legacy we inherited in relation to the
run-down conditions in our schools. I gave a good
example of a school in my own region which for
10 years was promised a new school building to replace
the temporary one, which unfortunately was never
delivered, and that had a significant impact.
The good news about the 2011 Victorian Families
Statement is that it shows the government’s
commitment to ongoing investment to upgrade the
infrastructure of the school system and to the school
programs that provide a good return on investment.
Again I am sad that I am having to defend what I
thought was a good, healthy statement that makes sure
that the community continually refers to the wellbeing
of our families, which is of course the lifeblood of
generational Victoria.
I could stand here for hours and go through some of the
legacies that have impacted on regional Victoria and
the families who live in regional Victoria and whom I
represent, but perhaps it would be more constructive to
identify some of the things that are going to be
important to Victorian families in the future. I briefly
talked about law and order, and the government has
responded to that by providing 1700 new police across
Victoria. The Premier has also responded by providing
protective services officers on railway stations between
6.00 p.m. and 6.00 a.m. Safety has been a real concern
for families who want to use the public transport
system — in fact they are turning away from using
public transport, particularly at night, for the very
reason of safety. I think it is a great credit to the Baillieu
government that it has responded to that concern.
In response to increases to the cost of living,
particularly in relation to electricity, we have provided
around $445 million a year for concessions and we
have also provided water concessions to help with
increasing costs. This has benefited about
815 000 low-income families, which equates to more
than 1.5 million Victorians. Its reach has been quite
significant, and the benefit will be particularly
significant to those families that are able to access those
concessions. We have spent about half a billion dollars
in stamp duty cuts for first home buyers, many of
whom have young families and have been trying to get
into an overheated property market. We are certainly
now seeing the fruits of that investment with young
families being able to move into new homes where
otherwise they would not have been able to afford
them.
We have put $242 million into providing a 50 per cent
subsidy for ambulance membership fees, reducing
those fees from $150 to $75 for families. This is an
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important protection for families, particularly if a
member of the family unexpectedly becomes ill or
requires the services of an ambulance, because without
ambulance membership this comes at a huge cost. So
this subsidy provides at least some security and comfort
for families, as they are now able to afford the fees and
obtain that cover.
As part of managing the legacy of a $50 million-plus
debt for Victoria — thanks to the previous Labor
government — we are dealing with reducing spending
growth. We do not have a lot of opportunities to sell
public utilities, as the previous Kennett government did,
and we do not have a lot of opportunity to increase
taxes — in fact, my view is this government should be
looking at decreasing taxes, particularly for small
businesses, which are large employers across the state
and support a lot of young families. If there were any
way we could reduce the cost of business to employers
enabling them to employ more, that would be good for
the people of Victoria. Reducing spending growth is a
good strategy which this government has employed,
and we are also looking at reducing some of the tax
imposts like the fire services levy and stamp duty.
Obviously I will be encouraging the government to
look at payroll tax and other taxes that impact on
employers in the future.
In summarising, I think it is a bit rich of the opposition
to be spending an inordinate amount of time on a
statement — a living document — which clearly
demonstrates that the government is committed to the
wellbeing of families. It provides some guidance to the
readers about the government’s commitment to
investing in and providing support to Victorian
families. The government has a significant legacy to
overcome — 11 years of Labor’s ineptitude — in
providing for Victorian families and in investing in
infrastructure that will help support the raising of
families.
I will conclude by saying I look forward to the
government reviewing this document and making the
necessary changes so that it can continually refocus on
what is important to Victorian children and to the
parents who have the responsibility of bringing them
up.
The families statement is important for us at this time of
year, being the Christmas period, because during this
time many families come under pressure for a range of
reasons. We have seen a significant increase in
domestic violence and in respect towards elders and a
significant decrease in education in our school system
about what is right and wrong in regard to bringing up
children and how they should behave. I say this on the
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basis that the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
of which I am chair is conducting an inquiry at the
moment that has clearly identified a breakdown in the
respect ethos of young people — that is, respect for
elders, for parents and for the police and generally a
lack of respect among young people for their own
health and wellbeing.
Given that that seems to be a significant shift from
where we were a generation ago, it is truly important
that we have a document that reviews how young
people are behaving, that identifies how we might be
able to help address some of the issues that are
fragmenting society and that highlights the importance
of the government playing a leading role in providing
direction to and investment in our young families in
Victoria.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to rise to speak about the 2011 Victorian Families
Statement as it is now only 19 days until Christmas. I
have been waiting a while for this opportunity, and I am
pleased to have it today.
As Mr Lenders’s motion indicates, the government has
failed to conclude parliamentary debate on the families
statement it released earlier in the year. The statement
was introduced and then lapsed from the business
program, and there are a number of members who did
not have the opportunity to speak on it at the time. The
motion also expresses concern that the government has
had a full year to meet the great promise that is evident
in the families statement. The sentiments expressed in
the statement are not reflected in the budget, and they
are not reflected in a great number of the acts of the
government on a day-to-day basis. The third paragraph
of Mr Lenders’s motion calls on the government to
immediately cease its current harsh funding cut regime,
which is having a very significant effect on Victorian
families throughout Victoria, including in our rural
communities. In his contribution Mr Ramsay talked
mainly about farming families but also about families
in our larger regional centres, in our suburbs and indeed
in our urban areas in places like Melbourne and
Geelong.
With this document the government has promised a
great deal, and indeed the same is true of the Premier’s
remarks when he introduced this statement in the other
place earlier in the year. At that time he spoke about
many things, including measures and processes of
executive government that would ensure that as the
government developed new legislation it would
consider the impact that each piece of legislation would
have on families. Mr Ramsay described the statement
as ‘a living document’. The government has indicated
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that the making of the families statement will be an
annual occasion. The 2012 families statement will
include benchmarks that will help the government
understand how families are faring. The 2011 statement
talks about an extensive process of consultation about
what families need and want from government. Again,
it is a year down the track, and if the government is
doing that, it is doing it in a pretty low-key,
below-the-radar sort of way.
When we were in government we were often accused
of having a good line in spin and of producing a good
government glossy document, but the families
statement takes the cake. Earlier speakers have
indicated that the statement is comprised of very
general statements without targets. However, I look
forward to seeing the 2012 statement, because I believe
we can expect much more tangible targets and things
against which the government will seek to have its
delivery of services to Victorian families measured.
Hopefully that will live up to the spin.
There are a number of things the government has done
in its first 12 months that have had a detrimental impact
on Victorian families. In the area of public sector
wages, we have had a promise from the government
that school teachers would be the best paid in the
commonwealth. This promise was swiftly broken.
Nurses are protesting and taking industrial action — —
Mr Drum — Lawful.
Ms PULFORD — They are taking lawful industrial
action and working their way through negotiation
process, and they are defending the line on split
shifts — a proposition that the government will argue
for in negotiations with nurses. I met with nurses in
Hamilton, many of whom have a long way to travel to
work, and many of them have told me that split shifts
would have a devastating consequence on their working
day. The other thing that the nurses are holding the line
on is in regard to nurse-to-patient ratios. There was a
group of people protesting outside the front of
Parliament House today about conditions at mental
health facilities and the quality and standard of mental
health services in Victoria. Indeed those people are also
seeking better remuneration, but a very important part
of their campaign is about improving mental health
services and securing greater funds for mental health
services in Victoria.
Last week we had an extensive debate about the
government’s failure to fully commit to funding the
outcomes of the equal pay test case for Victoria. I
believe that yesterday, or perhaps even today, final
submissions are being presented on that matter. We will
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have the answer sooner rather than later to what the
actual cost will be of the equal pay test case for
Victoria, and I would remind Minister Wooldridge, the
Minister for Community Services, that she did promise
before the election that the government would fund
that. Why do I talk about public sector wages? It is
because in many Victorian families the income earner
is affected by these matters. These questions about job
security, job standards and things like split shifts are
very important for the families of the people working in
those sectors.
As previous speakers have indicated, there have been
funding cuts to domestic violence services and to the
Take a Break program. I know Ms Mikakos is a very
passionate defender of the Take a Break program.
Previous speakers have also mentioned Take a Break,
but it is a — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD — We are a bit sensitive about
Take a Break, are we, team? Can I just respond,
though?
Mr Finn — Tell us about the carbon tax while
you’re are at it.
Ms PULFORD — I do not believe we are time
limited on a Wednesday, are we? Let us see if we don’t
get to that before I run out of steam.
With regard to Take a Break, just to set the record
straight, the Australian government increased funding
to early childhood education and care to the tune of
$20 billion over four years. This is a significant
investment, and it is part of a reform and a rebalancing
of responsibilities between the commonwealth and state
and territory governments in the area of early childhood
development. As part of that, the occasional care
component was $1.1 million, so Victoria will receive a
share of $20 billion. The Victorian government will
receive $210.6 million for kindergartens over the next
five years, which is an area in which the
commonwealth government previously had no
responsibility whatsoever.
I know Ms Lovell tried to hold the line on the Take a
Break program, but Victorian families, including many
in my electorate, are not fooled, because there is
significant additional funding from the state going into
early childhood development. Part of that shifts the
responsibility for occasional child-care funding to the
state. It is important not to forget the $20 billion over
four years from the commonwealth when talking about
Take a Break, and I would remind government
members of that.
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More examples of government decisions around
funding commitments that impact on Victorian families
are the decisions around TAFE fees and the
apprenticeship bonus for younger students — so
students at the other end of the spectrum. The School
Start bonus for preps and year 7 students was cut by the
Baillieu government, so I would invite the next
government speaker to indicate how that helps
Victorian families, because I know that that cut comes
at a time of great expense for Victorian families. That
bonus was a payment in recognition of the significant
expense faced by families with prep and year 7
students — a new school, new uniforms, school book
costs and school shoes. The School Start bonus was
never designed to completely eliminate all the costs for
families at the start of a school year, but for that first
year — year 7 and prep — when there is a much more
significant outlay, it was an important and well-targeted
helping hand that the Baillieu government thought
Victorian families would not miss and could do
without.
Those of you who know four-and-a-half and
five-year-olds will know that they are getting into their
school uniforms already, because it is December and
that is what people who are going to prep next year do.
They are running around, very excited about the
commencement of their formal schooling. It is a very
exciting time.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms PULFORD — You have nieces and nephews?
Ms Mikakos — I have a nephew.
Ms PULFORD — Ms Mikakos has a nephew who
is running around in school uniform and is very excited.
I certainly know people through my own school
community and other networks who have excited
almost-prep students. They are the families who are
impacted on by those funding cuts.
In education more broadly Labor had committed to
rebuild or modernise every single school in the state.
We were about halfway through that project when the
current government was elected. Schools that had not
been part of the Building Futures program had every
reasonable expectation that if we were re-elected, they
would be included in the second 5 years of that 10-year
program. There are now many schools in Victoria that
have been very disappointed to learn that the
government will not be matching that commitment and
that their school facilities will not be upgraded.
The government is throwing around a bit of school
maintenance money here and there, but that is a
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devastating blow for the schools that had an expectation
and were significantly advanced in their master
planning. When government members talk about what
is best for families clearly that does not include people
who are being educated by the state, that does not
include the almost-preps, that does not include the
apprentices and that does not appear to include the
people in between.
There are of course numerous other examples of the
government failing to plan for the future of Victorian
families. In the area of regional development, people
who care about this — and I note that Mr Drum is in
the chamber — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you, Mr Leane, for the
unnecessary distraction. In our regional communities
the pace of investment has noticeably slowed in the last
12 months. The government had allocated $500 million
of its $1 billion fund, and expectations are very high
that the momentum in regional Victorian communities
will continue, but I hear significant concerns from my
electorate. They are very real concerns, and the
government needs to be supporting those all-important
infrastructure projects that will enable job creation,
because a job is basically the most important thing a
family can have.
I look forward to next year’s families statement. Our
government had a statement of legislative intentions. At
the start of the year we would come into the
Parliament — this was over the last couple of years,
when John Brumby was the Premier — and say, ‘This
is the legislative program; these are the things we will
be working on’. We thought that was an important
enhancement of democracy in Victoria. People would
know what was coming, they could involve themselves
in the consultations and lobby furiously on the issues.
There would be a work plan set out for the year, and
that was something the government could be measured
by. When members opposite were in opposition they
rubbished and ridiculed our statement of government
intentions, and Mr Baillieu’s answer to that — —
Mr Finn — And we’re still doing it!
Ms PULFORD — It is nice to see that not all of you
have changed, Mr Finn. In response to the statement of
government intentions Mr Baillieu has offered the
families statement to Victoria. If the families statement
in 2012 is an honest analysis of what has been done in
the Baillieu government’s first year, it will mention
Take a Break, the slowing of the apprentice bonus, the
slowing of investment in regional communities and the
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brutal round of negotiations for public sector
employees, many of whom live in and are part of
families.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD — We can reprosecute the budget if
members feel it is absolutely necessary — perhaps
tomorrow. The government started off the families
statement with a spectacular bit of spin. On the back
page it indicates that next year’s statement will include
some tangible measures. If the Victorian families
statement were backed up by a cabinet process in which
every act of government, every piece of legislation and
every budget decision was seen through the prism of
how it impacts on families, then decisions like the
Victorian certificate of applied learning coordinator
funding cuts and massive cuts to the education budget
would not be made. Perhaps in the next families
statement the government will indicate whether this is a
completely ineffective mechanism or whether in fact it
does not have a mechanism at all, because both cannot
be true.
I am pleased to have had the opportunity to debate the
families statement today. I expect the responsibility to
put this back on the agenda has fallen to the opposition
because the government is somewhat embarrassed
about failing to live up to its own lofty expectations as
set out in the families statement document. I urge
members to support Mr Lenders’s motion and urge the
government, as the motion indicates, to immediately
cease its regime of harsh funding cuts that are
impacting on Victorian families and particularly young
people.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak against the motion put to the house by
Mr Lenders on the 2011 Victorian Families Statement.
It is interesting to note, in terms of a paucity of ideas,
that a motion such as this brings home to us all how the
Labor opposition is struggling for ideas. The antics at
the Labor Party conference over the weekend are proof
positive of its struggle for ideas, for connection to the
community and for the support of families as we have
known them for thousands of years. Opposition
members come in here and talk about families after
recasting what families are all about. I find that
breathtaking.
To come into this place with such a threadbare
argument further highlights and underpins the
government’s argument that the Labor opposition is a
pale shadow. It shows how many participants in the
former government were propped up and provided with
incredible support not only in ideas but in techniques,
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tactics, strategy, policy, how to deliver ideas and even
how to speak in this place. Now that they are not in
government and do not have the support systems that
government offers, what do we see? A pale shadow and
a pale imitation of members of Parliament. They sound
like dried-out husks to me, and they certainly need the
Christmas break.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! Ms Mikakos!
Mrs KRONBERG — We need to remind the state
opposition that the wellbeing of Victorians is not solely
its domain and concern; the coalition government cares
about Victorians, as enunciated in the Victorian
families statement delivered earlier this year.
When the coalition was in opposition we pledged to
provide an annual statement as a result of our dialogue
with families, our investigation, our consultation, our
intelligence gathering and all the things that come to us
and help us make sensible and prudent decisions — not
whimsical decisions — that will be of direct benefit to
Victorian families. Today we have heard a lot of
bleating from opposition members about how we did
not continue their programs when we came to
government. They have used language such as, ‘People
had expectations that the incoming government would
continue our programs’. If it was not in our suite of
policy offerings and pledges, why would that
assumption have prevailed? It is completely misleading
and a fraud. Now they are harping and carping that we
should keep their pledges, promises and programs.
What for? They were seen to be wasteful, incredibly
extravagant and falling far short of the mark far too
often.
It is important to recognise that the Victorian families
statement is an ongoing discussion. It has a dynamism
to it. We will continue to examine what is important,
what is needed and what progress is being achieved in
the state in our delivery to families. It is not a static
document, and we pledge to update it every year. It is a
bit of a shock to the opposition to acclimatise to the fact
that we are delivering things in a factual and
unemotional way that shows a workmanlike, prudent,
careful, well-thought-out and professional approach to
providing the best value for the running of this state,
with taxpayers dollars best deployed through programs
that serve Victorian families and communities. It is spin
free, and opposition members do not recognise the
language. It is the bald facts, without spin, of the things
that are currently being delivered and will be delivered
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in the future, and opposition members do not recognise
the language.
The challenges for the future and the progress being
made in addressing the issues will be fundamental to
the structure of families statements in the future. The
issues that are important to recognise will guide the
decision making of the coalition government. It is
important to stress that proposals presented to cabinet
are derived from gathering information and
underpinned by advice about the impacts on and
benefits for Victorian families.
A few people in the chamber today will agree that the
motion moved by Mr Lenders reflects poorly on
opposition members and is an example of them
struggling for relevance. Perhaps they are suffering
quite acutely from relevance deprivation as we wind
down to the end of the year. They are out of ideas and
not really here. Few members of the opposition have
been in the chamber today, and they keep weaving into
the debate all sorts of things that have no bearing and
no relevance at all. The truth will come out, and I will
make some points that are factual.
The government set out what it proposes to do for
Victorian families in this year’s budget, which is the
right and proper place. The general intentions are set
out in the families statement, and the hard-nosed items
for delivery are set out in the budget. It seems the
opposition has forgotten this. In this year’s budget the
coalition provided a 17.5 per cent year-round electricity
concession.
The cuts to stamp duty are important for families that
need to set out now to secure a home within their reach
in which they can have a family and allow their
children to grow and flourish. Those families will be
served by important elements of infrastructure and
services to ensure that they flourish and are not
impacted upon by all sorts of social pressures. The
reality of providing relief for people who are seeking to
buy their home has been manifest by the cut to stamp
duty delivered by the coalition government.
Importantly for families in rural and regional Victoria,
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund is already directly
assisting rural and regional communities and the
families that make up those communities. There are
myriad examples of how that fund is being taken up
right away. As we speak, that money is being deployed,
needs are being addressed and suffering is being
alleviated.
A lot of the information that came to me during the
time I was in opposition were concerns from families,
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young women and older women who were fearful of
travelling in this state, of being alone in their own
homes and even of would happen to them if they
walked through their neighbourhoods in the dark.
Central to the sense of wellbeing and belonging in this
state is our pledge of 1700 extra police to buttress our
reform agenda and deal with the frighteningly high
levels of criminal activity, conduct and violence that
prevailed under the Brumby Labor government. I say
shame to the members of the Victorian opposition
because they are still not recognising what a terrible
legacy they left by way of violence and fear in this
state.
Mr Finn — They should apologise.
Mrs KRONBERG — They should apologise,
Mr Finn; they were totally inept over a sustained period
of time. They were wrapped in denial and are obviously
still in the foetal position as those conditions dawn on
them.
Our funding increase for health services amounts to
$2.5 billion, because access to health services is a key
priority for Victorian families. The coalition has
provided a $98 million boost in the area of child
protection, which will support vulnerable families and
children at risk.
We can look back over the history and the record of
how inept the former Minister for Community Services
was and how much suffering was inflicted on families
who needed support services and on children who
needed protection — the children who were battered,
bruised, raped and left mental wrecks and some who
actually died through neglect. I think about the role of
the Minister for Community Services, the Honourable
Mary Wooldridge, and her work. I often think of her
and her work in my prayers. Through prudent
administration and careful deployment of taxpayers
money she is setting out to overhaul systems, practices
and assumptions to save the lives of little children in
this state. I still find it incredibly moving. God bless
Mary Wooldridge in her work to save the children of
Victoria.
I am not surprised by this, but the motion has ignored
the fact that in a wide range of areas the coalition has
actually invested additional resources. In trying to come
up with an argument — and we all know it has been a
very threadbare argument — the opposition has
completely ignored the fact that we have provided
significant additional resources. It is tragic and pathetic.
There was a $1.2 billion package in the May budget to
ease cost of living pressures on Victorian families. We
saw no mention of that in any of the arguments from
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the opposition as it sought to whinge and carp over the
fact that, even though it was not in our program of
pledges and election promises, the expectation of the
opposition was that we would continue its programs.
It is interesting to hear the bleating of opposition
members over the Take a Break program. All anybody
who attended the ALP conference in Sydney over the
weekend — and I am not sure whether members of the
opposition did — needed to do was sidle up to the
Prime Minister and say, ‘Will you resume that funding,
Julia Gillard?’. Opposition members might find that a
challenging prospect. The woman surrounds herself
with hyperbole — or as she calls it, ‘hyperbowl’. A
remedial English language class for the Prime Minister
would be a good thing.
In addition to the $1.2 billion package for relieving the
cost of living pressures on Victorian families, the
budget contained an additional — opposition members
please note — $445 million for year-round electricity
and water concessions that will help the budgets of
Victorian families keep pace with the pressures of
increasing costs.
If the Labor opposition has any real care for Victorian
families, I want to hear what it said in lobbying the
federal government on behalf of Victorian families to
stop the madness of implementing the carbon tax. The
carbon tax will be a crushing burden that percolates
through every aspect of industry, endeavour and
distribution and every form of service delivery. It will
percolate through every layer of activity in this country
and this state. That will be a crushing burden going
forward which will be borne by Victorian families.
There was not a whisper, not even a wisp, of
information about the concern of opposition members,
their consternation or what they actually did — in a
spirited or limp-wristed way — to defend Victorian
families on that very thing. What are they on about?
The $450 million for year-round electricity and water
concessions will mean that 815 000 low-income
families will benefit from that funding tranche. That
pledge equates to concessions flowing directly to
1.5 million Victorians. I am so proud of the coalition
government because of what it delivered in the May
budget, in spite of the fact that government members
are still dealing with the burden of the disgraceful and
sustained cost overruns on everything the former
government set out to undertake or build.
The stamp duty reductions of $500 million alone
directly benefit first home buyers, pensioners and
farmers. Ambulance membership fees have been
halved because the coalition government has provided
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$242 million to reduce fees for Victorian families from
$150 to $75. This is a stunning initiative. This brings
ambulance transport within the reach of so many people
when they need it.
Keeping the Victorian economy strong is critical to the
welfare and wellbeing of families. The coalition
government is attracting and will continue to attract
people who will create jobs and who will come here
and invest and feel comfortable about investing and see
that this is a place for long-term investment. The
Baillieu government intends to deliver a surplus of a
minimum of $100 million along with a reduction in
spending growth amounting to 3.2 per cent. The term
‘reduction in spending growth’ is alien to members of
the Labor opposition. They probably do not understand
what it means. It means more prudent use of the
taxpayer dollar. It is a pledge to do things more
effectively and efficiently and not to go on
compounding the problem with obscene cost overruns
and no value for money.
In addition, the Baillieu government has introduced
education and employment initiatives which even
opposition members should agree are critical to the
prosperity of Victorian families and their future
security. Members of the coalition government will
continue to listen to the people of Victoria and work to
the very best of our ability to deliver the very best for
Victorian families. We will continue to respond, and
this will be borne out in the 2012 Victorian families
statement.
Having talked about what the government has done, I
would like to focus on what the former government did
or did not do and whether it was asleep on its watch. It
goes like this: this is a tale of a tragic 11 years of Labor
government in this state. We know that Labor
generally, whether it is the government in this state, any
other state or federally, has a reputation for squandering
taxpayers money. This has been confirmed by
independent watchdogs, and now we have the
revelation that $4 billion was wasted by the previous
Labor government. Labor’s waste, incompetence and
mismanagement — terms that members opposite heard
government members use right throughout our time in
opposition — mean that money that could have been
spent on trains, hospitals, police, teachers and child
protection workers has been wasted on budget
blow-outs and cost overruns.
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and ideas knew that the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments were easy to snow. People out there in the
business community came here and they knew that they
could get those governments to sign up for anything
and to sign all sorts of things away, that the members of
those governments did not know how to ask about or to
interpret what was coming to them, that they were all at
sea. It goes to the make-up of the Labor Party, because
its members have no understanding of commercial
realities or prudence.
That is the legacy that the coalition government is left
with and has to adroitly address — and its members
will. I should imagine that there will be pain as we
accommodate the excesses of the former Labor
government. One of the things that I used to talk about
a lot, because my original background is in the
information technology industry and I saw all those
systems overhaul projects that were going on under the
former government, was that that government was
being set up for exploitative tactics. Often it had to rely
on third-party advice to know how to ask the right
questions.
I will refer to the figures of the legacy that the
government is left with — that is, what amounts to
waste and budget blow-outs on particular projects. For
the client relationship information system for service
providers program the budget blow-out was
$47 million. The HealthSMART system cost blow-out
was $243 million. That was not the cost of the project;
that was the blow-out. There was a nearly one-quarter
of a billion dollars cost blow-out on the HealthSMART
system. The housing integrated information program
had a $30 million cost blow-out. HR Assist had a
$23.7 million cost blow-out. That was one of the great
disgraces of the previous government, because that
system went on for a long time. It had many versions,
and it was a classic snow job. The integrated courts
management system had a $21 million cost blow-out.
The next phrase will upset my colleague Mr Finn, who
is sitting behind me, but I have to use it. It is the LINK
police database. The cost overrun for the LINK police
database was $59.48 million. I do not know whether we
need cold compresses or draughts of brandy, but I have
to use another word. Are my colleagues ready? I have
to use the word ‘myki’. I am sorry, but the word ‘myki’
is used against the categorisation — —
Honourable members interjecting.

Having had a background in business before coming
here, as I have said before in this chamber, I knew
people who were well trained to do what was called a
snow job on the previous government. In terms of
government relations, purveyors of goods and services

Mrs KRONBERG — Those are the cost overruns
that created the black holes for which the former
government used taxpayers money. It has gone to the
purveyors of the goods and services because opposition
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members could not run a project to save themselves.
The myki system cost overrun was $350 million. There
was no surefootedness in the issuing and auctioning of
poker machine licences. Now this is a
crawl-under-the-rock and go-into-the-foetal-position
number. The money that was forgone by the Brumby
government with those licences amounted to
$3.12 billion. The property and laboratory management
system had a $5 million overrun; the registration and
licensing project had a $52 million overrun; the ultranet
project had a $38 million overrun; and the West Gate
Bridge strengthening project had a $86 million overrun.
That amounts to a total of waste and blow-outs of
$4075 million, or $4.075 billion — —
Mr Ondarchie — Of taxpayers money.
Mrs KRONBERG — Some $4 billion of taxpayers
money went through to the keeper. The opposition,
with its threadbare motion, has the temerity, with the
foreknowledge of that scandalous waste, to actually
say, ‘You are not continuing with some of our
whimsical programs, and we are going to whinge, harp
and carp about it’. The same members when in
government allowed that amount of money to go
through to the keeper. Shame! It is time for those
members to go into rehabilitation. I hope those
members use the Christmas recess to great effect and
learn what they should do in opposition. They should
also contemplate what they did in government when in
charge of taxpayers dollars, because their history has all
been a disgrace and an embarrassment. We will all
understand if those members do not seek preselection
for the upcoming election because that was a
disgraceful performance.
It will be no surprise to members in the chamber if I say
now that there is no way I could support the motion
moved by Mr Lenders, but I rejoice in the fact that it
has given us the opportunity to put on the record and
lay out what we have done in terms of the prudent use
of taxpayers money, what we are doing to directly
assist families in this state and highlight what could
have been done if the $4 billion had not been
squandered.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation: report 2010–11
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak to the Victorian Commission for Gambling
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Regulation report 2010–11. Firstly, I want to say, as we
all know, gaming is a leisure industry. Like most leisure
industries it has to be paid for. Most people understand
this principle. Most people who indulge in a flutter at a
casino or who go into a poker machine club know that
nothing is free. The premises and the staff who work in
these establishments have to be paid and it is normally
by the punters or customers. The report highlights the
commission’s key objectives and main achievements
during 2010–11. I will expound on the implemented
changes that have improved the gambling benefits for
the players and some protective measures instituted to
assist those people who are classified as problem
gamblers.
A lady came to my electorate office last year to
complain about the imposition of the $400 daily limit
from EFTPOS machines located in gaming clubs and
pubs. This arose as a direct result of government and
legislative intervention to minimise losses in any one
24-hour period. However, in recent discussions with
this constituent she actually thanked me and said she
had saved so much money by having to go home, once
she had accessed her $400 limit, thereby allowing her
gambling fever to subside. Governments try to protect
people from themselves, and then sometimes they are
called a nanny state. Sometimes it can take a while
before people understand and realise the benefits in
legislative protective measures.
The gaming industry is known worldwide as a mecca
for criminals within our society. When our gaming
industry was first established in Victoria the dangers of
encouraging and increasing illegal activity was very
much in the forefront of the planners’ minds.
Legislative protective measures were put in place to
ensure that only reputable companies, clubs and
individuals were allowed to operate a gaming
establishment.
There are many community benefits other than
government revenue to be gained from the gambling
industry. Not-for-profit organisations, social clubs and
RSLs are among the many beneficiaries. This industry
has also allowed sporting associations to legitimately
raise funds for junior sporting events. The Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation also monitors
those charitable organisations to ensure that the money
raised is spent appropriately. Importantly, major
licensees such as Tabcorp and Crown Casino are
regularly scrutinised to ensure that they continue to be
suitable gambling industry participants. That concludes
my contribution on this report.
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Ombudsman: investigation into ICT-enabled
projects
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to make a statement on a report of November
2011 on the Ombudsman’s own motion investigation
into ICT-enabled projects. The Ombudsman found that
Labor’s bungled ICT projects cost taxpayers at least
$1.44 billion in cost blow-outs, money that I guess
could have paid for more police, more schools, more
child protection workers and two Bendigo hospitals.
Projects that were supposed to cost $1.3 billion blew
out to at least $2.74 billion. On average they were
110 per cent over budget and wasted a total of
$1.44 billion.
When it was in opposition the coalition raised these
issues repeatedly with the Brumby Labor government.
And what did the Brumby Labor government do? It did
not listen; nothing was done. It cemented Labor’s
culture of poor leadership. There was no accountability
and there was a lack of governance. The top 10 projects
examined by the Ombudsman failed to meet
expectations in every case. The original budgets totalled
$1.3 billion. The latest estimated cost is $2.74 billion.
On average they will have more than doubled in cost by
the time they are finished. It has been an abject waste.
In 2005 Ombudsman Brouwer reported a significant
problem with the law enforcement assistance program
database. In 2005 and 2007 Ombudsman Brouwer
recommended the development of a new system to
manage the registration and licensing processes of
VicRoads. In 2008 the Auditor-General raised concerns
about the disappointing reports of ICT-enabled project
developments in Victoria and published a guide called
Investing Smarter in Public Sector ICT — Turning
Principles into Practice. In 2009 and 2010
Ombudsman Brouwer tabled in Parliament two reports
about the Department of Human Services child
protection program and commented on the operation of
the client relationship information system.
The previous government ignored the Ombudsman’s
concerns. The issues identified by the Ombudsman are
not new; they have been discussed previously. The
Brumby government should have been well aware of
these key issues and taken steps to mitigate them.
Consider this list of projects: Victoria Police LINK
project, HealthSMART, myki, registration and
licensing, the client relationship information system, the
ultranet, the integrated courts management system, the
property and laboratory management system, HR Assist
at Victoria Police and the housing integrated
information program. Who stands up and is
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accountable for this? The former government members
who carped on today about things they think Victoria
has not got should be saying right now that it was their
fault, and they should apologise to Victorians for their
lack of leadership.
It is important to note that the Ombudsman has found
through this process that secretaries of ministers
provided more critical oversight of ICT-enabled
projects. Former government members should
apologise for the poor governance. We are talking
about high-risk, high-dollar complex projects, yet the
Department of Treasury and Finance was represented
on less than half of the 10 projects the Ombudsman
examined. The former government should apologise for
the poorly developed business cases. In some cases
costs and time lines were based upon hope rather than
evidence or comparisons with similar projects and
despite evidence and advice from experts. The Labor
government publicly announced major project funding
decisions prior to the business case being developed. It
was all about spin. It loved to take the limelight and be
on the Sunday night news. The former government
made announcements and promises it could not
appropriately plan for or deliver.
The members of the former government should
apologise for myki. They chose to be on the leading
edge, rather than a fast follower. They went against
worldwide practice in relation to myki. It is
disappointing. When questioned on why
HealthSMART was such a great project the executive
director of financial and corporate services at the
former Department of Housing advised that small
backroom projects did not get any traction in the budget
and expenditure review committee. Therefore there was
a tendency to lump things together to try to create
megaprojects that would grab the attention of the Labor
decision-makers, a Labor government that was
obsessed with image and not with effective delivery.
If members look at things like the registration and
licensing project, they will see the cabinet budget
committee committed $115 million to the project and
released $49 million when the registration and licensing
project requested $156 million. There is no evidence
from the cabinet budget committee documentation
relating to this decision. It was typical of Labor’s
approach when in government; it just threw money at
projects without any rational thought, crossed its fingers
and hoped for the best. And who was the Treasurer at
the time? The Leader of the Opposition, John Lenders.
But we might be nearing the end, because I looked at
the Australian Financial Review this morning and when
I turned to page 7 there was a headline that said
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‘Lenders eyeing the cookie jar’. He could be well on his
way, and it is about time!
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While we did get some answers from this report, we
now have more questions that need to be answered, in
this case by the new Victorian government.

Ombudsman: food bowl modernisation project
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
address the tabled report, the Ombudsman’s
investigation into the Northern Victoria Irrigation
Renewal Project, a subject on which I had much to say
in the last term of Parliament. We now have some
answers to questions the Greens were asking in the last
four years, which is good. However, we also have a
new set of questions, and they relate to stage 2 of the
project.
Interestingly, in a media release from the member for
Rodney in the other place, Mr Paul Weller, titled
‘Ombudsman report raises serious questions for
Labor’ — and it absolutely did — he noted that:
As we always suspected, the former government’s decision to
invest $1 billion of Victorian taxpayers money for stage 1 of
the project was made in the absence of a business case
approved by government, and that is simply outrageous.

I agree that it is simply outrageous, and it is equally
outrageous that we are now investing more money in
stage 2, also in the complete absence of a business case.
Anybody who knows anybody knows that there is no
business case associated with stage 2 either. Despite
that, the Minister for Water, Mr Walsh, and the federal
Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water,
Population and Communities, Tony Burke, put out a
press release trumpeting the values of the second stage
and noting that under a different financial arrangement
Victoria has now agreed to sell its half of the water
from the second stage to the commonwealth for
$219 million, which ironically enough will go into the
achievement of a Murray-Darling Basin plan which the
coalition actually does not support.

Ombudsman: report 2011 (part 1)
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — As I read
through this report I became more and more convinced
that if there were ever one report that each and every
one of us in this house or in the other place should read,
then it is the Victorian Ombudsman’s Annual Report
2011 — Part 1. Indeed, it is a shame that the state
government, presently in office on a one-seat majority,
did not read it and learn from it before presenting the
Victorian Inspectorate Bill 2011 and the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Bill 2011,
because I sincerely believe that we must all in this
Parliament pay greater attention to what Mr George
Brouwer has written in his most recent Ombudsman’s
report.
Each of us was elected by a community which
rightfully expects that we act honestly, fairly and
transparently. The community further demands that we
ensure that government departments act in a similar
manner. What Mr Brouwer clearly shows is that this is
not the case, and the community has a right to expect
that we will, in a bipartisan manner, ensure that the
serious flaws outlined in his report are addressed. It
concerns all of us when he refers to the ‘failure of
departments and agencies to perform their statutory
duties’, when there are ‘poor procurement
management’ practices, when vulnerable people are not
protected and when there is corrupt behaviour,
incompetence and poor leadership, as he explains and
proves within his report.

But I am very keen to see this business case that will no
doubt be forthcoming for the second stage. In fact for
that matter I would be keen simply to see a copy of the
funding agreement between the state and federal
governments, and members may have noticed that I
have given notice of a motion to this effect which is on
the notice paper and which I hope to bring forward in
the new year.

Not one of us would ever agree that any of these things
are acceptable. Yet in the two bills to which I referred
earlier there is no serious attempt to combat those
aspects, which should fall within their jurisdiction. We
must collectively provide the leadership that is essential
to better government. To take an example, on page 15
the Ombudsman refers to very serious issues regarding
child protection. I am 100 per cent positive that every
member would be concerned about anything that places
a child in danger. Yet here is an example of just that,
and it cannot be tolerated or excused.

It is quite clear, even from the sorts of numbers in these
press releases and elsewhere, that irrigation upgrades
are delivering water in the Goulburn region for up to
$5600 a megalitre. By contrast you can buy water on
the market from willing sellers for $1800 a megalitre,
so there are very real questions to be answered in a
transparent fashion about the value of this investment.

The Ombudsman refers also to cases involving errant
ticket inspectors on public transport, leaking of
sensitive information by staff, poor public department
record keeping, delays in processing freedom of
information requests, poor procurement management
and a long list of other serious matters. Several of his
complaints come back to one general area: the failure of

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Wednesday, 7 December 2011

COUNCIL

government departments to properly discharge their
legal and moral duties to protect children in care from
harm, to protect vulnerable children and to ensure that
children are not unnecessarily exposed to risks from
child offenders.
If we cannot collectively protect the most vulnerable
people in our community, children, then we should
collectively resign. If we ignore our own moral and
legal obligations to ensure that government departments
and agencies fully and properly discharge their duties in
this regard, then we would be better off at the beach,
imitating the federal Leader of the Opposition in budgie
smugglers.
I must, however, laugh at one item on page 45 of the
report, where the Ombudsman advises that he has
discovered that police and the Department of Human
Services ‘had different approaches to the concept of
risk in relation to offenders on the sex offenders
register’. Anyone who knows anything about these two
state government bodies would know that they have
rarely seen eye to eye on anything and in some cases
have had significant clashes. It is up to us to ensure that
such clashes cease and that children receive far better
protection. That is why I support the Ombudsman’s call
for a full review of the Sex Offenders Registration Act
2004.
I further fully support his calls in favour of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001, and that is why I
was unimpressed with the government’s Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Bill 2011 in
that it excludes that commission from that key
legislation. Sadly, a number of government agencies
and local government authorities have sought to bypass
or ignore this legislation that we on this side of the
house regard as essential to stamping out corruption,
such as that in the ministerial office of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services.
I now come to the State Trustees and the fact that the
number of complaints is rising year after year. Given
that they are supposed to look after vulnerable aged and
disabled persons, and given the billions of dollars under
their control, I am deeply concerned that we should
have had a closer look at the State Trustees years ago.
There is so much more that I could say, but I will leave
it with this concluding statement: whether we like him
or not, we have a tough but very honest Ombudsman in
Mr George Brouwer, and we need him to keep all of
our agencies, our departments and our local
governments honest. I commend this report to each and
every member in this house.
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Ombudsman: investigation into ICT-enabled
projects
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have an
interesting commentary to make tonight on the
Victorian Ombudsman’s own-motion investigation into
ICT-enabled projects, which was conducted in
consultation with the Victorian Auditor-General, and
this in itself is what makes this interesting. The
Ombudsman thought that the ICT in this state was so
bad that he needed to have an investigation into it and
to have a look at the programs, the funding into the
programs and the outcomes to make quite certain that
programs were doing what they were supposed to do.
He was so concerned that he did it in consultation with
the Victorian Auditor-General. It is not usual that we
get a self-enabled project and two major organisations
such as the Ombudsman and the Victorian
Auditor-General investigating something of such
importance to the state. That in itself is noteworthy and
important when we look at this particular report.
This report is very concerning because of the findings. I
would have to say that ICT is something we all now
take for granted. We want, at the touch of a button, to
be able to get as much information as we possibly can
via information technology — and I commend our
library here, which is absolutely terrific in providing us
with instantaneous information at all times. We expect
this. But we also expect things to be timely and cost
effective, and the government is dealing here in this
state — and the previous government did also — with
enormous departments and huge funding costs for
major projects, so this report is an indictment of the
former government for its lack of accountability. That
is the most worrying concern in this entire report: that
there was an attitude of letting it just happen and of not
being accountable for taxpayers money, not seeing
where it went, not being cautious enough, not drawing a
line in the sand and not being able to halt what in fact
were appalling outcomes.
The costings show that these projects have been 110 per
cent over budget, and these are current figures — they
are not the finished product. In the executive summary
on page 4, item 12, it says that they examined
10 projects and the 10 projects came in with an
extraordinary blow-out. It says:
Each of the 10 projects I examined failed to meet
expectations; most failed to meet delivery time frames; and all
ran over budget. The original budgets for those projects
totalled $1.3 billion —

So it was not exactly a mean set of projects to start
with —
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The latest estimated cost is $2.74 billion — an additional
$1.44 billion cost to government.

This is a shocking indictment of the government. He
goes on to say:
On average, projects have more than doubled in cost by the
time they are finished. Two of the projects will have more
than tripled their original budgets in order to reach
completion: CRIS, originally budgeted at $22 million, has
cost $70 million; and LINK, originally budgeted at
$59 million, would cost $187 million if it were to be
completed. Together, the two largest projects will require
almost $600 million more than originally planned: myki,
originally costed at $999 million, will require at least an
additional $350 million to complete and HealthSMART,
originally budgeted at $323 million, will require an extra
$243 million to complete.

This is absolutely scandalous. The common themes
found by the Ombudsman in his investigation were a
number of concerns around leadership, accountability
in governance, planning, funding, probity and
procurement and project management. These are really
simple, straightforward things that any government
should be aware of, and it is an indictment of the former
Labor government that it has left these huge blow-outs
to such an extent that the Ombudsman, in consultation
with the Auditor-General, has had to conduct an
own-motion investigation into this problem because it
was so rampant. These figures are a scandal. I have
only been able to get to page 15 today and I have a
great deal more to say because this report is — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Time, Mrs Coote.

VicRoads: report 2010–11
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I want to make
some remarks on the VicRoads annual report for
2010–11, and I wish to focus in particular on that
section of the report which addresses road safety. The
report outlines the focus of VicRoads on improving the
safety of Victoria’s roads and roadsides, increasing the
safety of vehicles on Victoria’s roads and improving
the safe behaviour of Victorian road users. It also refers
to VicRoads’s substantial input into the development
of the National Road Safety Strategy 2011–2020,
which was launched on 20 May this year.
The report goes on to outline Victoria’s performance on
key performance indicators, and it outlines that Victoria
has made significant gains in road safety over the past
10 years. In fact in 2010 Victoria’s road toll was 288,
two fewer than in 2009 and the lowest road toll on
record. During 2010 Victoria delivered the best road
safety record of all Australian states with 5.25 deaths
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per 100 000 population, compared with 6.43 for the rest
of Australia.
This performance on road safety is no accident, no pun
intended. It is the result of the systematic pursuit of a
comprehensive road safety strategy in Victoria over a
long period of time by previous governments —
governments which have drawn on the expertise of the
Transport Accident Commission, the advice and
expertise of the Monash University Accident Research
Centre and even the advice and expertise of the
parliamentary Road Safety Committee. As this report
outlines, we have the results to demonstrate that
drawing on that advice and expertise has served former
governments of all political persuasions very well
indeed and, even more importantly, it has made all
Victorians safer on our roads.
I am sad to see that it would appear that the current
government, the Baillieu-Ryan government, feels that it
can get by without a comprehensive road safety
strategy. In fact the government has recently reported
after 12 months in office that it is going to take another
12 months before it is in a position to put in place a
comprehensive road safety strategy. We shall see in
12 months time what in the view of the current
government may amount to a comprehensive road
safety strategy.
Also, sadly for the safety of Victorians on the roads in
the meantime, evidently the current government has no
need to seek advice from the Transport Accident
Commission, from the Monash University Accident
Research Centre or from the Road Safety Committee of
this Parliament. Evidently its members feel that they are
such experts on road safety that they can put in place
procedures without the need to seek any advice from
anyone who might have any expertise in these areas.
We have seen further demonstration of that in the
Parliament this week. We will have the opportunity this
week to debate the latest flight of fancy from the
coalition government which is based on no advice
whatsoever from any of the expert bodies in the road
safety field. In addition we have seen a whole series of
minor actions by the government over the past
12 months. Sadly, it is entirely possible that we are
going to see the safety of Victorian road users
diminished as a result of the time that has been lost over
the first 12 months by the Baillieu-Ryan government in
this area, and a further 12 months — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Regional Development Victoria: report
2010–11
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I take this opportunity to comment on the
Regional Development Victoria (RDV) annual report
for 2010–11. One of the highlights in the report is the
development of programs for the $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund to be implemented from 1 July 2011.
That is obviously one of the great highlights for
Regional Development Victoria during 2010–11.
The report also talks about the eight regional strategic
plans that have been put forward. This government
when in opposition supported the design and
development of those regional strategic plans. The
report also highlights just how much additional
investment is on the table now as opposed to what was
on the table previously. When you combine the
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund with the additional
$160 million over four years for the Country Roads and
Bridges Fund, the Regional Aviation Fund, the other
money in the standard budget of RDV as well as the
Small Towns Development Fund, you get a situation
where we have nearly twice the amount of money being
dedicated to regional Victoria than the previous
government planned to spend on regional Victoria had
it been able to win the last election.
Xavier Csar, in his foreword to the report, talks about
the number of opportunities RDV has had to build on
existing achievements, with the most significant being
the enactment of the new Regional Growth Fund Act
on 1 July 2011 and the subsequent implementation of
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund. Xavier Csar is
firm in his belief that the Regional Growth Fund is the
right way to go. I want to pay tribute to Xavier and the
work that he did in assisting the government to bring
forward the Regional Growth Fund and for making sure
that we build into it the flexibility that he and the
Department of Planning and Community Development
were craving for and which, in their words, was sadly
lacking under the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund.
Details about the administration of the Regional
Growth Fund are also described in the report. The
report states that the Regional Growth Fund will
provide better infrastructure, facilities and services;
strengthen the economic, social and environmental base
of communities; create new jobs and improve career
opportunities; support the planning and development of
projects; and leverage increased investment. These are
just some of the highlights of the Regional Growth
Fund listed in the report.
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The Regional Growth Fund’s guidelines will provide
flexibility in relation to the projects that can be
supported. The report states how important flexibility
will be for the delivery of a decent fund. The Regional
Growth Fund can support feasibility studies. For the
first time the flexibility built into the fund will enable
the government to assist small rural councils to develop
project proposals that they can then bring forward.
Without this assistance many of those councils often do
not have the money to get a project ready for funding
because it is simply cost prohibitive.
The Regional Growth Fund will also provide funding
certainty, something that is very important for local
councils. Under the previous government councils did
not have that certainty. Now, under the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund, councils will know in
advance the funding they can reasonably expect over
the next four years. This really puts councils in a
position where they can plan for the future.
The report goes on to mention the Latrobe Valley
Advantage Fund. This is a $25 million fund put on the
table by the previous government and we have added a
further $5 million to it. We are going to build on the
Latrobe Valley Advantage Fund. We are also going to
improve the Latrobe Valley Industry and Employment
Roadmap. These are the sorts of thing we will be doing
to increase employment and generate investment in the
valley because we know that the carbon tax is going to
have a horrendous impact on jobs in the Latrobe
Valley.
The $10 million Latrobe Valley Industry and
Infrastructure Fund will facilitate new employment
opportunities and leverage new private sector
investment through the provision of enabling
infrastructure in the region. It is very important that the
industry and employment roadmap properly targets
areas that currently exist for further investment so that
we can create jobs as opposed to what the federal
government is doing, which is ripping the heart out of
the Latrobe Valley through the introduction of a tax on
carbon dioxide.

Regional Development Victoria: report
2010–11
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The
2010–11 annual report of Regional Development
Victoria includes a couple of pages on its 2011–12
priorities. This part of the report states that
Victoria’s regional population is projected to grow
from the current population of 1.45 million to
1.86 million. This will be the key driver of the
state’s growth and will be a key determinant of
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Regional Development Victoria’s priorities. The
RDV report also states that its priorities will be
determined by the emergence of new markets,
improved infrastructure and connectivity.
The report says that in the years to come we will see a
continuation of the shift from agriculture and mining to
a more diverse, service-based economy and that new
opportunities such as the introduction of carbon pricing
and reforms to the management of the Murray-Darling
Basin will create new opportunities and that this in turn
will attract more young people to regional and rural
Victoria. This view is, as we would expect, consistent
with the local government regional development
strategies that were developed across the state as a
result of the work of the previous Labor government in
partnership with local governments.
It is reassuring that the Victorian public service and in
this instance RDV is picking up the slack for a
government that has in its first year abysmally failed to
deliver any serious plan for job creation or
infrastructure investment. The RDV annual report sets
out the priorities that the Baillieu government is
incapable of announcing, much less delivering. These
are to strengthen regional Victoria’s economic base,
create jobs in the regions and support the development
of better community and lifestyle infrastructure,
facilities and services.
Earlier today we heard Mr Finn once again railing and
flailing against Professor Tim Flannery and the federal
Parliament’s passing of the clean energy future carbon
pricing scheme. Yet here in this annual report we see a
key priority of Regional Development Victoria will be
to work with regional communities, including the
Latrobe Valley, on the carbon trading scheme. I have
said before, and I will most likely be saying in this
place for some time to come, that the Baillieu
government is trying to have it all ways.
In this place and out on the streets and on the airwaves
some on the other side nail their flag to the irrational
Abbott federal opposition that shakes its puny and
increasingly irrelevant fist at the movement of history.
But at the same time, in the real world of public
administration, its departments continue to subscribe to
policies and programs that improve Victoria by seizing
opportunities that will benefit the environment and
provide jobs and sustainable livelihoods for our
citizens.
During the last sitting week I referred to the low-carbon
growth plan for Gippsland which was prepared by
ClimateWorks Australia and which models how
Gippsland can save around $100 million per annum by
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saving energy and reducing greenhouse emissions.
ClimateWorks estimates that by 2020 around
$44 million a year could be saved in the manufacturing,
mining and freight sector, and around $39 million a
year in the commercial and services sector. The good
news is — and Mr Finn needs to take this into
consideration — that when the carbon price is factored
in, the results are even better because the carbon price
can help turn costs into profits and over the long term
help the environment and benefit future generations.
RDV’s priorities are exactly right, and the Baillieu
government’s attack on the clean energy future laws is
exactly wrong. The RDV annual report also puts a
priority on job creation — on regional employment
growth — and of course in this annual report RDV
draws the connection between job creation,
participation in higher education and the necessary
enabling infrastructure.
Job creation is of fundamental importance to the Labor
Party, and when we were in government just about
everything we did — our investment in education and
skills formation, in infrastructure, in fostering emerging
industries and in marketing both at home and
overseas — was to create jobs. And we did this because
all the evidence tells us that education and sustainable
employment is the best way to maintain high standards
of living and the best way out of poverty. We also
know that most people feel better in themselves and
better in the community through having a good job that
is fairly remunerated and where workers are valued and
respected. This is a core value of the Labor Party, and
we seek its promotion in every policy we espouse and
in every program we implement.
The Baillieu government should do no less, but after
one year in government there is very little to give
Victorians much confidence in the future. I commend
this annual report from Regional Development Victoria
and congratulate all those within the department for
their excellent work.

Ombudsman: food bowl modernisation project
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak on the Ombudsman’s report headed Investigation
into the Foodbowl Modernisation Project and Related
Matters — November 2011. I read this report with some
interest. It was probably agreed by all that our irrigation
system needed work and needed to be modernised. The
report talks about what a good opportunity that was.
One of its conclusions is that the project:
… provides an extraordinary opportunity for irrigators, the
environment and communities to benefit from a more
efficient and modernised irrigation system.
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It was run at the same time as the ill-fated north–south
pipeline, which is a great example of what the former
government did when it had little thought for the fact
that we were in a 10-year drought cycle and that
Melbourne had been left high and dry without a reliable
water source. The idea of building a pipeline from the
north of Victoria away from the food bowl to fill
Melbourne’s water supply probably came a little too
late in some respects, because there had been a
long-running drought, but perhaps it was not politically
expedient for the previous government to have looked
at a range of water-saving initiatives earlier on.
At its key conclusion 14 the report talks about the
definition of ‘water savings’, which is central to the
project, being:
… problematic because it allows water to be described as a
‘saving’ even though, in certain situations, it was previously
being productively used and was not ‘lost’.

That was one of the key arguments used by the
Liberal-Nationals coalition: that the irrigation renewal
project was in fact a furphy in relation to the amount of
water savings which would be then used as a key
element in shipping water out of the north and to
Melbourne. It was effectively disadvantaging those
people who were producing the food for metropolitan
Melbourne and export.
The report also states that the food bowl project is a
significant and complex undertaking. It was of course a
significant undertaking. Among the issues I would
really like to expand on today are the issues around
governance. There was a clear design of inappropriate
behaviour, lack of governance and money and jobs for
mates. The Ombudsman stated:
My investigation identified a range of inappropriate practices
and behaviours involving staff from both the Department of
Sustainability and Environment … and NVIRP —
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… Inadequate complaints handling —

and —
… A lack of departmental oversight …

I would like to expand on the issue of inappropriate
assistance to a private entity. In the report the
Ombudsman stated:
My investigation identified that in early 2010 NVIRP paid a
private company over $1 million to help the company
purchase properties in Leitchville, northern Victoria. The
private company, Sustainable Soils and Farms Pty Ltd
(SSF) —

which is what I will call it from now on —
… was able to reduce the amount of water needed to farm the
land and obtain water savings for the food bowl project. SSF
said it would be able to purchase ‘pods’ of properties …

The net result of this purchase was the beneficiary was
the chair of SSF, Mr Neil O’Keefe, a former federal
MP and director of Water for Rivers. Prior to engaging
in the NVIRP program, SSF was not a landowner in
northern Victoria. The time frame for when that land
was purchased is interesting, and there are some
questions to be answered around why that land was
purchased. Further the Ombudsman stated that
ultimately:
After using NVIRP’s money to purchase the properties, SSF
bought approximately $7 million (or 2600 megalitres) for
water shares from elsewhere and placed those water shares on
the properties. SSF then sold the water shares to the Living
Murray for $7.52 million.
At interview, Mr O’Keefe said ‘… we made a margin of
about $300 a [megalitre]’. This is around $780 000 profit.
Concerns were raised —

funnily enough —
An honourable member — Nice capitalism.

The Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal Project —
over several years.

He further stated that this related to:
… Inappropriate assistance to a private entity (NVIRP and the
department)
… Breaches of privacy …
… Poor security of NVIRP information …
… A lack of understanding of conflicts of interest and the
perceptions that may arise as a result of acceptance of gifts
and hospitality …
… Inappropriate hospitality expenditure …
… Untimely payment of contractors …

Mrs PETROVICH — Yes, great capitalism —
socialism and capitalism were running hand in hand
here. It continues:
Concerns were raised in the media — —

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time!

Ombudsman: food bowl modernisation project
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I also rise
to make some comments on the Victorian
Ombudsman’s report headed Investigation into the
Foodbowl Modernisation Project and Related
Matters — November 2011. I want to preface the
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comments I will make by saying that the decision to go
ahead with the food bowl modernisation project and
also the timing in which the project was determined
have to be seen in context.
It should be remembered that the project was an
initiative that was brought to the previous Labor
government by irrigators and industry based in the
Goulburn Valley. Those of us who are regionally based
know only too well — and Mrs Petrovich mentioned
this in her contribution — how the worst drought in
100 years had left rural Victorian communities
absolutely reeling. It is all very well to sit here now,
after good rain — and in a number of cases, too much
rain — and knock the food bowl modernisation project
and all those involved in getting it up and running.
Back in 2007 there was no indication that the drought
was going to break any time soon, and it was very
obvious to Labor MPs and to the Labor government
that urgent action was needed to secure water for our
future. That is what it was all about: water security for
our future — for our rural and regional communities,
for our rivers, for our environment and particularly for
our farmers.
Our rivers were in a shocking state. Irrigation
infrastructure was old, leaky, seeping, overrunning,
terribly inefficient and very expensive to maintain.
Communities were hurting. It was not the time to sit
around and dither; it was the time to take action.
Anyone who has had any contact with the farming
community, particularly irrigators, knows exactly what
I am talking about because they understand only too
well what the state of the infrastructure was like. The
Labor government showed that it was able to take the
necessary action and to show leadership. We
recognised that the proposal brought to the government
for its consideration by irrigators and industry bodies
from the Goulburn Valley — a proposal to modernise
an antiquated irrigation system — had a great deal of
merit and was a way of securing water for irrigators, the
community and the environment, not only for that
particular time but also for our future.
As the Ombudsman himself points out, the former
Labor government food bowl modernisation project
provided:
… an extraordinary opportunity for irrigators, the
environment and communities to benefit from a more
efficient and modernised irrigation system.

He went on to state:
The project scope and level of capital works activities planned
as part of the modernisation program is ambitious and
NVIRP —
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the Northern Victoria Irrigation Renewal Project —
has made significant progress.

The report goes on to praise the completion of the
capital works program in the annual winter works
periods; the transfer of around $200 million of
improved irrigation assets to Goulburn Valley Water;
and, very importantly, the creation of business and
employment opportunities within the region as a result
of the rollout of the project. The Ombudsman also
stated that NVIRP had ‘achieved its progressive water
savings targets to date’ and that landowners were
‘generally supportive of modernisation’.
It should also be noted that the food bowl
modernisation project has been recognised by
government water authorities from around the world —
from California, China, Africa, the Middle East and
Europe. It is also important in the light of the recently
released draft basin plan that we acknowledge there is a
lot of support in regional Australia for more projects
like this.

Ombudsman: investigation into ICT-enabled
projects
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to be able to join my colleagues
Mr Ondarchie and Mrs Coote in speaking to the
Victorian Ombudsman’s report entitled Own Motion
Investigation into ICT-enabled Projects and dated
November 2011. As Mrs Coote adequately pointed out
in her contribution, this project was done in
consultation with the Victorian Auditor-General.
This report looked at over 10 ICT projects, some of
which have become so infamous that they have become
household names. I will read them out now. We have
LINK for Victoria Police; HealthSMART for the
Department of Health; the boogie man of myki for the
Transport Ticketing Authority; registration and
licensing for VicRoads; client relationship information
system for service providers program for the
Department of Human Services; ultranet for the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development; integrated courts management system for
the Department of Justice; property and laboratory
management system for Victoria Police; HR Assist for
Victoria Police; and the housing integrated information
program for the Office of Housing, Department of
Human Services.
The Ombudsman found in his report, and I quote from
his executive summary:
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Each of the 10 projects examined failed to meet expectations;
most failed to meet delivery time frames; and all ran over
budget. The original budgets for these projects totalled
$1.3 billion. The latest estimated cost is $2.74 billion — an
additional $1.44 billion cost to government.

I would love to go on about myki, but unfortunately,
due to the limited time I have, I will not be able to flesh
out that particular issue, nor will I be able to talk about
the ultranet. I commend this report to the house.

That quote does not convey enough gravitas so I will
say that this is $1440 million of Victorian taxpayer
dollars that has been pumped into systems over and
beyond their original budget. The Ombudsman found
that there were issues with leadership, accountability
and governance, and that there was an acceptance
among those who were running these projects that ‘you
know, these things cost a fair bit of money and it is not
unexpected for them to run over cost’. But again, I
point out to the ladies and gentlemen who are
listening — even via the internet, which I suppose is
part of the ICT project — that this is taxpayers money.
Why was the governance and the probity not put into
these projects by the previous government? The money
was being sought from it to implement these projects
but there was not adequate planning and there was no
adequate presentation of business cases that defined
what the intended outcome of most of these projects
were. The common theme in the Ombudsman’s report
was that there was a problem with leadership,
accountability and governance, planning, funding,
probity and procurement, and project management.

Ombudsman: investigation into ICT-enabled
projects

Mrs Petrovich — All the Ps.
Mr ELSBURY — All the Ps indeed! There was a
basic lack of leadership. I quote from the report again:
Senior officers in agencies were often reluctant to make
critical decisions about projects such as placing them on hold
or terminating contracts.

If you are put in charge of something, I would have
thought that you would have the guts to actually do
something about it, or you would actually be given the
ability to do the job.
If you go to the LINK issue, the Ombudsman
recommended a new system to replace the law
enforcement assistance program system for Victoria
Police in March 2005. The former government acted in
August 2005 with a commitment of $50 million. The
first business case was developed in February 2006, and
it suggested that $59.48 million was needed over four
years. A second business case was developed in 2011.
It suggested that a further $127.7 million was needed
after four years. Victoria Police spent the money that
the former government allocated to the project and it
still needed more money. Where was the accountability
in that particular project?

Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I rise to join
my coalition colleagues, Mrs Coote, Mr Ondarchie and
Mr Elsbury, to speak briefly on the Victorian
Ombudsman’s report entitled Own Motion
Investigation into ICT-Enabled Projects, dated
November 2011. What an indictment of the former
government’s ability to handle major projects in
general, but particularly in relation to the ICT sector, is
this report. The report was completed in consultation
with the Victorian Auditor-General, and it provides
further confirmation of what many of us have long
known, which is that the Labor way of governing
results in blow-outs and expenses that communities
have to wear for years and years. On our election to
government we in the coalition have been faced with
the difficult task of bringing the budget back to an
acceptable financial position and taking control of these
blown-out projects.
I commend Mrs Kronberg on the excellent and
passionate contribution she made today to the debate on
the motion regarding the 2011 Victorian Families
Statement. She also referred to this particular problem
and the difficulty that is faced by governments — that
is, if you cannot manage the budget or the books
because you cannot manage the projects, then that
creates budgetary and cost of living pressures.
The findings of this report have been well documented,
but it is a blow-out at this stage. It has been documented
as costing government around $1.4 billion, after the
original estimate of some $1.3 billion and a revised
estimate of $2.7 billion.
In my humble view there may well be further costs
that will arise or have already arisen as a result of the
legacy of these projects, particularly the failure to
conduct business cases prior to commencing such
major projects. Part of the reason this was done — as
has been revealed by this report — was the Labor
Party’s style of running business, which was all about
spin and big announcements, such as its approach to
solving the water crisis by making it a seven-day
media cycle event. There was no considered business
case or policy of going through the documentation;
there was an announcement on the desalination plant
and the north–south pipeline that apparently was Said
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to have solved all our water problems. That same
legacy has affected these projects.
Another aspect of this blow-out was the failure in
leadership, governance and accountability on the part of
the former government, and this was picked up by the
Ombudsman in paragraph 63 where he noted:
It is important that secretaries and ministers provide more
critical oversight of ICT-enabled projects.

That includes governance, the ability to say no and the
ability to tell IT people that if things have not met
expectations, they will have to fund the project
themselves, pay the government back or revise their
claims on the government’s purse. There was none of
that oversight because the former government was
wedded to making big policy announcements prior to
undertaking business cases. In this regard some of those
projects should have been terminated by the previous
government.
I refer to paragraph 347, which I also referred to last
week in the debate on the myki project. There were
opportunities as a result of the delays in that project,
and again we had a situation where the budget blew out.
The extent to which the original budget could have
been used is always a bit difficult to determine when a
business case has not been properly undertaken. In that
regard it is known, at least from the Ombudsman’s
report, that the original business case included an
estimate of $741 million. There was also an estimate of
$500 million and an original capital cost of around
$200 million in the first year. That has now blown out
to over $1.35 billion. That is not the only project. Other
projects are listed in paragraph 38 of the report,
including the HR Assist project, the integrated courts
management system, the ultranet, the property and
laboratory management project, and the list goes on.
These cost blow-outs are a result of the former
government’s failures, and it ought to be condemned.

VicRoads: report 2010–11
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In the short
time available I will speak on the Roads Corporation
Report 2010–11, which Ms Broad also spoke on. I will
briefly touch on VicRoads and vent about a bit of a
bugbear of mine. VicRoads is a great department and,
as I have said before, some of the members of its
executive are fantastic, but the one problem I have with
VicRoads is that it has relied on research done by all
sorts of boffins to tell us that early education for drivers
is a waste of time.
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I cannot understand how VicRoads could fathom that,
considering that it has been acknowledged that the three
ways to improve road safety are the roads, the cars and
the drivers. With roads you can take out a bit of a bend
and make a road a bit straighter — you can improve
it — or you can duplicate a road. With cars we are
seeing improvements with side curtain airbags and a
number of technology improvements to cars that have
made them a lot safer. In relation to drivers, the only
thing that I can see that would improve driving is
education.
In discussions I had with staff of VicRoads during the
last term of the former government they stated that
they believed any early driver training was an absolute
waste of time, but intuition would tell me that that
cannot be right. I would urge the department to have a
rethink — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Time!
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Bushfires: community preparedness
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the Premier. I am reluctant
to raise issues for the Premier because, in contempt of
his own charter and rhetoric, he actually does not reply
to them. Nevertheless, I will raise it with him because it
is an important issue.
The issue relates to bushfire response. The government
is a long way behind on the Department of
Sustainability and Environment burn-offs, and
hopefully it will rectify that. The government is
obviously embarking on an important campaign to
make the community aware of the risks. It has been a
few years now since the fires, and sadly much of our
community has become complacent in that time. I wish
the government well with its alerts to the community
and in determining how to bring them forward.
The reason I raise this issue with the Premier tonight is
that I recall, and the Deputy President may also recall,
that on 10 December 2009 in this house, I, as Leader of
the Government at the time, was asked a question about
bushfire response by Mr Kavanagh, a former member
for Western Victoria Region. In particular
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Mr Kavanagh took great exception to the fact that the
letters that were sent out to the community during
Bushfire Awareness Week were signed by then
Premier, John Brumby.
We had a fiery exchange — no pun intended — in this
house on this issue. I outlined and actually defended a
Premier elevating these issues by sending a letter out to
the community about them. During that fiery exchange
in this house Mr Drum and Mr David Davis took great
exception to the fact that I should defend the Premier
for sending letters out to warn the community. It was
put by Mr Kavanagh that the Governor, the Chief
Commissioner of Police or someone else who is neutral
should send out these letters rather than the Premier. I
do not dispute the Premier sending out the letters,
because that is what I defended in this house on
10 December 2009, and I think it is appropriate.
The matter I raise for the Premier is that if it was
inappropriate for Premier Brumby to send out those
letters, why is it suddenly appropriate for
Premier Baillieu to send them out? In particular — and
I say that this is an important issue — I support the
Premier sending the letters out and alerting the
community, but I do not support the double standard,
the hypocrisy, the hyperbole and the spin from
Mr Davis, Mr Drum and others who took exception to
Premier Brumby doing it but now believe it is okay for
Premier Baillieu to do it. In particular Mr David Davis,
a great champion of sincerity, took note of my answer
at the time, so I ask the Premier to intervene to clarify
and potentially ask Mr Davis — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Time!

Breast cancer: screening
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health, who
is also the Minister for Ageing. It is in relation to breast
cancer and breast cancer screening. Many members of
the house have probably been affected or know people
who have been affected by breast cancer. It is the most
common form of cancer in women in Victoria, with
3400 women in the state diagnosed with breast cancer
and over 700 women dying from the disease each year,
amounting to roughly 2 women each day, so it has a
significant impact on women in particular and their
families. Both of my grandmothers were diagnosed
with breast cancer, so it is something I am very aware
of in my family, and we take breast cancer screening
very seriously.
Earlier this year I was pleased to see that a record
$13 billion was provided in health funding in the
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budget, including new programs to improve health
service delivery. BreastScreen Victoria is an important
population health program that has been demonstrated
across the board to reduce mortality and morbidity from
breast cancer through early detection. Over the years
there has been much improvement in the treatment of
breast cancer, with early detection and technology that
has had a significant impact in relation to women who
live in rural and remote areas — they can get far more
accessible diagnostic outcomes. I think all those issues
are very good.
As I said, my adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Health. The action I seek from the minister is for him to
outline what he is going to be doing to increase support
for further breast screening for Victorian women. As I
said, this is a significant problem for Victorian women,
and I am looking forward to the minister’s response in
relation to that matter.

Road safety: Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads, the
Honourable Terry Mulder. In my electorate there are
two major intersections that have painted arrows on the
road surface. The first is the Albion Street and Sydney
Road intersection driving west, and the second is the
Banksia Street and Lower Heidelberg Road intersection
driving east. By way of background to this issue, I
understand that these intersections have two lanes, one
going straight ahead with a right-turn arrow and one
designated for left turns only. What happens is that the
lane going straight ahead backs up because drivers
turning right have to give way to oncoming traffic and
the left-turn-only lane is often empty, so drivers take
the left-turn lane and cut across the path of the
straight-ahead lane, resulting in near misses every day,
especially during peak-hour traffic. I ask the minister to
investigate these hot-spot intersections as a matter of
urgency, as it is only a matter of time before there is a
serious vehicle accident.

Transgender services: government support
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Health and relates to the issues concerning sex and
gender-diverse (SGD) people. SGD is a term used to
refer to many sex and gender identities other than male
or female, including transgender. Ygender is a group
established in December 2010 with which I have met,
along with TransGender Victoria, to discuss various
issues relating to the SGD community. Ygender
organises events and provides a range of programs
based around the needs and interests of SGD people up
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to the age of 30. The programs developed have been
youth led and organised voluntarily to intervene despite
the lack of resources. Twenty-eight per cent of SGD
youth who participated in a 2010 research study headed
‘Writing Themselves in 3’ have attempted suicide.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I apologise
to Ms Pennicuik for the rude interruption from someone
in the chamber!

This year Ygender organised Victoria’s largest ever
event to acknowledge the international Transgender
Day of Remembrance, held on Sunday, 20 November,
which I attended. This day is dedicated to remembering
those who have died from anti-transgender violence.
There are 955 murders documented on the Transgender
Day of Remembrance website, with 221 murders
reported this year. The day included performances by
transgender musicians Jade Starr and Paige Phoenix.
Representatives from Ygender, TransGender Victoria,
and Seahorse Victoria Inc spoke about SGD issues,
including statistics of terrible murders and hate crimes
against transgender people. A minute’s silence was
observed at 4.00 p.m. to pay respects to those who have
lost their lives as a result of either murder or suicide.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Deputy President, I almost had a Pavlovian response to
the sound emanating from your iPhone. I was reaching
for my wallet.

Issues raised that the SGD community would like the
government to address include financial support for the
expansion of the services provided by the Southern
Health Gender Dysphoria Clinic, including an increase
in funding to extend the opening hours from two days
to three days per week to reduce the waiting periods
and lists for clinic patients; to enable the clinic to
produce a long-term plan addressing physiological
rather than purely psychological health management; to
enable the clinic to produce, in conjunction with
transgender groups, a long-term plan to assist
disadvantaged patients to become socially and
financially secure; to assist the clinic in developing,
again in conjunction with transgender groups, a
financial assistance plan to support the medical
transition of financially disadvantaged patients; and to
assist in establishing the availability of surgical
procedures for transgender women and men in the
Victorian public health system.
Transgender people also require the law to be amended
regarding the change of sex or gender on official
documents, especially birth certificates, so surgical
intervention is no longer a requirement. The results of
having documentation that differs from a person’s
self-identified gender can create distress that damages
mental health and could also out people unnecessarily,
potentially creating risks to their physical safety.
My request to the minister is that he meet with
representatives of Ygender and TransGender Victoria
to discuss the issues they have raised, and I am happy to
facilitate that meeting.

Freedom of information: annual report

My adjournment matter is for the attention of the
Minister responsible for the establishment of an
anti-corruption commission, Minister McIntosh, in his
capacity as the minister responsible for freedom of
information, and it concerns the freedom of information
annual report. Section 64 of the Freedom of
Information Act 1982 requires the minister who
administers the act to:
… as soon as practicable after the end of each year prepare a
report on the operation of this Act during that year and cause
a copy of the report to be laid before each House of the
Parliament.

The annual report is an important piece of information
that provides members of the house and the community
with information about the number of FOI requests, the
number of internal reviews, the number of Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal appeals, access
decisions on requests, the most frequently cited
exemptions, fees and charges for requests and the
30 agencies receiving the most requests. It is always an
eagerly anticipated report.
I suspect that when the report is tabled the
government’s performance during the last financial
year will be seen to have been not particularly good.
We have ministers sitting on FOI requests for months
and months, which is a matter the Ombudsman is
looking at. We have filing systems in the Premier’s
office that do not allow for proper searches, and the
Ombudsman has already commented on that. We have
ministerial advisers handling FOI requests, chiefs of
staff in ministers’ offices conducting the internal
reviews of the decisions of those advisers and more and
more spurious grounds for rejection being trotted out all
the time.
The last FOI annual report tabled was the 2009–10
report, which was tabled in September 2010 by Rob
Hulls, the member for Niddrie in the Assembly, as the
then Attorney-General. The last sitting day for 2011 is
tomorrow, and there is still no sign of the 2010–11 FOI
annual report. It has been 15 months since the last one
was tabled and almost 6 months since the end of the
financial year. Unless the report is tabled tomorrow, we
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will not see it until February 2012 at the earliest. The
action I seek from the minister is that he advise me of
why the report has not been tabled and when we can
expect to see it.

Rail: Doncaster
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport and is in regard to the proposed
Doncaster rail line. I call on the minister to back up the
words of the Premier, who said last year what a great
day it was for Doncaster because if Mr Baillieu’s party
won government the new government would do a
feasibility study, find the funds and build the rail line. I
respect that the feasibility study has started. The thing
about a feasibility study, as the name suggests, is that it
is a study to see whether something is feasible, but this
study should be counted out because the Premier said
he would build the rail line. The study is good, but I am
looking for the minister to give me and the community
of Doncaster some clue or indication as to when in the
future the construction will actually start — it has
obviously been planned, given that a year ago it was
announced that the line would be built — so that the
people of Doncaster can be reassured that the
commitment will be fulfilled.

Australian Country Spinners: job losses
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, Mr Dalla-Riva,
concerning the cutting of 49 manufacturing jobs by
Wangaratta wool manufacturer Australian Country
Spinners, otherwise known as ACS. I understand that
20 of these jobs will be cut before Christmas and the
remainder by February 2012. I take this opportunity to
express my sympathies to the retrenched workers and
their families for this terrible news, which has come just
around the corner from Christmas.
The plight of the retrenched workers at ACS is the
result of inaction by the current state government,
which, despite being in office for more than one year,
still has no manufacturing plan and no manufacturing
policy. Throughout the year I have consistently called
on the government, and Mr Dalla-Riva in particular, to
urgently formulate a serious manufacturing plan to
assist the manufacturing sector during these stressful
times. I have consistently warned the minister that
allowing the manufacturing sector to drift while waiting
for the bureaucracy, through the processes of the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission, to
come up with a plan for the manufacturing sector was
simply not good enough. Unfortunately the minister did
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not take note of my warnings, and as a consequence we
have had close to 10 000 manufacturing jobs going
south during the coalition’s term of office.
The action I seek from the minister is that he provide
assistance to ACS so that it does not scale down or
close its Wangaratta operations.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
written responses to adjournment matters raised by
Ms Tierney, Ms Crozier, Ms Pennicuik, Mr Ramsay,
Mr Pakula, Mr Tarlamis and Ms Hartland as well as
responses to two matters raised by Mr Barber.
I will refer Mr Lenders’s matter in relation to the
bushfire response to the Premier, to whom he addressed
the matter.
Ms Crozier raised a matter about breast screening for
the attention of the Minister for Health, and I will refer
that to Mr Davis.
Mr Elasmar raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Roads, Terry Mulder, in relation to
upgrades to intersections on Sydney Road and Banksia
Street, and I will refer that matter to the roads minister.
Ms Pennicuik raised a matter in relation to transgender
issues for the attention of the Minister for Health. She
wants Mr Davis to meet with the Ygender organisation.
I will pass that on to him for a response.
Mr Pakula raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister responsible for the establishment of an
anti-corruption commission, Mr McIntosh, who is the
minister responsible for freedom of information, in
relation to a report being tabled under section 64 of the
FOI act, and I will ask Mr McIntosh to respond to
Mr Pakula.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to the
construction and timing of the Doncaster rail line, and I
will ask Mr Mulder to reply to him directly.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade in
relation to 49 jobs at Australian Country Spinners in
Wangaratta. I note that in the past Mr Somyurek has
blamed Mr Dalla-Riva for the high Australian dollar,
and tonight he directly blamed him for the loss of those
jobs. I am sure that criticism is unwarranted. However,
I will ask Mr Dalla-Riva to respond to the matter raised
by Mr Somyurek, which is important.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Under
standing order 4.13 I wish to raise the issue of two
outstanding adjournment matters that I have previously
raised. The first one was addressed to the Minister for
Ageing on 13 October this year, and it related to
Alzheimer’s research funding. The second one was
raised with the Minister for Housing on 26 October to
be directed to the Minister for Youth Affairs, and it
related to youth mentoring programs. I ask the Minister
for Planning if he can provide an explanation as to why
those two adjournment matters have not been
responded to.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I have three
adjournment matters that have been outstanding for
more than 30 days, in contravention of standing
order 4.13. The first matter is from 8 February this year
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
the second is from 18 August for the Minister for
Planning and the third from 11 October is also for the
Minister for Planning. I seek either an explanation or a
response to these outstanding adjournment matters from
the Minister for Planning, who is of course in the
chamber, and also from the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I will
take on board the matters of 13 October to David Davis
and 26 October to Ms Lovell from Ms Mikakos and
seek a response as to where those answers are. I will
chase up the matter of 8 February to the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change from Mr Scheffer. I
apologise to Mr Scheffer if I have not had those
responses to him in the time frame that should be the
case. Obviously that is something I will need to go back
and chase up myself, and I will endeavour to have those
responses to Mr Scheffer as quick as I possibly can.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.50 p.m.
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Thursday, 8 December 2011
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:
155TH ANNIVERSARY
The PRESIDENT — It is not quite a bad-hair day,
not quite a trip to a fancy dress party, but I think we all
lament the passing of tradition, do we not? The reason
for my donning this garb this morning is simply to
make note that this year, 2011, is the 155th sitting of the
Legislative Council. As many members would be
aware, the Legislative Council, and indeed the
Parliament, first sat in these buildings in 1856 and,
whilst we paid significant recognition to the
150th year — and I think that was appropriate — the
155th has to some extent gone without notice this year,
so I thought it was important to briefly recognise this
particular date.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Which one was that?
There were also three barristers, three shopkeepers, two
newspaper proprietors, two doctors, one miller, an
attorney and a financier. Their average age was
42 years. Twenty-three of the members were in their
30s and 40s — not unlike today, I am sure.
Mrs Coote — How many women?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will not bite! There
were no women. The oldest was one of the Fawkner
family, who was 59 years of age, and the youngest was
John Mercer, who was 28. Eight members were Irish,
another eight were Scottish and seven were
Englishmen. There were two New South Welshmen
and two other members who had been born in Portugal
and Cape Colony respectively. Three were of unknown
origin. Today that number is probably greater.

In fact it was on 21 November 1856 that the Legislative
Council first sat in this place, and it was very significant
in terms of the formation of the state that we have
today. Very clearly and not just in legislative terms —
and there were significant achievements in those early
days of the Legislative Council — there were three key
things that were achieved by the Legislative Council in
the lead-up to those sittings in 1856.

The first President of the Legislative Council was
James Palmer. He was born in Devon, England, and
became a surgeon practising in London. What is
particularly interesting about Mr Palmer — who in
1853 was elected to the seat of Dundas and
subsequently in 1855 to the seat of Normanby, which
is, I believe, the one for which he came into the
Parliament — is that he was actually the mayor of
Melbourne from 1845 to 1846. He served on the New
South Wales Legislative Council as well as the
Victorian Legislative Council, which is an achievement
that no other member of this place is likely to attain.

The first one was that from 1851 when the first
formative Council, if you like, met, they started
working on the constitution of Victoria, which is
essentially the constitution that we use to this day. The
second one was that they started work on the plans for
the building of the Parliament and had a significant
influence on the buildings that we have today — the
precinct and so forth.

Members of Parliament were sworn in on
28 November, which is perhaps a little closer to this
date on which I have donned the gown and wig that
was last worn in this place by Bruce Chamberlain,
President As I say, these are very important awards that
I think the community can be proud of in the
Parliament up until 2002. Enjoy it, because it will not
be on for very long!

The third thing — and perhaps in some ways the most
enduring thing and something that has spread right
around the world — was that they also adopted the
principle of secret ballots. That was the first legislature
to look at secret ballots, and that has obviously had a
significant impact.
The first Legislative Council meeting in this place had
30 members of Parliament, and I might just reflect that
it was a little different to the ones we have today insofar
as the first Legislative Council comprised seven
squatters, seven merchants, four land-holders — —

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route
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 total
inappropriateness of the current VicRoads eastern options for
a bypass of Kilmore due to:
1.

none of the options are a true bypass;

2.

it will have a massive impact on residential areas;

An honourable member interjected.
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3.

it will have a huge impact on environmentally sensitive
areas;

4.

it will physically divide the community of Kilmore;

5.

it will traverse steep and inappropriate terrain; and

6.

it will serve no purpose to relieve local traffic problems
as it will be too far from new developments.

The petitioners therefore request that the government and
VicRoads consider a western bypass of Kilmore in preference to
the current eastern through-road options.

By Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria)
(130 signatures).
Laid on table.

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE
Violence and security arrangements in
Victorian hospitals
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) presented report,
including appendices and an extract from
proceedings, together with transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

It gives me great pleasure to present my first report to
this Parliament as chair of the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee. This inquiry had its genesis in a
policy statement by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Peter Ryan, for a greater security
presence in hospitals using protective services officers
(PSOs) in response to the ongoing forms of violence, in
emergency wards in particular, in Victorian hospitals. I
would like to congratulate the minister for responding
to this ongoing community concern.
Some in the health industry raised concerns about the
use of PSOs in hospitals, so the minister directed the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee to investigate
and recommend to Parliament ways to prevent and
reduce the risk of antisocial behaviour and violence in
hospitals.
Due to the time frame of the reporting and the
Speaker’s wish to curb expenditure on overseas trips,
for which I am sure he will lead by example, the
committee confined its inquiry to within Australia.
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Public meetings were held in Perth, Sydney,
Melbourne, Geelong and Ballarat, and over 43 written
submissions were received which have helped provide
the detail of the report. I sincerely thank all those
people, including witnesses to the inquiry, who have
helped the committee with its deliberations.
Of the 39 recommendations the most relevant, given
the evidence of hospital clinicians, administrators,
academics and security personnel, is overwhelmingly
against any proposal to deploy protective services
officers in emergency departments and hospitals.
However, there has been widespread support for a
range of different approaches that prevent and reduce
occupational violence in hospitals. Recommendations
include violence reduction through environmental
design, education and training, law reform and better
reporting and recording of occupational violence in
hospitals. In addition, the committee requested a
universal approach to code grey and code black
responses, with flexibility for hospitals to provide their
own security personnel, either in-house or contracted
but with an accreditation that is specific to the health
industry.
There has been a lot of work and commitment to detail
with a totally professional approach from the staff of
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee with this
report. On behalf of the committee I particularly thank
the team leader, executive officer Sandy Cook; senior
research officer, Pete Johnston; and administrative
assistant, Danielle Woof. This has not been an easy
inquiry, given the sensitivity of the reference — which
was about security — and the departments involved. I
thank the staff for their patience and professionalism.
I also thank the members of my committee, who have
always acted in a good-natured, bipartisan way, intent
on providing a report that would deliver security and
safety to those health workers at the front line of
hospitals. My thanks go to the deputy chair, Johan
Scheffer, and Shaun Leane, who are both members of
this chamber, and Assembly members Brad Battin, the
member for Gembrook, and Tim McCurdy, the
member for Murray Valley, for their commitment to
deliver this report to Parliament this week.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Earlier this
year media reports came out that there was a thought
bubble inside the costings of the coalition’s election
campaign to introduce armed protective services
officers (PSOs) into hospital emergency departments
(EDs). When the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, Peter Ryan, was approached by the media on
the Spring Street steps of Parliament House about this
thought bubble he stated that he was somewhat aware
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of the $21 million in this line of the election costings to
introduce armed PSOs into ED wards. To the minister’s
credit he said he would send it to the committee to look
at. He said this money would be utilised, and if it was
not utilised for PSOs, it would be utilised to make ED
wards safer.
We have had a bit of a problem getting there in the end
as far as the minister committing that money. My view
is that after this report he should commit that money.
There are ways of facilitating ED wards so that they are
safer for the staff, patients and visitors. That is in this
report, and there was some great evidence to the
committee about that. What amazed me was that during
evidence from representatives of the Department of
Health, the Australian Medical Association, the
Australian Nurses Federation and a lot of experts, they
said they were consulted about this thought bubble. The
minister sent this to the committee to try to polish it or
kill it off. I will sanitise the saying: unfortunately there
are some things the minister cannot polish.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — There is a lot
to be said about this report and clearly 2 minutes does
not give us enough time. Therefore I simply say that the
issue of violence against staff working in health
services in hospitals is unacceptable. The committee
members and research team have done an excellent job
in identifying the key issues and making some
39 recommendations that we hope will make a positive
difference.
The coalition’s election proposal to allocate $21 million
to place 120 gun-carrying protective services officers
(PSOs) in emergency departments was a crazy idea that
was immediately attacked by the Australian Medical
Association and the Australian Nurses Federation
because it would make an already volatile situation
worse. The committee received 30 written submissions
from hospitals, nurses, doctors, the health department,
researchers and security experts, and conducted
61 hearings in Victoria, Western Australia and New
South Wales. The committee’s researchers reviewed
80 documents, including books, articles and policies.
Not one witness who spoke to the committee and not
one submission the committee received supported the
coalition’s ill-considered and rash proposal to put
armed PSOs (protective services officer) in hospital
emergency departments — or anywhere in a hospital
precinct.
Most of the recommendations are fine, but I refer
members to the extracts from proceedings to see for
themselves that the coalition members of the committee
rejected a sensible Labor proposal to dedicate
Minister Ryan’s $21 million commitment to improve
hospital security. The extract from proceedings shows
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that coalition members worked to remove references to
the $21 million and to the origin of the coalition’s
gun-carrying PSO proposal. The extract also shows that
coalition members sought to remove footnotes to Grant
McArthur’s Herald Sun article of 29 April because they
did not want the final report to document how absurd
the coalition’s law and order agenda looked when
recklessly applied to emergency departments.
Notwithstanding all of this, the final report is a good
piece of work and I will have more to say about it next
year. In the meantime, I commend the report to the
house.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Freedom of Information Act 1982 — Report of the
Attorney-General on the operation of the Act, 2010–11.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Report of the Gambling
and Lotteries License Review Panel to the Minister in relation
to Gaming Machine Entitlements, December 2011.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations notified between 8 October 2011 and
7 December 2011.
Office of Police Integrity — Report under section 30L of the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999, 2010–11.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 —
Government Response to the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee’s Report on People Trafficking
for Sex Work.
Government Response to the Rural and Regional
Committee’s Report on the Extent and Nature of
Disadvantage and Inequity in Rural and Regional
Victoria.
State Services Authority — The State of the Public Sector in
Victoria, 2009–10.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Control of Weapons Act 1990 — No. 140.
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 — No. 134.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — No. 138.
Infringements Act 2006 — No. 135.
Regional Growth Fund Act 2011 — No. 141.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Nos 137 and 139.
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 136.
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos 134, 135, 137 and
141.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
7 February 2012.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
opposition does not oppose this motion, and we
appreciate the government having made the sitting
dates for next year available early, but we have a
question, and I will speak to the motion in order to
address it.
Historically this motion has never been moved in this
form. The date and time has been set by the President
because that procedure allowed reports of the
Auditor-General to be tabled out of session. In
speaking, I am inviting the minister or the President to
address this matter. It appears to me that what this
motion will mean is that reports of the Auditor-General
will not be tabled during the summer recess because
they would not be subject to parliamentary privilege.
What I seek as a way to resolve this is an indication of
whether debate on this motion can, depending on the
advice of the Clerk, be adjourned until later this day,
because if what I have suggested is the case, we would
be reducing scrutiny in that the nature of this motion
means the Auditor-General would not be able to table
reports during the summer break.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that this is the same motion that has been put
in the Assembly. That is my advice.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I concur with the
Leader of the Opposition in that it is my understanding
on advice this morning that the motion carried in this
way would have the effect of not allowing those reports
to be issued, as compared with the previous form of
words that were used. My advice is that what the
Leader of the Opposition has said is the case.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I
formally seek to move that the motion be amended so
that the house, at its rising, adjourn until a time
nominated by the President, which I believe is the form
that has been used in previous years. I formally move
that amendment.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Pakula to
move that amendment inasmuch as Mr Lenders has
already spoken.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the words ‘Tuesday, 7 February 2012’ be omitted with
the view of inserting in their place ‘a day and hour to be fixed
by the President, which time of meeting shall be notified in
writing to each member of the Council’.

Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I say to Mr Davis that
it changes the circumstances of reports becoming
available to members, and whilst the words seem fairly
simple it is a quite significant change. In my view,
although Mr Davis is saying the amendment ought to
be circulated, the fact is that it is a fairly straightforward
amendment, it is one that is easily understood by
members, and it reflects what has been done in the past.
The amendment is in order, and as Chair I am prepared
to accept it without its having been circulated in
writing, particularly given that with the motion that has
been put today information is available to the chamber
now that has given rise to this amendment that perhaps
was not available to the chamber prior to the advice that
has just been given. I will accept the amendment. The
amendment has been moved. Does Mr Pakula wish to
speak to the amendment?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Very briefly, President. It
is important, as Mr Davis has said previously, that each
house is the master of its own circumstances and its
own decisions. Frankly, whether this motion has been
moved in a similar form in the Legislative Assembly or
not is barely relevant, if relevant at all, to the decisions
that need to be made by members of this chamber.
Given that the government is now in possession of the
information provided by not just the Leader of the
Opposition but also the President — having sought
advice from the Clerk that the motion, in the form put
by the Leader of the Government, would cause reports
from the Auditor-General to be unable to be tabled until
February — and given that the government has on
many occasions proclaimed its commitment to
openness, transparency and accountability, it would be
very simple for the Leader of the Government to do one
of two things. He could accept this amendment in its
current form and move that the house adjourn in a way
that will allow those reports to be tabled or,
alternatively, he could seek to debate this motion later
today if the issue for him is that he needs to seek advice
from others. The opposition would be satisfied with
either course of action.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — On
behalf of my Greens colleagues, I indicate that we will
support Mr Pakula’s amendment.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — Firstly, President,
I concur with your advice to the house in relation to the
appropriate wording of the motion. I invite government
members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to support the amendment, because, unless
it is agreed to, reports to the Parliament will not be able
to be provided within an appropriate time. Government
members who are on important committees and who
respect the processes of reports being tabled out of
session might like to support Mr Pakula’s amendment.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — With
the support of the opposition, I seek to leave the matter
until later in the day in order to have further discussion.
It is my information that the Assembly is moving the
same motion — if that is to be corrected, I am happy to
have it corrected, but that is my information at this
time — and that would have the impact the President is
indicating. It is a legitimate debate as to whether
Auditor-General’s reports and other reports ought to be
tabled out of session. Some would argue that greater
scrutiny is brought to reports by them being tabled
when the Parliament is in session when there are
opportunities for people to make contributions on them.
The opportunity for questions — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yesterday is a good point,
Mr Barber. Questions could be directed to ministers
today about the report that was tabled yesterday.
However, if a report were released mid-January,
questions would be some weeks into the future.
Mr Lenders — But you could scrutinise.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You could scrutinise it
during sitting times too. There is no evidence that there
is less scrutiny by tabling in sitting times; in my view
there is greater scrutiny. In the spirit of being
reasonable, I will seek formal advice as to what the
Assembly intends to do, because that is material in the
sense that it will have an effect on the matter.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOCH
(Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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City of Darebin: mayoral election
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
5 December, along with several of my parliamentary
colleagues, I attended the Darebin Arts and
Entertainment Centre to witness the election of the new
mayor of Darebin City Council for 2011–12. It was
particularly rewarding for me to see Cr Steven Tsitas
elected mayor by his fellow councillors, and I am sure
he will serve the community of Darebin to the best of
his ability. I congratulate Cr Tsitas on being the first
Greek-Australian to be elected as mayor of the City of
Darebin. I wish to thank Darebin council’s CEO and
staff for organising the event.

Bishop Robert Rabbat and Bishop John Issam
Darwish
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, I warmly
welcome Bishop Robert Rabbat’s appointment as the
new Melkite bishop for Australia and New Zealand and
sadly farewell Bishop John Issam Darwish, who has
since returned to Lebanon. I thank Bishop Darwish for
all his wonderful work in the Melkite church
community in Australia and wish him a happy and
successful life in Lebanon.
Finally, as this is the last sitting day of the year, I would
like to wish you, President, all my colleagues, staff, the
clerks, all the people in my electorate and all Victorians
and their families a happy festive season. I look forward
to seeing you all in 2012.

Montmorency Secondary College: community
sports stadium
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — As a
passionate supporter of basketball, I was delighted to
join Hugh Delahunty, the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, at the opening on Thursday, 1 December,
of Montmorency Secondary College’s community
sports stadium. The stadium is well situated within the
catchment for Eltham’s booming basketball
community. It is not only a long-awaited sports facility
for the school but also the new home of the Eltham
Wildcats. The Eltham Wildcats are a major force in
basketball in Victoria, with over 500 teams made up of
boys, girls, men and women of all abilities.
The stadium has dual multipurpose courts and should
provide an excellent home for basketball competitions
for the Eltham Wildcats and Montmorency Secondary
College’s teams. The stadium will also serve the school
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and the wider community as a performance space and a
place of assembly.
I was particularly impressed by the words of welcome
from each member of the school’s leadership team for
2012 and the hospitality and warmth extended to us by
the school. Congratulations to the school principal,
Allan Robinson, and his staff. Congratulations to the
Eltham Wildcats, who were represented by their very
enthusiastic president, David McLellan, and to other
key figures who have done so much over a number of
years to forge the Eltham Wildcats into the basketball
success story we know and admire today.
I would like to wish everybody in this chamber and the
people of Victoria all the best for the festive season and,
if they are Christians, a happy and holy Christmas.

Manufacturing: government performance
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to condemn the Baillieu government for failing to
deliver a manufacturing plan despite being in
government for more than one year and despite the
extraordinary challenges faced by our manufacturing
sector. The Baillieu government’s dithering has cost the
Victorian manufacturing sector dearly, with nearly
10 000 jobs being lost in the Victorian manufacturing
sector since the coalition came to power.

Technology: government performance
Mr SOMYUREK — On another matter, the
technology sector was underwhelmed recently when
the Baillieu government released its long-awaited
technology plan entitled Victoria’s Technology Plan for
the Future. This so-called plan is full of platitudes,
motherhood statements and plenty of gloss but delivers
very little in substance and resources. The government
and the minister must lift their game to maintain
Victoria’s status as the leading technology state in
Australia.

Rail: Springvale level crossing
Mr SOMYUREK — On another matter, I urge the
Baillieu government to find a solution to the terrible
traffic congestion at the Springvale rail crossing on
Springvale Road, particularly during peak hour. I have
had numerous complaints from local traders and
residents about this issue.

Buses: Keysborough
Mr SOMYUREK — On another matter, I call on
the Baillieu government to improve bus services in the
suburb of Keysborough, particularly in and around the
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new estates of Keysborough South off Chapel Road.
Thousands of people have moved into these estates in
recent years; however, public transport services have
not improved sufficiently to service the rate of growth.

Christmas season: safety
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — At
this time of year we reflect on the true meaning of
Christmas as we celebrate the birth of Jesus Christ. It is
a time to reflect, a time to gather and a time to enjoy.
However, it is also a time to ensure that we are safe and
cautious as we go about our daily business. At this
stage we have lost 267 Victorians on our roads this
year, and that is 267 people who will not be enjoying
Christmas with their family. Tragically, we heard of the
passing at 4.30 a.m. today of a young child who was
struck by a car yesterday. Our hearts and prayers go out
to that family. This is a time when as people travel
around in their daily business activities they need to be
more cautious and more aware of people thinking
outside the norm as they relax and reflect on this
holiday period.
Equally, we have lost a number of workers to
workplace accidents this year as well. So far this year
21 people have been killed at work, including 11 in the
last little while. We remind all Victorians at this time of
year as they go about celebrating their Christmas
breaks — and as members of this place and the other
place are about to embark on their Christmas
vacation — that this is a time when our safety, our
wellbeing and the care of all other Victorians should be
paramount in our minds. I wish everybody a very
festive season but also a safe season, and I look forward
to their return in 2012.

Legislative Council: legislation committees
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As we
come to the end of this year in Parliament it is
disappointing to me that despite the Senate-style
committee system that was introduced in the previous
Parliament, there has been very little work in the area of
the upper house legislation committees.
On a number of occasions the Greens have moved that
bills be referred to those committees for proper scrutiny
offline, involving a subcommittee of the Parliament and
not taking up the time of the chamber as a whole. In all
those cases the bills were complex with high public
impact and often attracted great public interest. They
included two bills relating to protective services
officers, a number of bills that were justice related and
sentencing related, and of course the double jeopardy
bill. The one bill that the government was prepared to
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send off to a legislation committee was the Greens bill
in relation to container deposit legislation, which we
support.

with families, including part of my own family and that
of my very capable electorate officer, Richard Troeth;
rail buffs; tourists and other local residents.

Over Christmas we may want to think about a
procedure whereby all bills — or all those deemed to
have any complexity or controversy — be referred to
those legislation committees, giving MPs something
extra to do with their Wednesday nights.

This occasion had its origins in the middle of last year
when passenger rail services returned to Maryborough
and Creswick. Clunes has established itself as a thriving
arts centre in the region, with about 15 000 visitors
flocking to the town each May for the annual Back to
Booktown event. It is great to see the rail return to
Clunes. It will be a destination point for the
Maryborough line, as Talbot will be in 2013.

National Jockeys Trust: funding
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to once again make a contribution regarding the
National Jockeys Trust. Since this issue received wide
public exposure during the Spring Racing Carnival, the
Minister for Racing has made a number of
announcements. He has announced $350 000 for the
Greyhound Adoption Program at Seymour. He has
announced almost $700 000 to enable six country
harness racing tracks to each run one meeting per year.
He has announced almost $l million towards the
expansion of the desalination facility at Flemington
Racecourse. He has also announced $6.8 million over
four years for prize money increases under the
Victorian owners and breeders incentive scheme gold
scheme. That is nearly $9 million worth of funds
committed in a month or two, and there is still not a
cracker for the jockeys.
Mrs Petrovich — Very good for the industry.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I agree with
Mrs Petrovich that it is very good for the industry, and
the projects I have mentioned are all worthy projects,
but are they more worthy than supporting the families
of jockeys who are killed or injured in racing accidents?
Racing Victoria Limited has done its bit to commit to
reinvest jockeys’ fines into the trust, but that only
provides a modest recurrent payment. What the trust
needs is seed funding, and what it is seeking from this
government is about $1 million as a one-off payment,
and let me repeat: the government has committed
almost $9 million to other projects in the last two
months alone. What the jockeys are asking for is not
too much to ask, there is no industry without the
jockeys, and it is time the minister stepped up.

Rail: Clunes station
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — Last Saturday,
3 December, I had the honour of attending the
reopening of the Clunes railway station on behalf of the
Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan. I had the pleasure of
riding the rails with my colleague Minister Mulder, the
Minister for Public Transport, with three carriages filled

South-western Victoria: groundwater atlas
Mr O’BRIEN — On the day prior I had the great
pleasure of launching the groundwater atlas at the
Frawley potato farm at Bungaree on behalf of the
Minister for Water, Mr Walsh. Groundwater is an
important asset that has been spoken about many times
in this chamber. It is a very important asset to the
south-west of Victoria. The groundwater atlas will map
south-western Victoria’s extensive network of
underground aquifers to better understand and manage
these resources.
I congratulate Clinton Rodda, chief executive officer of
Southern Rural Water, Graham Hawke, general
manager, Penny Winbanks, project manager, and all the
other staff on what is a significant milestone in the
management of regional groundwater. I also
congratulate the Victorian Farmers Federation and the
individuals who have long advocated for this resource,
including Basil Ryan and Doug Chant, and I encourage
all government authorities and Victorians to make use
of this atlas.

Ebdale Community Hub and Learning Centre
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Last month I was honoured to attend the official
opening of the Ebdale Community Hub and Learning
Centre by Her Excellency Quentin Bryce,
Governor-General of the Commonwealth of Australia. I
say from the outset that Frankston City Council should
be commended for the role it played in advancing this
project. The centre has recently undergone extensive
renovation and will house a number of community
services and organisations under an integrated care
model.
The tenants of the centre are GordonCare children’s
access program, the Frankston Toy Library, the
Frankston Youth Resource Centre, a maternal and child
health centre, the Frankston family day care playgroup,
the Wallara day service and St Johns Ambulance. This
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means that the services can share precious financial
resources in addition to providing the Frankston
community with a one-stop shop where locals can
access coordinated programs and support and where
people can meet and share their experiences and enjoy
the many benefits of community engagement. It also
enables the centre to more effectively tailor programs
and provide early intervention and support when
necessary, and it is a model that I believe should be
encouraged. I look forward to seeing the results of the
centre’s important work and wish it well with future
endeavours.

Christmas felicitations
Mr TARLAMIS — On another matter, I would like
to thank all those who have provided me with guidance
and advice in my first year as a member of Parliament.
I take this opportunity to wish the President, all
members, all staff and those in my electorate and
Victoria a safe and happy holiday period, and I look
forward to working with them next year.
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won best British bike with his Trumphy. I extend my
thanks and congratulations to all involved, especially
Peter, Kristine, Colin and others for organising the
events.

Economy: government performance
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I was
delighted to read that on Monday this week Australia
was a step closer to linking its new carbon pricing
mechanism to the European Union’s emissions trading
scheme. As members will know, the EU is the largest
existing carbon trading market in the world and
Australia’s biggest investment and trading partner, and
it is a great thing that this country is now able to
participate in international action that will further
develop carbon markets. Now that Australia has carbon
price laws, the national government can focus on
linking Australia’s scheme to the international carbon
markets and other international schemes so that we can
have a positive impact on the environment and benefit
economically from the new efficiencies resulting from
the introduction of carbon pricing.

Lancefield Motorcycle Run: fundraiser
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — On
Saturday, 26 November, I was honoured to be part of a
fundraising venture on behalf of two lovely kids who
are both eight years old. One child suffers from the rare
Charcot-Marie-Tooth disease and the other from
Duchenne muscular dystrophy. Both are serious,
debilitating and degenerative disorders, one affecting
nerves and both affecting muscles. I have known one of
these children, Amber, and her mum, Shelley, since she
was just a little one. Amber lost her dad, Brad Jepsen,
on 14 July last year. Brad was only 51 but had devoted
27 years to the Country Fire Authority in Gisborne and
was so well respected that eight brigades re-elected him
group officer unopposed only weeks before he passed
away.
For several years the Lancefield Motorcycle Run group
has had a run throughout the region to raise funds for
special children. This year its members made the effort
to raise money for these two children, and they are
doing another event. The second and bigger event is on
Sunday, 19 February 2012. The bikes will travel to the
Royal Hotel in Seymour, the Flowerdale Hotel and the
Rattlers Hotel at Wallan East with the aim of raising
around $20 000. Anyone who does not ride can still
participate because it is a great day, and I am sure the
organisers would be happy to take a donation.
The first event was well attended, despite the weather.
The Petroviches donned their leathers and rode to
Romsey, and I am proud to say that my husband Serge

This is an important step, and it is a tribute to the
federal Labor government that we see this arrangement
with the EU under way so soon after the passage of the
clean energy legislation. This high-level work is an
essential component in the internationalisation of
carbon trading, and there will be benefits for regions all
over Australia and within Victoria and its regions.
But today’s news that Victoria is now the worst
economic performer in Australia can be sheeted home
to the Baillieu government’s disastrous first year. On
this side we have urged the government not to slash
infrastructure investment in education, health and
renewable energy. The Baillieu government must face
facts and reinvest in emerging low carbon emission
industries if the state is to be restored as a national
leader in employment and investment as it was during
the Labor administration.

David Jones
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — This morning I want to offer my
condolences to the friends and family of David Jones,
the son of Fletcher Jones. David passed away on
Tuesday, two days ago. David had a long and
distinguished life and he maintained a commitment to
community service throughout his life. His career
included 39 years with Fletcher Jones and Staff, of
which he was managing director from 1979 to 1991.
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David also played a major role in the wool industry and
served on several boards connected with that industry.
But in particular he had a lifelong commitment to
education, and in that regard I particularly want to
acknowledge that he was a member of the State
Training Board from 1998 to 2001 and president of the
South West Institute of TAFE from 2000 to 2003 and
again in 2006. He was a member of the Deakin
University council from 1999 to 2005 and deputy
chancellor of that university from 2004 to 2005. David
was also a board member of the International Fibre
Centre from 2001 until his death on Tuesday.
David Jones made a strong contribution to community
life in south-western Victoria, but in particular my
interest is in his service to education. I am grateful for
it, and again extend my condolences to his family and
friends on his passing just this week.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy, has made it very clear that he is prepared to
work with people. He has had meetings, and he has
taken a number of steps to clean up the mess left by the
former Premier, John Brumby, and repair the damage
that was done to Victoria’s situation by John Brumby
when in government, by the Leader of the Opposition,
Daniel Andrews, who was a minister in that
government, by Mr Pakula, who was also a minister,
and by others, who did not lead and ensure a proper
situation. Bad planning and bad arrangements have had
to be cleaned up. The compulsory acquisition of land
occurred under the previous government. The previous
government made those decisions. Mr Guy has been
left with a mess that has to be cleaned up, and he is
taking steps under these arrangements to clean up the
mess left by John Brumby and the previous
government.

Dandenong: Little India precinct
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I wish to draw
to the attention of the house the impact that the
Premier’s neglect of the Little India community in
Dandenong is having on our international reputation.
Mr Baillieu’s inaction has been well reported overseas,
including in the Economic Times, The Pioneer, the
Times of India, Newspolitan and Pakistan Matters. The
failure to support this community extends beyond the
lives of the traders in the Little India precinct. The
failure to support this community is sending waves of
concern throughout Melbourne’s ethnic communities.
This is now damaging our international reputation. It is
damaging our tourism. It is damaging our business. It is
damaging investment.
I urge the government to stop dithering and to take
some action now before it is too late. I urge the
government to take up the suggestion of getting a
mediator to start working through these issues. They are
not that difficult to resolve, but they need a
common-sense approach from the government, which
has to stop dithering and start delivering before it is too
late and before this community is brought to its knees.

Dandenong: Little India precinct
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
concerned by the comments of Mr Tee in his members
statement. They fail to sheet home the responsibility for
the problems with that area of land and that
development. The problems were left by the previous
government and the previous planning minister, who
did not — —
Mr Tee — Mediate. Get a mediator.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (DRINKING
WHILE DRIVING) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 December; motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to indicate that it is not the opposition’s intention to
oppose this bill. It is not our intention to oppose it, and
we certainly hope we will not need to, but it is also right
to say that through some work done by Mr Barber, and
I am not going to steal his thunder, it appears that it
might be the case — and I would urge the Leader of the
Government to pay attention while I make this point —
that in an unintended way this bill might in fact outlaw
someone having a drink on the way to their car.
I had a briefing with members of the
Attorney-General’s staff on Monday, and they
indicated to me that it was clearly not the government’s
intention to bar anyone other than the driver of the car
or a person instructing a learner driver from drinking.
But certainly the information that has been provided
this morning appears to make a compelling case that
there is at least the possibility that this bill might go
further than the government intends it to go. That might
require the government to have a bit of a think about
whether an amendment needs to be made to the bill
sometime today. I will let Mr Barber go to the detail of
that during his contribution to the debate, but if he is
right — and I must say it seems that he might be — it
might be a symptom of the very rushed way in which
this bill was put together in the absence of consultation.
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I did not see the bill until Monday. The shadow
minister for the TAC and road safety and member for
Monbulk in the other place, Mr Merlino, did not see the
bill until I saw it. And now on Thursday, three days
later, this bill is about to complete its passage through
the Legislative Council, so it must be extremely
important. It must be the bill that provides the next
quantum leap in road safety for it to be treated so
expeditiously, for it to be given passage that the
IBAC — Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission — bill and the FOI bills have not been
given and none of the sentencing laws have been given.
This bill is of such consequence, is so important and
provides such a massive improvement in road safety
that it has to be given passage through Parliament at a
speed that no other bill has achieved. As I say, the
government is going to need to answer very clearly
whether the haste, the rush, that attended the drafting of
this bill has now caused it to bring before the
Parliament a bill which has the intention of outlawing
drinking while driving but which may in fact have the
effect of outlawing drinking while on the way to your
vehicle. It seems that might be the case.
I do not know if you picked it up, Acting President, but
I was being somewhat facetious when I talked about the
importance of this bill and how it represents a quantum
leap, because of course it is nothing of the sort. It is a
mirage. It is cover for a government that has done
nothing for road safety in a year. The government is
attempting to use the bill to cloak its inactivity in the
lead-up to the 2011 Christmas break, and it does really
little more than that.
If the bill were as important as its speedy passage seems
to suggest it is, you would have thought the government
might have consulted with the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) on its drafting. You would have
thought it might have consulted with the Monash
University Accident Research Centre (MUARC) on its
drafting. You would have thought that perhaps the bill
might have been allowed to go through a Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee (SARC) process like
every other bill that goes through the Parliament. You
would have thought that maybe the parliamentary Road
Safety Committee might have had a say. And maybe if
one or all of those organisations had been consulted,
then the drafting error that appears to be contained in
the bill might have been avoided.
None of that consultation occurred. The advisers to the
Attorney-General made it clear in our briefing on
Monday that they had had no time to brief the TAC and
no time to consult with MUARC. Of course given the
abbreviated time lines, they would not have had the
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opportunity to put the bill through a SARC process,
which would have certainly shown up this query that is
being raised today, because that is what the SARC
process does. We might have had a bill which would
have enjoyed a proper process and a proper passage
through the Parliament.
What has the government actually done in the area of
road safety as distinct from this all-show, no-go piece
of legislation that has been brought forward? The first
thing it did was to reverse the decision to start up the
road safety experience centre, which we now know
could have been funded quite comfortably out of the
TAC reserves. The centre would have provided
invaluable experience to young drivers as they went
about learning how to drive, understanding road
conditions and acquiring proper experience. That is
gone. But never mind, because instead we had a
competition for a new slogan for numberplates. I mean
you do not need a road safety experience centre when
you have a slogan competition. Why would you want a
real investment in road safety when you have
something that is just so compelling and is going to do
so much to prevent accidents on our roads?
In terms of Arrive Alive, after a year we have nothing
more than a holding pattern. We have an update which
basically says, ‘We will come back to you in 2012 with
something that has a bit of grunt to it, something with a
few teeth’. In terms of speed cameras, we all know the
form of the Liberal Party and The Nationals when it
comes to trying to demolish community support for
speed cameras. They did it for a decade in opposition.
They talked about them as being nothing but
revenue-raising tools, they always queried their
accuracy, they always queried their placement, they
never accepted that they were there to save lives and
they did everything they could to reduce public
confidence in speed cameras.
And what do they do when they come to office? They
bring in a road safety camera commissioner who will
not save one life but who might have the effect of
further diminishing public confidence in speed cameras.
Then they go about publicising the location of speed
cameras, completely contrary to the Auditor-General’s
advice and completely contrary to common sense,
which tells you that if you know where the speed
cameras are, you know where the speed cameras are
not. So despite the fact that the Auditor-General
demolished the notion that speed cameras were there
for revenue raising and despite the fact that he raised
quite serious concerns about whether you should be
telling people where they are, the government has gone
ahead and continued to do that anyway.
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With that really disreputable record on road safety over
12 months, the government then rushes a bill through
both houses in one week that does what? What it does
is it provides penalties of between 2 and 10 penalty
units if you consume intoxicating liquor while driving a
motor vehicle or while you are in charge of a motor
vehicle — and I think that definition of what being in
charge of a motor vehicle means might become very
important as this debate continues — and it also says
you cannot consume intoxicating liquor while you are
accompanying a learner driver.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Which you agree with, I think.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Which we agree with, and
I was about to say that I think that second part about
being an accompanying licensed driver is totally
appropriate. I think if you are teaching someone how to
drive, you need to be concentrating on that and that
alone.
In regard to the other part of the bill I have to say the
enforcement method that was described by the
Attorney-General’s advisers struck me as being
somewhat problematic. The first thing we asked was,
‘How will it be proved up?’, and we were told, ‘It will
be by direct observation.’ What does that mean? It
means that the police officer needs to see you putting
the can or the bottle to your lips and drinking while you
are driving. I would have thought that is easier said than
done.
The first thing is you have generally got a police car
heading in one direction and a motorist going in the
other direction and they pass each other for a
nanosecond, and in that time not only does the police
officer have to see you drinking but they have to be
able to identify what vessel you are drinking from and
what is in it. They can pull you over and test the
contents, but of course by that time the driver will no
longer have the offending vessel in their hand, unless
they are particularly unwise, so the officer is going to
need to be able to demonstrate that the driver was in
fact drinking. But the other thing is at 60 kilometres an
hour — and if you have a car going in the other
direction, I think the effect is multiplied — the officer
has to be able to identify whether a dark-looking can is
a can of Coke Zero or a can of Jim Beam or a can of
anything else, and again I would have thought that is
going to be a very difficult thing for an officer to
identify.
I have no doubt that what is in fact going to occur is
that a lot of people are going to get pulled over for
drinking a can of Coke. That is what is going to happen,
because the police have really got no hope in that split
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second of being able to identify exactly what kind of
drink the driver is consuming. Maybe there will be a bit
of trial and error; maybe there will be a few people
getting reasonably annoyed for being pulled over for
drinking a non-alcoholic beverage.
The other point that was made was that this measure is
important as an example to children. Kids might be in
the back seat, and they should not see Mum or Dad
drinking while they are driving. I remind the house that
last year or the year before we passed a bill about
smoking in the car. We did not outlaw smoking in the
car; we outlawed smoking in the car while there is a
child in the car. If that is the real intent of this — that
we want to set an example for children — we could
have avoided the issue that Mr Leane talked about
during the week of a tradesman on his way home alone
picking up a traveller, and the legislation could have
been confined to a circumstance where there are in fact
minors in the car.
The other point that is worth making in regard to the
seriousness of this offence is that if this bill is really as
serious and if this problem is really as serious as would
be suggested by the fact that the bill has had to be
rushed through both houses of Parliament in one
week — three days after it went to cabinet and was seen
by the opposition, with no scrutiny process
whatsoever — you would think it might be possible to
lose your licence for it. But the advice we have from the
government, and what is clear from the legislation
itself, is that you can be picked up doing this day in,
day out all year and never lose your licence. It is not a
demerit point offence. You can be fined once a week
for 52 weeks for the same offence and never lose your
licence. That would seem to undercut the suggestion
that this is so important that it needs to be rushed
through Parliament in one week.
I think it is probably also worth noting in the house that
we became so concerned this year about the lack of
action from the government on the road safety situation
that we released our own comprehensive policy
document, Below 200 by 2020, that outlined a range of
initiatives, including reinstituting support for the road
safety experience centre and a range of other things.
I think it is pretty disappointing that the best the
government can come up with in response to this issue
after one year in government is a bill like this — a bill
which has been poorly drafted, which has been rushed
through the Parliament in one week and which as a
consequence of that rush appears to have unintended
consequences to outlaw a practice which is so serious
that you cannot lose your licence for it no matter how
many times you do it! I think that one fact alone
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underlines just how cynical the government is in trying
to give itself the veneer, the cloak, of doing something
in terms of road safety.
As I indicated at the outset of my remarks, the ultimate
decision on whether or not we support this bill will
strongly depend on the advice the government provides
about whether or not the concerns that have been raised
in the house today are well founded or not and whether
in fact it is the case that due to its shoddy drafting and
rushed nature this bill has the unintended consequence
of making an offender of someone walking to their
vehicle with a can of beer in their hand.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As
previous speakers in this and other road safety debates
have noted, there has been a long-term and consistent
approach to road safety in the state of Victoria over a
very long time. The public’s expectation is that deaths
and injuries associated with the transport system will
continue to decline in absolute numbers, even though in
relative terms car ownership and the amount of driving
will continue to increase.
For that reason, over many decades — for as long as I
can remember — we have had a road safety policy that
has been scientific and evidence based, that has
attracted high levels of public support and
understanding, that has had a consistency to it which
has continued over many changes of government and
political parties, that has been message tested before it
has been put out there to the public at large and that has
been consistent in its public messaging as well as its
objectives. It has also been multipartisan. This bill does
not appear to be in that category.
As Mr Pakula quite rightly pointed out, in that other
important area of speed enforcement and speed cameras
the coalition has got form in attempting to undermine it
while never quite coming out and saying what it is that
it will do. Hence the rapid switcheroo we have seen
from the government in some areas, not only in its
rhetoric but also in its management of speed cameras
since it arrived in government.
Today we are talking about alcohol. That inevitably
brings us to the issue of driving associated with both
entertainment and late-night activities. The fact is that
public transport is much safer than driving by any
measure. In fact when we look at accidents that occur
associated with public transport per hour or kilometre
of exposure we can see that travelling by train, for
example, is six times safer than travelling the same
distance or for the same amount of time, roughly
speaking, by car. If the public’s expectation is that there
will be a continuing decrease in the absolute numbers
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of the road toll, then the way we are going to achieve
that, in my view, is by a rapid increase in public
transport provision, particularly associated with
entertainment activities and precincts in relation to
late-night activities.
When it comes to the provisions of this bill we have to
ask: exactly what is it that the government believes it is
going to achieve and on the basis of what approach to
road safety? The second-reading speech simply says
that it is inconsistent with the road safety message to
the community regarding drinking and driving that a
driver can lawfully consume alcohol while driving a
vehicle in Victoria. The road safety message to the
community that has been driven home over a very long
period is that there is a .05 blood alcohol level that
drivers should not exceed. That is why we have great
big police buses with giant .05 numbers on the side of
them. If we are not delivering that message through this
bill, what message are we delivering?
I think there are two possibilities. One is that the
government is suggesting, although not yet legislating
for, the proposition that we should have a lower
than .05 blood alcohol level or possibly even, as I think
is now the case in some other countries, a .00 blood
alcohol level.
There is no doubt that as soon as you have had your
first drink, including a drink that you might have while
you are driving, you experience some degree of
impairment. You might go home, as you may do at the
end of tonight, pop open a bottle of wine and have a
glass with dinner. Instantly you will feel slightly more
relaxed. That is because the effect of alcohol is to
suppress the activity of your cerebral cortex and make
you feel better in that way. That is the reason that
consuming alcohol, while impairing your abilities,
actually increases your confidence, as many have found
out over the years. It is a contradiction. It could be
confidence in relation to any endeavour. It is the sort of
thing that makes you think that it is a brilliant idea to
dance on top of a police car on New Year’s Eve, but in
fact it is a very bad idea to do so.
There is thus an argument for reducing the blood
alcohol content limit from .05 to .00, as some
jurisdictions have done. In relation to P-platers and
learner drivers it is .00. That may be the direction the
government is heading. It may be looking at the degree
of impairment you experience when you consume
alcohol and signalling that it is heading towards
a .00 approach.
The alternative is that the government believes you are
distracted when drinking whilst driving because you are
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consuming alcohol. After all, we have seen other
legislation brought before the house that prevents you
from operating a mobile phone while driving. In the
mobile phone example there is a strong evidence base
to show that people are considerably distracted while
using their mobile phones. We have also seen tragic
accidents where people have been killed and the clear
reason has been driver distraction involving a mobile
phone. If the government is using that as its policy
logic — that this is about the distraction of consuming
alcohol while driving — it should note that it is equally
true that consuming coffee while driving, or carrying
out a range of other activities, could impair your ability
to drive. I have personal acquaintances who have been
hit by cars because the driver was driving one-handed
while drinking a coffee. That is a real proposition.
However, whichever of the two evidence bases the
government is using, you would have expected some of
that logic to have been brought forward and presented,
rather than having the bill appear in the way it has. We
now famously know a statement made by a journalist
led to a thought bubble by the Premier, a political
commitment was made and then some poor sod had to
sit down and work out what the boss meant and how to
turn it into law. That, as I said, is an extremely poor
approach to policy-making. When it is done in the area
of road safety it is extraordinarily serious.
I turn to the provisions of the bill and the difficulties the
Greens have with the way the bill has been drafted. I
have to say I was able to get this information from a
15-minute phone call with a legal practitioner who
specialises in this area. I am sure he does not want to be
named, but the Premier needs someone like him
working for him to knock down the crazy ideas the
Premier might have. It is ‘the fish John West rejects’
principle at play here. You might have
100 good-sounding ideas a week, but your policy
advisers will talk you out of 99 of them, and the one
you bring forward will be a political gem.
The way the legislation will work — and the way we
have been constantly told it will work over the last
couple of weeks, before anybody saw a copy of the
bill — is that it will be an offence to consume
intoxicating liquor while driving. Everybody I have
spoken to has assumed that means driving a vehicle or
operating a vehicle — driving it down the road or at
least being in control of the vehicle. It has been
interesting to talk to members and others about their
view of the law in relation to being in control of a
vehicle. There is a kind of urban mythology that if you
are in the front seat of your car, you have the radio or
the heater on or something like that but you are not

5953

going anywhere and you have a .05 blood alcohol
reading, you could be charged for that.
When I jumped on the internet and looked at some of
the blogs and discussion groups where this is talked
about I saw some people say that if you want to crash
out in the back seat of your car to sleep it off, you
should put your car keys underneath the car, because if
you do not have your car keys in your pocket, you are
not in charge of the vehicle and therefore you cannot be
done for being over .05. There is a lot of confusion
amongst the public about this area of law; unfortunately
we will get more confusion as a result of the bill. It is
possible that the government itself was also confused in
the drafting of the bill. Alternatively, we might find that
its intention was for the bill to work in the way I allege
it will work.
It all comes down to the definition of driving in the
legislation. New section 49B(2), inserted into the
principal act by clause 4 of the bill, says:
For the purposes of subsection (1) —

that is, the offence of consuming intoxicating liquor
while driving —
a person is not taken to be in charge of a motor vehicle unless
that person is a person to whom section 3AA(1)(a), (b) or (c)
applies.

That is referring to section 3AA of the principal act, the
Road Safety Act 1986. We need to look at the principal
act to see that section 3AA, headed ‘Circumstances in
which person is to be taken to be in charge of a motor
vehicle’, says:
(1) Without limiting the circumstances in which a person is
in charge of a motor vehicle, the following persons are
to be taken to be in charge of a motor vehicle for the
purposes of this Act —
(a) a person who is attempting to start or drive the
motor vehicle;
(b) a person with respect to whom there are reasonable
grounds for the belief that he or she intends to start
or drive the motor vehicle;
(c) a commercial driving instructor while the person
whom he or she is teaching to drive …

et cetera, and:
(d) an accompanying licensed driver …

It is only (a), (b) and (c) that will be picked up by the
bill.
There are two possibilities. One is that you are driving
the motor vehicle; the other is that you are in charge of
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the motor vehicle. There are a number of ways to be in
charge, and one of the ways is if there are reasonable
grounds for the belief that a person intends to start or
drive the motor vehicle. It is not about the actions you
might be taking, it is not about the proximity to the
vehicle; it is actually about your intention — about a
mental state. If you intend to drive that vehicle, then
you are in charge of that vehicle and you will be caught
out by this provision.
When thinking about a.05 blood alcohol reading or
drunkenness, this is quite an appropriate provision. In
my view if some guy is staggering around a car park as
drunk as a skunk with his keys in his hand and heading
for his car, with every intention of getting in that car
and driving, then he has formed the intention of
committing the illegal act — and that is the same thing.
You should not have to wait until the guy has actually
turned on the ignition and left the car park to apprehend
him and get him for drink driving. In this case it is all
about consuming alcohol — not even holding a stubby
in your hand or putting it between your legs or in the
cup holder, but actually consuming it: the act of
drinking it.
The bill says that once you have formed the intention to
drive your car, you should not be drinking. We will
have to explore with the minister in committee exactly
how that intention can be formed, how the courts have
interpreted that, and how other jurisdictions have
looked at his proposed law, because it seems to be
pretty different to the popular understanding of the bill
that has developed in the last couple of weeks. We do
not yet know whether it is the government’s intention
that it work this way, whether it has just made a mistake
in the drafting or whether perhaps I have made a
mistake with my understanding. I am happy to have
that explained to me.
For that reason it is disappointing and concerning that
the government has wanted to rush through this
legislation in the way it has and that a draft version of
the bill has been available only in the week in which we
are sitting. When it is legislation to correct past
administrative problems with high consequences and it
is a matter needing urgent action, we are always
prepared to consider the progress of a bill, but in this
case even on a casual analysis of the bill there seems to
be a problem that we are going to have to spend some
time discussing in the committee stage.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is my
pleasure to rise to speak to the Road Safety
Amendment (Drinking while Driving) Bill 2011. I do
not believe for a moment that anyone in this Parliament
would ever want to devalue the road safety messages of
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this state. To date in this year alone we have faced
267 deaths on our roads. Families have been shattered.
Loved ones have been lost. Workmates are no longer
there to have a laugh, and team mates will not be
padding up or getting first serve this summer. Two
hundred and sixty seven is not a number; it is lives.
We spend a great deal of money on advertising and
education campaigns every year telling drivers to slow
down, adapt their driving to the conditions, make sure
their car is safe to drive, and of course that ‘If you drink
and drive you’re a bloody idiot’. This final message is
one that I will emphasise for the next few moments.
According to the Transport Accident Commission in
2009, 42 drivers and motorcyclists had a blood alcohol
content of over .05 per cent when they were killed. Of
those, 79 per cent were male, 67 per cent were in a
single-vehicle accident, and 48 per cent were under the
age of 30. They had all doubtless heard the message
and ignored it. An inconsistency with the drink-driving
message remains, and that is surrounding the ability of
someone to drink liquor while operating a vehicle.
Currently, without committing any infringement, a
driver can consume a stubby or a can of pre-mixed
drink while driving. This flies in the face of the
anti-drink-driving message. It says, ‘Don’t get behind
the wheel drunk but have one on the way’.
I can honestly say that I have never had a traveller — a
drink — while in control of a car. It has never crossed
my mind that it was a clever thing to do because as
someone in charge of a vehicle it is incumbent upon me
to keep my wits and drive to the best of my ability.
Some people may be out in the public domain saying
that tradies enjoy a coldie after a day’s work and the
traveller is their reward, but I am fairly sure that a
tradesman is capable of the self-control needed to either
have one down at the pub or wait until they get home. I
cannot think of an instance where urgency would
dictate the absolute necessity to down an ale
immediately.
To be honest, I thought it was already an offence to
drive while drinking alcohol. In my opinion, drinking
alcohol while driving flies in the face of the road safety
message. This is the exact sort of inconsistency in the
law which needs to be dealt with without hesitation,
especially in the lead-up to the Christmas and New
Year holiday period.
This legislation will introduce two new offences under
the Road Safety Act 1986: consuming intoxicating
liquor while driving a motor vehicle and consuming
intoxicating liquor while accompanying a learner
driver.
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On the first point, I think I have made it fairly clear that
on the issue of driving while drinking there seems to be
an inconsistency in a legal framework which bans
driving with a blood alcohol level of .05 per cent. To be
pumping a depressant drug into the body when it needs
to be alert seems self-defeating. It is also possible to
enter a car with less than the .05 per cent blood alcohol
limit and in the process of drinking while driving
breach the acceptable threshold — a situation which is
illegal now but which is not assisted by allowing
alcohol to be ingested while driving.
On the second point, what kind of message do we
convey to young drivers if we provide them with the
experience they need while sipping a jar? We tell them
not to drink and drive, but in reality the instructor can
crack open a can for a slurp. To me it is a poor example
to be setting. Add to this the need of the instructor to be
alert while assisting a learner driver, and the equation
which allows an alcoholic drink to enter the process
does not add up.
The proposed legislation states that intoxicating liquor
cannot be consumed while driving. This is in reference
to beer, spirits and wine. There are of course other
drinks — like lemon, lime and bitters and ginger
beer — which contain trace amounts of alcohol that do
not fall under the intoxicating category.
Mr Eren, the member for Lara in the other place, raised
the issue of chocolates which contain alcohol.
Chocolates with an alcohol-based filling are also not
covered. The Oxford Dictionary defines ‘intoxicate’ as
‘to drink or excite beyond self-control’ — an issue I
think the opposition has at times. The definition of
‘liquor’ is ‘an alcoholic drink or other liquid’. What we
are concentrating on is the liquor which can tip people
from being legitimately sober to drunk.
Victoria is normally a leader in road safety measures,
but we are not going it alone on this measure, as other
states already have in place a provision for not drinking
while driving. Rule 298-1 of the New South Wales
Road Rules 2008 states:
A driver must not consume alcohol while driving.

Queensland, probably considered the most ocker of
states, has in place the Transport Operations (Road Use
Management — Road Rules) Regulations 1999, of
which section 300A states:
The driver of a vehicle must not drink liquor while driving the
vehicle.

Tasmania really goes into the issue in its Road Safety
Alcohol and Drugs Act 1970, with section 7 stating:
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(1) No person shall drive a motor vehicle while …
consuming intoxicating liquor.
(2) No person shall drive a motor vehicle while any person
in the vehicle is, to his knowledge, consuming
intoxicating liquor.
(3) No person shall, in a motor vehicle that is in motion,
consume any intoxicating liquor.
(3A) Subsections (2) and (3) do not apply to a person in a
public passenger vehicle as defined in the Passenger
Transport Act 1997 if there is a liquor permit in force
under Division 3 of Part 2 of the Liquor Licensing Act
1990 in respect of that public passenger vehicle.
(4) A person who contravenes any provision of this section
is guilty of an offence.

Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — The laws that are proposed in
this bill today do not go as far as Tasmania’s,
Mr Barber. The issue foreshadowed by Mr Pakula and
then articulated by Mr Barber regarding a person
walking towards a vehicle relates to the acts of an
intoxicated person who intends to drive a motor
vehicle, and, as Mr Barber said, it only makes sense to
stop someone from trying to enter a vehicle and drive
away if they are intoxicated. This does not relate to
drinking while walking towards a vehicle. We will seek
to close an anomaly in the laws of this state which
allows drinking alcohol while driving when every effort
in the community and the laws surrounding alcohol
consumption are working towards a ‘Don’t drink and
drive’ goal.
As the only member of this house who is on the Road
Safety Committee, I have no hesitation in supporting
this bill as it supports the ongoing road safety messages
that this and many previous governments have
promoted for many decades. I support this bill.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would like
to reiterate, as Mr Pakula has stated, that the opposition
does not oppose this bill, but I would like to question
whether this is the biggest, most urgent road safety
initiative, as the government is flagging and beating the
drum about, that can be managed at this point. I agree
100 per cent with Mr Elsbury’s sentiment regarding the
tragic loss of human life as a result of people driving
over the blood alcohol limit. An even more evil act is
when these people driving over the legal limit kill
innocent people along the way. The opposition in no
way condones anyone drinking over the legal blood
alcohol limit, and I do not condone that myself.
In the debate in the other house there was an attempt to
draw some analogies around someone who drove
without a licence whilst completely intoxicated. This
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bill is about people physically drinking from a
receptacle containing alcohol whilst driving. The point
that I was making during the week was if the
government is saying this was a loophole all along and
that this should not have happened in the past 11 years
under Labor’s watch, then people, including myself,
who have admitted that they have stopped at a bottle
shop on the way home from work or from cricket — as
Simon O’Donnell from MTR (Melbourne Talk Radio)
said — or from wherever, bought one stubby and drank
it on the way home on a hot day after a long day of
work could be labelled irresponsible. It seems to me
that saying it is a loophole has just labelled as
irresponsible tens of thousands of people who have
done just that in the past 11 years.
Mr Elsbury — It has not been an offence.
Mr LEANE — Mr Elsbury says it has not been an
offence, but then why is it a loophole? There is such an
urgent, hurried rush to fix a loophole with this bit of
legislation that it may have actually caused a loophole,
as Mr Barber has just said. We are now saying it was
not a loophole, that it has never been an offence. That is
exactly right. It has never been an offence. The
statements I have made during the week are in defence
of men and women who had no intention of drinking to
excess and no intention of being irresponsible to
themselves, their passengers or other drivers but just
had one cold stubby on a very hot day on the way
home.
I was up-front. I worked on fixing traffic lights for half
a dozen years, and when I was at essential services I
would sometimes have to work in the heat for 10 hours,
and there were a few times when I pulled into a bottle
shop, bought a stubby and drank it on the way home. I
am more than comfortable to admit that, and I am sure
there are people in both chambers who have had
occasion in previous lives to maybe do the same,
whether it be, as Simon O’Donnell said on MTR, after
playing cricket or whatever. The government needs to
be clear as to whether those people have been
irresponsible, because if the government is saying this
is a loophole, then every one of them would be labelled
irresponsible by the government.

it helps, then well done to the government. But in
rushing in an urgent bill and stating that it is to fix a
loophole, the government has introduced a bill that
looks like it will cause another loophole. This urgency
in trying to fly the flag and show that this government
is doing something in the area of road safety is mere
window-dressing.
Labor has had a proud record on consultation in regard
to road safety in the time it has been in government. In
regard to consultation with specialist groups in forming
policy, it consulted with the Monash University
Accident Research Centre, the Transport Accident
Commission and all sorts of specialist groups. I am
encouraged that the road toll has been on the decline,
and I hope that it will never increase again. I am sure
the government will genuinely endeavour to try to
maintain that decline, but in regard to this particular
piece of legislation, as an urgent bill and a cure-all, the
government needs to do better.
The government had the opportunity to fund the road
safety experience centre, but that was the baby of John
Brumby, the former Premier, so the government did not
want to fund it. I would urge the government to look
into the area of early driver education; I have said this
before. There is a non-government organisation in
Kilsyth that has a 5-kilometre road with a set of traffic
lights and a level crossing. Year 10 students frequent
that school before they get their L-plates. They spend a
lot of time in a classroom talking about road safety,
then they spend a couple of hours driving around with
an instructor and getting advice from the instructor on
how to drive a car, to steer and to brake. I would urge
the government to look at this school. This is the
low-hanging fruit.
The thing about road safety is that it is about better
roads, better cars and better drivers. There is
low-hanging fruit that is much easier to attain than
rushing out and saying to the tens of thousands of
people who have over the last decade stopped and got
that one cold beer, driven home and drunk it that doing
so made them a villain. As I said, we are very interested
in Mr Barber’s concerns around the implications of the
bill and will be listening intently in committee stage as
to where it is going to go.

Mr Elsbury — I expected better.
Motion agreed to.
Mr LEANE — You say you expected better from
me, but I am just being honest about the real world. We
can all live here on ‘Planet Spring Street’ and pretend
that certain practices do not happen and that only really
irresponsible people have done this, but that is not the
case. As I said, the problem we have here is if this is an
urgent bill, and as I said, we are not opposing it, and if
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Read second time.
Committed.
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Committee
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Before we
proceed I ask that by leave Mr Elsbury share the table
with me.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to ask a question of the minister. Is it the
government’s intention or move to bring us towards
a.00 per cent blood alcohol level for the state of
Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — We have a
bill before the chamber, the Road Safety Amendment
(Drinking while Driving) Bill 2011, and we are very
pleased to present it. I would be happy to take questions
related to this particular bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question relates directly to the mechanics of the bill. If
the government is not willing to address the rationale
for the bill, I would like to ask whether it believes that
people having consumed some alcohol are experiencing
some level of impairment with relation to their driving,
and is that the reason that this provision has been
constructed in the way it has?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. It is fair to say that the
Attorney-General made it clear in the second-reading
debate that an important aspect of these offences was to
send a clear and strong road safety message. Clearly
there has been a strong focus in road safety initiatives in
Victoria on encouraging drivers not to drink and drive.
The offences for drink driving are strict. The legislation
before the chamber is to deal with the offence of
consuming intoxicating liquor while driving. It is a
straightforward amendment to the Road Safety Act
1986, and it should be seen as such.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to pursue the same line that Mr Barber has, because
I think it is a particularly pertinent line. We are dealing
with the purposes of the bill, and I understand the
minister’s description of the technical nature of what is
proposed in the latter clauses. I would be happy to stand
corrected, but every bit of drink-driving legislation that
I can recall having gone through this place or having
been addressed in the state of Victoria since the early
1970s when the first legislation of this kind came in has
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always been based around an architecture of an
acceptable limit.
Mr Barber’s point about the purpose of this bill is that it
is effectively a total prohibition on alcohol, whereas
every other piece of legislation has been a cap on the
amount of alcohol consumed. I put it to the minister
that it is absolutely relevant to ask, ‘Does this purpose
extend to a policy objective of zero alcohol on
Victorian roads?’, because that would make it different
from every other piece of alcohol-related road safety
legislation that I can recall. The specific question is: is
the purpose of this bill to place a total prohibition on
alcohol just in these circumstances or is the policy
framework broader?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question, although it is ridiculous
because, in regard to this notion that there is a
prohibition, he fails to remember that there is a
prohibition on learners, bus drivers, truck drivers and
those who are instructing learners to drive. This is a
notion that all of a sudden we are going to bring in a
prohibition when this law has been applied in every
other state where they still have .05 laws. I take offence
at the fact that Mr Lenders has implied that we are
going to zero tolerance when already specific drivers in
this state are prohibited from having any alcohol at all
in their system while driving. On the notion of
Mr Lenders that this will be future government policy, I
think most Victorians would take offence at the
inference he has made and would reject it outright.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! As I have
explained to the minister before, the committee of the
whole is an opportunity for members to ask questions.
It would be better if people avoided provocation and
comments such as the minister’s opening remarks in
response to the question.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want
to explore the discussion on this a bit further. I note the
minister’s intemperate language and the minister’s
abuse in response to a question. I put this to the
minister: the opposition has facilitated this bill going
through both houses this week. I will not make any
adverse comments on why, 12 months into a term, the
government suddenly considers it so important to put
this bill through so urgently — that is, to put it through
the Parliament in three days. There has been no
opportunity, as there usually is, for the bill to lie over
for two weeks so that people can inform themselves,
talk to stakeholders and do all those other things. What
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we have here is the government coming in and with
sheer arrogance saying, ‘This needs to be done’.
On clause 1 of the bill, which goes to the purpose of the
bill, Mr Barber asked whether the purpose of this bill is
to bring alcohol levels in the state to zero. It is a
legitimate question, particularly in the context of a
parliamentary session where the government in good
faith has said, ‘It is urgent that we get it through’. The
opposition has had the audacity — the audacity! — to
ask the minister a question. It has then been lectured
about stupidity and all the rest of it and told how
arrogant it is to dare ask the minister a question.
I put it to you, Deputy President, that it is a legitimate
question. The minister’s answer, which was that there
are other pieces of legislation that provide for zero
tolerance, was actually an appropriate response, and I
accept the minister’s answer. However, I will not in a
debate let it pass that this arrogant government thinks it
can come in week after week and ask both houses to
drop all scrutiny and ram legislation through, and if
anyone has the audacity to ask a question — to which, I
repeat, the minister gave an appropriate answer — then
we get a lecture about how we dare ask questions. We
might as well just fold up the whole show and join the
Ted Baillieu cheer squad and say, ‘Fantastic leader,
speak that we may be enriched!’. That might happen in
the Liberal party room, but it will not happen in the
Parliament of Victoria. We will continue to ask
questions and we will not be intimidated by an
increasingly arrogant and secretive government. I
conclude my remarks on clause 1.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The part
of my question that I think the minister avoided was
whether having any blood alcohol content or anything
on the way to .05 creates impairment in a driver. I
thought it was more or less settled science that one or
two drinks, although they might not put you above .05,
would nevertheless impair your ability to drive. That is
the reason, I understand, that we have the learner driver
prohibition, the commercial truck driver prohibition and
all the other prohibitions that were just mentioned. The
reason it is important is that the government, in answer,
said that the bill was about sending a message. I got that
from the second-reading speech and all the other
commentary outside the chamber — that it is about
sending a message. What I want to know is: what is that
message?
Almost nobody is ever going to read this legislation. I
have already illustrated from my own potted survey that
most people do not understand anything about this area
of the law except that they are not allowed to have a
blood alcohol content above .05. There is the urban
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mythology that if you crash out in the back of your car
and sleep it off, you could get done for being in control
of a vehicle while over .05. If we are sending a
message, it is very important to know what that
message is. Is the message that, having consumed some
alcohol, you are impaired from driving and therefore
should not drive? Is the message that by consuming
alcohol while driving you are distracted in the same
way as in the use of a mobile phone, or is the
government trying to send a message that we are
moving steadily towards a .00 blood alcohol content for
all drivers? If the minister cannot tell me that this is
settled science — that there is some degree of
impairment in relation to the consumption of alcohol —
then I will accept that.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I again
remind the house that the primary purpose of this bill is
to implement an announcement by the Premier that
Victoria would act to close the loophole in the current
law that allows drivers to consume alcohol while they
are behind the wheel, provided that they are below the
specified blood alcohol limit.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Until I
am told something different, I will put that someone
having consumed a stubby of beer does experience a
degree of impairment and that that could be one reason
why the government wants to bring in this legislation.
An unintended consequence of the way this legislation
might work is that someone who now understands they
cannot drive while drinking might decide to skull their
stubby before they get in the car. It will not be a
traveller anymore; it will be, ‘I’ll have a quick drink
because I know that when I get in my car I won’t be
able to drink anymore’.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — The 6 o’clock swill is back!
Mr BARBER — It could be something like that,
anywhere between .00 and .05 at least. There could be
an unintended consequence of this legislation in that
people might now load up with alcohol before they get
into the car.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — Not unless they are over .05. If the
legislation’s intended effect is to stop people from
having blood alcohol levels between .00 and .05, it will
probably not work, because people will now drink
before they get into the car. How many people does the
government believe are likely to be picked up under
this new offence if the legislation passes? If the
government does not have an estimate of that, can it tell
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me how many people in states where this so-called
loophole does not exist have been picked up for this
offence over recent years?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I remind
everyone that as we head into the 2011–12
Christmas-New Year holiday season we expect our
police to be active on the roads in an effort to curb the
road toll. The government’s announcement of this
legislation reinforces the road safety message prior to
the commencement of the Christmas-New Year holiday
period. Regarding how many will be apprehended
should this legislation pass and then be enacted, you
would hope there would be none, as you would hope
that no persons would be picked up for exceeding the
prescribed blood alcohol limit.
It would be remiss of this Parliament and the people of
Victoria to allow this loophole to continue. The Premier
made it clear that this is a loophole in the current law
that allows drivers to consume alcohol while behind the
wheel, and we do not move away from that. That is the
reason for this legislation. I also point to some of the
interjections about the 6 o’clock swill being back. They
are inappropriate in the circumstances, as we are
heading to the holiday season. We expect members of
Parliament to be respectful of the issues the police will
confront over the Christmas-New Year holiday season.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Taking into
account the minister’s answer to the previous question
regarding this being the government’s vehicle to get out
a road safety message before the Christmas period,
what funding provisions does the government have to
raise this awareness with TV and newspaper
advertisements? Taking into account the valid point
Mr Barber made about it being only us who will read
the bill, if this is a concerted trigger to get a road safety
message out this Christmas, what is the size of the
funding allocation to get the message out so that all
Victorians understand this legislation?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. Obviously the message is a
matter that Victoria Police will deal with. In addition, it
has been extensively reported by the Herald Sun, the
Age, other papers, the ABC and a range of other media
outlets. As we know, the media is crucial in terms of
the holiday season message, and we would expect it to
be supportive of this legislation should it be passed by
this chamber.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I want to
make a comment about the minister’s answer and ask a
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separate question arising from that. I would have
thought the government would be prepared to put its
money where its mouth is. If this were all about putting
out a message, I would have thought there would be
some sort of contingency — as Mr Barber said, it is
only us who will read this bill — to make sure there are
TV ads, newspaper ads and other ways to advertise this
new and urgent road safety message. We understand
that the Transport Accident Commission (TAC) and the
Monash University Accident Research Centre were not
consulted, so the question I ask the minister is: from
where did the government draw expert road safety
advice about this being the best way to introduce a new
road safety measure?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Continuing
on from the previous question, obviously a campaign
will be rolled out in due course, but that will be
determined by the appropriate mechanisms of media
releases et cetera through the police, the TAC and
others. I also make the point that these provisions are
already in place in New South Wales and Queensland,
and I put on record a media interview from Channel 9
in which a New South Wales police officer said that in
New South Wales drinking alcohol behind the wheel is
now illegal and that the state is now looking to record
its lowest road toll on record. The officer said it has had
a positive effect on roads in New South Wales. It is fair
to say that the outcomes are beneficial.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I return
to my earlier question. Mr Dalla-Riva said he hoped
there would be no offences in Victoria, just as we
would all hope there would be no drink-driving
offences in Victoria. The fact is that there are hundreds
of drink-driving offences and hundreds of detections
whenever police are out there. If the government has no
estimate of the likely number of offences that will occur
in Victoria, can the government tell us the number of
actual similar offences that have occurred in recent
years in New South Wales, Queensland and Tasmania
under the laws the minister has referred to?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I did not
think we would have that figure, but we actually do
have figures for New South Wales from 1 January this
year to mid-November. There were 205 infringements
in New South Wales for the same offence.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that answer because it is quite
enlightening in terms of the debate that we are having. I
want to come back to the offence and what the
government believes it will prevent by introducing this
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offence. I alluded to the issue of driver distraction. We
have had some high-profile campaigns and new laws in
Victoria designed to limit the amount of distraction that
a driver faces. A significant proportion of accidents are
detected as being due to driver distraction. There is the
ban on mobile phones. There are the ads I have seen on
TV with the car going down the country road with all
the young people mucking around in the back seat and
the next thing you know, the car has gone off the road.
Has the government obtained any evidence or sought to
obtain any evidence that the act of drinking — that is,
of putting the alcohol up to your lips — is causing
driver distraction that is leading to accidents in the same
way that putting a mobile phone up to your ear and
talking to someone causes accidents? Is that the basis
on which the government is bringing forward the
legislation?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I have sought
advice. The amendment in the bill is not about the
consumption of liquid; it is that a person must not
consume intoxicating liquor — that is the specific
offence — while the person is driving a motor vehicle
or is in charge of a motor vehicle.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I still
have not heard the rationale for why this measure is
intended to work the way it is nor have I seen the
evidence base that leads into it. Those are very
important issues when it comes to the mechanics of the
bill. I will be ready to move on to a later clause in a
moment.
I want to ask one final question in this area.
Mr Dalla-Riva’s second, Mr Elsbury, in his
contribution referred to the Tasmanian legislation,
which goes one step further. Not only does the
Tasmanian legislation say a person cannot drive a
motor vehicle while consuming intoxicating liquor, it
also says that no person shall drive a motor vehicle
while any person in the vehicle to the driver’s
knowledge is consuming intoxicating liquor — that is,
it is an offence to drive a vehicle while someone else is
drinking in the car. It is also an offence for the
passenger to drink while being driven.
From the contribution of Mr Elsbury, is the government
telling us that it is headed down this path? Are we
going to get these latter two clauses in relation to
passengers added to the legislation at some future date,
or is the government saying that this is where it
stops — it stops with drivers and we are not going to
have further loopholes referencing our legislation
against Tasmania’s?
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Just talking to
Mr Elsbury, my understanding is that what he said was
in relation to what drink-driving laws were in other
states. When I referenced the identical laws I quoted
those in New South Wales and Queensland because I
am aware that Tasmania’s laws are slightly different.
The intention of the government is not to head in the
Tasmanian direction but to be in line with New South
Wales and Queensland.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — To be
clear, whatever it is that the government believes is
unsafe about drivers consuming alcohol while driving,
it is not worried about passengers consuming alcohol in
a moving car?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — My own
personal opinion is one thing, but the amendment in the
bill before the house says:
A person must not consume intoxicating liquor while the
person is driving a motor vehicle or is in charge of a motor
vehicle.

In those circumstances, that new section being inserted
will not apply to passengers.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I ask the
minister: in introducing this new provision into the act
what was the rationale of the government for making
this offence punishable by a fine rather than anything
further, considering the road safety message the
government is saying it wants to convey? Is it a fact that
someone could be caught by the police once a week for
a year, fined under this provision every week and never
actually lose their licence?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The number
of penalty units imposed for committing the offence
will be 10 penalty units. The advice I have is that
currently that is a $224 fine. If Mr Leane is contending
that somebody could get an infringement fine for this
offence every day, then I suggest, firstly, that it would
be a very expensive way to be silly in their approach
because they would be continually repeating the
offence, and secondly, that $224 times five would make
it extremely expensive for anyone by the end of the
week.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
With respect, the minister did not answer the question.
Let me put it simply: is it not a fact that regardless of
how often a person is fined, whether that is all in one
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week or over a year, they cannot lose their licence for
this offence?

Mr Pakula asked that question, and that is why I went
to that answer.

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Ultimately
the process could lead to the offender losing either their
car or their licence.

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — If
that is the case, the minister has just provided the
Parliament with different advice than was provided by
the departmental officers in the briefing held for the
opposition on Monday. The officers were adamant in
that process that there was no circumstance in which a
driver could lose their licence. Given that the minister
has now in the committee stage provided the Parliament
with new advice — that is, that ultimately the driver
could lose their car or licence — can the minister
explain the circumstances in which that could occur?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — For anyone
who fails to pay infringement notices ultimately it
would be a matter for the court to determine. The court
could determine to either suspend their licence or take
their motor vehicle. Whilst I know what Mr Pakula is
trying to do in drawing a long bow, for anyone who is
in receipt of an infringement notice there is the
possibility that a court at some point could either
suspend their licence or take their car. It needs to be
taken in the context of infringement notices not specific
to this offence. Mr Pakula asked whether an offender
could lose their licence. Ultimately they could, if they
do not pay the fines. I am just asking: is Mr Pakula
advocating that they do not pay the fines? I think
Mr Leane indicated that he would prefer that they do
not pay the fines.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
is completely inappropriate for the minister to verbal a
member in order to get himself out of a spot.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — No, I am not.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The minister is verballing a member. So let us just be
clear: do I understand correctly that if an offender does
not pay the fine or any number of fines, ultimately they
could lose their licence, but if they pay the fines, then
there is no circumstance in which they can lose their
licence for this offence?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Yes.
Mr Pakula asked the question in terms of losing their
licence, and I have answered it in terms of the process.

Clause 4
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
offence that has been created is related to the
consumption of intoxicating liquor. As the minister was
a former police detective, would he be able to tell us
what steps the police would have to take in order to
prove that someone had consumed intoxicating liquor?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I am happy
that Mr Barber has referred to my previous occupation,
but I will answer this in terms of the government. The
drink-driving offences in section 49 of the act also
apply to a person who is not only driving but in charge
of a motor vehicle, usually someone attempting to
commence driving or obviously about to attempt
driving. Consistent with the scheme of the act, the
offence of driving while consuming alcohol will also
apply to a person consuming alcohol while attempting
to start a vehicle.
Proposed section 49B(2) in the bill relates to the issue
you are referring to. It has the effect that this offence
will apply when a person can be taken to be in charge
of a vehicle. So this offence will apply: where the
offender is driving a vehicle, where the offender is
attempting to start or drive a vehicle and where there
are reasonable grounds for the belief that the offender
intends to start or drive a vehicle. Whether or not a
person walking to a vehicle can be taken to be in charge
of the vehicle is a question of fact in each case. The
police member must not only suspect that the person
intends to start or drive the vehicle, the police member
must have reason to believe that — that is, they must be
persuaded of the truth of the fact that the person intends
to drive.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that, but the minister jumped ahead and
answered the question he thought I was going to ask
rather than listening to the one that I did ask. What I
wanted to know was: what does this legislation direct
the authorities to say they must do in order to prove that
someone is consuming intoxicating liquor? I will give
the minister a hint: they have to prove the person is
consuming it and they have to prove it is intoxicating
liquor. So I am asking the minister: what steps will they
have to go through in order to make out this offence?
The minister said that so far this year 200 people have
been charged with this offence in New South Wales.
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What burden will it put on the police authorities, firstly,
to prove you consumed the alcohol, and secondly, to
prove it was alcohol?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I do not
expect the minister will be able to answer the question
in the 5 seconds left before business is interrupted for
question time, so I invite the minister to respond to the
question when we resume.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Kindergarten inclusion support services:
eligibility criteria
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. Has the minister instructed
her department to develop new kindergarten inclusion
support services (KISS) protocols for children with
complex medical needs that will centralise decision
making in head office?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — As the member
knows, coming into the last election we promised an
additional $10 million to allow additional numbers of
children to access kindergarten inclusion support
services. We did so by broadening the criteria to allow
some other children access, and we are working on that
now.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — This
week a Lancefield family has been advised by the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development’s Loddon Mallee office that their
daughter is unlikely to start kindergarten next year
because of the delay in finalising the new protocols that
the minister has requested. I understand the process will
involve all decisions now being made by the central
office of the department rather than the regional offices.
How many children with complex medical needs will
miss out on starting kinder next year because the
minister is tightening the eligibility criteria?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That question goes a
little further than a supplementary, but on this occasion
I will allow it.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — In fact we are not
tightening any criteria because we are broadening the
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criteria and we are allowing an additional 246 children
access to a KISS place. If the member has an individual
case and she would like to forward the details to me, I
would be happy to review that family’s case to see if
there is anything that can be done to assist them.

Health: public sector awards
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing, the Honourable David Davis, and
I ask: can the minister inform the house of how the
Baillieu government is recognising excellence in the
public health-care sector?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to respond to Ms Crozier’s question, and I
know that she is committed to the public health-care
sector and supporting those who have made great
contributions. I was pleased to attend the
2011 Victorian Public Healthcare Awards about two
weeks ago. They are a very important set of awards that
recognise the contribution of Victorians who are
working in our public health-care sector and who have
made extraordinary contributions and shown great
dedication to our system.
Awards were put forward in more than 20 categories.
Alfred Health won the metropolitan health service of
the year, and Barwon Health won the regional health
service of the year. That was a remarkable turnaround
in the performance of Barwon Health from just a
couple of years ago. It has taken some time for that
turnaround to occur, but all Victorians, especially those
in the Geelong and south-western region and the
Bellarine Peninsula, would be pleased to see Barwon
Health’s remarkable efforts rewarded. Orbost Regional
Health won the rural health service of the year, and that
is a well-deserved award.
Mr Lenders — You won’t even visit it, and you
won’t answer my adjournment matter asking you to
visit it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have met with people from
Orbost, I have to say. Doutta Galla Community Health
Service won primary health service of the year. Emma
O’Brien, who runs the music therapy program at
Melbourne Health, won the Premier’s award for
enabling person and family-centred care, and the Centre
for Palliative Care at St Vincent’s Hospital won the
Premier’s award for translating evidence into practice.
As I say, these are very important awards that I think
the community can be proud of.
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Particularly important was the new award category
which recognises health lifetime achievements. It
recognises people who have contributed to the public
health system in Victoria over many years. The
inaugural award winners were Professor Graham
Brown, Ann Cook, Professor Francis Dudley, Professor
Don Esmore and Dr Jennifer Johns. All have made
outstanding achievements, had outstanding careers and
committed very strongly to supporting the public
health-care system. It is inspiring to see the level of
commitment of people to our public health-care system.
I was particularly pleased to present those new health
lifetime achievement awards to those individuals. All
Victorians can be proud. The recognition of people is a
remarkable and important matter.

Employment: manufacturing and agriculture
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is directed to the Minister for Employment
and Industrial Relations, the Honourable Richard
Dalla-Riva. Before the last election the current Premier
described manufacturing and agriculture as the key
drivers of the Victorian economy and promised that a
coalition government would do all it could to support
these sectors. Can the minister inform the house
whether full-time employment in the manufacturing
and agriculture sectors has gone up or gone down over
the past year?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. The coalition has been very
supportive of the manufacturing sector, and our election
commitment was to ensure that we had a detailed
examination and review of what was necessary for
manufacturing well into the future. We have not taken
the approach of the former government, which was to
see extensive job losses in the manufacturing sector.
We have heard time and again in this chamber about
the importance of the manufacturing sector and the
importance of the jobs it generates.
I am glad Mr Somyurek has asked the question,
because I was just looking at the Bendigo Advertiser
yesterday. It spoke about employment and the growth
of jobs in manufacturing. It said about Bendigo’s
multifaceted economy:
… the manufacturing and construction sectors had stayed
strong during turbulent times.

In fact Bendigo’s jobless rate dropped. It has the lowest
unemployment rate of any regional city after a fall of
almost 2 per cent. What we are seeing is the resilience
of manufacturing in this state.
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But today’s Australian Financial Review also spoke
about the resilience of the manufacturing sector. Its
article starts off:
Manufacturing did its bit for growth in the September
quarter …

What we are seeing is a turnaround in the
manufacturing sector. What we see from those opposite
is the manufacture only of doom and gloom. In the
10 years that the former government was in office it let
the ball drop, and that is not how we saw the future of
manufacturing.
Earlier this week members heard the government’s
announcement about Olam Orchards Australia. We
have had a whole series of announcements in terms of
the manufacturing sector. We have had announcement
upon announcement — for example, we announced the
biggest automotive investment in two decades here; that
was Nexteer Australia. That was a $126 million
investment with 250 jobs for Victoria. We also see that
Kraft is employing more staff. Danone’s new dairy
processing plant is providing 50 new jobs. We recently
saw an announcement by the Honourable Gordon
Rich-Phillips about an ICT company development
which will mean 100 new jobs in Victoria.
We are about trying to ensure that there is resilience in
the manufacturing sector. We are about ensuring that
the manufacturing sector becomes more productive,
more competitive, more global in outlook and more
innovative. We have had a review undertaken by the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission, as
we have explained. Unlike the sham that occurred
under the previous government, which took 700 days to
release a statement that went nowhere, we have
conducted the most extensive and detailed investigation
undertaken by any government in this country into the
challenges facing manufacturing. I have said before that
not only have we been ahead of the pack but we now
see the federal — —
Mr Somyurek — On a point of order, President,
just to assist the minister, I did ask a simple question. I
concede that there was a bit of a preamble in it, but in
the 17 seconds remaining for him to reply, could the
minister answer the question: has the number gone up
or down?
The PRESIDENT — Order! As members would be
aware, I am not in a position to direct ministers on how
they answer questions. Mr Dalla-Riva does have
another 17 seconds. Mr Somyurek suggests by his point
of order that the answer he has sought will not require
all of those 17 seconds to deliver, so the minister has
time up his sleeve.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Somyurek also has
the luxury of being able to ask a supplementary
question.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — We are very
supportive of the manufacturing sector, unlike those
opposite, who are only interested in manufacturing
doom and gloom.
Supplementary question
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
During the course of the minister’s answer Mr Drum
made a comment about never asking a question that
you do not know the answer to. In fact I do know the
answer to this question. The Australian Bureau of
Statistics data shows that full-time employment in these
sectors has fallen by a massive 21 300 jobs combined
over the last 12 months. Given that he has no plans for
the manufacturing sector and the agriculture sector, is
the minister responsible and indeed is he accountable
for the loss of 21 300 jobs in the last year?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I note that the
figure of 21 300 was referenced. I guess that is a
national figure that Mr Somyurek is talking about.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — No, Victoria.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Victoria, is it? That
is nice to know. It is nice to know the member is
interested only in Victoria in terms of doom and gloom.
We are obviously looking forward. We have a
significant challenge — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am having difficulty
hearing the minister’s response. I am most interested in
that response, as I am sure are members. We will have a
lot less noise from the members on the benches to my
left.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — We are facing
difficult times in the manufacturing sector. We are
trying to make sure that we have a sustainable
manufacturing sector well into the future. But if you are
talking about jobs and employment, since the Victorian
coalition came to office 9400 new jobs have been
generated in Victoria. We are actually ahead. Whilst
those opposite may wish to downplay the
manufacturing sector, we are actually — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!
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Victorian Institute of Teaching: council
appointments
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I direct a
question without notice to the Minister responsible for
the Teaching Profession.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Why don’t you whisper it to
him?
Mr P. DAVIS — I would like the house to hear the
question. Can the minister inform the house of recent
changes to the governing arrangements of Victoria’s
teaching regulatory authority?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — I thank my colleague
Mr Davis for that question. The Victorian Institute of
Teaching (VIT) is a body well known to people in this
house. It was constituted in 2002. On 29 November last
week we saw the fourth Victorian institute council
commencing its term. The shape of that council has
changed as a result of legislation that went through the
Parliament in 2010. There has been a reduction in the
council size from 20 down to 12. That change to reduce
those numbers had the bipartisan support of the
Parliament.
Those 12 people comprising the Victorian Institute of
Teaching council consist of 6 who are elected
representatives of various bodies within the teaching
profession, and I can announce to the house that the
6 people who were elected from various groups to form
the new council were Leonie Sheehy, Mary-Anne
Pontikis, Allen McAuliffe, Ian Johnston, Louise
Heggen and Michael Butler. In addition, a further
5 people were appointed on the nomination of various
bodies, and the people who are filling those roles are
Anne Sarros, Debra Punton, Judy Petch, Gail McHardy
and Professor Stephen Dinham. Finally, the 12th person
is the chair of the council, and I have decided to appoint
Don Paproth. Don has had 43 years practising as a
teacher, as a principal and as an officer of the
department and has served education in Victoria
extremely well, and I am sure his appointment will be
well received by all.
I particularly want to pay credit to the outgoing chair of
the VIT council, Susan Halliday, who has been chair
since 2002 and has done a fine job in steering this
organisation through from its inauguration to where it
stands today, and I publicly acknowledge the
significant contribution she has made to the Victorian
Institute of Teaching.
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Members will also be aware that the Auditor-General
submitted a report on the Victorian Institute of
Teaching to the Parliament just yesterday, and in
general terms the Auditor-General reflected positively
on VIT and the function it is performing. I will quickly
quote from the audit summary, where the
Auditor-General said:
The community can be confident that teachers in Victorian
schools are appropriately qualified, suitable to teach and
competent in the English language.

He goes on to make some generally positive remarks
about the role VIT has played. He makes some
important recommendations too for areas of
improvement that are needed. One of those
recommendations appears on page viii of his report. It
states:
VIT has recognised that only around a quarter of teachers
have a positive attitude to it, and that it needs to foster an
improved appreciation of the regulatory role.

I have to say that I concur with that view, and indeed I
met with the VIT council at its first meeting and that
fact was discussed. The council acknowledged that it
needs to build good relationships again with the
teaching profession and look towards a greater degree
of customer service provided to them.
VIT has proved to the Auditor-General that it is a very
good regulator of the system, and we should have
confidence in the role it has as a regulator, but it needs
to improve its customer service focus, and that is well
understood by the new council. I congratulate those
who have been appointed and wish them well in their
task.

Community sector: wages
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations. There are reports this morning that
officers of and counsel for the state government are
down at Fair Work Australia arguing against the joint
submission of the commonwealth and the ASU
(Australian Services Union) in the pay equity case and
are in fact arguing against the pay equity case. Are
those reports correct and, if so, exactly what are his
representatives arguing in favour of?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question because this is an important
issue. As we said before the last election and maintain
now, the government values the work done by the
community sector workers, predominantly women, and
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we acknowledge that they are often doing incredibly
physical and demanding work.
We have always stood by our election commitment to
provide $200 million towards the outcome of the case.
We have always stood by that; we have made that very
clear, as did Mr Brumby. The only difference of course
was that we had money on the table as opposed to
Mr Brumby, who had none.
I remind those opposite that the commonwealth and the
ASU have made a joint submission to Fair Work
Australia. We are aware of that. As we have said, we
were disappointed that we were not consulted as the
statement appears to be inconsistent with the earlier
commonwealth submission around the contribution and
the Queensland rates, and that is outlined in our
assessment.
We have been studying the details to assess the
financial impact of this agreement — and it has been
reported in the Australian Financial Review today —
and the commonwealth has indicated that it will
contribute a fair share.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Two billion dollars.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — That is right,
Mr Pakula; $2 billion — but we need to know whether
that will be a full and continuing share. The details
seem to be very vague, and the Victorian government
has called on the commonwealth to provide an
assurance that ‘fair share’ means full and continuing
funding. We are committed to working with Fair Work
Australia to reach a final determination and, as
Mr Pakula indicated, it is currently before Fair Work
Australia.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Let me note for the record the minister’s determination
not to answer the question as to what his officials are
arguing before Fair Work Australia today. Let me as a
supplementary — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
this is question time. The member has an opportunity to
ask a question, not go on with a diatribe, a rant and a lot
of carry-on, which is not a question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am sure the member
will proceed to his question.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — During his substantive
answer the minister said that before the election the
coalition promised $200 million — —

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
5966

COUNCIL

Hon. D. M. Davis — What is the question?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am coming to it. That is
the same amount Premier Brumby promised. In fact
Premier Brumby promised to fully fund the outcome,
and the coalition promised to do the same, so my
question — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
the member has not learnt. He needs to understand that
this is question time and an opportunity to ask a
question, not go on a rant. We had another 20 seconds
of rant rather than the member asking a question.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — On the point of order, I
was actually providing crucial context to the question
and, as I indicated before, responding directly to a
comment made by the minister in his answer to the
substantive question.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Further on the point of order,
President, the member is not entitled to respond to a
question. He is entitled to seek further information at
question time but not to order a response.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This must be the last
sitting day.
Mr Viney — On the point of order, President,
clearly the Leader of the Government has no idea about
the procedures and rules implemented by President
Gould, President Smith and you in relation to
supplementary questions, which make it clear that the
preamble to a question must refer to the minister’s
answer or to the previous question. Mr Pakula was
clearly referring to the minister’s answer. He is
therefore entitled to use however many seconds of the
1 minute allowed to ask the question that he requires,
provided he asks his question before the minute is
complete. He still has 17 seconds to go, despite the
interruptions from the Leader of the Government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In posing his
supplementary question Mr Pakula gave me some
concern as I felt he was moving towards debating the
matter rather than providing a context for his
supplementary question, which is to be asked within the
next 17 seconds. As to whether this was, as the Leader
of the Government described, a ‘rant’ — which is not
the word I would have used — is perhaps a matter of
perception by individual members in the context of this
contribution.
There is no doubt that a member is entitled to provide
some context for supplementary questions. There is
absolutely no doubt that that context might rely on
some information or clarification of the answer that has
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been given. In fact it is good to have a supplementary
question that actually draws on what the previous
answer was because it indicates that it is a genuine
supplementary question and not a pre-written request.
From that perspective I think that Mr Pakula’s position,
in using most of the time he has available to him in
which to frame his supplementary question, is okay
except that, as I said, I did feel that towards the end
Mr Pakula was entering the field of debating his point
rather than providing a context. Mr Pakula now has just
17 seconds in which to put his question, and I am sure
he will do that.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I will put this very simply:
does the government maintain the commitment it made
to fully fund the outcome of the Fair Work Australia
pay equity proceedings?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — As I have
said before, and as Mr Pakula would understand as he
previously held this role, we value the work that has
been done. We expect that community sector workers
will be supported by this government. We have stood
by our election commitment of $200 million towards
the outcome of this case. We know of the backroom
deal that was done between the commonwealth and the
ASU. We were disappointed that we were not
consulted. The matter is presently before Fair Work
Australia.
Ordered that answers given by
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva be considered next day on
motion of Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria).

Housing: affordability
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Merry Christmas! My question today is for the Minister
for Planning, and I ask the minister if he could advise
the house of what action the Baillieu government is
taking to address housing affordability across
Melbourne in 2012.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Christmas cheer to the chamber. It is a pleasure to be
asked the final question in 2011 by Mr Ondarchie, my
colleague in Northern Metropolitan Region, and to
advise the chamber of the very strong start the Baillieu
government has made to tackling housing affordability
and about some action the government is taking to
ensure that housing affordability is at the forefront of
this government’s agenda in 2012 and that we are
tackling that issue head on.
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This government has taken action in the last few days
to bring forward more land on exhibition than any other
government in Victoria’s history via seven precinct
structure plans. The Botanic Ridge, Diggers Rest,
Lockerbie, Lockerbie North, Merrifield West,
Rockbank North and Toolern Park precinct structure
plans have been put on exhibition by the Growth Areas
Authority. There is also some other action I will follow
up on a bit later regarding urban renewal.
This is just part of the Baillieu government’s actions
going forward to tackle the housing affordability crisis
that it inherited. It is just some of the work that we are
doing to ensure that Melbourne retains an affordability
advantage and that enough supply exists in the
Melbourne metropolitan market to pick up some of that
demand that remains strong due to our population
growth.
It is worthwhile noting that the Baillieu government’s
planning policies are broadly supported not just by
industry and councils in the outer growth areas but also
by the former Premier, John Brumby. As people on this
side of the chamber, indeed the whole chamber, would
know, it is important that Victoria has a planning policy
that is broadly supported. We thank Mr Brumby for his
support of the Baillieu government’s planning
initiatives in 2011 and going forward into 2012. But it
is not just growth areas where this government is
tackling affordability. As you would know, President,
this year we have brought forward the establishment of
the new urban renewal authority for Victoria, Places
Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I take up the opposition
interjections on the name Places Victoria, because I
noted that on the Labor Party’s website there is a press
release referring to the urban renewal authority as
‘Better Places’. You would think that better places
might be on their minds, given that Mr Thornley, who
used to be in this chamber, went to work — —
An honourable member — Who is that?
Hon. M. J. GUY — Who is that? He went to work
for Better Place. Who would get wrong the name of the
premier urban renewal authority in Victoria? There is
only one urban renewal authority in the state. Who
would get that wrong? No-one else but the shadow
Minister for Planning. The man who wants to run
planning in Victoria cannot even get something as
simple as the name of the urban renewal authority right.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — But it is not the only one, and I
pick up the opposition’s interjections. When it comes to
land supply, which I have just talked about, I have
received a number of freedom of information requests
from Mr Tee with cheques addressed to me. I
understand Mr Tee wants to submit an FOI application,
but he might understand that the process is to submit
the cheque to the department. He might want to give a
cheque to me as the minister or to my office, but he
might want to get that right as well and send it to the
department. I simply say in relation to housing
affordability that we are acting on housing affordability
in growth areas. We are acting in urban renewal. I
thank the opposition for a year of negativity. Its former
Premier agrees with us. Places Victoria, the new urban
renewal authority, is a name that the opposition in 2012
might want to learn.

Bushfires: fuel reduction
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to Mr Davis, the Minister for
Health, in his capacity as the minister representing the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change. I
congratulate the Baillieu-Ryan government on bushfire
awareness week and congratulate the government on
funding 225 000 hectares of burn-off, and I ask the
minister: is it on track to deliver this commitment for
this fire season?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
happy to take on notice the details of that question. I am
very aware that the government has taken significant
steps to undertake more preparation for the bushfire
season and to do fuel reduction, but as to the precise
numbers and details, I will take those details on notice
for Minister Smith.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer. I am surprised that a senior
member of cabinet, after bushfire awareness week, is
not aware, as the Department of Sustainability and
Environment website would show, that the burn-back
target was 14 per cent at the start of the fire season; that
has been the achievement target. Given the total failure
of coming even remotely near the target —
30 000 hectares does not equal 225 000 hectares —
what assurance can the minister give to the people of
Victoria that this government has taken full action to
have full preparedness in this state for a bushfire season
with record fuel?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
government is very aware of the need to have proper
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preparation for the bushfire season, and it has certainly
been very active in trying to meet targets and to get
preparation of all types in place. As for the precise
details, I am happy to come back to Mr Lenders with
greater detail of that from Minister Smith.

sector about reform. The first meeting of the ministerial
advisory council on homelessness is to take place next
week.

Housing: homelessness action plan

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister responsible
for the Teaching Profession, Mr Hall. One of the
coalition’s most solemn election promises prior to the
2010 election was that Victorian teachers would be the
highest paid in Australia. After one year, on this last
day of the parliamentary sitting, my question is simple:
are they?

Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Housing, who is also the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development, Wendy
Lovell. I ask: can the minister advise the house of any
further updates to the 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 vulnerable Victorians and
particularly in the implementation of the Victorian
homelessness action plan, which I released on
5 October. I have been pleased with the positive
feedback we have had from the peak bodies. There has
also been a lot of interest from the sector in our action
plan.
In October departmental staff ran a briefing session on
the action plan for the family violence sector. They also
ran five engagement forums across the state. Around
280 people attended those forums, from sectors
including family and youth services, homelessness,
health, mental health and drug and alcohol services.
Since the forums many mainstream organisations have
asked to meet with departmental staff to discuss how
they can support the government’s new directions on
homelessness.
I am excited about the sector’s response to the plan,
including its response to our $25 million innovation
action projects. I have made a call for submissions for
the first stage of the innovation action projects. The
response has been overwhelming, with the department
receiving 150 requests for funding specifications in the
first three days.
An information session was held on Tuesday regarding
the funding specifications for the sector, with over
200 people attending that session. The closing date for
submissions is 2 February 2012. I am excited about this
opportunity to trial integrated ways to avoid
homelessness and make sure that vulnerable Victorians
receive the right kinds of support.
In addition to the work the department has been doing,
the recently announced chair of the ministerial advisory
council, Dr Kay Patterson, has also been busy with her
own round of engagements, speaking directly to the

Teachers: remuneration

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — The answer to that question is
that currently they are not, as Mr Lenders will know,
because they are working under an EBA (enterprise
bargaining agreement) struck with the previous
government. The current EBA expires on 31 December
of this year. Therefore, in response to the question,
under the agreement negotiated with the previous
government Victorian teachers are currently not the
highest paid teachers in Australia.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
Mr Hall for his answer, which was a very good answer,
but I have a supplementary question for Mr Hall. I
know that when I talk about EBAs he always says, ‘I
can’t comment on an EBA’. Before the election he
promised that teachers would be the highest paid in
Australia. An EBA will be negotiated, but he
promised — he committed solemnly — that teachers
would be the highest paid in Australia; so I ask the
minister: after his EBA is concluded will his solemn
promise be honoured, that teachers will be the highest
paid in Australia? Will his solemn promise be
honoured?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — Mr Lenders invites me to give
an answer with a level of detail which would be
unlawful for me to give.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Unlawful! Will you keep
your promise or not?
Hon. P. R. HALL — As Mr Pakula would know,
perhaps more than anybody in this chamber, under the
federal Fair Work Act 2009 I am not at liberty to speak
publicly about the detail of the negotiations as part of
the EBA process. I suggest when we come back in
February next year and after those EBA negotiations
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have been brought to a conclusion, we will all know the
answer to Mr Lenders’s question.

Vocational education and training: providers
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is also to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills
and Minister responsible for the Teaching Profession,
and I ask: can the minister inform the house on the
action he has taken against training providers offering
financial incentives to students enrolling in state
government-funded programs?
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mr Finn for his question. In
respect of the interjection about answering questions, I
thought it just went on the record that I provided a very
good answer to the previous question, and the Leader of
the Opposition has indicated that as well. I am happy to
answer questions.
Mr Finn raises a very important issue reflecting on a
question which I answered in this chamber two weeks
ago when the house last sat. In that particular instance I
informed the house of a training provider which was
offering financial incentives to those who enrolled in
training programs. Those incentives were either
personal or went to the clubs or organisations of which
those people may have been members or friends.
I can advise the house that my department is currently
looking into the practices of a further five training
organisations. Some of them involve providing
financial incentive kickbacks to those who enrol; others
have provided misleading information. But I can assure
the house that each of those organisations has been
thoroughly investigated by Skills Victoria. Where there
has been a reason to also speak to the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority or the
Australian Skills Quality Authority, investigations
regarding the registration of those bodies are also taking
place.
In some instances payments have been suspended, and
in some instances full audits have been done on those
organisations. As I said two weeks ago in this chamber,
I am happy to pay for training in this state, and I am
happy to pay for record levels of training in this state —
$1.2 billion rising to $1.3 billion next year — but I am
not happy to see that money being returned by way of
financial incentives to others. I am happy for the state to
make those payments to contribute to sound training
with worthwhile outcomes, but, as I said, not as
donations to others. This is a matter which my

5969

department and I will continue to pursue. We will place
a high priority on it and ensure that the record
investments in training currently being made by the
Baillieu government are pursued with good, positive
public outcomes.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Electoral Matters Committee: terms of
reference
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to give some
advice to the house in the form of a ruling in respect of
one of Mr Barber’s queries from yesterday. As an aside,
I might advise that I have arranged for the drafting of a
letter to the Auditor-General, which I will be signing
later this afternoon, in respect of one of the points of
order that was raised yesterday. The one I wish to turn
to now is in regard to the Electoral Matters Committee
inquiry into the conduct of the 2010 Victorian state
election and certain matters related thereto raised
yesterday by Mr Barber in a point of order.
I have reviewed the terms of reference of the
committee, I have sought advice from Mr Finn as the
chair of the committee and I have sought advice from
the clerks in respect of related matters to the point of
order raised and the information that has been made
available to me.
First and foremost let me say that the committee is a
committee facilitated by the Legislative Assembly.
Whilst it reports to both houses, it draws its terms of
reference from the Legislative Assembly,
notwithstanding that the chair of that committee is a
member of this house. In that respect I do not believe
that I have an opportunity to intervene in the affairs of
the committee in any circumstance. I would also
suggest that, as a general rule, the presiding officers of
the Parliament, both the Speaker and the President,
would not intervene in the proceedings of the
committees.
The committees draw their powers from the respective
houses of Parliament. They are then charged with
references by those respective houses of Parliament and
it is for those committees to discharge their duties and
responsibilities under those references and to report
back to the houses. It is not for the presiding officers to
tell them how they should go about discharging those
duties. The power resides with the committees in that
respect.
It would of course perhaps be possible for this house, if
it were concerned about a committee that drew a
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reference and was facilitated in its workings by the
other house, to pass a substantive motion that might
convey to the Legislative Assembly a concern of this
house. However, that would have to be by substantive
motion, and I am not sure that the matters Mr Barber
alluded to yesterday warrant that action in any event,
but clearly the house is in a position to make certain
judgements and convey its views to the other house.

I think that probably resolves the matters that were
raised by Mr Barber.

In regard to the specific matters I might say by way of
my perspective on this matter that it may or may not be
helpful to Mr Barber to know that I am aware that the
reference given to the Electoral Matters Committee by
the Legislative Assembly was quite broad. It referred to
the conduct of the last state elections and to any matters
that might have had a bearing on that election. In the
context of the committee’s consideration of that
reference and matters that have been reported in the
media, from a personal point of view it would seem to
me to be within the terms of reference for the
committee to actually take the step of inquiring into the
media’s access to or use of electors’ details, and I think
that was appropriate. Indeed, the committee voted that
way. It was not the decision of just the Chair; it was a
decision of the committee. It could be argued that that
was a matter that would seem to be supportable under
the terms of reference that were provided to the
committee.

Resumed; further discussion of clause 4.

The other matter that Mr Barber raised was whether a
committee’s actions could constitute a breach of
privilege and be referred to the Privileges Committee.
In my view it is a matter solely for the house to refer a
matter to the Privileges Committee, but on face value
nothing raised by Mr Barber yesterday seems to
constitute a breach of privilege. A committee may enter
into the field of powers and immunities if it were to
decide to use its coercive powers, such as the issuing of
summonses, which would in turn be more or less of an
issue if a witness failed to comply with a summons.
Again this is largely a matter for each of the houses to
resolve, and not one in which I would form a view and
seek to engage the Privileges Committee.
In regard to the panel of chairs that was discussed by
Mr Barber yesterday, the panel is usually used for
discussing matters affecting most of or all the
committees, and the principle of this issue rather than
the specifics could well be raised before that panel. In
fact we had a meeting yesterday of some of the chairs.
If there were aspects of the committees’ functions that
Mr Barber believed needed further clarification or
consideration, then it would be my intention that that
panel should meet at least twice a year to consider those
pertinent matters.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (DRINKING
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Minister
Dalla-Riva was about to answer a question in relation to
clause 4. It was a question from Mr Barber, I believe. If
the minister would like Mr Barber to ask the question
again, I am happy to have him do that. I certainly do not
remember Mr Barber’s question, but I invite the
minister to answer it!
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advisers
are trying to remember it as well. The issue was about
the behaviours or the — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — How do you make out that
someone has been drinking alcohol?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Yes, that is right. I
thank Mr Pakula. As I indicated before, there have to be
reasonable grounds for the belief that the offender
intends to start or drive a vehicle. If a person walking to
a vehicle can be taken to be in charge of the vehicle, it
is a question in each case of — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — It will be determined
case by case, as Mr Pakula would know. The police
officer must not only suspect that the person intends to
start or drive a vehicle, they must have reason to
believe, or in other words they must be persuaded by
the truth of the fact, that the person intends to drive.
That is the advice I have received.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
That was not the question. The minister is anticipating
another question. What Mr Barber was trying to get
from the minister was, I believe, an answer to this
question: if the offence is that a person was drinking
intoxicating liquor while they were driving — we are
not yet talking about the walking bit; that is coming
later — how can a police officer prove or make out the
case that that person was drinking intoxicating liquor
while they were driving? What do they have to show to
prove that a person was doing that?
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — It is correct
that the offence requires police officers to witness the
driver consuming the beverage and recognise the
beverage to be alcohol. My understanding is that the
Attorney-General has responded to this. The same point
could be made about whether police officers have an
opportunity to observe people not wearing seatbelts.
Police will use their knowledge and common sense to
determine whether what the driver is drinking is an
alcoholic beverage. The driver has the opportunity at
the time to demonstrate that he or she is not drinking
alcohol. In the event that the driver claims that a
passenger was consuming a drink, a police officer may
proceed to prosecute the offence if he or she is certain
of his or her observations. As the matter will be
prosecuted by a traffic infringement notice, the driver
can argue this before a magistrate if he or she so
wishes.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That last
bit is quite telling, because what will happen is they will
just pin a notice to you and it will be up to you to prove
otherwise. In order to prove that someone has
consumed intoxicating liquor the police officer would
have to observe them consuming something — that is,
putting it up to their lips — and then they would have to
prove that it was intoxicating liquor. I do not know
what you are indicating there, Deputy President — that
perhaps they will pump someone’s stomach
afterwards?
In reality, for the police officer to prove their case they
would have to prove that it was intoxicating liquor.
They would have to take the liquid into evidence and
then have it forensically tested to prove that it contained
alcohol. I do not believe simply turning up with a
stubby is going to be enough: ‘Exhibit A — I soaked
the label off a VB. Here it is, Your Honour’ is not going
to be enough for the police. To prove the offence they
would have to take the alcohol, turn it into evidence
through the chain of custody and have it forensically
tested.
In the United States they talk about an open container:
it is an offence to have an open container of alcohol in
your car. That is easy enough; all you need to show is
that it is a container of alcohol and that it is open.
However, this provision has been framed in a different
way. Does the minister concur that in order to prove
that it is intoxicating liquor the police would need to,
first of all, hold onto the liquid, and secondly, have it
forensically examined?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you,
Mr Barber. I was trying to suggest that maybe it was
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more than just putting it to your lips — that to consume
it you had to swallow it.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — On
much the same lines as evidence and definition, my
genuine question to the minister is: under this definition
of intoxicating liquor, given that a.001 blood alcohol
content clearly shows that an amount of alcohol has
been consumed, do cough medicine, mouthwash and
liqueur chocolates qualify under clause 4 of this bill?
Hon. D. M. Davis — Are you serious?
Mr LENDERS — I am serious.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Given that
this is a complex area and given that the minister has a
number of things he would like to say in response and
given the time, this is an appropriate time to break for
lunch. I will resume the chair at 2.00 p.m.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — We had two
false starts: we went into question time and then we
went to lunch. The bill provides that it is an offence for
a person to consume intoxicating liquor while driving.
The term ‘intoxicating liquor’ is not defined in the act
and must be interpreted in accordance with its ordinary
meaning. The Oxford dictionary defines ‘intoxicate’ as
‘to make drunk or excite beyond self-control’. The
definition of ‘liquor’ is ‘an alcoholic drink or other
liquid’. Consequently the offence relates primarily to
the drinking of an alcoholic beverage and does not
apply to the eating of a substance that may contain
alcohol.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I will
move on to the definitions, which I know the minister is
eager to do. There are two ways for someone to be
fined under new section 49B(1) and (2): one is if they
are driving a motor vehicle and the other is if they are
in charge of a motor vehicle. Does the minister agree
that if someone is in charge of a motor vehicle, the
definition this bill refers to means they are not driving
the motor vehicle?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. The definition of being in
charge of a vehicle is from the definition introduced by
the Labor government in 2001. The wording is not new
and is not changed by the bill. The definition in the
Road Safety Act 1986 introduced by Labor in 2001
clarifies that a person is in charge of a vehicle in a
situation where they are about to attempt to start or
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drive a vehicle. This has similar coverage to that in the
laws relating to the right of police to require a person to
undergo a breath test. The wording ensures that police
can charge a person if it is clear they are about to
attempt to start or drive the car while continuing to
drink. Claims that the law would apply to someone
walking towards the car or intending to drive later on
are just plain wrong.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — I have read this statement
too.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I am putting it into
Hansard, Mr Pakula. It is important that Labor and the
Greens back this legislation, which is about sending a
clear message that drinking and driving do not mix and
about helping to make our roads safer for Christmas
and beyond.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister is just plain wrong. I read the media statement
that was put out over lunchtime. The minister said it
applies if a person is ‘about to attempt’ to drive a
vehicle. That is not what the law says; that is not what
the definition in the Road Safety Act 1986 says. It says
it applies if there are ‘reasonable grounds for the belief
that he or she intends to start or drive the motor
vehicle’. That is what the definition in the principal act
says. It is about intention and a state of mind, and that is
fine. It is not that the definition has changed, and
no-one is suggesting that the definition has changed.
The minister is using the definition in a new or novel
way in relation to someone who is drinking alcohol. All
I want to hear from the minister is that the two
definitions mean that one relates to driving and one
relates to not driving. We can have a conversation
about what not driving might encompass in relation to
intention. Are there circumstances in which people who
are not driving cars and are doing something other than
driving a car can be fined for drinking an intoxicating
liquor?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. I have sought some clearer
details, and the advice I have is that it relates to a person
who is driving and a person who is about to drive. As I
indicated before, the advice I have is whether a person
who is walking to a vehicle can be taken to be in charge
of the vehicle is a question of the facts in each case. A
member of the police force must not only suspect that
the person intends to start or drive the vehicle; they
must have reason to believe it — that is, to be
persuaded by the facts that the person intends to drive.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — If they
intend to drive, that means they are not actually
driving — right?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that it is a person who is about to drive.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This was
all about stopping people who are driving from
drinking while driving, so why does the government
want to stop people from drinking when they are about
to drive or when they intend to drive?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that it is exactly the same as the matter for drink
driving.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
understand that, and I support that. If a guy is .05 and
he is about to get in his car and turn the ignition, I am
not suggesting that the police should wait until he is out
on the road before they arrest him. But this was about
sending a message, remember? This was about how
people should not be driving down the road drinking
from a container of alcohol.
If I am walking across the car park drinking from a can
of Victoria Bitter — and there are only two types of
beer I drink, Acting President, VB and free — and a
police officer says, ‘Where are you going?’, and I say,
‘I am getting in my car and I am going home’, I have
just established that I have formed the intention to
drive. It is beyond any shadow of a doubt and by my
own admission. I have told the police officer that I am
intending to drive. I am not driving. I might take that
can, finish it and throw it in the back seat. I do not
offend the thing that the government has said it wants to
legislate against, but the minister is saying because I am
thinking about driving — because I have formed an
intention to drive — I cannot drink. I cannot drink
when not driving. That seems to be totally against the
stated purpose of this bill.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I think we are
at cross-purposes here because the advice I have, which
I have put on the record and I will put on the record
again, is that in terms of whether a person walking to a
vehicle can be taken to be in charge of the vehicle is a
question of the facts in each case. A police officer must
not only suspect that the person intends to start or drive
the vehicle. In Mr Barber’s case of the VB can, the
police officer must have a reason to believe the person
intends to start or drive the vehicle with the intoxicating
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liquor — that is, the police officer must be persuaded
that the fact of the matter is that the person intends to
drive. If Mr Barber with his one can of VB is intending
to drive with that VB in his lap to consume — —
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because what the government said in the
second-reading debate and in the departmental briefing
was that the sole intention of this bill was to prevent
drinking while you are driving or while you are
instructing a learner.

Mr Barber — No.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Then you have not
committed an offence. Mr Barber has just answered his
question — no, he did not intend to do it.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — What the
minister is saying is nonsense. It is not about whether I
intend to drink while driving; it is whether I intend to
drive. In the principal act this is at section 3AA(1)(b),
which states:
a person with respect to whom there are reasonable grounds
for the belief that he or she intends to start or drive the motor
vehicle …

It does not say ‘to drink and drive’. It is quite simple: if
I am drinking and I have formed the intention to
drive — I have not yet driven, and I cannot be driving,
otherwise I would come under the other definition of
being in charge of a vehicle — then I am not driving; I
am just drinking. The government wants to make it
illegal for someone to drink whilst having formed the
momentary intention to drive at some later occasion.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — In
support of Mr Barber’s proposition, if we take the two
provisions together, it seems clear that Mr Barber’s
interpretation is correct and the Attorney-General’s
media statement — which is not an interpretive guide;
it is just a media statement — is wrong. The bill says
very clearly that a person must not consume
intoxicating liquor when in charge of a motor vehicle.
We then need to go to the current act and look at what
‘in charge of a motor vehicle’ means. ‘In charge’ means
that there are reasonable grounds for the belief that the
person intends to start or drive the vehicle. If someone
is drinking at the same time as they have formed the
intention to drive, they have offended the proposed
black-letter law in this bill.
Mr Dalla-Riva, Mr Clark and others might try to
persuade us that is not the way that Victoria Police or
others will interpret or seek to enforce this law, but the
facts are the facts and what the bill says is what the bill
says. It says that if you form the intention to drive and
you are drinking, you offend the bill. I make the point
again that any type of review process, whether it be the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, the Road
Safety Committee or otherwise, would have picked this
up and would have, in all likelihood, omitted reference
to section 3AA(1)(b). It would have omitted ‘(b)’,

We asked over and over again during the briefing —
we actually made the point — ‘What if you are sitting
in the driver’s seat having a beer before you start the
car?’, and we were told, ‘That will not be covered’.
Clearly under this bill it will be covered. So that the act,
once the bill is passed, can reflect what the government
said its intention was, the bill ought to be amended by a
very simple change, which is the omission of ‘(b)’ in
line 22.
Mr Barber — And the brackets either side of that.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Yes, I have got them too.
The omission of the ‘b’ and the brackets will make it
clear that it will only apply to what the government said
it would apply to, which is someone drinking
intoxicating liquor while they are driving a car or while
they are supervising a learner driver.
Reference to (a) and (c) will be retained. Paragraphs (a)
and (c) of subsection 3AA(1) in the current act talk
about a person attempting to start or drive a motor
vehicle and a commercial driving instructor, and the
accompanying licensed driver is picked up in new
section 49C. But (b) relates to a person who is not
attempting to start a car, not attempting to drive a car,
not actually driving a car and not instructing someone
in driving a car. It is none of those things that (b)
covers; what (b) covers is someone else, and it has to be
that person who is approaching the vehicle or is about
to enter the vehicle with the intention of driving the car
and is finishing off a drink.
That is not what the government said this bill was
about. It can be easily resolved by omitting ‘(b)’, and I
move:
Clause 4, line 22, omit “, (b)”.

Not really. As I said, the purpose of the amendment is
to remove all doubt and simply to ensure that this bill
does exactly what the government said it was going to
do — in the briefings, in its media commentary before
today and in the second-reading address by Mr Elsbury
on behalf of the government — which was that it would
in effect outlaw the act of drinking while driving. That
is what the amendment would do. It limits the offence
to drinking while driving, not drinking while intending
to drive, which is what the bill does, perhaps
unintentionally, but it does that nevertheless.
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I wish I could
say that I understand Mr Pakula’s amendment, but I
think Victorians would be somewhat disappointed that
before heading into a Christmas break the opposition
would move an amendment that would loosen up the
definition of what this bill intends to do.
I want to make it clear, and I have said this before, that
there is some suggestion that the mere consuming of
alcohol before entering a motor vehicle will by default
be the offence committed. It will not, because we made
it clear that the wording ensures that the police can
charge a person if it is clear that they are about to
attempt to start or drive a car while continuing to drink.
As I indicated before, the driver commits an offence
when a police member has reasonable grounds to
believe that the person intends to start or drive a
vehicle. I note that in clause 4 at page 2 of the bill —
and I think it is important to read it — it states that the
person will not be taken to be in charge of a motor
vehicle for the purposes of new section 49B unless the
person is attempting to start or drive a vehicle, or there
are reasonable grounds to believe that he or she will
attempt to start or drive a motor vehicle or they are a
commercial driving instructor teaching the person in
charge of the vehicle to drive.
For the record, what we are seeing is an opposition that
is trying to water down the opportunities for a stronger
restriction on alcohol consumption in a motor vehicle,
and we will not be supporting this amendment. We
have made it very clear that we are closing the
loophole, and that is what this bill intends to do.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
begging the minister: help me to help you! If it is a
matter of getting further and better advice — I know it
is Christmas and people have one foot out the door and
it is all about the politics now — it is a simple matter of
law. If it is in order, Deputy President, I will move that
we report progress so that the government can go away
and have a last look at this and at Mr Pakula’s
amendment, which is extraordinarily simple. We can
move on to some other legislation which is pressing —
there are a number of bills we all want to deal with,
some of which require a little bit of scrutiny as well —
and the government can come back and give us its final
answer or, as Mr Pakula said, sort it out. If it is in order
for me to move that while the question of Mr Pakula’s
amendment is also before the Chair, we will see if we
can report progress and have a bit of a cooling-off
period.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Is Mr Barber moving that progress be reported?
Mr BARBER — Yes. I move:
That progress be reported.

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Here we are
with proposed legislation that we need to pass before
the Christmas and New Year period, and the
opposition — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — We will sit until 10.00 p.m.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Pakula says we
will sit until 10.00 p.m., and obviously we can. I
indicated before that as an ex-policeman I cannot for
the life of me believe that by moving amendments to do
what members wish could happen the opposition is
proposing to water down the message that we as a
government and the Parliament want to send. We have
been very clear: the definitions in the Road Safety Act
1986 were introduced by Labor.
It is interesting that for political purposes, and I hate
saying that, we now have a situation where the
opposition, in concert with the Greens, is trying to
confuse the message to the community by suggesting
that a person in charge of a vehicle is somehow mixed
up with somebody having a drink on a lawn before they
get into the car. We have made it very clear, and I have
outlined the government’s position on this matter again
and again. This is the law that currently applies to
drink-driving offences under the definitions the former
Labor government introduced in 2001. There is similar
coverage in the laws relating to the right of police to
require a person to undergo a breath test.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Are you dense?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Pakula asks, ‘Are
you dense?’. I am trying to — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — We have a
community that is calling for responsible drink-driving
laws in this state, and we have an opposition that wants
to make political mileage at a time when people would
be expecting — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I hope the
interjections I keep on getting from Mr Pakula are
recorded in Hansard, because they will demonstrate the
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lack of understanding of this particular piece of
legislation before the chamber.
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Leane, of all
people, interjects. He should be the last person to
interject. This is an amendment — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Leane is still
interjecting.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Speak up.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Yes, Mr Leane will
need to speak up if he wants to get his interjection into
Hansard, because it is important for the record and for
the Neil Mitchell program, or whatever program you
want to go on, what you think about — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I ask the minister to direct his comments
through the Chair.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Thank you. This is
an issue of which people should be aware.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Don’t worry, they will be.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Pakula says,
‘And so they will be’. I hope they are. I hope they are
made aware that Mr Pakula, the media spokesman for
the Labor Party, is quite happy to allow people to go
out and drink and drive in the community. That is the
message he is sending. We are saying we are very
strong in our approach. If you disagree, we will
disagree. I disagree. All I say is we are standing up for
closing what we see as a loophole in the legislation.
That was made very clear at the end of November. The
Premier made a commitment to the people of Victoria
that he would close that loophole. It was widely
reported in the Herald Sun, the Age — all the media
outlets. It was no secret that we were moving to
introduce this legislation before Victorians go onto the
roads in the very dangerous Christmas and New Year
period. As a government we do not resile from this, and
I am pleased to stand here as a minister in this
government supporting this legislation. On that basis,
we do not believe we need to report progress, and we
will also be opposing the amendment.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Let me deal with all the various spurious elements of
that ridiculous diatribe by the minister. The first thing
he said was, ‘This is just the same as the previous Labor

5975

government’s decision’. That is the point. The point is
what the government is trying to do is apply exactly the
same rules to having a drink as you would apply to
being intoxicated. Of course it is appropriate that if you
are in charge of a vehicle or intending to drive a vehicle
while intoxicated, that that is an offence. Of course that
is appropriate.
What the government is now trying to do — and I do
not think it is trying to do it intentionally; it has done it
in the rush to get this bill into the Parliament — is
create an offence of intending to drive a vehicle while
not being intoxicated but having a drink. Let us be
clear: if the amendment I have moved is carried, it will
still be an offence to drive while drunk, it will still be an
offence to attempt to drive while drunk, it will still be
an offence to intend to drive while drunk, it will still be
an offence under the provisions of this legislation to
drive while drinking and it will still be an offence to
drink while instructing.
All those things that the government said this
legislation is designed to do will be covered. The
legislation will be exactly as the government claimed it
would be before today. It is only today, when the
government’s error has been pointed out, that it has
said, ‘It was actually our intention all along to stop you
having a drink while you are on your way to your
vehicle, intending to drive’.
I say again: on Monday we specifically asked the
advisers of the Attorney-General if that would be an
offence, and the answer was no, that the only offence
would be if you were drinking while driving. In fact,
they specifically rejected the Tasmanian model of an
offence of drinking while being in the passenger seat.
On numerous occasions they specifically made it clear
and they made it clear in the media before today that
the offence was that of drinking while driving. We
think the government has produced a piece of
legislation that it did not intend to produce. We think it
can be resolved easily by removing ‘(b)’ from the
reference to section 3AA(1) in proposed section 49B(2)
as inserted by clause 4. In the circumstances I support
Mr Barber’s motion that we report progress so that the
government can get this right.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I was
listening to the debate as I was sitting at the table with
the minister. I thought that with Mr Pakula’s logic on
this particular issue I could go and have a quiet one at
home tonight and because I intend to drive tomorrow
morning I will somehow be breaking the law. That is
not the case. The argument that is being put by the
opposition on this particular issue is illogical. It just
does not follow. I have to say I cannot follow the logic

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (DRINKING WHILE DRIVING) BILL 2011
5976

COUNCIL

that Mr Pakula is using. It just does not make sense. It
is almost an insanity.
Committee divided on motion to report progress:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

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

Motion negatived.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I said this
was going to happen, and I said it on the day we found
that the government had control of both houses. I said
the quality of the drafting would plummet and the
government would ram legislation through anyway
because it knows it controls the upper house and it can
always fix it later if it has to. It is exactly what
happened with the Howard government.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot
hear Mr Barber’s contribution. We are debating a fairly
important provision; I would like to be able to
understand where the debate is going.
Mr BARBER — It has only been exacerbated by
the fact that the policy decision was rushed and the
legislation was attempted to be rushed through both
houses. While we are putting things on the record for
the readers of Hansard, it should be noted that every
time we have asked a question today it has led to a 1 or
2-minute confab between the minister and the advisers
over in the corner there. The text of this debate may
read continuously, but in fact there have been long
pauses while Mr Pakula and I have been sitting here
waiting for an answer to our question. When the
answers come they are about as useful as what you
would expect from Dexter the dating robot from Perfect
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Match! In future we might move that Mr Mulder comes
here to explain his own legislation.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Or Mr Clark.
Mr BARBER — No, I am sorry. I checked the
general order before I came in here. The Road Safety
Act 1986, with the exception of one small subsection
not related here, is the responsibility of the Minister for
Roads, Mr Mulder. It is the Attorney-General, who I do
not think would have ever let something like this slip
past him, who has been called upon to explain it,
unfortunately for him. It is a very simple amendment.
There are two definitions and two ways you could be
fined under the law. One is if you are driving a car and
the other is if you are in control of a car, notably here
having formed the intention to drive it. Intention is a
state of mind. Mr Elsbury is quite right about that. It
does go to what behaviours you may be exhibiting that
a police officer could observe that indicate, reasonably,
that you have formed an intention to drive. You are not
driving, and that is our whole point; the government
wants to fine someone for drinking while not driving.
Of course there is an argument about how immediate
that intention has to be able to be turned into action, but
I do not think the example I put forward is particularly
unreasonable. It is of someone walking across a car
park towards their car, keys in their hand, drinking from
a stubby and not over .05, so they are legally entitled to
drive that car, as they should be. This was never
intended to be a law against driving while below .05.
This was intended to be a law about drinking while
driving, but the government has extended it to include
circumstances where you will quite clearly not be
driving and I do not understand why. In any case, I will
support Mr Pakula’s amendment.
Amendment negatived; clause agreed to;
clauses 5 and 6 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MARINE SAFETY AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition does not oppose this legislation, but
during the debate we will raise a number of reservations
about the bill. We know people in the industry have
some reservations as well, and they have expressed
concern, particularly the Boating Industry Association
of Victoria (BIAV), about the scope and content of
these regulations.
We all welcome better safety on our waterways, but it
is important that the government strike an appropriate
balance between safety and the impact on the industry.
Grave concern has been expressed by the Boating
Industry Association of Victoria about the consultation
process on the marine safety regulations. It has
corresponded with the member for Tarneit in the other
place in a letter dated 18 November this year, and as
part of that correspondence it said:
The consultation process for the proposed Marine Safety
Regulations 2011 left a lot to be desired and resulted in the
Boating Industry Association of Victoria writing to the
minister to ask that consultation be suspended.

It goes on to point out that when the consultation was
occurring, the regulatory impact statement had not yet
been released and in fact was only released some
10 days after the consultation process started. That was
a very unfortunate situation, particularly given the
history of the Minister for Ports. When he was in
opposition the now Minister for Ports described the
former Minister for Roads and Ports and the
government as operating ‘in an arrogant way and a way
that is not conducive to fair and reasonable community
consultation’.
Now we have a situation where the Boating Industry
Association of Victoria is saying that because of the
shoddy consultation process in which the Minister for
Ports engaged what may occur is anarchy on the water.
That is a direct result of what it says has been a
deficient process.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am not sure why
Mr Barber is laughing. I suspect he is wondering what
‘anarchy on the water’ might look like. It might be like
a Kevin Costner movie.
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Mr Barber — Maybe Waterworld.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Yes, it might be like a
Kevin Costner movie. The government has to make
sure that there is ongoing and real consultation with the
BIAV and other organisations to ensure that the
regulatory burden stemming from this bill and from the
proposed marine safety regulations does not place an
undue impost on the industry.
There are also reservations about some of the hoon
boating provisions. We welcome the fact that
extensions to the impact on marine wildlife are being
made, but in terms of the revenue that comes from the
wider application of the hoon boating provisions it
ought to be the case that that revenue is reinvested in
facilities and safety for the boating industry rather than
just being sucked into consolidated revenue. That is
certainly the case with road camera safety fines, and it
ought to be the case with these hoon boating provisions.
There is also a bit of uncertainty. The government has
indicated that it is conducting a broader review of the
hoon boating extension options, but it has only
indicated that. It has not made it clear, and it has not
officially declared that to be the case. In terms of
undertaking that broader review, it is imperative that the
government consult with the relevant industry
stakeholders at all points in the process to ensure that
the correct balance is struck and that there is a reduction
in uncertainty wherever possible.
Having said those things, it is probably important for
me to now go through some of the key elements of the
bill. As I have indicated, it extends the hoon boating
scheme. I note with interest that when the term ‘hoon
boating’ was first devised by the previous government
the current Minister for Ports thought it was an
inappropriate term and said so. I think his description at
the time was that it ought to be described as ‘dangerous
boating’, not ‘hoon boating’. How an election changes
things, Acting President!
Mrs Coote — What did you say?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Perhaps if Mrs Coote was
reading less and listening more, she would have heard
what I said.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — To recap for Mrs Coote’s
benefit, I said that when Dr Napthine was in opposition
he did not like the term ‘hoon boating’; he liked the
term ‘dangerous boating’. Now that he is in
government he is quite enamoured of the term ‘hoon
boating’. That is all I said. Relax.
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In 2009 the former Brumby government introduced a
scheme into the Marine Act 1988 to combat hoon
boating and antisocial behaviour on the waterways of
the state. Under that regime marine hoon behaviour was
limited to dangerous behaviour. Back in 2009 we
introduced sanctions that were available to water police
and to certain other authorised officers that included
ordering-off provisions. The provisions gave officers
the right to order people off the water for 24 hours and
prohibit the use of a vessel for 48 hours. Within those
provisions there is scope for seizure, impoundment and
forfeiture. This came from the 2009 scheme which
came into force on 1 September 2011.
Clause 22 of the current bill extends the hoon boating
scheme, I believe quite correctly, to include the
intentional or actual pursuit of marine wildlife, whether
it be dolphins or birds, by linking in wildlife offences
legislation with the hoon boating scheme. I think that is
quite appropriate, and the opposition supports it.
Part 2 of the bill amends the Marine Safety Act 2010 in
advance of the commencement of the act. There are a
number of amendments, but some of the more
significant ones include ensuring that operators of
hire-and-drive vessels are covered by the same statutory
duty of care as the operators of recreational vessels.
There are changes that allow Victoria to recognise
marine licences and marine certificates which are
issued by international authorities and recognised by
the commonwealth. It introduces some amending
procedures for the renewal of marine licences and
permissions. It also repeals the Victorian channel access
regime. There are also some clarifications of marine
pollution responsibilities and cost recovery provisions
in part 3 of the bill.
Having gone through the substance of the bill, I will
return to the opposition’s concerns and reservations
about it. On 28 July this year the government released a
draft of the marine safety regulations for consultation. It
is true to say that industry has expressed concerns about
both the scope and content of those regulations. As I
said at the outset, increased safety on our waterways is
important, but it is also important that the government
strike an appropriate balance between regulation and
the interests of the industry. Safety on the waterways is
paramount, but it needs to be maintained in a way
where the impost on the industry is kept to a minimum.
According to the Boating Industry Association of
Victoria, the regulatory impact statement that was
released during that consultation process ‘reinforced the
sum of all industry fears’. That is not a wishy-washy
statement by the BIAV; it is a significant statement that
any fears it had about this are being reinforced rather
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than allayed by the process. The industry would say
that it is currently dealing with the toughest operating
environment in living memory; it would say, and has
said, that the outlook for the industry as a whole is
grim.
Boating is a pursuit that is extraordinarily popular
amongst Victorians. Something like 1 in 30 Victorians
owns a boat. There are over 165 000 registered
recreational vessels in Victoria and something like
330 000 recreational vessel licence-holders. It is an
absolutely legitimate and enjoyable form of recreation
for tens of thousands of Victorians. It is good fun for
most, it has health benefits and it provides financial
benefits to the state. The government needs to
demonstrate what impact on industry will follow from
the proposed regulations and what the cost burden of
the regulations on the domestic consumer will be,
because the boating industry would say that those
people are the most important drivers of industry
growth.
Combined with that, it is extremely important that the
government ensure that any increase in penalties or
infringements that will be prescribed under the bill is
proportionate to the safety needs on our waters.
Dr Napthine, the Minister for Ports, put out a statement
today in which he effectively denounced the claims
made in the Weekly Times yesterday — the headline on
one article was ‘Overboard’, another was ‘Anxious
anglers wait with bated breath’. The newspaper
published tables of all the extraordinary proposed
increases in penalties and fines that have caused the
industry to be extremely concerned. David Heyes, the
president of the Boating Industry Association of
Victoria, is quoted as saying about the Minister for
Ports:
‘He … will have anarchy on his hands’ …
‘The coalition made an election commitment to make
Victoria a leader in recreational boating, but all they’ve done
is propose all these new penalties and delay investing in new
ramps and other infrastructure’.

Dr Napthine can put out whatever statements he wants,
he can shoot the messenger — metaphorically of
course — if that is what he wants to do, but at the end
of the day if the perception of the industry is as outlined
in the Weekly Times yesterday, then I suggest he has a
serious problem on his hands with recreational boaters
in Victoria.
To go back to the issue of consultation once again, in
his second-reading speech the Minister for Ports tried to
assure the other place that the consultation process had
been exhaustive and that there had been adequate time
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for a full discussion of the changes and to get things
right, but, as I have already indicated, that is not the
view of the industry. The industry’s view is that the
consultation process was manifestly inadequate. To use
its words, it ‘left a lot to be desired’. While it is true that
the government eventually extended the consultation
period, the real concern is that some week and a half
elapsed between the commencement of that
consultation period and the release of the regulatory
impact statement. When Dr Napthine was in opposition
he talked a lot about the arrogance of the former
government’s consultation process, yet as a minister he
has engaged in a consultation process that industry
players did not consider to be in any way adequate.
Finally, let me flesh out the comments I made about the
reservations about the hoon boating provisions. It is
essential that the government commit that any increased
fine revenue from the extension of the hoon boating
provisions will be invested in safety and facilities for
the boating industry. That is only right and proper. To
be consistent, if the government is bringing forward a
piece of legislation that is supposedly about safety on
our waterways and is extending the provisions and
penalties that can apply if you act in an unsafe way on
the waterways, it should invest those funds in safety on
our waterways, as it does in the road safety area.
Having said all that, the opposition does not oppose the
bill. As I said, we are concerned about the consultation
process and the regulations. We want to ensure that the
government invests that fine revenue in marine safety.
With those words, we commend the bill to the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support this bill. We are fully aware of the
concerns that have been raised by recreational boaters,
having followed that issue quite closely. In addition to
the matters raised by Mr Pakula, there are a number of
other important measures which are reasons the bill
needs support.
There is the matter of offences against marine
mammals to ensure that harassing seals, dolphins and
whales becomes an offence. There is a provision in the
bill which I do not think Mr Pakula addressed. It relates
to the monitoring of spills and pollution. The effect of
this provision is to make the Department of Transport
solely responsible for the response in this area,
including the planning, preparation and maintenance of
clean-up facilities. If the policy logic here is that the
transport safety regulator, who currently plays a role,
should not be directly involved in the response because
his role will be to regulate and ensure that others do
their job, then we can accept it on that basis. It now
becomes the responsibility of the Department of
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Transport to respond to spills. Provision is also made
for the department to, if you like, outsource the pointy
end of the response. We understand that that is already
the case and that there is a company with a dedicated
role of responding to pollution spills.
However, there is also an interesting provision in the
bill which no-one seems to be trumpeting and which
Mr Pakula skipped over quite quickly. Noting that this
legislation is the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Marine Safety and Other Amendments) Bill 2011,
Madam Acting President, you might think it is all about
safety. But in fact at around clause 50 we find an
economic reform. It relates to the prices and charges
that are put forward by those ports and to who monitors
them and who can do what in response to price
increases by the ports. This was the subject of a very
detailed review by the Essential Services Commission
(ESC) in 2009. It went through several stages where
submissions were received from each interested party.
Finally, there was a government response to the
recommendations of the ESC in which the
government — this new government — accepted all
but one of its recommendations. The relevant
recommendation was recommendation 5, which states:
The commission recommends that the Victorian channels
access regime with application to the shared channels used by
ships visiting both the ports of Geelong and Melbourne is
necessary in order to ensure competition or competitive
tension in upstream and/or downstream markets. The
commission’s assessment is that the Victorian channels
access regime likely satisfies all of the requirements of the
CPA and so is capable of certification as an effective
state-based access regime in its current form. The commission
recommends the shared channels be declared.

The government did not support that recommendation.
What this means in simple terms is that while the ESC
may be able to engage in a price and monitoring role
over these charges, it will not be able to arbitrate or
mediate. Under the current regime it can; it is a
mediator of last resort, if you like. I do not understand
why the government is not supporting this
recommendation because seemingly everybody else,
except for the ports, does. Users of the ports seem to
understand that if not a total monopoly, the ports have a
strong enough monopoly to have pricing power and
therefore require some degree of regulation. But
presumably in some red-tape-cutting exercise the
government decided to throw out an important area of
economic regulation to ensure competitive behaviour.
The port of Melbourne and the port of Portland wrote
submissions opposing the continuation of this
last-resort function, but others had different things to
say about the monopolistic nature of the ports. Shipping
Australia Ltd said in its submission to the original
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review that it supported the current, what it referred to
as light-handed regulatory regime — and it is light
handed in the sense that it is not like the ESC is
mediating every day; it is more the threat of its
involvement that ensures monopolistic players do not
try their hand. In its response to the draft report,
Shipping Australia noted how the Essential Services
Commission set out its reasoning for its preliminary
finding, which it says was:
that the Port of Melbourne Corporation retains the potential to
exercise substantial market power with respect to the
provision of port services for containerised trade. Shipping
Australia maintains its view expressed in its original
submission and at the public hearing that the corporation is
only subject to competitive pressures at the margins of its
activities, important though that level of competition is, but
fully supports the reasoning by the commission that gave rise
to the preliminary finding the corporation does have the
potential to exercise substantial market power.
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It also said:
POM revenue from these terminals is by way of leasing
agreements and for POM to charge wharfage on top of …
revenue is ‘double dipping’ …
…
Again with POM market power there has been no incentive to
succeed.

That is in relation to what it calls the oligopoly of
stevedores. I just wonder whether a government now
desperate for all the cash it can get, so desperate it is
slugging public transport users and anybody else —
recreational boaters, apparently, with additional
fines — will not be sucking out those dividends, as in
other areas of the cost of living, such as water. Water
bills are sucking money into water entities, which then
may be called upon to pay a dividend.

Likewise, the Geelong Channel User Group talked
about various charges. I know, Madam Acting
President, that you would want me to refer to the
channel deepening project, a billion-dollar project, the
cost of which is now being recovered by implementing
charges across all users of the port regardless of
whether they are using ships that are deep enough to
take advantage of the deeper water. When it comes to
Geelong channel users, they come in through a deep
part of the channel, then turn left and use a shallow part
of the channel, so clearly they are not getting any
purported benefit. The Acting President and I argued
this out extensively through various debates and in an
inquiry of which I think Mr Rich-Phillips was part of. It
was quite clear that the government was never going to
recover $1 billion of investment from just the small
number of ships that might use a deeper channel; the
effect would have been to chase them away. So it has to
recover it across all ships, regardless of their depth.

Last but not least, another group that I normally do not
see eye to eye with on many things — although
admittedly I do on some things — is the Alcoa World
Alumina Australia group, which says that regulators
should ensure that:

The Geelong Channel Users Group said:

I will not spend much longer on this issue as I can see
Mr O’Brien over there is ready to bust a move and no
doubt he is going to tell me why I am wrong, but I just
have one simple question. Who is it that supports this
particular measure regarding the relaxation of pricing
oversight, apart from the ports themselves and the
government that is pushing it forward? I will need to
bring the bill briefly into committee because unless
someone can convince me otherwise we will be voting
against those later clauses that relate to the removal of
the ESC oversight and mediation function.

Attempts by channel users in the port of Geelong to obtain an
explanation from POMC have been unsuccessful to date. As a
result we would ask that the Essential Services Commission
review the unilateral decision made by POMC with a view to
reversing the decision to increase charges based on ‘summer
draft’ and revert to the practice of raising charges based on
the actual draft of the vessels bound to and from the port of
Geelong.

The Australian Peak Shippers Association said:
ASPA’s concern has always been that revenue gained from
port charges/operations is significantly over and above the
cost of operating the port. This is due in the main by the
Victorian government control of the port and the fact that the
government takes out of the port on an annual basis a
dividend which is a tax on exports earned from excessive
wharfage charges.

…all critical infrastructure owned by private monopoly
providers (including port-related activities) are provided at
reasonable rates to ensure that Australia remains competitive
in the international markets … It would be naive to expect
that commercial port operators would not take advantage of
an unregulated market to artificially inflate rates to a level just
under the next best alternative.

It goes on to state that Alcoa has some experience with
‘monopolistic service/infrastructure providers’ and
notes that the ‘light-handed approach’:
…is already a relaxation from the previously prescriptive
regime and has resulted in Alcoa having received claims for
price increases from Victorian ports that were far in excess of
any reasonable escalation mechanisms.

Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Marine Safety and Other Amendments)
Bill 2011. The main purposes of the bill are to facilitate
safe marine operations, extend the hoon boating scheme
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to apply to certain marine wildlife offences, improve
port management settings and bring enforcement of
marine and port environment offences into the
overarching transport and safety infringement notice
network. The background of the bill has been touched
on by some of the other speakers. Briefly, the Marine
Safety Act 2010 was passed by the Parliament in
September of that year but, as was the view of the
coalition, which was in opposition at the time, the
legislation was rushed through the Parliament by the
previous Labor government, and this government is
now moving to fix these problems. Various changes
have been made to the act in order to make the
legislation work, and this enables the Baillieu-Ryan
coalition government to correct some of the former
government’s mistakes.
I note that the opposition is not opposing the bill and
that many of the concerns expressed by Mr Pakula in
his speech related to proposed regulations and not to the
bill. Those concerns have been comprehensively
answered in a statement from the Minister for Ports
dated 7 December, but for the record I will respond by
quoting some of that statement:
The Victorian coalition government is not making any
changes to the cost of recreational boating licences, nor are
we altering the testing procedures for obtaining a licence.
The report is based upon allegations first made in early
September and they are just as false today as they were three
months ago.
In August, the Department of Transport released an options
paper canvassing a range of different scenarios that may be
considered for future boat licence testing procedures
including retaining the current system. The newspaper report
has selectively focused on one particular proposal despite a
previous statement clearly stating ‘there is no secret plan to
change …

I would encourage others to see the full statement and
read the rest of it, but this is not a government that
engages in sham consultation processes; this is a
government that engages in genuine consultation. We
have had and will continue to have genuine
consultation with users of our important marine
environment, both inland and in our bays. In that regard
aspects of the bill have been positively received by a
number of port users — I know Mr Pakula praised it,
and I think the Greens praise it.
In my wonderful region of Western Victoria I read in
the Geelong Advertiser dated 31 October, 2011, in an
article headed ‘Hoons on water face wildlife penalties’,
that the president of the Geelong Sustainability Group,
David Campbell, welcomed the amendment but also
called for greater community awareness about existing
regulations.
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This is a good opportunity for me to say on behalf of
the government how important it is that we have safety
not only on the roads but also on our waterways as we
participate in the many summer activities in which
Victorians engage. We welcome the water that is back
in many of our western Victorian inland waterways. I
think of Lake Linlithgow, Lake Kennedy, Lake
Lonsdale and Lake Bolac and all those wonderful
places where people can waterski, and also of the
marine life in the bay which people can enjoy.
The background to this bill relates to an incident of
wildlife being harassed, which we condemn. In the
article Mr Campbell goes on to say:
Whilst it is important to protect wildlife from hoons, it is also
important to educate the general public about no-go zones for
marine animals, as well-meaning sightseers in boats or on
land can cause distress for wildlife … There’s already no-go
zones of several hundred metres for whales and dolphins that
I’m not sure everyone’s aware of currently.

The article also states:
Mr Campbell said visitors should inform themselves of rules
about their presence around marine animals before travelling
to beaches and waterways.

We endorse those comments. There is genuine
consultation involved in consideration of the new
regulations, and I should say there have been a number
of community consultations — in fact, in my electorate
consultations were held from August through to
September. On 30 August there were two consultation
sessions in Portland; on 31 August there were two
sessions in Warrnambool and on 1 September there
were two sessions in Geelong. Further decisions will be
made by the very capable Minister for Ports and his
department during the consultation submissions which
will provide opportunities to have an appropriate
balance in the regulations between safety needs and
economic activity in relation to the impost upon
businesses. In regard to getting the balance right, the
minister has also made a decision to double the normal
consultation period from 28 days to 60 days and to
accept submissions until the end of October.
In relation to other aspects of the bill, some of the
changes that need to be made include ensuring that the
operators of hire-and-drive vessels are covered by the
same statutory duty of care as operators of recreational
vessels, which is currently not the case under the
Marine Safety Act 2010; and allowing Victoria to
recognise certificates that are recognised by the
commonwealth to reduce the regulatory burden on
industry. The former government missed this
opportunity to reduce the regulatory burden on
interstate operators and to facilitate better renewal
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procedures for marine licensing and permissions. This
is a serious concern with the current provisions in the
Marine Safety Act 2010, which the government is
correcting.
There are other changes that are made in the bill, and
these recognise that the best regulatory and safety
outcomes must take into account the practical realities
involved in effective regulation. The bill also extends
the scope of the hoon boating scheme, so that boating
sanctions also apply to a broader range of antisocial
offences. The government is concerned about the
irresponsible actions of a very small number of people
who may actively chase wildlife. The sanctions of
embargo, impoundment and forfeiture will be available
when hoon boaters actively pursue marine wildlife.
These important changes respond to concerns that some
recreational boaters deliberately targeted dolphins and
other marine wildlife during last year’s boating season.
The other changes that have been discussed include the
repeal of the unused Victorian channels access regime,
thereby reducing red tape.
I should say as a matter of record and background that
my father and my brothers are involved in OMC
International, a maritime engineering firm. They have
had a long and extensive involvement in marine safety
issues in Victoria, and they still have contracts with the
government. That involves under-keel clearance and
the management of vessels in our ports, including our
wonderful bay. On behalf of that firm I was involved in
the first environment effects statement process in
relation to the channel deepening project.
There is a matter on which I also wish to comment in
relation to the activity of our pilots and marine
operators. As a 14-year-old I had work experience
getting on and off pilot boats and onto ships at Portland.
That is not an easy activity to undertake. As a small
tugboat pulls up next to a very large vessel, one has to
engage in the very precarious procedure of climbing by
rope onto a major ship — or one had to at that time;
some of the practices may have changed. Our pilots do
an excellent job, as do all of our port officials in
keeping our marine environment safe.
The other changes include the repeal of the unused
Victorian channels access regime, thereby reducing red
tape and refining the regulatory role of the Essential
Services Commission (ESC); this is in line with that
organisation’s recommendations. Responding to
Mr Barber’s question about the changes related to the
Essential Services Commission, a third of those
recommendations — that Victoria retain and give effect
to the Victorian access channel regime — was not
adopted.
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The shared channel at the entrance to Port Phillip Bay
serves both the ports of Melbourne and Geelong, as
stated by Mr Barber, and the Port of Melbourne
Corporation is in theory able to exercise a substantial
market power over the shared channel. However, PMC
is state controlled and the Department of Treasury and
Finance does not consider that an access regime is
required to ensure compliance by PMC with any
pricing determination the ESC may make. In addition,
the regime has never been used and is unnecessary. It is
a prescriptive regulation, and in the opinion of the
government it should not be retained. Therefore the bill
seeks to repeal this unnecessary regime, and if there is a
referral of a pricing issue about the shared channel to
the ESC, then the bill will ensure that the PMC is
required to advise the minister of the referral, the
ESC-reviewed outcome and how the PMC intends to
respond to the ESC’s price monitoring review.
The other matter that was raised by Mr Pakula relates to
the issue of the distribution of revenue. He suggested
that returned fines should be returned to the sector. The
government needs to place on record that it is not
pursuing infringements to gather increased revenue.
Infringements are to act as a deterrent in relation to this
very important issue of marine safety, not only to the
boat users but also to wildlife, and I wish to put that on
record. However, the government is hoping the fines
will act as an effective deterrent and persuade the small
minority of Victorian boaters who do not comply with
the law to change their behaviour so that they will act
more safely. It should also be noted that a great
majority of Victorian boaters do comply with the law,
and as a result very little revenue will be generated; it is
estimated to be approximately only $400 000 per
annum. The government spends much more on marine
safety than it receives from fines under the existing
situation, and it will continue to do so under this
proposed regime.
The bill has noble objectives. I compliment my
colleague Mr Bull, the member for Gippsland East in
the other place, for his excellent description of the bill
and for his administration of his lovely area in the far
east of the state. I join others in commending the
minister for bringing this bill to the house, and with
those final words, I wish members a merry Christmas
and a safe New Year.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Transport Legislation Amendment
(Marine Safety and Other Amendments) Bill 2011.
Marine safety is something which, as a Parliament, we
have not given enough time to over the years, and yet
with the growing number of people taking to the water
in a host of exciting water activities, such as boating,
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kayaking, diving, windsurfing, fishing, paragliding and
much more, this bill is a timely addition to a legislative
program that we should all have considered some time
ago. Both sides of politics have enacted relevant
legislation in office, but it is overdue that we do much
more.
I must confess that I do not have a reputation as a scuba
diver or a driver of personal watercraft, and nor can I
sail a Heron or Tornado class boat, but that does not
mean that I do not go down to the beach, to rivers and
to lakes and that I do not understand the very important
place that water life has for Victorians. In particular I
well understand the need for safety. However, is this
new bill going too far? Certainly the Boating Industry
Association of Victoria has expressed its misgivings
and reservations over what it regards as a very poor
consultation process, and yet this is a key body
involved in boating and it should have been the first to
be consulted, not the last.
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within my electorate. Peter is a strong believer in water
safety and is a role model for others, and while Port
Phillip Bay is becoming busier, I believe, as do those
representing councils along the Maribyrnong, that
boating activities including water taxis would benefit
that river environment. If all boat operators were of the
calibre and professionalism of Peter Sommerville, then
I believe we would have a very high degree of safety on
that river.
As we cannot guarantee the safety of everyone on the
water, we must create tougher legislation, and Labor is
proud of its efforts in this very area. I could refer to the
$700 million put into our state’s economy every year by
the boating industry, the 3000 or so direct jobs and
7000-plus indirect jobs that it generates and the
170 000 recreational boats registered in our state. I
would like to refer to the boat builders also, but their
skills are being cut off at the knees by severe cuts to
TAFE funding by this government.

I am very proud of the leadership of the former Brumby
government in creating the hoon boating laws, which
were the first in the nation. I was also proud of the law
we introduced regarding the dangerous operation of a
vessel in a manner that may lead to death, just as I was
proud of the $40 million-plus that we spent on boating
safety, facilities and educational programs. The bill
before us builds on what was established in Labor’s
11 years of office, and it shows that this government
knows how to follow good leadership.

This bill is about safety. This bill is also about
protecting marine animals. Our attention is drawn
primarily to the bay dolphins that have been known to
swim up the Maribyrnong on a number of occasions
over the years. I support this bill, as does the
opposition, but the questions I have raised need to be
answered. The government needs to state clearly where
it will spend the extra revenue that it raises in this area
and commit to greater dialogue with the Boating
Industry Association of Victoria.

This bill ensures that operators of hire vessels are
covered by exactly the same statutory duty of care as
operators of recreational vessels. It also allows Victoria
to recognise marine licences and certificates issued by
international authorities that are recognised by the
commonwealth. I hope that I am correct in assuming
that it will equally recognise qualifications provided to
personnel of the Royal Australian Navy, since its safety
standards would be amongst the highest possible and its
training is far more involved than anything we could
ever legislate for in the recreational industry.

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
great pleasure in talking on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Marine Safety and Other Matters) Bill
2011, and at the outset I would like to thank my
colleague David O’Brien, who put the government side
very eloquently and outlined a number of the issues,
including making a clarification about the Minister for
Ports, Minister Napthine, and the article from the
Weekly Times in which he was misrepresented. It is on
the record; it is there. As he said, we do not have sham
consultations.

I hope the minister can advise the house of how much
of the revenue that will be generated from these
enhanced measures will be returned to even greater
safety programs, to additional educational programs
and to ensuring that people use the water more safely. I
must state that it worries me whenever I go to the beach
and I see people on personal watercraft, windsurfers or
boats far too close to people simply swimming.

I was also pleased to listen to Mr Pakula’s contribution
and to hear of a number of the elements of this bill with
which he actively agrees. I am going to talk on hoon
boating in a moment, but I want to acknowledge that
the Labor Party put some very good regulations in place
on what were then called personal watercraft. I would
like to come back to that in a moment.

There is also increasing water traffic on our rivers, and I
commend people such as Captain Peter Sommerville,
who operates the Blackbird on the Maribyrnong River

First of all I want to touch upon two aspects of this bill.
The Marine Safety Amendment Act 2010 was passed
last year prior to the election, and several minor holes
have been discovered in the legislation. Part of this bill
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amends the Marine Safety Act 2010 to ensure that it
operates in the manner in which it was intended. With
the passage of this bill these clarifications will be in
place before the commencement of the act. The
clarifications include ensuring that international
certificates are recognised in Victoria; ensuring that
operators of recreational hire-and-drive vessels are
subject to the same statutory duty of care as masters and
operators of all recreational vessels; enabling the
licensing authority to disclose information to people
about themselves and ensuring consistency of
application for the regulatory framework of
infringement notice schemes across the transport
portfolio by providing for a marine safety infringement
notice scheme.
The bill will allow for international certificates to be
recognised, and there are presently duties of care
prescribed by the Marine Safety Act 2010 for the
operators of recreational vessels. However,
hire-and-drive vessels are not defined as recreational
vessels in the act, and therefore the duty of care does
not apply to people hiring out these vessels. This bill
will close that loophole by including hire-and-drive
vessels in the duty of care provisions. The Marine
Safety Act 2010 prohibits the disclosure of information
that is personal or has commercial sensitivity. Most of
us would agree that these are sensible additions to deal
with and to clarify issues with because, as we all know,
you do not want to get to questions about the rules and
regulations and find that there are grey areas that have
not been identified. It is very timely of the government
and the minister to tidy up those issues with this bill.
The other issues dealt with in this bill are the marine
pollution responsibilities and cost recovery. The aspects
of the bill that deal with this separate the regulatory and
operational activities relating to marine pollution. Like
the changes that I spoke about before, which are
virtually mechanical changes to this bill, this too is an
important aspect. Prior to the Transport Integration Act
2010 marine pollution was the responsibility of the
director of marine safety. Following the Transport
Integration Act 2010 these responsibilities were
transferred to the independent regulator, the director of
transport safety in Victoria. This bill returns the
operational functions to the secretary of the Department
of Transport, with clean-up operations undertaken by
the security and emergency management division.
Presently this division has been delegated this
responsibility, so this bill will place in legislation what
is already current practice.
There is another important aspect of this bill, which
relates to the recovery of costs in preventing marine
pollution. We only have to look across the Tasman to
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New Zealand to see the huge problems that were
caused recently by a container ship that grounded.
Clearly we hope that does not happen here in Victoria,
but we want to make quite certain that if ever there
were some type of major catastrophe, we could deal
with it and all the loopholes would be properly covered,
and that is what this bill ensures.
The recovery of costs in preventing marine pollution,
which is what focuses people’s minds more than
anything else, can be explained by way of example. If a
tanker runs aground and there is a risk of an oil spill,
the Department of Transport will act immediately to put
infrastructure in place to contains an oil spill, because
by the time the spill is occurring it may already be too
late to contain it. Once the infrastructure is in place, if
there is subsequently no spill, there is a legal loophole
currently relating to the recovery of costs of the
infrastructure employed. Insurers have previously
argued that they will not pay costs in these instances.
This bill clarifies and fixes that particular issue. This
bill will ensure that even if no spill occurs, the
Department of Transport can recover the costs of
preventing the spill.
My constituents and those of Ms Crozier, who is here
in the chamber this afternoon, are very concerned about
this, because in Southern Metropolitan Region there are
three lower house seats — Albert Park, Brighton and
Sandringham — that border on Port Phillip Bay. I have
to say that the constituents who live in those electorates
are very aware of the good fortune they have in living
close to such a beautiful location, but they are also
aware of how tentative and fragile this location is. They
are particularly proprietary about making quite certain
that it is protected, now and into the future. They are
also very aware of safety issues, which brings me to the
point of this bill that I am particularly passionate
about — that is, the issue of hoon boating.
As I said at the outset, in his contribution Mr Pakula
spoke about what the former Labor government did.
When they first came into being, personal watercraft —
jet skis or whatever else you wish to call them —
seemed like great new toys. However, there have been
some tragic accidents. I note that Ms Broad is in the
chamber, and I remember her speaking eloquently on
this issue when she was a minister. I think she brought
in some of the regulations dealing with it. At the time, it
was imperative. They were new watercraft, and some
tragic incidents happened. It was pleasing to see
regulations and laws brought in to deal with that at the
time, but they are being enhanced by this bill.
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The misuse of personal watercraft has been a concern
of mine for a long time. On 28 November 2000, while
debating the Marine (Amendment) Bill 2000, I said:
Personal watercraft are very fast and their operators think it is
very smart and clever to get away from the police. It is
imperative not only that offenders are apprehended and their
licences checked, but also that the regulations and rules
introduced by the bill are implemented so that the message
gets out to the boating community that unacceptable
behaviour will not be condoned.

That was in 2000. On 20 November 2003, while
debating the Road Safety (Amendment) Bill 2003, I
said:
Finally, I mention a point that has not been brought up at all
in this debate. The bill deals with an amendment to the
Marine Act. It is most important for all of us who represent
electorates that are around or on the water that we have safety
on our waters and beaches. Personal watercraft are a
relatively recent invention, and indeed it is worrying at times
to note the speed at which they travel and how close they
come to the shore. If you couple that with alcohol, it is a very
dangerous cocktail. Therefore I am pleased to see this
addition in the bill. I hope it can be adequately policed.

I believe that because those regulations were put into
place there is a greater awareness of the danger of
personal watercraft. It is incumbent that we speak of it
again during debate on this bill; it is timely to revisit it.
After all, it is 11 years since it first came up.
A lot of these issues were readdressed in 2009 when
powers were given to the water police and certain
authorised officers to deal with marine hoon behaviour,
including the ability to order a person off the water for
24 hours and prohibit the use of a vessel for up to
48 hours. However, hoon behaviour was defined
narrowly to limit it to dangerous behaviour on
waterways. On 1 September police powers were
expanded to include the seizure, impoundment and
forfeiture of a vessel. There is nothing that gets
attention quite like a vessel being taken away. We have
seen it with the excellent hoon management the Baillieu
government has brought in for cars on roads. If people
continue to drive cars in a hoon fashion, the cars are
crushed. That is a huge incentive for those hoons not to
repeat the bad behaviour which resulted in their cars
being impounded in the first place. This will now also
happen with personal watercraft on our waterways.
While these powers help to make our waterways safe
from dangerous hoon behaviour, the Department of
Justice and the Department of Sustainability and
Environment have indicated that a small minority of
recreational boat users deliberately and persistently
target marine wildlife such as dolphins. This week we
have talked about puppy farms. There has been a lot of
collaboration between all parties in this place when
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talking about pets and animals, and there has been a
huge amount of cooperation.
It is horrifying to think there are people who actively
taunt our precious marine life. It is interesting to note
something that happened in Queensland. The
Courier-Mail reported that on Boxing Day last year on
the Gold Coast a teenager on a jet ski deliberately ran
down a black swan. In that instance the teenager was
charged with animal cruelty, was given 180 hours of
community service and had to pay more than $11 000
in medical expenses to the animal hospital that treated
the swan. If it had happened in Victoria, he would also
have been charged with animal cruelty. However, he
would not have met the definition of hoon boating and
the police would not have been able to order him off the
water or confiscate his jet ski.
Cowards like this who deliberately target defenceless
animals should forfeit their right to enjoy Victoria’s
waterways, and this bill helps to achieve that goal. It
specifically links hoon boating to wildlife legislation
and gives police and authorised officers from the
Department of Sustainability and Environment the
ability to enforce hoon boating sanctions in these
instances. I have great pleasure in supporting the bill,
and I commend it to the house. Overall it reduces
regulation of our ports, ensures that Victoria will be
able to recover the costs of preventing marine pollution
and will crack down on hoon behaviour on our
waterways.
I, like Mr O’Brien, would like to thank everybody in
the chamber for a very successful year and for the help
they have given me personally. I wish everybody in
here a very happy and safe holiday period.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I wish to make
some brief remarks about the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Marine Safety and Other Amendments)
Bill 2011. The bill seeks to promote marine safety,
which is a laudable objective, including by ensuring
that operators of hire-and-drive vessels are covered by
the same statutory duty of care as operators of
recreational vessels. I declare that I am an enthusiastic
user of hire-and-drive vessels, and I believe this
extension of the statutory duty of care of operators of
recreational vessels to operators of hire-and-drive
vessels is timely. It was an important reform when the
former Labor government brought in drivers licences
for operators of recreational vessels, and it is now
timely that operators of hire-and-drive vessels be
covered by the same statutory duty of care. Anyone
who has been out on the water and had experience of
some operators of hire-and-drive vessels who lack the
knowledge they should have before getting behind the
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wheel of a hire-and-drive vessel — it can cause
consternation for everybody in the vicinity — will
enthusiastically support this extension.
At the time that drivers licences for operators of
recreational vessels were brought in, there was an
extensive consultation with the boating community and
a vociferous debate about what should be done with the
revenue that would be raised as a result of the
introduction of drivers licences for operators of
recreational vessels. At the time, as the minister
responsible for those consultations and for bringing
forward the legislation, I had the pleasure of conducting
those consultations and having some healthy debate
with Treasury about what should happen to the
revenue. I note that in his remarks to the house today
Mr O’Brien avoided the issue of what will be done with
revenue raised as a result of this bill. He referred to the
fact that the aim of the bill is to promote marine safety,
and I concur with that observation.
He also indicated that it is the government’s hope that
revenue raised through the bill will be minimal because
everyone will comply with the requirements and there
will therefore be little revenue. However, he avoided
saying what will happen to the revenue that is raised,
and I place on record that I believe it is an important
principle that any revenue raised is invested in boating
facilities that will further improve the experience of
recreational boating and boating safety. That was
certainly the approach that was taken under the former
Labor government. I believe the principle should be
continued, and I urge the government to do that.
Marine safety and promoting marine safety compliance
needs to be a partnership between the boating
community and those in government who are
responsible for enacting and enforcing regulations to
ensure marine safety. I note that members of the
government have said that the government has had
extensive consultation on this bill, but some of the
statements that have been made by industry
associations and by VRFish, the Victorian recreational
fishing peak body, have made it very clear that they are
not happy, they are not satisfied and they do not believe
that the consultation process has been adequate —
never mind how perfect members of the government
believe it to have been.
The reason I raise the comments by peak bodies is that
it is very difficult to move forward with marine safety
as a partnership between all of the responsible
organisations and representative bodies if they do not
feel part of it. Clearly as matters stand some of the very
important organisations in this area do not feel they
have been adequately involved in the preparation of the
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bill that is now before the house. In relation to the
consultation process, for example, comments have been
made that a great deal of time was taken up with
information sessions at which members of the boating
community were not adequately informed to be able to
put forward their views, because they were busy simply
receiving information, and that the regulatory impact
statement was not released until part of the way through
the supposed consultation process.
Clearly the consultation process has not been perfect,
and the government needs to do better in this area if it is
to ensure that marine safety is seen as a partnership
between the great many Victorians, including me, who
enjoy recreational boating, who use boats and
hire-and-drive vessels, who go fishing and who enjoy
boating in a whole range of ways, their representative
organisations and those parts of government that are
responsible for the marine safety framework. That
framework, which includes this bill, is designed to
ensure that when people go boating they not only enjoy
the experience but also do so safely and at the end of
the day make it home to their families. We have
recently seen some tragic examples of how quickly
things can go wrong when people set out and do not
take all of the steps that can be taken to minimise the
risks and ensure that boating is undertaken in the safest
way possible. With those brief remarks I conclude my
comments.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 49 agreed to.
Clause 50
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister may not have heard my contribution to the
second-reading debate. The issue I raise is that this part
of the bill relaxes the regulatory regime for the port
against the recommendations of the Essential Services
Commission (ESC). Can the minister tell me which
group of port users support this proposition?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that the Port of Melbourne Corporation
supports it and the port of Geelong does not oppose it.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I actually
said ‘port users’. I understand the ports want to get rid
of the competition regulator. I read their submissions,
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but I was questioning which groups of the port users —
those who may have to pay fees — support this
proposition.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I advise
that port users were consulted as part of the ESC
process and that no opposition to the proposal was
raised.

Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health):

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We could
be here all day. The minister missed my second-reading
contribution through no fault of his own. I read out a
number of submissions from a whole range of port
users who wanted to keep the current regime. The
Greens will vote against this clause because we support
them in wanting to keep the current regime.

And Hon. M. P. PAKULA’s amendment:

Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 37
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr (Teller)

Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Mikakos, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
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 (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Clause agreed to.
Clauses 51 to 55 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
7 February 2012.

That the words ‘Tuesday, 7 February 2012’ be omitted with
the view of inserting in their place ‘a day and hour to be fixed
by the President, which time of meeting shall be notified in
writing to each member of the Council’.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, without wishing to put words into Mr David
Davis’s mouth, I would like to put on the record that I
had a discussion with Mr Davis and we have had a very
reasonable outcome on this matter. When I raised the
issue this morning I do not think there was any ill will
from Mr Davis. It was simply that the motion to
adjourn the house to a fixed time would have prevented
the Auditor-General from tabling reports. That was the
advice we had in government: the Auditor-General was
not prepared to table them because they would not
attract privilege.
The issue was adjourned this morning and we have
come back with an outcome which the government in
this house has said it accepts. It is a very good outcome
and an issue we should look at in the Procedure
Committee.
I do not often congratulate Mr Davis from across the
chamber for a reasonable approach, but I do it today
because this is what the dialogue should be — —
Mr Finn — Because it is Christmas.
Mr LENDERS — No, Mr Finn, it is Christmas, but
I do not do this because of Christmas. Credit where
credit is due: this was a good response and process
today. It is unfortunate the horse has bolted from the
stables, because the Assembly actually passed its
motion in that form, which still precludes the
Auditor-General from tabling some of his reports over
the next 40 days.
That is an unfortunate move by the government and
something I am very critical of, but I will put on the
record that it is a good outcome for today. As I
understand it, the government will support Mr Pakula’s
amendment. That is something we on this side of the
house genuinely congratulate the government on.
Amendment agreed to; amended motion agreed to.
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her amendment 5 on its own, or to link it. If she wants
to move it on its own, that is fine. We are on
amendment 1, then you have questions on subsequent
elements of clause 17, and then we will deal with the
other amendments. That is fine.

Resumed from 6 December.

Ms PENNICUIK — I move:

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I seek leave
for Mr O’Brien to share the table with me during the
committee stage.

1.

Leave granted.
Clause 17
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Ms Pennicuik will
move her amendment 1 to clause 17. Can I just advise
that her proposed amendments 2, 3 and 4 will be tested
in one go, but if she wishes she can move her
amendment 5 on its own.
Ms Pennicuik — It is tidier to do it with the others.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Okay.
Ms Pennicuik, to move her amendment 1.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
want to do them all in one. Before I move the
amendment, Deputy President, I would like to respond
to what you just mentioned about the amendments as a
whole. Amendment 5 is a totally different amendment
from amendments 2 to 4. I also want to mention that
clause 17, which the committee is dealing with now, is
a substantial clause. It runs from pages 9 to 24 of the
bill and inserts a new chapter 7A into the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009. It has quite a lot of proposed new
sections.
In addition to moving amendments to certain of those
sections, beginning with amendment 1 which I will
move in a moment, I will also have questions on certain
of those sections — for example, amendment 1 relates
to proposed section 327D. I do not have any further
amendments until we get to proposed section 327L, but
I have questions on some of the intervening new
sections. I am proposing that once we have dealt with
my amendment to proposed section 327D, perhaps we
can see if there are questions on 327E, 327F et cetera
until we get to proposed section 327L. I think it might
be a more orderly way to proceed rather than jumping
around the course, if that is satisfactory to you, Deputy
President, and to the other people in the committee.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Just to be
clear, I did invite Ms Pennicuik, if she wished, to move

Clause 17, page 11, line 16, omit ‘it is more likely than
not that,’.

This is an amendment to the new section 327D as
inserted by clause 17. My amendment is to
paragraph (b) of that proposed section. The effect of my
amendment would be to omit the introductory phrase ‘it
is more likely than not that,’ so that the paragraph
would then read:
(b) had it not been for the commission of the administration
of justice offence, the person would have been convicted
of the firstmentioned offence at the trial.

This matter was raised in the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) report, and it was
raised by the Law Institute of Victoria. It is in line with
one of the COAG (Council of Australian Governments)
principles to use this phrase, but in my view it is a
phrase that — without wanting to make a pun — is
more likely to be used in a civil proceeding than in a
criminal proceeding. In order to get a criminal
conviction you need to establish beyond reasonable
doubt that an offender is guilty of the offence, not that
‘it is more likely than not’ that they are guilty of an
offence.
We are talking here about overturning an acquittal and
the double jeopardy rule that has been in place for a
thousand years. The test to overturn an acquittal and the
definition of what a tainted acquittal would be should
be strong. It must be established that that particular taint
would have to be substantive, compelling et cetera to
actually overturn an acquittal and retry someone who
has been acquitted. I do not think the inclusion of the
phrase ‘it is more likely than not’ is strong enough. I
also refer members to parts of the SARC report,
particularly on page 6, where it says:
While the committee considers that the purpose of ensuring
that people who are acquitted of serious crimes are not able to
escape punishment where compelling new evidence of guilt
emerges … or the acquittal was tainted by an orchestrated
perversion of the original trial … may justify limits on charter
section 26, it notes that new chapter 7A may permit retrials in
circumstances that fall outside these scenarios.

On page 7 it goes on to say:
Also, there is no requirement in new section 327D that either
… the acquitted person has been the intended beneficiary of
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the administration of justice offence or that the taint of the
original trial be remedied (or even remediable) at the retrial.

Without going through the whole SARC report, which
we all know is quite long, if you have read the report
through a few times, as I have, you know the upshot is
that there are a lot of loopholes in this bill which in my
view mean the bill is not watertight or strong enough to
make it very difficult to overturn an acquittal. That is
why I have moved that amendment.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition will not be supporting amendment 1 for
the following reason: when you are talking about an
administration of justice offence that has been
committed, you are talking about something like jury
tampering or interfering with a witness. The effect of
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment would be that the Court of
Appeal would have to know for certain that the person
would have been convicted if that had not occurred. We
simply think that test is too difficult for it to meet. We
are talking about an offence that may have influenced a
jury and may have caused someone to be acquitted. In
those circumstances we think it is more likely than not,
given that the Court of Appeal still has to be satisfied of
other things as well, particularly the fact that a fair new
trial can be held, that that is sufficient.
I just do not think it is practical to have a situation or a
provision that says the Court of Appeal has to be
satisfied that the person would have been convicted if it
were not for the administration of justice offence. I
think that would actually render the entire provision
unenforceable because, as it appears to us, it would not
be possible for the Court of Appeal to be satisfied of
that beyond any doubt at all, which is what the effect
would be if Ms Pennicuik’s amendment was accepted.
Whilst the wording that is there at the moment may not
be 100 per cent perfect, it is better and is more capable
of being effectively applied by the Court of Appeal than
the wording that would remain if Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment was accepted.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
Ms Pennicuik for her amendment. In fact, Mr Pakula is
on the same line that we are: we will not be supporting
the proposed amendment. It is important to say for the
record that the proposed section 327D provides that
part of the test of whether an acquittal is tainted is
whether — as Mr Pakula has pointed out — it is more
likely than not that, had it not been for the commission
of the administration of justice offence, the person
would have been convicted of the firstmentioned
offence at the trial.
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New section 327L provides that the Court of Appeal
may set aside a previous acquittal where it is satisfied
that the acquittal was tainted. The Court of Appeal must
therefore be satisfied that, in the absence of the
commission of the administration of justice offence, a
jury would have been more likely than not to have
returned a verdict of guilty rather than not guilty.
The Court of Appeal must consider what changes there
would have been in the evidence presented to the jury if
the administration of justice offence had not been
committed. This may involve considering the case in
the absence of certain evidence or with the addition of
certain evidence. The court must then determine what
kind of difference this may have made to the verdict of
the jury. The administration of justice offence at the
first trial may have involved any of a number of
different kinds of acts, including perjury, tampering
with evidence, threatening witnesses and bribing a
judge. The administration of justice offence may have
infected part or all of the evidence of a witness.
The court will have transcripts of evidence and witness
statements; however, the jury will have had the benefit
of seeing and hearing the evidence being given,
assessing the demeanour of witnesses and drawing
conclusions about what evidence they would accept and
would not accept, but the jury does not provide reasons
for its decision. The Court of Appeal therefore will not
know with certainty what evidence was crucial to the
jury in reaching its verdict. As a result, assessing the
extent of difference that the administration of justice
offence would have made to the jury’s verdict is a
difficult task.
New section 327D recognises these challenges that the
Court of Appeal faces and sets a high but realistic test
for the court to apply. The amendment proposes
removing the words ‘it is more likely than not that’. In
effect, this would mean that the Court of Appeal must
be satisfied that the person would definitely have been
convicted of an offence that the person was acquitted of
had it not been for the commission of the administration
of justice offence. Given the nature of the inquiry the
Court of Appeal must undertake, it would be unlikely
that the Court of Appeal could ever reach such a
conclusion.
Further, it would place the Court of Appeal in the
position of concluding that the person is in fact guilty
because they would have been convicted at the first
trial. If that is the case, there is no point in conducting a
further trial because a jury verdict of guilty would
merely confirm the conclusion of the Court of Appeal
and a jury verdict of not guilty would be at odds with a
decision of the Court of Appeal. This would cast both
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the jury and the Court of Appeal in inappropriate roles.
The bill appropriately recognises the different functions
of a jury and the Court of Appeal and provides the
appropriate test for the Court of Appeal to apply.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
briefly, Deputy President, I hear what Mr Pakula has
said and I hear what the minister has said. It could be
said, too, that the removal of that clause that I am
proposing perhaps makes it, as you are saying, too
difficult, but I suggest that leaving it in there makes it
not difficult enough. I think the clause either way — if
it is left as it is and if it is worded as with our
amendment — could be wrong. I also make the
comment that this clause needs to be considered in the
rest of the bill.
The minister talks about the Court of Appeal, but under
the bill the DPP (Director of Public Prosecutions) can
bring an indictment against a person before the Court of
Appeal has in fact considered anything, which I think is
a major flaw in the bill, which we will go to in other
clauses. So given that that will stand, it is in fact the
DPP who will be making the first call as to whether it is
‘more likely than not’ that there would have been a
conviction, and I am suggesting that setting aside an
acquittal based on the fact that it is ‘more likely than
not’ that it was a ‘tainted acquittal’, as is outlined in
new section 327D, is not a strong enough reason for
setting aside an acquittal and exposing a person to
double jeopardy.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that we have gone through that, but it is also in
the COAG model, so we are, as I said, keeping with the
current position.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
understand about the COAG model, but this bill does
not follow the COAG model in its entirety. Even
though that particular bit is in the COAG model, again
you have to look at the whole bill, and, as I said, I will
talk about some of those issues as we approach other
clauses. There are flaws in the bill and there are flaws
in the COAG model as well.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Again, the
bill is measured, it is appropriate and it is the
implementation of the COAG model to Victoria, so that
is where we are.
Amendment negatived.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I invite
Ms Pennicuik to move her amendments 2, 3 and 4 to
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clause 17, although I think she has some other issues
she wishes to raise.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Yes.
As I foreshadowed, there are some other proposed
sections of new chapter 7A, which is to be inserted by
clause 17, about which I would like to ask the minister
before moving my amendments to later provisions in
clause 17. The first question is with regard to new
section 327A, which goes to the circumstances in
which police may reinvestigate an offence after an
acquittal. There is quite a long new subsection which
goes for three pages of the bill. Questions were raised
by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
regarding the reinvestigations and an answer was
supplied by the minister.
If you remember, Deputy President, during the
second-reading debate I mentioned that I had not had
the chance to actually read the minister’s response to
the questions raised by SARC. The minister’s response
to those questions states:
The list of powers included with the scope of reinvestigation
was a policy decision made following careful consideration
and consultation with key stakeholders. It was not considered
necessary to specifically include any other investigative
powers in the definition of reinvestigation.

He goes on to say:
… Victoria’s approach of specifying all of these investigation
powers is a much more practical way of setting out rights and
obligations.

My question to the minister is, and I hope he is with
me, given that in the second-reading debate yesterday I
mentioned that most of the key groups do not feel that
they were consulted very widely on this bill: who was
consulted? Who is the minister referring to when he
says ‘careful consideration and consultation with key
stakeholders’? What is meant by it is ‘more practical’ to
set things out this way? Is practicality an aim of the
bill?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — When
Ms Pennicuik says ‘the minister’, is she talking about
the Attorney-General?
Ms Pennicuik — The Attorney-General.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — The
Attorney-General. I thought she was talking about me
the other day. I will just find out.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Just
to clarify for the minister, I am talking about the
Attorney-General’s response to SARC.
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have in terms of the consultation was that it included
the Law Institute of Victoria, the Criminal Bar
Association of Victoria, the Victorian Bar, the Director
of Public Prosecutions and the police.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — One
of the concerns I have with the bill is that in new
section 327E(4) it states that the DPP must not
authorise a reinvestigation unless he or she is satisfied
of certain things, including that it is in the public
interest for a reinvestigation to proceed and that in the
DPP’s opinion the previous acquittal would not be a bar
to the trial of the person for an offence that may be
charged as a result of the reinvestigation.
One of the concerns I have with the bill is that the DPP
is making a lot of decisions about what is in the public
interest and whether the previous acquittal would be a
bar, whereas the overriding safeguard of the changing
of the double jeopardy regime is that the Court of
Appeal makes those judgements. In the interests of
justice, which is supposed to also be an overriding
safeguard, it is actually the Court of Appeal that has the
last say. I am wondering with the DPP making a
decision about the acquittal and the Court of Appeal
making the decision further down the line, which of
them has the last say.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — It is a tiered
approach. The advice I have is that the DPP will make
the investigation decision but it is the Court of Appeal
that will determine the trial.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
an important point if we could get to it. If you look at
page 13 of the bill, new section 327E(4)(b) states that
the DPP may authorise a reinvestigation if:
in the DPP’s opinion, the previous acquittal would not be a
bar to the trial of the person for an offence that may be
charged as a result of the reinvestigation.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
not labour it too long. My concern goes to the Director
of Public Prosecutions making a judgement that he or
she is allowed to make and allowing the reinvestigation
to continue on that judgement. That is almost a
pre-emption of the determination that the acquittal be
set aside. I am just concerned about the role of the DPP
vis-a-vis the role of the Court of Appeal, for the people
of Victoria — and the people of Australia, actually,
because not all states are following the Council of
Australian Governments model.
This particular bill follows the COAG model, but the
Western Australian bill, for example, does not follow
the COAG model, and I will get to the Western
Australian bill when I get to the next section,
section 327F. As I understand it, the WA model does
not allow the DPP to charge a person under indictment
until the Court of Appeal has allowed the acquittal to be
set aside, whereas in this bill the DPP can charge
someone before that happens.
I am concerned about that chicken-and-egg issue that is
raised by this bill and the protection of people against
double jeopardy, where they can be charged when they
have formally been acquitted of a charge. They are
formally an acquitted person, but under this bill they
can be recharged while they are still an acquitted
person. That is my concern.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I am just
trying to get clear where Ms Pennicuik is heading in
terms of the process. She is talking about the
reinvestigation process. There is, I guess, a three-step
process in terms of the DPP being satisfied under
subsection (4)(a)(i) and (ii) and then (b) of new
section 327E. So there are three parts. Then new
section 327H on page 15 of the bill says that the DPP
may apply to the Court of Appeal for an order. The
advice I have is that — and I refer to subsection (4) on
page 16 — the DPP has 28 days after a direct
indictment is filed under new section 327F.

I ask: is it not the role of the Court of Appeal to make
that decision, not the DPP? The DPP is not the Court of
Appeal; he or she is a public officer appointed by the
executive of the day, not a court.

In terms of the separation, it is outlined in the SARC
report, which is the response by the Attorney-General,
in the fifth paragraph on page 9 of Alert Digest No. 15
of 2011:

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that the Court of Appeal will make the ultimate
determination on whether there is a retrial. In terms of
section 307E(4)(b), that is part of the reinvestigation
process. The retrial is determined by the Court of
Appeal on application to the Court of Appeal.

The requirement that the DPP directly indict an acquitted
person before applying to the Court of Appeal within 28 days
was a policy decision. The rationale was to use the processes
available in the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 while still in
effect providing the same powers and processes as envisaged
by the COAG model. By using the direct indictment process,
the DPP will be required to give notice of the indictment to
the accused (section 171 of the Criminal Procedure Act) and
will have powers to compel the accused to attend court
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(section 174 of the Criminal Procedure Act) (by summons or
warrant). For this reason, it is not necessary to provide the
Court of Appeal a discretion to issue a summons to the
acquitted person to appear in this bill (the procedure proposed
by the Western Australian double jeopardy reform legislation
and cited by the committee).

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
understand that, having read the Attorney-General’s
response. So it is a policy decision — and it is one that
concerns me greatly, I have to say — that the Court of
Appeal does not have a look-in here until 28 days after
the DPP has decided to file an indictment, which can be
a long time after the DPP has decided that it is in the
public interest to reinvestigate a matter and the DPP has
made the decision, under new section 327E(4)(b),
which I have also raised as a concern.
I think we have had enough discussion about that,
except to say that I would appreciate clarification on
when a situation would arise where the DPP would not
authorise the police to reinvestigate a matter or a senior
member would not authorise a reinvestigation. This
whole new section 327E is written in such a way as to
indicate that the DPP would authorise an investigation,
and it does not really set out why the DPP would not. It
is a concern. If the minister were able to give examples
of where the DPP would not authorise a reinvestigation,
that may be helpful.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — At the top of
page 12 of the bill, on reinvestigation, the police have
to be satisfied. Then, at the top of page 13,
subsection (4) of new section 327E provides that the
DPP must be satisfied; so there is a process. As I said
also on the notion that it is a long time, there are
28 days, and that is specified on page 16 in new
section 327H(4).
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
think we understand each other, Minister. Section 327H
is the part we have referred to in our conversation,
which says that after the DPP has filed an indictment
under new section 327F, new section 327H provides
that the DPP may apply to the Court of Appeal to set
aside an acquittal, and that must be within 28 days.
Then new section 327I provides for an extension of the
28 days. What sorts of reasons would there be for
giving an extension to the 28 days? To clarify, new
section 327F says, ‘in the interests of justice to do so’,
but what sort of example would there be?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — My full
process was correct on both sections, and the advice I
have received is such. As Ms Pennicuik rightly pointed
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out, the first instance of the use of the words ‘it is in the
interests of justice to do so’ is on page 17 of the bill. In
terms of being ‘in the interests of justice to do so’,
clearly that proviso would be on a case-by-case basis
and it would be for the court to consider what the
interests of justice would be. If Ms Pennicuik is asking
for a definitive answer, I do not have one. It would be a
test that the court would apply in the circumstances.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
think that is all I have to say on those clauses, so I am
happy to proceed with my amendments. I move:
2.

Clause 17, page 18, line 15, after “fair” insert “and in the
interests of justice”.

3.

Clause 17, page 19, line 11, after “fair” insert “and in the
interests of justice”.

4.

Clause 17, page 21, line 22, after “fair” insert “and in the
interests of justice”.

I understand that amendment 2 is a test for my
amendments 3 and 4, which would insert the same
phrase into the new sections 327M and 327N
respectively. Section 327L deals with the Court of
Appeal’s determination of an application in which the
acquittal may be tainted, section 327M concerns the
Court of Appeal’s power to make a determination of
application when there is fresh and compelling
evidence and section 327N outlines that the Court of
Appeal may make a determination on an application to
set aside an acquittal where an administration of justice
offence has occurred.
I have grouped the sections together in the interests of
explanation and expediency. The reason for the
insertion of this clause is that the safeguard in this
whole bill — that is, the safeguard of people against
double jeopardy — is that the court would only
overturn an acquittal on any of those three grounds if it
was in the interests of justice to do so, and it does not
say that in any of those clauses.
If we look at new section 327L(c), for example, it says
the Court of Appeal, amongst other things, could say
that it is likely that a new trial for the offence would be
fair, having regard to subsections (i), (ii) and (iii). None
of those amounts to ‘in the interests of justice’, which is
the fundamental core element according to which the
court would make a decision about overturning an
acquittal; it would have to be in the interests of justice
to do so. I suggest that even the wording that the trial
was ‘fair’ would be a subset of ‘in the interests of
justice’, as would the matters under subsections (i), (ii)
and (iii) which appear in all the new sections L, M and
N into which I am wishing to insert this new phrase.
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I have read the Attorney-General’s response to what
was raised by SARC as an issue that concerned it,
where he says:
The committee seeks further information as to a requirement
that a court may only order a retrial of an acquitted person if it
is satisfied that ‘in all the circumstances it is in the interests of
justice for the order to be made,’ in comparison to the
requirement in new sections 327L–327N —

which I am talking about here —
that the Court of Appeal be satisfied that a new trial is likely
to be fair.

The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee drew
the attention of Parliament to those new sections, and I
have paid attention to them, as the committee advised. I
am not convinced by the response of the
Attorney-General to this, where he states:
The wording in the bill that a court may only order a retrial of
an acquitted person if it is satisfied that ‘in all the
circumstances it is in the interests of justice for the order to be
made,’ is the same as the South Australian legislation and is
very close to the COAG model even though it does not use
the exact words ‘that it is in the interests of justice for an order
to be made’. If the Court of Appeal does not consider that the
trial would be fair then it would also necessarily have to
conclude that it would not be in the interests of justice.

I do not agree with what the Attorney-General says
there. I think that being ‘fair’ is part of being ‘in the
interests of justice’. The other factors that are listed
there regarding the length of time, et cetera, are also
subsets of ‘in the interests of justice’. The legislation
would be much improved, and people who are at risk of
double jeopardy would be better served if that
phrase — which is a key safeguard in the whole regime
of having exemptions to double jeopardy — were
inserted into these three sections. That is why I am
moving my amendment today.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I just want
to clarify that Ms Pennicuik’s amendments 3 and 4 are
not actually tested by amendment 2, because they are
separate points. Ms Pennicuik could, if she wished, put
them separately. However, I am inviting her to do them
en bloc, so that rather than testing one another they
would be tested en bloc.
Ms PENNICUIK — Yes. I understand that, Deputy
President, which is why I have addressed them en bloc.
We can test them en bloc, because that is the way I
have spoken to them.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition will support Ms Pennicuik’s
amendments, and we will support them for the reasons
given by Ms Pennicuik. It is very straightforward that in
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regard to these offences it should be not only fair that a
new trial can occur but also in the interests of justice.
That has been expressly stated by the government, and
the bill ought to reflect that.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — the
government will be opposing Ms Pennicuik’s
amendments to new sections 327L, 327M and 327N
and the insertion of the words ‘and in the interests of
justice’ after the word ‘fair’. We do not see what value
it would add to include the words ‘and in the interests
of justice’ in the test which the Court of Appeal must
apply in determining applications under the new
sections I have mentioned.
The Attorney-General addressed this issue in his
response to the letter he received from the Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee and the report of
that committee. It is worth noting that SARC thanked
the Attorney-General for his response and did not
make any further comment or pose any further
questions. In fact Mr O’Brien, my learned colleague
at the table with me, outlined in his contribution to
the second-reading debate on Tuesday this week the
government’s response to these amendments and
referred to the Attorney-General’s response to
SARC.
I do not know if members wish me to again quote
from the response of the Attorney-General; I will
save the time of the chamber and not do so.
However, I note that in the final summation of his
response of 2 December 2011 the Attorney-General
said, amongst other things:
New sections 327L, 327M and 327N also specifically allow
the court to consider any other matter that it considers
relevant. This, and the requirement to consider whether a new
trial would be fair, gives the court a broad discretion that
encompasses considering the interests of justice.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister mentioned the Attorney-General’s response to
SARC. I would just like to briefly say in response to the
minister and put on the record that the
Attorney-General’s response is completely inadequate
with regard to this matter. It does not answer the matter
at all.
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Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, 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 (Teller)
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Amendments negatived.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Sadly, Deputy President, I have another question before
I move my amendment 5. My question is regarding
new section 327M, specifically subsection (2)(k). There
was a question raised about paragraph (k) in the
Security of Acts and Regulations Committee report
regarding whether the requirement to disclose a reason
for the charge would be interpreted to mean specifying
the aggravating circumstances under that particular
charge. The Attorney-General in his response said it
was doubtful there would be that requirement under this
section. I would like to know what the jurisprudence is
on that, which I imagine the advisers might be able to
assist with, and I would also like to know how a person
who has been charged is made to understand the reason
they have been charged. It is a bit confusing, so I will
just read it out:
… the details of the charge are … known —

to the accused, because there has —
… been substantial disclosure through the previous trial …

I would have thought that where it says that a new
charge under proposed subsection (2)(k) — we are on
page 20 of the bill — can be brought only where there
is fresh and compelling evidence, evidence from the
first trial cannot be relied on; so there is a bit of
confusion. How will the accused know what the reason
is, or will they know at all?
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The adviser is
trying to get some more detail as to what Ms Pennicuik
is seeking, because there is a response provided on
page 9 of Alert Digest No. 15 of 2011, which I covered
earlier. Maybe Ms Pennicuik might want to explore that
a bit more so that we get to the nub of what she is
seeking advice on.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — There
are two parts to the question. One is that there was a
concern by SARC that the aggravating circumstances in
an indictment made under new section 327M(2)(k)
might not be spelt out. The Attorney-General says it is
‘doubtful’ that they would be spelt out. That is one part
of the question. The other part of the question is that
under the general indictment the DPP might make
under this section, the Attorney-General seems to imply
that the person would understand the reasons for the
indictment because they were at the first trial. But if the
reasons are about fresh and compelling evidence, then
they would not have been at the first trial. That would
not have been present at the first trial, so how would
they know the reason? They are entitled to know the
reason under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I understand
where Ms Pennicuik is at. How would they know? The
advice I have indicates that they would know, because
they would have the indictment — in other words, the
charge — that was laid against them that would say
there was fresh and compelling evidence. That would
be the reason for that indictment. Ms Pennicuik asked
how they would know: they would know because the
indictment would specify what the offence or what the
retrial matter was about.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Yes, and I will find
out the reasons. But I understand where Ms Pennicuik
is at. The first part of Ms Pennicuik’s issue is about the
indictment; I will seek guidance about the second part
of her issue.
I want to make sure I get this right. The indictment will
specify one of the three exceptions in relation to the
reasons. I am seeking advice as to where that is, so we
can get the issue totally sorted out. I have a bank of
lawyers working for Ms Pennicuik! The indictment, as
I said, specifies with sufficient particularity the
circumstances of the offence. There are parts of
Ms Pennicuik’s matter that I may have to take on
notice. I am happy to provide what I can while we are
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proceeding and dealing with other matters so I can get
the answer that Ms Pennicuik is seeking.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
appreciate that. I make this point again: had there been
enough time for us to consider the bill in more detail,
particularly the answers supplied by the
Attorney-General just yesterday to the several
significant questions raised by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee — the more you look at it the
more complicated it gets — we may have saved some
time. However, given the time we had, I was not able to
provide the minister with the questions earlier.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — That is a good reason to
support amendment 5.
Ms PENNICUIK — That is right; it is a very good
reason. Does the minister have an answer?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — New
section 327H, on page 15, says:
(2) An application must specify whether it is based on —
(a) a tainted acquittal; or
(b) fresh and compelling evidence; or
(c) an administration of justice offence.

They are the three areas outlined in the bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
When would a person who is being indicted find out
more detail than that as to what the new evidence is or
what the nature of the administration of justice offence
is? That is what I am asking.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I can give an
example of what fresh and compelling evidence
encompasses in practice. I will give just one example
that has been provided. The fresh and compelling
evidence exception is limited to where there is a change
in the available evidence. In other words it does not
extend simply to allowing the prosecution a second
chance to convict the accused. It is important that police
and the prosecution prosecute vigorously and do not
rely on the possibility of an exception to double
jeopardy as a reason for not investigating thoroughly
and introducing available and relevant evidence. The
provisions should not operate to excuse or compensate
for prosecutions based on inadequate investigations.
Most commonly, advances in technology will mean
that DNA evidence that was not available at the first
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trial will be fresh and compelling evidence. However,
where the evidence was inadmissible at the first trial but
because of a change in law is now admissible, new
section 327C provides that this may form part of the
evidence that is said to be fresh and compelling. This
may include hearsay evidence, where the rules
governing the admissibility of such evidence now
permit more hearsay evidence to be admitted.
However, it would need to be clear that the evidence
was inadmissible at the time of the original trial,
irrespective of whether prosecutors sought to adduce
the evidence. If at the first trial the prosecution chose
not to tender the evidence purely for tactical reasons,
the evidence is not likely to be capable of forming part
of fresh and compelling evidence.
There are also procedures for direct indictment under
the Criminal Procedure Act 2009, chapter 5, part 5.2,
section 161. The details are outlined there, to add a bit
more night reading for Ms Pennicuik.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for the information he has given me,
most of which I was aware of and does not really
answer the question, which is: given my concern that
the indictment can occur before the Court of Appeal has
seen what the compelling or fresh new evidence may be
or before it has adjudicated on whether or not a trial
was tainted, and given that a person can be presented
with an indictment telling them that under one of those
three conditions they will be charged again with an
offence, when will they know what the compelling and
fresh evidence is? Will they know before the Court of
Appeal has adjudicated on it, for example?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The process
is set out on page 16 of the bill. New section 327H
states:
(6) A copy of the notice of application must be served
personally on the accused …
(7) The DPP must provide a copy of the notice of
application to the legal practitioner who last represented
the accused in the criminal proceeding …
(8) An accused is entitled to appear at the hearing of an
application under this section and may be represented by
a legal practitioner.

Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — You asked about the
process, and it is outlined in the bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I do
not want to exacerbate levels of frustration any further.
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I understand the process — I have read the bill. What I
am asking about is the content, but I have asked three
times and have not got the answer. Perhaps the minister
could take it on notice and let me know later.
Before I move my final amendment, I have to say that
none of the conversation we have had has allayed my
concern regarding the process where the DPP can make
this indictment before the Court of Appeal has even
looked at why the DPP would be indicting someone
before their acquittal has been set aside — before the
court has even said that it does or it does not have
enough evidence to do that. This is a fundamental
problem with the bill which I am not getting the answer
to, and I do not think we will get an answer by asking
the question any more times.
I move:
5.

Clause 17, page 24, after line 12 insert —
“327T

Review of Chapter

(1) The Attorney-General must conduct a review
of the operation of this Chapter and related
amendments made by the Criminal
Procedure Amendment (Double Jeopardy
and Other Matters) Act 2011.
(2) The review must be undertaken as soon as
practicable after the fifth anniversary of the
day on which section 17 of the Criminal
Procedure Amendment (Double Jeopardy
and Other Matters) Act 2011 comes into
operation.
(3) The Attorney-General must cause a copy of
the report of the review to be laid before each
House of the Parliament.”.

The amendment inserts a new section 327T into the bill
following section 327S on page 24 of the bill. It has the
title ‘Review of chapter’, and it refers to new
chapter 7A which is inserted in the act by clause 17 of
the bill.
I understand that a similar amendment was passed to
similar legislation passed in the Western Australian
Parliament only last week, and I have modelled my
amendment on the amendment that was agreed to by
the Western Australian Parliament.
I think this is a very important amendment, because it
requires the operation of the new chapter to be
reviewed after five years. Given the doubts about
certain provisions of this bill, such as the differences it
has from the COAG model and from other states, and
given the fact that my previous amendments regarding
the interests of justice have not been agreed to and the
implications the legislation will have on people who
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have been acquitted and who may be innocent but who
even under this new provision may still face the
prospect of a new trial — this is serious business we are
talking about — it is not too much to ask that the
provision be reviewed after five years, and that is why I
have moved this amendment. I commend it to the
house, and I urge the government to support it.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition will be supporting Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment 5. As I said during the second-reading
debate, double jeopardy is a principle that has
underpinned the justice system across the Western
world for hundreds and hundreds of years. We are
making a change to that today. We are departing from it
to some extent, and none of us know for sure how
departing from that principle is going to affect the
administration of criminal justice. It may be positive, it
may be negative or it may have next to no impact at all.
It is important to note that Ms Pennicuik’s
amendment 5 is not a sunset provision. It is not a
provision which says that this bill is automatically
repealed after five years unless it is renewed. It is
simply a provision which says that after five years there
should be a review of how the provisions in this bill
have affected the administration of criminal justice and
that should be reported on and placed before the house.
It is worth noting that there was a similar provision
inserted into the legislation to bring forward the Charter
of Human Rights and Responsibilities. That was
appropriate. If it is appropriate for the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities, it is certainly
appropriate for a bill which changes a legal principle
that has stood for hundreds and hundreds of years and
has been the foundation of our system of administration
of criminal justice. The opposition will be supporting
Ms Pennicuik’s amendment.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
members for their comments. The government will not
be supporting Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 5, which
seeks to insert new section 327T. The COAG model
does not contain such a review mechanism, and with
the exception of Western Australia, as put by
Ms Pennicuik, this type of provision does not appear
and presumably was not considered necessary in the
legislation of Australian jurisdictions which have
implemented the COAG model. In addition, it is not
anticipated that there will be such a large number of
cases under these reforms that a formal legislated
review process would be required.
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I note the comment about whether there have been any
cases. There have been no reported cases under double
jeopardy laws in Australian jurisdictions. However, it is
not possible to state with certainty that no charges have
been laid or applications made to conduct new
prosecutions under the double jeopardy reforms
because if this occurred recently, the cases may be
subject to suppression orders. In terms of the small
number of UK cases since the Criminal Justice Act
2003 came into operation, in summary these cases
mainly focused on issues such as the meaning of new
and compelling evidence and whether it was in order to
conduct a new trial. Although broadly similar, there are
obviously some differences between the existing UK
model and the proposed Victorian legislation. The view
of the government is that a review was not considered
in the COAG model, and as such we will not be
supporting the amendment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Briefly, the COAG model came into being six or seven
years ago. Most jurisdictions had introduced this reform
by 2008, except for Western Australia which
introduced it last week. Western Australia has taken the
view that it is a good idea to put in a review clause, and
I take the same view. That is all I have to say on the
matter. I think it is unfortunate that the government is
not supporting the amendment, because it does not do
any harm to the bill at all.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 18 to 23 agreed to.
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Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 37
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr

Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Mikakos, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
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 (Teller)
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Pennicuik, Ms

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

CITY OF GREATER GEELONG
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
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.
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 (‘the charter act’), I make this
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statement of compatibility with respect to the City of Greater
Geelong Amendment Bill 2011 (‘the bill’).
In my opinion, the bill as introduced to the Legislative
Council is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinions on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The purpose of the bill is to provide for the direct election of
the mayor of Greater Geelong by the voters of the
municipality and to make other related amendments.
The bill achieves this by amending the City of Greater
Geelong Act 1993.
Human rights issues
Section 18 of the charter act protects the right to take part in
public life. Section 18 states that ‘every eligible person has
the right, and is to have opportunity without discrimination, to
vote and be elected at periodic state and municipal elections
that guarantee the free expression of the will of the
electors …’
Clause 5 (new section 11) of the bill provides that a person
may not be a candidate for the positions of mayor and
councillor simultaneously. This may be regarded as a
limitation of the right to take part in public life under
section 18 of the charter act, as it imposes a condition on a
person’s eligibility to be a candidate for mayor or councillor
in local council elections for the City of Greater Geelong.
To the extent that clause 5 is a limitation on the right to
participate in public life, the limitation is reasonable and
justified. The purpose of the limitation is to improve the
electoral process for the City of Greater Geelong by ensuring
a clear distinction between the roles of mayor and councillors
at the City of Greater Geelong. The role of mayor is one of
leadership and accountability to the entire municipality and is
distinct from the role of councillors elected to represent
individual wards. This distinction minimises the possibility of
bias or the perception of bias by the mayor towards a given
ward in the municipality.
The mayor of Greater Geelong will have additional
responsibilities and powers which distinguish the mayoral
role from that of a councillor. In addition to taking precedence
at municipal proceedings in the municipality, clause 6 (new
section 11E) of the bill gives the mayor of Greater Geelong
the additional power to appoint a councillor to represent the
council as well as the power to appoint a councillor as
chairperson of a special committee.
Limiting the eligibility of candidates to nominate for a single
role is not uncommon in municipal elections. The City of
Melbourne Act 2001 contains a similar prohibition on dual
nominations. In addition some other states, namely
Queensland and South Australia, also prohibit dual
nominations for mayor and councillor positions.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning
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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 City of Greater Geelong Amendment Bill 2011 will
amend the City of Greater Geelong Act 1993 to reconstitute
that council to include a mayor who is directly elected by all
the voters of that municipality.
The government made a commitment to the people of
Geelong that it would allow them to directly elect their
mayor. This bill will give legislative effect to that
commitment.
Geelong is Victoria’s second largest city and the council is
one of the largest in the state. It is important that a
municipality of such state and regional significance has
governance arrangements that will help it grow and prosper.
A mayor elected by the whole Greater Geelong community
will be someone with the endorsement to speak on behalf of
that community and to advocate for the city’s interests
nationally and internationally. A mayor elected for the full
four-year term of the council will also ensure consistent
leadership for the council.
Before deciding what model for the direct election of the
mayor was best for Greater Geelong, the government
undertook extensive consultation with the community. It also
consulted key stakeholders, including the Greater Geelong
City Council. The model provided in this bill reflects the
outcomes of those consultations.
At the next local government elections, in October 2012, the
mayor of Greater Geelong will be directly elected to represent
the entire Greater Geelong community. The form of election
will be by preferential voting and election will be at the same
time as the election of councillors. Each voter will receive
two ballot papers; one for mayor and one for their ward
councillor.
Candidates will be required to decide whether they wish to
nominate for the position of mayor or for a position as
councillor. Dual nominations will not be allowed. This is
consistent with the arrangement at the City of Melbourne and
with local governments in some other states.
Limiting nominations to either mayor or councillor recognises
that the roles have distinct differences and will provide clarity
for voters about the roles being sought by candidates. It will
also ensure that the person elected to be mayor is not
someone who also sought election in a particular ward and
may be perceived as having a bias in favour of that ward.
At the 2012 elections, the electoral structure for the election
of ordinary councillors will be unchanged — that is, voters
will elect 12 councillors to represent 12 single-member
wards.
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The standard arrangement, which applies to all other
Victorian councils under the Local Government Act 1989, is
that there may be no more than 12 councillors for a council.
Under this bill, Greater Geelong will exceed this number for
its next term of office. This is because the addition of the
mayor will result in 13 councillors being elected. This
situation will only apply for one term of the council.
Before the following general election, in 2016, an electoral
representation review will be undertaken by the Victorian
Electoral Commission to recommend an electoral structure
that includes no more than 11 ordinary councillors. This will
realign Greater Geelong with other municipalities.
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PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (SCHOOLS) BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
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.
Statement of compatibility

After the election, the council will be required to elect one of
the councillors to be the deputy mayor. The term of office of a
deputy mayor will be up to 12 months and a councillor may
be elected for successive terms as deputy mayor.
The deputy mayor will perform the duties of the mayor when
the mayor is unavailable. If the position of mayor is vacant for
any period, the deputy mayor will become the acting mayor.
Specific provision is also made in this bill for allowances for
the mayor and deputy mayor. These allowances will be set by
an order in council and adjusted annually in the same way as
the allowances for the Lord Mayor and deputy lord mayor of
Melbourne.
The mayor of Greater Geelong will have additional powers
appropriate to a leadership position elected by the entire
community. The mayor will be able to decide which
councillors will be the council representatives on other
organisations, except for remunerated positions which will
continue to be appointed by council. In addition, the mayor
will be empowered to appoint councillors to chair special
committees of the council.
These additional powers of the mayor are generally similar to
those of the Lord Mayor of Melbourne, except that the Lord
Mayor’s powers are broader and subject to delegation by the
council.
The model proposed for Greater Geelong is different from
that applying at the Melbourne City Council, which is the
only other Victorian council with a directly elected mayor.
This reflects feedback from the Greater Geelong community
about their preferred model.
After the new model has been in operation for two years, the
government intends to review its effectiveness and
comparison to the Melbourne model. The review will also
consider whether a model for the direct election of mayors
should also be available for other councils. Further advice
about this review will be provided in due course.
The provisions in this bill aim to enhance the leadership and
representative democracy in one of the most significant
councils in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until next day of meeting.

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 Planning and
Environment Amendment (Schools) Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Planning and Environment Amendment
(Schools) 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 Planning and Environment Amendment
(Schools) Bill 2011 (the bill) is to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 (the act) to ensure that a person or
organisation is not required to pay a growth areas
infrastructure contribution (GAIC) in respect of subdividing
or purchasing land for a school, or carrying out building work
for a school or buildings ancillary to a school.
This is consistent with and builds on the government’s
commitment to remove the requirement for non-government
schools to pay a GAIC on land they currently own in growth
areas. The bill will apply the policy to all government and
non-government primary and secondary schools.
The GAIC scheme establishes a requirement for persons
subdividing, purchasing or undertaking building work on land
in Melbourne’s growth areas to contribute to the provision of
essential infrastructure in those areas.
Three GAIC events trigger the imposition of a GAIC. These
are the issue of a statement of compliance relating to a plan of
subdivision of land; making of an application for a building
permit to carry out building work on land in the contribution
area; and the occurrence of a dutiable transaction relating to
land in the contribution area. In each case, there are various
classes of actions which do not trigger GAIC. These are set
out in the act and referred to as excluded events.
The bill amends the act to make the issue of a statement of
compliance for subdividing land solely to provide a site for a
school, or making a building permit application to carry out
building work for the purpose of a school or ancillary
buildings, excluded GAIC events.
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Human rights issues
The bill does not engage any human rights protected by the
charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not engage any human rights protected by the
charter act.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. 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 purpose of this bill is to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 (the act) to implement a government
election promise to remove the requirement for
non-government schools to pay a growth areas infrastructure
contribution, commonly referred to as GAIC, on land they
currently own in growth areas. This bill implements the
government’s commitment to ensure a non-discriminatory
approach between government and non-government school
providers, and to ensure that any person or body establishing
or expanding a school in a growth area will not be required to
pay GAIC.
The GAIC scheme establishes a requirement for persons
subdividing, purchasing or undertaking building work on land
in Melbourne’s growth areas to pay to the state a contribution
toward providing essential infrastructure for urban
development in growth areas. This is separate from any
requirement to pay a contribution toward local infrastructure
under a development contribution plan incorporated in a
planning scheme.
A GAIC is a once-only charge. It is imposed when the first
GAIC event occurs in relation to land in a contribution area,
unless the person liable to pay the GAIC is exempted from
the liability. If an exemption applies, a GAIC is imposed in
respect of the next GAIC event that occurs.
Three GAIC events trigger the imposition of a GAIC
(section 201RA of the act). These are the issue of a statement
of compliance relating to a plan of subdivision of land in the
contribution area; making an application for a building permit
to carry out building work on land in the contribution area;
and the occurrence of a dutiable transaction relating to land in
the contribution area. In each case, there are various classes of
actions which do not trigger GAIC. These are set out in the
act and referred to as excluded events.
In addition to excluded events, section 201TB of the act
provides that no GAIC is payable in respect of a dutiable
transaction relating to land if duty would not be chargeable

Thursday, 8 December 2011

under specified provisions of the Duties Act 2000. These
include section 45, which provides that no duty is chargeable
in respect of a transfer of dutiable property to, or a declaration
of trust over dutiable property to be held in trust for, a
religious, charitable or educational purpose, or a corporation
or body of persons established for a religious, charitable or
educational purpose. The State Revenue Office has advised
that section 45 of the Duties Act 2000 applies to the transfer
of dutiable property to a school, or to the relevant minister for
school purposes. Therefore no provision is required in this bill
to exempt the purchase of land by school providers from
triggering GAIC.
The bill amends the act to make subdividing land solely to
provide a site for a school, or making a building permit
application to carry out building work for the purpose of a
school or ancillary buildings, excluded GAIC events.
I will now refer to the key provisions of the bill.
Clause 3 of the bill defines a school in terms of the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006. The new exclusions will
apply to primary schools and secondary schools, not to
preschool or tertiary education facilities. The clause also
inserts a definition of construction to make it clear that for the
purposes of part 9B of the act, this term has the meaning that
it has in the Building Act 1993.
Clause 4 of the bill amends section 201RF of the act, which
sets out classes of excluded subdivisions of land that are not
GAIC events. It adds an additional class of excluded
subdivision — the subdivision of land solely for the purpose
of creating a site for an existing or proposed school. A
subdivision solely to provide land for transport infrastructure
or any other public purpose is already an excluded
subdivision, which means that a subdivision solely to provide
a site for a government school is not a GAIC event. It is
inequitable that an equivalent subdivision solely to provide a
site for a non-government school is a GAIC event. The bill
remedies this by inserting a specific exclusion that applies to
all schools.
Clause 5 of the bill amends section 201RG of the act, which
sets out excluded building work. Currently there are no
excluded events which would cover all building work for a
school. The effect of the proposed amendment will be that
building work to construct, modify or extend any building for
the purpose of a school or which is ancillary to a school will
not be a GAIC event. This could include a multipurpose hall
or recreation building, a place of worship, or a preschool
centre, all of which could be seen as part of an integrated
school complex. The key point is that the building must be
ancillary to a school existing on the site.
The bill does not include any provisions relating to GAIC
charges that have already been imposed on land to be
developed for a school. These may be effectively built into
the cost of a school site which may, for example, be
purchased as part of a comprehensive development estate.
Addressing this issue will be complex. Rather than delay
action on remedying the specific problem referred to in the
government’s election policy, this matter will be addressed
after further consideration.
The important point is that as a result of the changes
implemented by this bill, no school provider will be required
to pay a GAIC as a result of any action taken directly to
subdivide land solely to provide a site for a school, purchase a
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site for a school, or obtain a building permit for any building
work to establish, expand or improve a school.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until next day of meeting.

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 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 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Public
Prosecutions Amendment Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Public Prosecutions 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 refines the existing arrangements in the Public
Prosecutions Act 1994 (the act) to clarify the role
relationships between the Director of Public Prosecutions
(DPP), chief Crown prosecutor (CCP) and the solicitor for
public prosecutions (SPP). The bill also revises the role of
associate Crown prosecutor. The bill will also remove the
minimum term of reappointment for senior Crown
prosecutors in certain circumstances.
The bill gives the Director of Public Prosecutions new
functions under the act and transfers functions from the
Committee for Public Prosecutions to a Director’s Committee
comprising the DPP, CCP and the SPP. The bill abolishes the
Committee for Public Prosecutions.
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Human rights issues
The bill engages the right to recognition and equality before
the law.
The bill will remove the minimum term of reappointment for
SCPs who are eligible for the pension under section 35 of the
act. The pension entitlement for SCPs is based on section 14
of the County Court Act 1958. Generally, pension entitlement
is determined according to age and duration of appointment
prior to resignation or retirement from office.
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of
the law without discrimination and has the right to equal and
effective protection against discrimination.
The bill will provide that a SCP who is eligible for the
pension under section 35 may be reappointed to the office of
SCP for a period of up to 10 years. Due to the nature of
eligibility for a pension under the County Court Act 1958, the
potential effect of this provision is to create differential
treatment on the basis of age. Therefore this provision may
limit the right to equality however I consider that any limit on
the right to equality is reasonable and justified under
section 7(2) of the charter act.
The purpose of this amendment is to encourage SCPs who are
eligible for the pension to remain as salaried advocates to
ensure that the public prosecutions service retains the benefit
of their skills and experience. Under the current
arrangements, the minimum term of reappointment for a SCP
is 10 years and a shorter term of appointment cannot be
accommodated.
The removal of the minimum term of reappointment for SCPs
will allow for greater flexibility and may encourage SCPs to
remain in the public prosecutions service for a further period
of up to 10 years instead of retiring upon the expiration of
their initial term of appointment.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
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.

The bill also makes consequential amendments to the act and
the Public Administration Act 2004 and provides transitional
arrangements in relation to these amendments.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Overview
The government is committed to enhancing Victoria’s public
prosecutions service after the difficulties of recent times. This
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bill delivers a key component of that commitment, by
amending the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 (the act) to refine
the existing arrangements, including in particular refining the
role relationships between the Director of Public Prosecutions
(DPP), the chief Crown prosecutor (CCP) and the solicitor for
public prosecutions (SPP).
The bill will build on the strengths of the current act and
ensure the continuation of the important and valuable work of
Victoria’s public prosecutions service. The bill retains the key
roles and functions established by the current act, including
the separation of prosecution and support functions that was a
key innovation introduced by my predecessor, the
Honourable Jan Wade, MP. This reform has worked well to
free up successive DPPs to focus on their key role as the chief
prosecutorial decision-maker for the state of Victoria.
This bill will refine the existing arrangements in the act to
support a responsive and effective prosecutorial service for
the state of Victoria. The bill will realign the existing role
relationships to assist the DPP in the performance of his or
her functions and powers under the act. The overall effect of
the bill will be to unify the existing public prosecution offices
into an integrated public prosecutions service under the DPP,
while ensuring that the DPP and the Crown prosecutors have
the necessary support to enable them to focus on the DPP’s
core function — the prosecution of offences on behalf of the
Crown.
Director of Public Prosecutions
The bill strengthens the position of the DPP as the person
with overall responsibility for the conduct of public
prosecutions and with accountabilities to ensure the proper
exercise of that responsibility.
The bill continues all of the existing powers and functions of
the DPP and gives the DPP new functions in relation to
Victoria’s public prosecutions service. The public prosecution
service is defined for the first time by the bill to include the
DPP, the CCP, Crown prosecutors (CPs — which includes
senior Crown prosecutors), associate Crown prosecutors
(ACPs), the SPP and the Office of Public Prosecutions (OPP).
The bill makes clear that the DPP is the head of the public
prosecutions service. The bill provides that the performance
of functions of the CCP, SPP, CPs and ACPs are subject to
the general direction and control of the DPP, while continuing
the independent prosecutorial discretions of the CCP and CPs.
This balances the prosecutorial decision-making
independence of the CPs with the need to ensure that the
public prosecutions service functions as an integrated and
cohesive organisation. This change will ensure that the CCP,
SPP, CPs and ACPs are all accountable to the DPP for the
performance of their functions and duties on his or her behalf.
Those provisions of the act which provide for the
independence of the DPP and define the relationship between
the DPP and the Attorney-General continue unchanged.
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Governor in Council will be retained so as to continue to
allow for flexibility in the acting arrangements, particularly
for longer absences or a vacancy.
The bill will update the description of the CCP’s functions in
relation to CPs and ACPs. The performance of these
functions will be aligned with the need to conduct
prosecutions in an effective, efficient and economic manner.
The bill will also amend the act to remove the reference to
CPs and ACPs functioning as a group, in order to remove any
doubt as to whether the CCP may manage the performance of
functions and duties by an individual CP or ACP.
Crown prosecutors and senior Crown prosecutors
The bill will preserve the qualification, retirement, pension
and resignation requirements for CPs. However, the bill will
alter the current process for making recommendations to the
Attorney-General for the removal from office of a CP. This
function will transfer from the Committee for Public
Prosecutions to the DPP following consultation with the
Director’s Committee comprising the DPP, the CCP and the
SPP.
The bill will also remove the minimum term of reappointment
for SCPs in certain circumstances. The purpose of this
amendment is to encourage SCPs who are eligible for the
pension to remain as salaried advocates to ensure that the
public prosecutions service retains the benefit of their skills
and experience.
Under the existing arrangements, the minimum term of
reappointment for a SCP is 10 years and a shorter term of
appointment cannot be accommodated. By removing the
existing minimum term, the act will allow for greater
flexibility and may encourage SCPs to remain in the public
prosecutions service for a further period of up to 10 years
instead of retiring upon the expiration of their initial term of
appointment.
Associate Crown prosecutors
The bill will make substantial changes to the role of ACPs.
Future appointments to the role of ACP will be made by the
DPP after consultation with the Director’s Committee. ACPs
will be employed as part 3 employees under the Public
Administration Act 2004 (PAA). The SPP will exercise the
functions of a public service body head in relation to the
ACPs, including the function of termination in accordance
with the PAA. These changes will ensure that the merit and
equity safeguards of the PAA are applicable to the position of
ACPs.
Appointment by the DPP after consultation with the
Director’s Committee is also a more appropriate mode of
appointment having regard to the classification, nature and
duties of the role. Governor in Council appointments of
Crown prosecutors will in future be reserved for those
positions which carry the responsibility of making
independent prosecutorial decisions on behalf of the Crown.

Chief Crown prosecutor
Currently there is no provision in the act for a standing deputy
to act as DPP when the DPP is on leave or during vacancy in
the office of DPP. The bill provides that the CCP is the
standing deputy for the DPP and will act as DPP when the
office of DPP is vacant or the DPP is absent from duty or
otherwise unable to carry out the duties of office. The current
provision relating to the appointment of an acting DPP by the

ACPs will continue to be managed on a day-to-day basis by
the CCP as part of the team of Crown prosecutors, and it is
envisaged that ACPs will perform functions similar to junior
counsel at the private bar.
These changes will strengthen and clarify the role of ACPs.
They will lay out more clearly a career path available for
solicitor advocates within the OPP who are interested in
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making the transition to act as counsel, and they will also
facilitate and encourage the movement of legal practitioners
between the Victorian Bar and the public prosecutions
service.
Transitional provisions will allow for the ACPs currently
holding office to serve the balance of their term under
Governor in Council appointment on their current terms and
conditions of appointment.
Office of Public Prosecutions and solicitor for public
prosecutions
The SPP will retain administrative responsibility for the OPP,
so as to enable the DPP to focus on the role of chief
prosecutorial decision-maker in the state. However, the bill
will provide that the SPP manages the OPP on behalf of the
DPP. The bill will recast the role of the SPP as an executive
appointed and removable by the DPP under part 3 of the
PAA.
These reforms will continue the operational separation of the
solicitor and administrative support functions of the OPP
from the prosecution roles of the DPP and Crown
prosecutors, which has generally worked well, while at the
same time ensuring that the DPP has ultimate capacity and
responsibility to ensure the proper provision of those
functions as part of a single public prosecutions service.
The functions of the OPP will be updated by the bill to
include the appearance of staff of the OPP in proceedings on
behalf of the DPP subject to any relevant guidelines
established by the Director’s Committee.
Director’s Committee
The bill retains the Director’s Committee, which must be
convened by the DPP if he or she is making a special
decision. The primary role of the Director’s Committee is an
advisory one which enables the director to consult with the
Director’s Committee before making particular decisions.
The bill will build on the role of the Director’s Committee as
a formal consultation mechanism and transfer functions to the
Director’s Committee from the Committee for Public
Prosecutions. The Committee for Public Prosecutions, which
has been largely inactive in recent years, will be abolished.
These reforms will enable the Director’s Committee to
operate as an executive committee supporting the DPP in
relation to the operation and management of the public
prosecutions service. The new functions will also promote
formal coordination and consultation between the DPP, the
CCP and the SPP on key decisions. This will include
consultation on proposed candidates for appointment and
reappointment to the role of CP and ACP.
Amendments to the Public Administration Act 2004
The bill will make some consequential amendments to the
PAA. The SPP will retain the functions of a public service
body head in relation to the OPP and will assume this
function in relation to the ACPs appointed under the act as
amended by the bill.
The PAA will also be applied to the DPP for the limited
purpose of employing the SPP and the ACPs. This will ensure
that principles of merit and equity are applied to relevant
processes and decisions.
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Transitional arrangements
In order to ensure the seamless ongoing operation of the
public prosecutions service, the bill includes transitional
arrangements to preserve the basis and terms of appointment
of the current SPP and ACPs for the duration of their
appointments.
After 17 years in operation, the Public Prosecutions Act 1994
has served this state well. The changes proposed by the bill
will further enhance the act to support a just, responsive and
effective public prosecutions service into the future.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until next day of meeting.

SERIOUS SEX OFFENDERS (DETENTION
AND SUPERVISION) AMENDMENT BILL
2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — On behalf of
the opposition I am pleased to make some comments on
the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and Supervision)
Amendment Bill 2011. Detention and supervision
orders have been available to courts as a post-sentence
option since 2009 when the then Labor government
passed the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and
Supervision) Act 2009. The then opposition was
supportive of the legislation, and the then shadow
minister, Mr McIntosh, the member for Kew in the
Assembly, indicated that the opposition viewed the bill
‘as a significant improvement, particularly in regard to
the test, the new detention orders and the supervision
orders’. Similarly, we will not be opposing the bill on
this occasion.
The arrangements for the detention and supervision of
serious sex offenders are incredibly important matters.
As legislators we need to take every possible action we
can to ensure the greatest protection to potential victims
of sex crimes. The impact on the victims of sex
offenders is often lifelong and is an incredibly
significant thing. It needs to be balanced against the
rights of those who have served custodial sentences.
Labor is very proud of the principal act; at the time it
was groundbreaking legislation in the management,
detention and supervision of serious sex offenders. This
legislative framework is very much about addressing
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issues associated with a small group of offenders in
Victoria. We believed then that the act provided an
appropriate and balanced measure of protection against
serious sex offenders.

principal act and the concerns that that act addressed.
This is addressing some technical amendments in
relation to the principal act. I thank them for their
support.

The member for Altona in the Assembly, Ms Hennessy,
went through — —

As many members know, sex offences are viewed as
extremely serious and at times very heinous crimes. We
must do what we can to protect the most vulnerable in
our community. Without going into too much detail,
those who are most vulnerable can be young children,
both male and female; young adults, male and female;
and adults, male and female. They can be adversely
affected by sex offenders, and those most vulnerable
can suffer much psychological and physical trauma.
They can include people with a disability and the frail,
who can also be victims of sex offenders. As a
government and as legislators we must do what we can,
as Ms Pulford rightly pointed out, to protect those
people within our community.

Mr Lenders — A very good member.
Ms PULFORD — She is a very good member. She
went through Labor’s position in quite some detail in
the debate on this bill in the Legislative Assembly,
including detail on the parts of the act that this bill
amends. These are very much a set of technical
amendments that will improve the operation of this
legislation. The bill is broadly supported by
stakeholders.
The opposition supports the changes that this bill will
effect. It is crucial that the government continue to
support this legislation in a number of ways with a
broader response to and investment in the difficult issue
of sex offenders in Victoria. We are still waiting to hear
how the government intends to deliver on its election
promise of GPS bracelets for this group of offenders.
We have some concerns about how the government
will make good on its promise of transparent
management of serious sex offenders. But in terms of
the provisions of the bill that is before us for
consideration this afternoon — the last piece of
legislation the house will consider before we break for
the year — the opposition does not oppose this bill. We
are proud of the work that has gone before in this area
and we believe a rigorous and effective regime for this
small group of offenders is something that we can also
support. With those words, I conclude my contribution.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens will also be supporting this bill. As Ms Pulford
said, it is a set of technical amendments to an existing
act which the Greens supported in the last Parliament,
because as a Parliament and as a community we need to
recognise that there is a group of people who are
always going to be offenders. We have to have a
regime by which we can protect the community from
these people. For those reasons the Greens will support
this bill.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
also pleased to rise and speak on the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Amendment
Bill 2011. I thank both Ms Pulford and Ms Hartland for
their support for this important bill. As Ms Pulford
highlighted, it is an important matter; it goes to the
heart of community safety. She highlighted the

As has been said in the other house, this bill deals with
some technical amendments. There have been many
reports about concerns in the community about this
matter. There was a research paper on recidivism of sex
offenders undertaken by the Sentencing Advisory
Council in January 2007. It goes to some very
interesting aspects in relation to recidivism. Like the
opposition and the Greens, this government recognises
that any degree of recidivism by the small group of
serious sex offenders cannot be tolerated. So it is
imperative that appropriate legislative responses are
available to protect people in the community and to
rehabilitate those offenders where we can. We must do
whatever we can to keep those offenders in safe
housing, to keep them away from their victims and to
reassure the community that we have safe and strong
laws in place to ensure that that occurs.
I will not go into the details of this bill. In his
second-reading speech the minister outlined the
technical aspects very succinctly. Ms Hartland and
Ms Pulford have indicated that they are pleased to
support this bill, and I think that is what is required at
this point in time.
Just in summary, the bill amends the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009. It
amends the Civil Procedure Act 2010 so that the act
does not apply to proceedings under the Serious Sex
Offenders (Detention and Supervision) Act 2009. It
also amends the Disability Act 2006 so that treatment
plans under that act must be consistent with supervision
orders made under the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009.
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The bill will modify the obligations that apply to
offenders subject to interim supervision orders; suspend
the requirement to apply for a review of an order if an
application to renew an order has been made; suspend
the requirement to apply for a review if the offender is
held in custody on remand; clarify the process for
making interim orders to increase flexibility and
efficiency; allow nominated senior police to dispense
with the notice period that is required if an offender is
to be charged with the offence of breaching supervision
order conditions; broaden and clarify the existing
information-sharing provisions; amend the parts of the
principal act that apply to offenders who are subject to
orders made under the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act 2005; clarify when interim detention
orders can be made; and, as I said, clarify the
relationship between the principal act and the Disability
Act 2006 and the Civil Procedure Act 2010.
In conclusion, I thank those opposite and all members
of the house for their support of the bill.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In reply I just want to thank the
opposition and the Greens for their support for this
legislation and in particular Ms Pulford, Ms Hartland
and Ms Crozier for their concise and thoughtful
contributions to the debate on this piece of legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave proceed to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have answers to the following questions
on notice: 3256–61.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Legislative Council: procedures
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — On this
last night of the sitting year the matter I raise on the
adjournment is for the attention of the Minister for
Health, Mr David Davis, in his capacity as the Leader
of the Government. It goes to the honouring of election
commitments as to how this house is run. I have made
reference to these commitments on many occasions
during the year, such as the very vocal cries from now
government members when they were in opposition
about how inappropriate it was that not all ministers
were arrayed here every night for the adjournment. That
was something of critical importance when members
opposite were in opposition. When the Labor Party
reduced its representation for the adjournment to a
single minister, the opposition benches howled in a
cacophony about how inappropriate and appalling it
was. We are now on notice paper no. 51, so we have
had 51 sitting days, and from the first day of this new
Parliament we have never had the bench of ministers on
the adjournment as was called for.
I draw Mr Davis’s attention also, and I have raised this
before, to the Premier’s solemn commitment that there
would be no Dorothy Dixers. Dorothy Dixers are as
rampant in this house as ever. In fact they are being
done with a lack of subtlety. At least when we were in
government we never ranted on in response to Dorothy
Dixers. At least we had the intelligence not have the
person sitting next to us ask a Dorothy Dixer. There is
very little sophistication about this ignoring of the
Premier’s edict. We also have poor responses to
adjournment matters. Admittedly this is mainly from
the Premier himself and Mr David Davis.
When government members were in opposition we
heard a lot of noise about the need to refer things to
parliamentary committees in order to have greater
scrutiny of bills in this place. However, while the
coalition has been in government there have been no
more resources for parliamentary committees. I pay
tribute to the government for honouring its commitment
to set up the legislation and reference committee joint
committee structure in the standing orders but, despite
the great calls while members opposite were in
opposition, there have been no new resources for it.
Also, Mr David Davis said in opposition that the first
bill of the new government would be one on a
government advertising panel. On sitting day 51 of the
new government we have not seen a sign or a whiff of
that bill.
The action I seek from Mr David Davis is that he
honour the promises he made on parliamentary reform
in this place, that he not be a hypocrite but that he do
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the things that he called for when he was in opposition
but which he has not delivered in government. The
action I call for is that he actually be straight, honour
his commitments and not welsh on them.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is an
adjournment item that I am not entirely happy with
because the action sought insinuates that the minister is
not behaving appropriately as a minister. Using the
term that he be ‘straight’ is a reflection on the member
that is unwarranted, particularly in the adjournment
debate. I will give Mr Lenders a few moments to put
forward a different action. I understand all the matters
that Mr Lenders raised. The other thing about an
adjournment matter is that members are only supposed
to raise one item. I am taking the matters that
Mr Lenders raised in the context that they are process
matters of governments in the house; I am taking that as
the central issue. I ask Mr Lenders to revisit his final
remarks.
Mr LENDERS — The action I seek from the
Leader of the Government is that he implement the
things he called for before the election.

Western Victoria Region: town planning
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning,
Matthew Guy. I congratulate the minister on
announcing additional planners for councils to deal
with the plethora of planning permit applications that
have built up over many years, given the inflexible,
onerous and dictatorial hierarchy of planning decisions
overseen by the previous Labor government.
Many rural councils across Western Victoria Region
have contacted me to raise a number of issues with the
rural zones — a legacy of the previous government —
which in part had good intentions to preserve food
production areas such as farming zones but, as
identified at the time, were too restrictive to
accommodate other business uses in those zones. The
previous government’s planning permit process for
wind farms also remains as that government’s legacy,
with permit conditions still to be met by many
applicants and councils still trying to grapple with past
planning policies while now having greater
responsibility for planning decisions for the future.
My request of the minister is: would he agree to meet
with representatives from shires in Western Victoria
Region — for example, the Pyrenees, Moorabool, West
Wimmera and Northern Grampians shires — to hear
firsthand the planning issues that councils are dealing
with, given the past lack of flexibility in planning
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decisions? More importantly, he needs to hear about the
issues that councils in Western Victoria Region face in
responding to the changing needs of their communities
in the future.

Manufacturing: i-STEP program
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of Minister Dalla-Riva
in his capacity as the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade, and perhaps also in his capacity as
the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations,
concerning his decision to axe funding for the industry
skills training and employment program, otherwise
known as i-STEP.
The axing of the i-STEP program is another example of
the damage this government is doing to the Victorian
manufacturing sector by failing to deliver a
manufacturing policy and moreover refusing to take
any form of action to cushion the deleterious impact on
the local manufacturing sector of the high Australian
dollar until its slow, cumbersome and ill-fated Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission (VCEC)
process is completed. The feedback I have received
from manufacturers during my travels this year is that
skills shortages are a key issue in the manufacturing
sector and that skills training and employment are
drivers of Victorian manufacturing.
The axing of well-targeted industry skills training and
employment programs like i-STEP just because the
Victorian government has not yet responded to the
VCEC report into manufacturing is a dereliction of duty
on the part of the Baillieu government. The axing of the
i-STEP program comes on top of the Victorian
manufacturing sector losing 10 000 jobs during the
current government’s term of office. I ask the minister
to reinstate funding for the i-STEP program so that it
can continue to achieve good results for both employers
and job seekers and so that it can continue to assist the
growth of the Victorian manufacturing sector.

Orbost Regional Health: award
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I was very
pleased to learn that Orbost Regional Health has been
named Victoria’s top rural health service for 2011, and
I am sure the minister at the table, Mr Hall, would also
be pleased about that fact.
I congratulate Orbost Regional Health on its work. It
works with an isolated population base spread over a
large geographical area and is an integral part of the
Orbost community, not only as a result of the economic
activity that the health service generates and the
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employment that it supports but also because of its
engagement and association with the local community.
Its hard work, innovation and advocacy has been
recognised with this award, and I congratulate it on that.
Given that this has been duly recognised, I would like
to extend to the Minister for Health an invitation to visit
Orbost Regional Health in the next available period so
he can see for himself some of the excellent work that it
does in servicing such a large geographical area with
such a small population base using the resources it has.
Orbost Regional Health is to be congratulated, and I
extend an invitation to the minister to come and see
firsthand exactly what it does.

Torquay: secondary college
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Education, and it is in relation to the minister’s
response to an adjournment matter I raised regarding
the Torquay secondary school. As I have stated on a
number of occasions in this place, in the lead-up to last
year’s state election the coalition promised Torquay
families a fully fledged, brand-new secondary college
in Torquay by term 1, 2013.
In an adjournment matter I raised on 13 October this
year I requested that the minister give an absolute
commitment to the people of Torquay that the coalition
will honour its election commitment to Torquay
families. I have since received from the minister a
response to my adjournment matter which in part states:
… should the new secondary college facilities not be open for
the beginning of the 2013 school year, the department will
ensure alternative arrangements are made for students to
continue their studies in Torquay.

It was reported in the Geelong Advertiser of
24 November this year that the government has
conceded that the new secondary college will not be
ready for the start of the 2013 school year as originally
promised but has said that students will be
accommodated on the school grounds until the facilities
are complete. However, the minister has released no
detail on what these alternative arrangements will
include. After a full year of uncertainty about their
educational future, Torquay students now face extra
uncertainty about whether they will be required to
complete their senior secondary years in a second-rate
portable classroom situation. Time and again the
minister has been asked to let the community know
what is going on with this issue, but the minister’s
responses simply cause more uncertainty.
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The action I seek this evening is for the minister to
inform me and the Torquay families of what the
alternative arrangements will mean for Torquay
secondary students and whether these arrangements
will include second-rate facilities, such as portable
classrooms, on the site of the Torquay P–9 college.

Midwives: postgraduate training
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Health. Tomorrow I will be meeting with a group of
midwifery students who have done their three-year
theoretical course and have just found out that the state
government has taken away the 22 graduate midwifery
positions from the Postgraduate Medical Council of
Victoria allocation for midwives. While they have done
their schooling, these students need to do one year in a
hospital to be able to be midwives. As the minister
would be aware, there is currently a major crisis in
maternity services. In the western region Sunshine
Hospital and Mercy hospital are literally not able to
cope with the number of maternity patients they have
now.
The group I will meet with tomorrow are students who,
with one more year of training, will be able to enter the
workforce. I do not quite understand why the
government or the minister cut these 22 positions. The
request I make of the minister is that he meet with these
midwifery students and explain why the cut has
occurred. I also ask that he consider reinstating the
positions so these students can go on to graduate as
midwives.

Rail: St Albans level crossing
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — The
matter I wish to raise this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport and relates to the
Main Road level crossing in St Albans. I hope that
many in this chamber are aware that there is a major
issue with traffic in that area and that it has been
recognised for many years. In 1999 the Kennett
government committed to undertake a separation of the
roadway and the rail line. Unfortunately when the
Bracks government came in it decided it did not need to
do anything about that — —
Mr Finn — ‘They voted for us anyway’, it said.
That’s what it said; that was the former government’s
attitude.
Mr ELSBURY — ‘That’ll do’. That was the theme
of one of my speeches during the week. The Bracks
government just left the level crossing alone. It made
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some soothing noises to the community but really just
left it alone and did nothing about it.
I would like the minister to come out to the Main Road
railway crossing to see firsthand what is going on and
the issues that are currently plaguing the community in
that area and to meet with some of the members of the
traders association in St Albans and a number of other
people who have raised these issues with me on a
number of occasions. The concern is that this crossing
has claimed lives in the past and that it binds up a lot of
the traffic in the area. By separating the road and the
rail crossing and making it possible for traffic to flow
freely, thus allowing trains to pass through without any
chance of obstruction by traffic, we would improve the
efficiency and the commercial and industrial capacity
of the St Albans area.
Again, the action I seek is that the minister come out to
St Albans to meet with interested parties who have been
conveying their concerns to me and that he work with
me and the community to make this happen. Our policy
commitment is that by the end of this first term we will
start construction work on the site. That is a
commitment made by the coalition government. I look
forward to the minister coming out to St Albans to see
just how much this work will mean to people in the
area.

Kindergarten inclusion support services:
eligibility criteria
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. I wish to express concerns
raised with me by a Lancefield family in their
application for a kindergarten inclusion support service
(KISS) package for their three-year-old daughter, who
is ready to start four-year-old kindergarten next year.
For privacy reasons I will refer to their daughter by her
first name only, but I have provided Minister Hall with
the family’s particulars by way of a letter.
Lily was born with a condition that severely restricts the
flow of air through her trachea to her larynx. When she
was three months old she underwent a tracheostomy to
insert a tube into her trachea. This tube allows Lily an
alternate way of breathing by bypassing the obstruction
in her upper airway. Lily’s condition is such that to
attend kindergarten she will require the constant
supervision of a trained carer who can perform suction
or an emergency tube change if her airway becomes
blocked.
Lily’s family began the process of applying for a KISS
package six months ago, and they have provided the
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Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development with many medical reports. According to
the department’s KISS information and application kit,
parents and kindergartens were meant to be notified by
28 October 2011 if they were successful. However,
other than verbal approval in principle, this family has
had very little communication from the department so
far.
The family has had to chase the department for
information. They were advised this week by a staff
member at the Loddon Mallee regional office that
Lily’s request, as well as those of another five families
in the region, was on hold because the minister had
requested new protocols and that it was unknown when
the protocols would be finalised. They were also told
that Lily was unlikely to be starting kindergarten in
February. Since I raised the issue of the protocols today
in question time, magically the new guidelines have
been provided to this family, although the old
guidelines are still on the department’s website.
The new eligibility criteria state that a child:
requires health support procedures during the kindergarten
program that can reasonably be expected to be undertaken by
kindergarten staff with specific training and ongoing
monitoring …

A child like Lily, who needs an externally trained carer,
is now likely to be ineligible. It is appalling that the
goalposts have been moved at the 11th hour for this
family. If Lily is to start kindergarten in February, her
carer requires approximately six weeks of training in
the procedures necessary to keep her alive. It is now
two weeks away from Christmas, and many public
servants will soon be going on leave. I am concerned
that time is running out to put the necessary
arrangements in place for Lily.
I note that the Premier has claimed that front-line
services would not be affected by the government’s
$480 million cuts to the Department of Education’s
budget, but we have seen many cuts to the Victorian
certificate of applied learning, child care, reading
programs and many other services.
I call on the minister to expedite approval of KISS
funding for children like Lily with complex medical
conditions whose applications have now been stalled to
enable them to start kindergarten in February next year.

City of Wyndham: swimming pool funding
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. Very recently Mr Elsbury and I had a
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meeting with the outgoing mayor of Wyndham City
Council and its CEO. At that meeting a number of
issues were raised, but in particular the issue of the need
for a new pool in Wyndham was raised, it has to be said
with some vigour, by both the CEO and the mayor. The
project they talked about includes a major upgrade to
the council’s leisure centre. Wyndham built
Melbourne’s first 50-metre indoor pool back in 1999,
which was funded by the then Kennett government, and
I think it is important to note that nothing was
forthcoming from the Labor Party while it was in
government for 11 years.
The council needs to undertake a $27 million upgrade
to meet the needs of its growing community for at least
the next 10 years. It is important to point out that the
last time I noted it Wyndham — I have not checked in
the last hour or so — was the fastest growing
municipality in Australia. It is a quite remarkable place,
and it is quite remarkable to see the speed with which it
is growing. Every time you turn around another
subdivision has gone up. The project responds to a
recent acknowledgement by the Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy, concerning the huge population growth that
the city is experiencing and the need to ensure a timely
provision of much-needed infrastructure. Surely the
biggest issue in the west at the moment is keeping up
with the growth and the infrastructure that is needed.
The project will also ensure that the sports minister’s
objective is delivered for Wyndham and regional
residents, which is to ensure that more people are more
active, more often. I think that is a good slogan to live
by. I am sure we will all be doing our exercise over the
summer months, and if this pool were to be built, it
would make it much easier for the people of Wyndham
to get out, be healthy and fit and enjoy the great
outdoors. I ask the minister to provide the necessary
funding to build this pool. It would be an enormous
boost for the people of Wyndham, who need such a
facility. The old one is quite good, but it is getting a
little past its prime — —
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mr Elsbury points out, it is a long
way past it.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Lenders chimes in just at the time
when I am talking about things being past their prime,
and that is entirely appropriate for Mr Lenders. In
asking for the minister’s support on this one, I was just
about to wish members and staff and their families all
the very best for Christmas. I think this upgrade would
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be a marvellous Christmas present for the people of
Wyndham.

Responses
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have written responses to adjournment
debate matters raised by Mr Scheffer on 8 February,
Mrs Coote on 24 May, Mr Elsbury, Mr O’Brien and
Mr Leane on 25 October, and Mr O’Brien and
Mr Somyurek on 10 November.
This evening nine adjournment matters have been
raised. The first of those was raised by Mr Lenders for
the Minister for Health calling on the minister to
implement those matters of parliamentary reform that
he called for prior to the election. I will pass that
request on to the Minister for Health.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning requesting that the minister meet with local
councillors in his electorate to discuss wind farm
planning matters, and I will pass that request on to the
planning minister.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade concerning i-STEP,
which is an industry skills training and employment
program, and I will pass that request for reconsideration
of any funding cuts to that program on to the minister.
Mr O’Donohue invited the Minister for Health to visit
the very fine health service in Orbost, and I concur with
him that such a visit would be very worthwhile. I will
pass that invitation on to the Minister for Health.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for
Education seeking some guidance as to what interim
accommodation arrangements might be provided for
students at Torquay secondary college, and I will pass
that request on to the minister.
Ms Hartland raised a matter for the Minister for Health
and requested that he meet with midwifery students to
discuss a decision that it seems will take away
opportunities for practical placements in order to allow
them to finish their training. Again, I will pass that
request on to the Minister for Health.
Mr Elsbury invited the Minister for Public Transport to
look at a rail crossing in St Albans and in particular to
meet with some interested local people out there to
discuss arrangements for the implementation of the
government’s election policy to upgrade that crossing. I
will pass that request on to the minister.

ADJOURNMENT
6010

COUNCIL

Ms Mikakos raised a matter for the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development regarding
a young constituent and in particular the need for a
support package to enable her to attend kindergarten.
She has given me the name of that person in a letter,
and I will pass the letter on and refer the minister to the
adjournment matter in which the member detailed the
case.
Mr Finn provided some advocacy for a new swimming
pool for the good citizens of Wyndham and requested
that the Minister for Sport and Recreation get behind
that particular project. I will pass that request on to the
minister.
Finally, while I am on my feet, I too wish to extend to
my colleagues in the chamber all the best for
Christmas. I hope we have a restful period. I will see
everyone again at a date and time to be decided by you,
President, but that will most likely be in early February.
The season’s greetings are extended to the staff of the
chamber, who serve us very well.

Christmas felicitations
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to extend my best wishes to everybody for the
Christmas and holiday period. In doing so, I particularly
extend my thanks and appreciation to all the people
who have contributed to the running of the Parliament,
and particularly the running of the house, throughout
2010. I extend my personal appreciation to the Leader
of the Government, Mr David Davis; the Leader of the
Opposition, Mr Lenders; the members of the Greens —
whilst it seems Mr Barber is now in a leadership
position with the Greens, they still work in concert as a
triumvirate; and to the Deputy President, Mr Viney.
In particular I extend my appreciation to the whips,
Mr Koch and Mr Leane. I think their job is quite
underrated. Bernie Brookes, the CEO of Myer, caused a
bit of a scuttle in share prices, certainly amongst
analysts, when he said talking to analysts about the
performance of his business was a bit like herding cats.
I certainly think the role of the two whips is very much
like herding cats. They do an exemplary job and are
quite important in terms of helping me to maintain the
procedures of this house. I extend my thanks to them.
I convey my appreciation to all members of the house
for the support they have given me throughout the year
and for the way in which they have conducted
themselves. Members of the house can be proud of their
accomplishments this year in terms of the way we have
transacted business. I think all members can take credit
for that.
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I extend my appreciation to the clerks of the Parliament
and the papers office for their support of the chamber
and to all the redcoats, the attendants, who have done a
splendid job in supporting members this year. We do
appreciate that. Further afield, Hansard has provided its
usual high standard of services to us, and we appreciate
that, especially given the number of late-night sittings
Hansard staff have endured. Whilst many areas of the
Parliament are impacted by those late-night sittings,
Hansard staff probably bear the brunt of them because
of the nature of their work. I also extend my thanks to
the catering department; the library; the grounds
people; parliamentary services, including IT; electorate
office support; human resources; and so forth.
I place on record my appreciation, on behalf of
members, to the media for their support of the
Parliament and encouragement of the Parliament’s
activities. The cut and thrust of politics is a matter that
obviously causes many of us grief at times, but I have
been particularly encouraged that on a number of
occasions, especially with respect to works around the
Parliament House buildings, the media have shown
genuine interest and support, recognising the iconic
nature of this building. I appreciate that.
I extend felicitations to the electorate officers of MPs as
well. They have obviously worked hard. Many of them
are new to the Parliament this year, because of the
results of the election last year. As members of
Parliament we rely very heavily on their counsel, work,
energy, enthusiasm and so forth. Very often they are the
face of the MP for the constituents, and on behalf of the
Parliament I extend our thanks to the electorate officers.
It would be remiss of me if on this occasion I did not
also acknowledge the work of Jessica Lalor, who has
been my executive assistant throughout this year.
Jessica has been an outstanding support to me, and
going by the feedback I have had from members, I
think they have all found that she has been helpful in
the areas where they have needed to transact business
with her in terms of setting up appointments or
suchlike. I certainly thank her for her work.
I hope I have not missed anyone out in terms of the
thankyous. They are heartfelt. It has been a long, hard
year. Obviously a change of government brings a range
of challenges and even a range of emotions to the
processes of our Parliament. The thanks I convey,
initially on my personal behalf but in some respects
also on behalf of other members of Parliament through
these words I am speaking tonight — words directed in
particular to the staff of the Parliament and people such
as the protective services officers, other security staff,
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our electorate office people and so forth — are heartfelt
and genuine.
I hope everybody has a very safe and happy time with
their loved ones, friends and family over this holiday
season. For those who celebrate Christmas I wish them
all the best for that, and for those who celebrate
Hanukkah I wish them all the best. I am sure this is a
time we will all enjoy. I think everybody has earnt the
rest. I thank members very much.
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.33 p.m.
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Loaves and Fishes: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Regional and Rural Development

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

28 June 2011

REPLY:
Minister Wooldridge, the Minister for Community Services, has referred the matter in the adjournment debate of
28 June 2011 to me for a response, as this is a matter that falls within my portfolio responsibility.
I can advise that following discussions with Regional Development Victoria’s Warrnambool office, the Portland
Loaves and Fishes food bank has submitted an application for a grant of $50 000 in accordance with the
commitment given by the member for South-West Coast and Minister for Ports, Major Projects, Regional Cities
and Racing, the Hon Dr Denis Napthine MP.
The application was received by Regional Development Victoria on 9 November 2011, to complete a project
consisting of three key components:
- conduct a review of current operations and prepare a strategic plan for the future;
- delivery of a skills and professional development program for staff and volunteers;
- implementation of approved actions from the review and strategic plan.
The application is in the process of being assessed and a decision will be made shortly.

City of Ballarat: civic hall
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

31 August 2011

REPLY:
The Ballarat City Council advise that this project is the result of almost two years of preliminary work including
consultations with the community, five council decisions, stakeholder briefings, provision of information through
My Ballarat and the seeking of options via website feedback. A community advisory panel has been established to
assist council in finalising the design of the building and public spaces over the next twelve months.
The Local Government Act 1989 requires councils to consult with their communities through a public submission
process when considering their council plans and annual budgets. It is noted that the Ballarat City Council gave
public notice for its 2011–12 budget which includes the proposed borrowing of $30 million.
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Councils operate as a democratically elected separate tier of government and are each responsible for setting their
own priorities for the benefit of their local communities, including the setting of service levels and delivery
locations. Such decisions are made within the framework of their council plan and budget processes.
The proposed redevelopment of the civic hall site is primarily to provide council’s own office accommodation and
car parking for the CBD area.

Thomas Embling Hospital: security
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Broad

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for raising the important issue of patient and staff safety in forensic clinical care.
Thomas Embling Hospital is a world-class secure forensic mental health facility. It forms part of the forensic
mental health clinical services provided in Victoria by Forensicare, a statutory agency established in 1997 which is
accountable to the Minister for Mental Health.
Effective security operations are crucial to ensuring patient, staff and visitor safety at Thomas Embling. As part of
this, the facility’s security contractor, G4S, has obligations to meet stringent performance requirements.
The lockout to which the member refers occurred in the context of an industrial dispute between G4S and its
employees. On one day only, G4S imposed a lockout of staff taking industrial action. To ensure that appropriate
perimeter security measures were maintained, additional staff were relocated from other facilities to Thomas
Embling Hospital. The dispute has since been resolved and security operations have returned to normal.
I am advised that there was strong communication regarding the industrial dispute and its impact on operations
between G4S, Forensicare and the Department of Health, and the Minister for Mental Health was briefed to ensure
that all appropriate actions had been taken. This included seeking and receiving assurances that contingency plans
initiated by G4S during the lockout were sufficient to maintain security, patient, staff and community safety.

Croydon South Primary School site: future
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

15 September 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has undertaken a review of the former Croydon
South Primary School site, and determined that the condition of the buildings is not appropriate for redevelopment.
Demolition and clearing of the site will be undertaken in early December 2011.
To ensure that the commitment to provide additional space for the Croydon community is met, space will be made
available at the former Croydon North Primary School site, now operating as Blackburn English Language School.
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Electricity: price comparisons
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

11 October 2011

REPLY:
I refer to the adjournment debate matter you raised for my attention on 11 October 2011 regarding electricity price
comparisons.
The Victorian government has agreed to the implementation of a National Energy Customer Framework. The
National Energy Customer Framework will include mandatory requirements on electricity retailers to provide
customers with comparisons of their electricity consumption against benchmarks established by the Australian
Energy Regulator.

Anglesea River: water quality
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

12 October 2011

REPLY:
The Anglesea River water quality review was released on 23 October 2011.
The review took longer than expected as the scope of the review was widened somewhat after a number of
additional concerns from the community were added to the investigation. The review received over
100 submissions dealing with complex issues and these needed to be given the attention they were due.
The findings of the review along with the results of the continuing water quality and fish monitoring programs will
help provide vital information to update the current Anglesea River estuary management plan. This revised plan
will help guide the future management of the estuary.

Western suburbs: trucks
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

13 October 2011

REPLY:
I note your concern regarding the impact of truck traffic on local communities in the western suburbs.
I can confirm my office is currently in contact with the Westgate Ramps Coalition to organise a meeting by the end
of the year.
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Rail: Melton station car park
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Pulford

Raised on:

25 October 2011

REPLY:
The Department of Transport (DOT), in consultation with V/Line, monitors all station infrastructure on a regular
basis. The government is aware of the current condition of the car park at Melton railway station and agrees that it
needs to be upgraded. DOT has drafted preliminary plans for the upgrade of the station car park.
The government will prioritise station improvements and pursue funding through the state budget development
process.

Batesford community playground: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Sport and Recreation

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

25 October 2011

REPLY:
Golden Plains Shire Council’s application for the Batesford Community Playground has been received under the
Victorian government’s 2012–13 Community Facility Funding Program — minor facilities category.
Applications are currently under assessment.

Alpine National Park: cattle grazing
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

26 October 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government is committed to the delivery of this election commitment and to use every fuel
mitigation method available.

Disability services: parking permit scheme
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mr P. Davis

Raised on:

27 October 2011

REPLY:
The ability to move easily about the community to access facilities and services is important, particularly for people
with a disability. Victoria is committed to improving the operation of disability parking.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6017

VicRoads is currently responsible for the Disabled Persons Parking Scheme Code (the ‘rules’ in Victoria);
however, the scheme is administered by 79 local councils. Local councils are also responsible for the supply of
disability parking spaces and the enforcement of the associated road rules.
Victoria, through VicRoads, participated in the development of the new Australian Disability Parking Scheme and
is consulting with all levels of government and other jurisdictions to progress the detailed administrative
arrangements to enable its participation in the scheme.
These arrangements will address a number of longstanding issues with the current scheme; providing additional
benefits to legitimate permit-holders and reducing the likelihood for abuse of the scheme.
Considerable consultation is required to finalise how best to implement these improvements, given the extra
complexity of the current scheme being administered by local councils. In early 2012 I expect to be able to advise
with greater clarity on these changes.
In the meantime, the current arrangements will continue in Victoria.
Permit holders, councils and stakeholders will be kept informed.

Schools: maintenance
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Scheffer

Raised on:

8 November 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across
the state. Priority projects included in the capital works program for the first term of government are 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 Victorian coalition government has also made a commitment to increase funding for maintenance by
$100 million over four years. The new funding will go towards much needed maintenance works including
repairing roofs and floors. The funding will also support the running costs of buildings built under the Building the
Education Revolution and the Trade Training Centres in Schools programs.
The Victorian coalition government will also conduct a complete audit of the maintenance needs of all Victorian
government schools. This audit will assist schools in managing their buildings and prioritising maintenance issues.

Rail: Williamstown North level crossing
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

10 November 2011

REPLY:
On 25 October 2011, Mr Bill Jaboor, chief executive officer of Hobsons Bay City Council, wrote to Mr Thomas
Sargant, chair of the Victorian Railway Crossing Safety Steering Committee (VRCSSC). Mr Jaboor requested
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funds for VicTrack to immediately install automatic safety gates at the pedestrian crossing on the north side of the
railway crossing on Kororoit Creek Road, near Williamstown North railway station.
On 14 November 2011, Mr Sargant advised Mr Jaboor that he will raise this matter with the VRCSSC’s Rail
Crossing Technical Group for consideration of council’s request and advise Mr Jaboor of the outcome as soon as
possible.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

10 November 2011

REPLY:
Thank you for your adjournment debate question of 10 November 2011, in which you expressed concern about the
impact of the Australian government’s carbon tax legislation on Victorian food producers and small businesses in
the western region of Victoria.
The dairy sector will be hardest hit by higher electricity prices, plus will face a half cent per litre (0.5 cpl) cost
pass-through from the impact of the carbon tax on dairy processors. Using five Victorian dairy farm case studies,
the Department of Primary Industries assessed on farm cost-price pass-through impacts to be between $3900 and
$24 000 per annum at 100 per cent cost pass-through, for those particular farms.
Extensive producers such as grains and grazing will be hardest hit by transport fuel cost increases post June 2014.
Small businesses will face rising electricity costs estimated at 10 per cent per annum for the first five years,
increased transport costs for goods moved by rail, and perhaps lesser disposable income from consumers, all
potentially impacting negatively on profitability.
Several businesses operating in Western Victoria processing dairy, poultry, vegetables and grains, may be liable to
direct carbon price impacts. Whether or not small businesses affected by the carbon price will be able to pass costs
on to consumers will depend largely on whether their products face competition from imports and the price
elasticity of demand for their products and services.
In addition to these pressures, Big Brother will be watching small businesses. The Australian Consumer and
Competition Commission (ACCC) has warned small businesses that they will be closely monitored to ensure they
do not exaggerate any carbon tax related price increases. Notably, concerns persist regarding the administrative
complexity of the scheme and the costs of participation.
It is clear that this tax will present significant challenges to many involved in the production of our nations food
supply, including many in western Victoria. I would be happy to work with the local members for Polwarth and
South-West Coast together with Mr Ramsay to meet with key food producers and processors in these electorates
across western Victoria, to discuss these and other issues.

Glen Devon Primary School site: future
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

24 November 2011
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REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is reviewing options for the future use of the
former Glen Devon Primary School site. The department has prepared a business case for the establishment of a
community education centre, including an English language school, at this site.
I am advised that the department has been involved in discussions with Wyndham City Council regarding
complementary use of the school buildings to provide a range of education and community services. These
discussions included Werribee Community and Education Centre having access to and utilising the buildings for
appropriate training programs for young people.
A cost-benefit analysis for retaining the site for educational purposes was completed in November 2011 and the
department continues to provide advice on the recommendations arising from that report.
Unfortunately the recent fire destroyed one of the blocks at the former school site and that block is now being
demolished as it is unsafe. I understand that the site has been secured, and police are investigating the matter.
The department is considering the feasibility of rebuilding the damaged block as part of the overall reinstatement
and refurbishment works that would be required for the community education centre.
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Loaves and Fishes: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Community Services

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

28 June 2011

REPLY:
This program does not fall under the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Community Services. It is the
responsibility of the Hon. Peter Ryan, MP, Minister for Regional and Rural Development.

Housing: Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project
Raised with:

Minister for Housing

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

11 October 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for Southern Metropolitan for her congratulations on the release of the Victorian Homelessness
Action Plan 2011–2015 and her invitation to visit the Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project.
This government is committed to meeting the challenge of creating new innovative approaches to tackling
homelessness, and to reforming the homelessness service system. The Victorian Homelessness Action Plan is the
first step in this process, one which will complement the development of a strategic housing framework for Victoria
to address the future housing challenges for low income Victorians.
In this context I would be pleased to visit the Ashwood Chadstone Gateway project, a joint project of my
department and the Port Phillip Housing Association. This development is creating new housing for over 200 lowincome Victorian households, and at the same time adding to the stock of affordable private housing in the area.

Prisons: health care
Raised with:

Minister for Corrections

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

13 October 2011

REPLY:
The coalition government welcomes the Ombudsman’s report Investigation into Prisoner Access to Health Care —
August 2011, tabled on 30 August 2011.
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I am advised that the Department of Justice has accepted most of the recommendations contained in the report, and
many are currently being implemented. These include the introduction of condoms and dental dams, the
development of a communicable diseases policy, and a comprehensive review of complaints handling, to ensure
that prisoners’ concerns about their health care are dealt with in a transparent and timely manner.
The department will continue to work on implementation of the recommendations that have been accepted, and to
address concerns raised in the Ombudsman’s recent report.
I understand that the department will provide regular reports to the Ombudsman of progress against the
recommendations. The Ombudsman may decide to publish details in his reports to Parliament. I do not consider it
necessary for separate progress reports to be tabled for the next 10 years.
Thank you for raising this matter.

Rail: Epping service
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

26 October 2011

REPLY:
The new Thomastown and Epping railway stations and dual-track section will be in full operation on 28 November
when trains begin running in both directions.
The newly duplicated track will provide improvements to on-time reliability and performance for the Epping line.
The new railway stations will also provide a significant upgrade in facilities for commuters.
There are currently 25 weekday train trips and 1 Saturday train trip on the Epping line that contain layovers in the
current timetable. These trains are required to wait up to 7 minutes on the boundary of a single-track section for an
oncoming train to pass.
The extended layovers resulting from the single-track constraints between Keon Park and Epping will be removed
as part of the 28 November 2011 timetable change.
Supporting infrastructure for the South Morang rail extension, including an upgrade to traction power supply
capacity, is under construction. Additional peak period trips are planned to be introduced following the completion
of the South Morang rail extension next year.

Geelong–Greenhill roads, Mount Helen: pedestrian safety
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

27 October 2011

REPLY:
Mr Ramsay asked that I visit the site of the proposed pedestrian refuge in the Ballarat-Buninyong Road (Main
Road) in the Ballarat East electorate. I have visited the Ballarat area on a number of occasions and am satisfied that
the course of action recommended by VicRoads is appropriate, that is, that the existing 70 km/h speed zone be
reviewed when the pedestrian refuge and associated intersection improvements have been installed at the Greenhill
Road intersection.
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Legal practitioners: retail tenancy fees
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

27 October 2011

REPLY:
Under the Legal Profession Act 2004 third-party payers such as Mr McNally are entitled to request an itemised bill
within 30 days from when the bill is given. Furthermore, third-party payers are entitled to request a review of costs
by the Costs Court within 12 months after the bill was given or the costs were paid (if a bill or request for payment
was not made). The Costs Court has the task of conducting an independent review of the appropriateness of the
costs charged.
The charging of excessive legal costs in connection with the practice of law can constitute a breach of professional
obligations and warrant disciplinary action. On this basis, Mr McNally may wish to consider making a complaint to
the legal services commissioner (‘the commissioner’), the independent statutory entity responsible for the
management of complaints about legal practitioners in Victoria.
I also note Victoria’s decision to implement the Legal Profession National Law, which will introduce a number of
beneficial consumer-focused reforms. For example, the national law will expand the jurisdiction of the
commissioner to resolve costs disputes to capture complaints made by third-party payers. This will allow for small
business owners, such as Mr McNally, to utilise the free dispute resolution process where legal costs are less than
$100 000 (or in circumstances where the bill for legal costs is greater than $100 000, where the amount in dispute is
less than $10 000). Furthermore, the national law will introduce an overarching obligation on law practices to
charge no more than fair and reasonable legal costs. It is envisaged the national law will come into operation in
2013.

Wedge–Frankston-Dandenong roads, Carrum Downs: traffic management
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mr Tarlamis

Raised on:

27 October 2011

REPLY:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads has corresponded with community members on a number of occasions about the performance of this
intersection, and I am aware that it is an issue of concern to many of your constituents.
In order to address these concerns, VicRoads carried out an extensive evaluation of the intersection of Wedge Road
and Dandenong-Frankston Road. To accommodate traffic growth in the area, the capacity of the intersection will
require enhancement which needs to be factored into the scope for any proposal to install traffic signals. VicRoads
will continue to monitor traffic volumes at this site, and evaluate the need for such improvements as part of a future
roads program.
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Housing: Princes Hill estate
Raised with:

Minister for Housing

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

8 November 2011

REPLY:
Tender documents are currently being arranged for proposed upgrading and maintenance works to units 1–12 of
Solly Avenue, Carlton North. These works are planned to commence in 2012. The scope of works consists of
internal and external upgrades that are aimed at improving the living conditions of occupants. Internal
improvements to tenancies shall include:
- partial bathroom upgrades
- partial/complete kitchen upgrades
- internal painting
- carpet/vinyl floor replacement
- blinds
- various internal repairs/replacements (gaps between concrete panels, internal doors, security doors, door seals,
flyscreens).
External estate improvement works shall comprise of:
- external painting
- individual water meters
- replacement of roof decking
- service external light fittings
- modifications to stairwell handrails and balustrades
- two external bench seats
- clean and flush all gutters and downpipes.
An independent asbestos audit will be carried out to the block affected by the proposed works, and any asbestosrelated materials identified that are deemed a risk will be removed and monitored in accordance with current
standards and practices.
The other units which form the Princes Hill Estate are part of a long-term upgrade and maintenance program. This
program is aimed at improving living conditions of tenants housed in the various walk-up blocks throughout this
estate.
Stage 1 upgrade works to the walk-up units located at 1–12/5 Solly Avenue, Carlton North, were completed in
29 June 2010 and stage 2 upgrades are scheduled to be completed in October 2012.

Footscray City Primary School: curriculums
Raised with:

Minister for Education
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REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Footscray City Primary School has spent 10 years attempting to develop sound and harmonious relationships
within its school community. I am advised that these efforts have been largely unsuccessful. Therefore, the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has made the decision for the school to offer a single
mainstream curriculum from 2012 as this was deemed in the best interests of the students and staff.
All students are able to continue their education at Footscray City Primary School in 2012. If this does not suit
some families, the school is providing information about local government schools and other government schools
with Steiner streams. The department is supporting all families by offering them one-on-one meetings at the school
where they can discuss future education options for their child.
While the government is supportive of autonomous schools, it cannot allow a school to continue to operate in a
way that is not in the best interests of students and staff. There are a number of government schools which offer
specialised curriculum, including six schools with Steiner streams: Collingwood College, Briar Hill Primary
School, East Bentleigh Primary School, Mornington Park Primary School, Thornbury Primary School and
Castlemaine Secondary College.
Schools within the Western Metropolitan Region offer a range of programs which provide parents with highquality choices of education. In addition, numerous schools provide alternative curriculums, such as the
International Baccalaureate Primary Years Program at Footscray Primary School, Kingsville Primary School,
Seabrook Primary School and Kororoit Creek Primary School, language immersion programs at Wyndham Park
Primary School and Footscray Primary School and the Senior Secondary International Baccalaureate Program at
Werribee Secondary College. On 2 November I also had the honour of officially opening Suzanne Cory High
School, Victoria’s first selective entry high school for academically gifted students in the western suburbs.
I have met with parents and school councillors from Footscray City Primary School from the main and Steiner
streams.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 8 December 2011
Alpine parks: cattle grazing
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Scheffer

Raised on:

8 February 2011

REPLY:
As Mr Scheffer did not seek any action, no response will be provided.

St Kilda pier: upgrade
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

24 May 2011

REPLY:
In regard to your request to support the Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron I can advise that the Victorian
government has now brokered agreement with the yacht squadron to allow its proposal to proceed. This represents
the first step towards the vision of a revitalised St Kilda harbour. The Royal Melbourne Yacht Squadron will
finalise its development plans for planning, approvals and consents this year. The government will review other
aspects of the concept plan, including boatyard and management aspects of the proposed public swimming pool
and potential funding options. The draft concept plan is being considered in the light of comments received during
the consultation process.

Jacks Magazine: future
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Elsbury

Raised on:

25 October 2011

REPLY:
The Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) is coordinating the transfer of Jacks Magazine from
Delfin Lend Lease to the Crown. The transfer is expected to be completed by the end of the year.
DSE will be meeting with the Maribyrnong council to discuss the management of the site. I would be pleased to
visit the Jacks Magazine site and surrounding area. My office will be in contact to organise this in the coming
weeks.
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Broiler farms: shire of Golden Plains
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr O’Brien

Raised on:

25 October 2011

REPLY:
I am pleased to accept the invitation from Mr O’Brien to meet with Golden Plains Shire Council representatives
and discuss their proposals. I look forward to meeting in 2012.

Youth Referral and Independent Person program: volunteers
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

25 October 2011

REPLY:
The administration of this program is not within my portfolio responsibilities. However, the Department of Justice
have provided me with the following information:
Due to the administrative burden of providing honoraria payments to 350 Youth Referral and Independent Person
Program (YRIPP) volunteers, the Centre for Multicultural Youth (CMY), which administers YRIPP, examined
ways to improve the efficiency of this aspect of the program.
Consideration was given to shifting from a monetary honorarium, which to date has been $10 for each call-out, to a
gift card honorarium. While this is an honorarium and not a reimbursement of expenses, Coles/Myer gift cards
were chosen on the basis of the number of stores at which they could be redeemed across Victoria and the
relevance to the sorts of expenses volunteers may incur in the course of their duties. The card can be redeemed at
stores including Coles, Coles Express, Myer, Target, Kmart and Officeworks, and therefore volunteers could
purchase, for example, petrol, snacks and pre-paid SIM cards for phone calls.
CMY undertook consultation regarding the proposal with volunteer representatives on the YRIPP reference group.
As a result of this consultation, it was decided that the program would shift generally towards gift cards, but that
volunteers who preferred to receive a monetary honorarium could continue to do so.
Two items of correspondence were sent to all YRIPP volunteers outlining the reasons for the move towards gift
cards, explaining that the shift to a gift card payment was optional, and inviting any volunteers who wish to
continue to receive a monetary honorarium to inform the program administration.

Coal seam gas: groundwater protection
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Mr O’Brien

Raised on:

10 November 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government is aware of community concerns about the potential impacts of coal seam gas (CSG)
extraction, and other mining activities on groundwater resources in Victoria and other eastern states. The
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government has recognised these issues in the recently released Gippsland region and western region sustainable
water strategies. These strategies also outline policies and actions for managing the impacts of new mining projects
on water resources.
Coal seam gas extraction and groundwater protection
CSG is treated as a mineral under the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 (MRSDA) which
requires separate licences for exploration and extraction. There are currently three exploration licences in Victoria
for CSG. No extraction licences have been issued.
Victoria has rigorous approvals processes for new mining projects through the MRSDA, Planning and
Environment Act 1987 and the Environment Effects Act 1978. This legislation ensures that environmental, social
and economic impacts from proposed mining projects are identified, and appropriately managed to avoid or
mitigate any impacts.
A significant issue associated with the mining of CSG is the extraction of water to allow the gas to flow. CSG
proponents are required to meet their water needs by obtaining a new water licence, or trading a water licence
within the permissible consumptive volume of the relevant water resource in accordance with the Water Act 1989.
This is the same requirement as for any prospective water user.
Mining exploration or development approvals are not granted unless it can be demonstrated that the risks affecting
water resources can be removed or controlled to an acceptable level on par with best practice environmental
regulation. Each development proposal is subject to approvals by the Department of Primary Industries, the
relevant water corporation, the Minister for Planning or local council and possibly the Environment Protection
Authority.
The Water Act 1989 also provides formal protection of the environmental qualities of waterways, catchments and
groundwater. This ensures Victoria’s water resources are conserved and properly managed for sustainable use by
present and future Victorians. It also includes consideration of the potential impacts on other water users or water
dependent environmental values.
The disposal of poor-quality water, to either the surface or groundwater, is subject to strict environmental
conditions under the MRSDA, the Environment Protection Act 1970 and the Water Act 1989. If water resource
impacts cannot be adequately mitigated or offset, a project would not be given approval to proceed.
This approach to managing impacts of new mining activities provides the mining industry with clear options for
proceeding with the development of important projects, whilst protecting the rights of water users and the
environment from potential water resource impacts associated with these projects.
Importance of groundwater for consumptive use
Throughout Victoria, groundwater is a critical and highly reliable resource supporting many communities,
businesses and parts of the natural environment. Faced with the prospect of a more variable climate and
unpredictable rainfall patterns, it will become increasingly important for supplying agriculture, towns and industry
and supporting regional economic growth. Therefore, the resource needs to be managed appropriately.
Approximately 75 towns are reliant on groundwater as either a supplementary or primary water supply, the largest
being Greater Geelong. Geelong relied heavily on the Barwon Downs borefield between April 2006 and August
2010. During this period the borefield supplied 43 per cent of Barwon Water’s needs. Above-average rain since
winter 2010 has allowed reservoirs to recover and the Barwon Downs borefield to be rested.
In 2007–08, Barwon Water commenced investigating additional groundwater supplies from the Jan Juc
Groundwater Management Area to diversify their urban water supply. A bulk entitlement was issued on 1 July
2009 for the Anglesea borefield, which is now operational.
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Actions the government is taking to assess groundwater reserves and aquifers
The government acknowledges that groundwater is an important resource that helps underpin the prosperity and
livability of many Victorian regions.
Sustainable Water Strategies
The recently released western region and Gippsland region sustainable water strategies each dedicate a chapter to
outlining the government’s policies and actions for improving the understanding groundwater resources in each
region and improving the management of these resources.
These strategies take a long-term view of water resource planning, considering all sources of water and the needs of
towns, industry, agriculture and the environment. They guide the development, integration and implementation of
management plans prepared by water corporations and regional catchment management strategies prepared by
catchment management authorities operating within each region.
The key actions for improving groundwater information and management outlined in the sustainable water
strategies are:
a.

clearly outlining rules for sharing water in each aquifer by developing local management plans by the end of
2012;

b.

encouraging trade and carryover of groundwater entitlements where sustainable;

c.

undertaking strategic groundwater resource assessments to determine the capacity of aquifers to supply
additional water;

d.

making more water available from aquifers after strategic resource assessments have been completed;

e.

identifying and managing groundwater/surface water interactions;

f.

establishing secure, ongoing investment for the State Observation Bore Network to ensure the necessary data
is being collected to improve our understanding of groundwater resources;

g.

clarifying responsibilities for groundwater monitoring; and

h.

managing potential impacts of new extractive industries on groundwater resources.

The Dilwyn aquifer in the south-west is one such aquifer where additional water could be released for appropriate
uses. It is the deepest water supply aquifer in south-west Victoria and is used mainly for urban water supply and
some domestic and stock. In 2011, the Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE), Southern Rural
Water and Wannon Water completed the first part of a study to better understand the aquifer. It is likely that water
from the Dilwyn aquifer will support industry and new farming enterprises into the future.
Groundwater monitoring
Good groundwater management includes regular monitoring of the source and metering extractions. DSE
maintains the State Observation Bore Network (SOBN) which monitors the movement, availability and quality of
Victorian groundwater, and the linkages between groundwater and surface water systems throughout the state.
To ensure that the quality of groundwater information gathered through the SOBN is continually improved, the
Victorian government has initiated the SOBN refurbishment project. In partnership with Goulburn-Murray Water,
Grampians-Wimmera-Mallee Water and Southern Rural Water, this DSE-funded project is:
– upgrading ageing infrastructure;
– addressing problems of failed or blocked bores;
– improving distribution of bores in key areas; and
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– improving the data and information that is collected.
A key area of the project is the rationalisation of the number of bores in the network to ensure that they are sited in
the best locations to provide a baseline understanding of Victoria’s groundwater resource. The decommissioning of
observation bores that have failed or no longer provide critical data is one aspect of the refurbishment project.
In 2007, Victoria completed a program to meter all groundwater licence entitlements greater than 20 ML/year. All
commercial and irrigation licences issued since then are also metered.
SAFE project
The Secure Allocations Future Entitlements (SAFE) project is funded by the commonwealth government under the
National Groundwater Action Plan to progress the management of groundwater in Victoria.
The SAFE project will ensure all of Victoria’s groundwater is included in an appropriate management area and that
there is consistency in the way groundwater is managed across the state. This includes developing:
– management boundaries that cover all groundwater in the state;
– guidance for decisions about managing each area;
– guidelines for better determining the volume of groundwater available for consumptive use.
Defining management boundaries based on groundwater systems will improve management and support trade as
connected aquifers will be included in the same management areas. Common management objectives for similar
types of groundwater systems will be developed.
The project builds on and complements work done by Southern Rural Water to prepare 3D hydrogeological maps
of key aquifers in southern Victoria. Southern Rural Water is also rolling out its Southern Groundwater Futures
Project (SGFP). The SGFP aims to engage users and communities to raise their understanding of groundwater.
This centres around the development of an atlas to draw together the most current information on groundwater
resources for the region.
Groundwater resource appraisal program
DSE has a groundwater resource appraisal program. Over the last five years it has identified 13 aquifers for further
detailed assessment. These assessments have supported improved management regimes in these areas.
In addition, the Department of Primary Industries has also been researching new technologies and methods for
undertaking three dimensional mapping of groundwater aquifers. These new techniques are helping to improve the
understanding of the complex geological structures that contain groundwater resources, and can greatly improve
the understanding of groundwater availability in key aquifers.

Information and communications technology: procurement process
Raised with:

Assistant Treasurer

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

10 November 2011

REPLY:
The refresh of the eServices panel, which concluded on 31 October 2011, has delivered on its objective to improve
access for small to medium enterprises to government business opportunities and to provide greater choice and
competition for government departments when engaging with the industry.
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Responses were received from a broad cross section of the ICT industry responding to the requirements set out in
the request for tender documentation. The refresh resulted in an increase of ICT suppliers on the panel to 368, of
which approximately half represent Victorian small and medium enterprises.
Government issued contracts to all successful tenderers for the eServices panel on 2 November 2011. Until these
contracts are signed and returned, companies cannot be activated on the panel and are referred to as unavailable.
The complete eServices panel supplier list is published on government’s procurement web site at
www.procurement.vic.gov.au. As at Wednesday 16 November, 38 suppliers remain unavailable. This list is
updated regularly and will continue to highlight the unavailable suppliers until their contracts are signed and
returned.
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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, 6 December 2011
Police and emergency services: minister’s office — staff
338.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): What is the total number of staff employed in their
ministerial 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Bushfire response: minister’s office — staff
339.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for the
Bushfire Response): What is the total number of staff employed in their ministerial 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Corrections: minister’s office — staff
350.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Corrections): What is the total number of staff employed in their ministerial 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.
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Crime prevention: minister’s office — staff
351.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Crime Prevention): What is the total number of staff employed in their ministerial 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: minister’s office — staff
372.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister responsible for the establishment of an anti-corruption commission): What is the total number
of staff employed in their ministerial 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Police and emergency services: minister’s office — public transport tickets
385.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): 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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Bushfire response: minister’s office — public transport tickets
386.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for the
Bushfire Response): 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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.
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Corrections: minister’s office — public transport tickets
397.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Corrections): 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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Crime prevention: minister’s office — public transport tickets
398.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Crime Prevention): 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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: minister’s office — public transport tickets
419.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister responsible for the establishment of an anti-corruption commission): 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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Police and emergency services: minister’s office — staff
431.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services): 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Bushfire response: minister’s office — staff
432.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for the
Bushfire Response): What is the total number of department staff seconded to the minister’s private
office and their position titles as at 5 April 2011.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Attorney-General: minister’s office — staff
438.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Attorney-General): What is the total number of department staff seconded to the Attorney-General’s
private office and their position titles as at 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Corrections: minister’s office — staff
443.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Corrections): 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Crime prevention: minister’s office — staff
444.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Crime Prevention): 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: minister’s office — staff
453.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister responsible for the establishment of an anti-corruption commission): 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 advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.
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Police and emergency services: minister’s office — car parking spaces
464.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services):
(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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Bushfire response: minister’s office — car parking spaces
465.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for the
Bushfire Response):
(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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Corrections: minister’s office — car parking spaces
476.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Corrections):
(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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Crime prevention: minister’s office — car parking spaces
477.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister for Crime Prevention):
(1)

What was the number of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
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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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: minister’s office — car parking spaces
486.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Minister responsible for the establishment of an Anti-Corruption Commission):
(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:
I am advised that:
A whole-of-government answer will be provided to this question.

Attorney-General: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
627.

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

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

ANSWER:
I have visited a range of municipalities and communities across regional and country Victoria and in the course of
doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements relating to my portfolio and promises made by the LiberalNationals coalition during the campaign leading up to the election on 27 November 2010.

Attorney-General: swearing offences
789.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to the Premier’s media comment that on-the-spot fines for
swearing-related offences would free up police resources:
(1)
(2)

How many people in the Western Metropolitan Region were charged with swearing offences in
2007, 2008, 2009 and 2010.
Of those charges, how many convictions were secured.
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Will the minister provide a private verbal briefing on what the swear words were.

ANSWER:
As the matter falls within the Police and Emergency Services portfolio I am responding on behalf of the
Attorney-General. I am advised that:
Victoria Police releases annual crime statistics in two stages. The first stage, published each August is the official
release of the Victoria Police crime statistics for the previous fiscal year of crime reported or detected by police.
The information provides a breakdown of the crime data into broad offence categories for each region, police
division, police service area and local government area. A media release is published summarising key statewide
crime categories. Swearing-related offences are not identified as a separate category.
Victoria Police then releases its formal publication each January for the same fiscal year. Data is provided on a state
wide basis and is not broken down into local government or electoral areas. Only the statewide total number of
offences are included for each offence category and code, and only the total number of offences are included for
each postcode. The data does not describe the number of persons charged, only the number of offences recorded
and cleared, and therefore does not identify those offences where a conviction was secured.
There are 17 offence codes that are relevant to your inquiry concerning swearing-related offences. The following
table sets out these offences, including the number of offences recorded against each of these codes for 2006–07,
2007–08, 2008–09 and 2009–10 (figures for 2010–11 are not yet published):
Offence Code
599AK
599AL
599AM
599AN
599FL
599G
599H
599I
599FO
599FP
599FQ
599FR
599FS
599FT
599FU
599FV
599FW

Offence
Use abusive words in public place
Use insulting words in public place
Use obscene language in public place
Behave insulting manner in public place
Use profane language in public place
Use indecent language in public place
Behave indecent manner in public place
Behave offensive manner in public place
Use indecent language in rail vehicle
Use indecent language in road vehicle
Use indecent language on rail premises
Behave offensive manner in rail vehicle
Behave offensive manner in road vehicle
Behave offensive manner on rail premises
Use offensive language in rail vehicle
Use offensive language in road vehicle
Use offensive language on rail premises

2006–07
45
150
64
17
6
453
51
1592
7
3
19
4
1
12
3
7

2007–08
44
144
76
22
6
449
92
1536
4
3
19
1
1
8
3
1
4

2008–09
46
156
92
27
3
378
62
1231
3
10
4
10
3
2
7

2009–10
49
152
97
32
2
331
54
925
5
5
1
12
4
10

Public transport: rail — Altona loop
793.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What
length of the Altona loop could be duplicated without housing acquisitions.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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The existing rail reservation between Altona Junction and Laverton Junction can technically accommodate a
second track for most of its length without land acquisition.
Between Seaholme and Westona railway stations, and in an area north of Seaholme, the rail reservation is very
narrow (around 10 metres in width). Fitting a second track into the reservation in these areas would require
demolition of the existing track and rebuilding to one side of the reservation at considerable cost.
If the existing track were retained in its current location, building a second track along the narrow sections of the
rail reservation would impinge onto local roads. In this case, detailed design would be required to assess the extent
of land acquisition that might be necessary.

Health: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2271.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any
other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in the Health portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper.

Ageing: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2272.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Ageing: In relation to each fee, charge, tax and levy, or any
other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in the Ageing portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010–11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper.
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Community services: child protection — orders
2425.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister Community Services): In
relation to the number of children in the child protection system, and noting that a breakdown by region
is not available in the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare reports, what is the current number of
children under protection orders in the child protection system in the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services (DHS) does not publish annual data regarding the numbers of children on
protection orders broken down by regions. However annual data in relation to the number of protection orders is
published in the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (AIHW) report titled, Child Protection in Australia and
the DHS annual report.
DHS annual reports are available at http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/about-the-department/annual-reports and the reports
published by the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare are available at http://www.aihw.gov.au.

Community services: child protection — notifications
2426.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister Community Services): In
relation to the number of children in the child protection system, and noting that a breakdown by region
is not available in the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare reports or Department of Human
Services annual reports, how many notifications of abuse have been received by the department
between January 2010 and January 2011 in the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services (DHS) does not publish annual data regarding the numbers of children on
protection orders broken down by regions. However annual data in relation to the number of protection orders is
published in the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (AIHW) report titled, Child Protection in Australia and
the DHS annual report.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6042

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

DHS annual reports are available at http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/about-the-department/annual-reports and the reports
published by the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare are available at http://www.aihw.gov.au.

Public transport: rail — regional link
2940.

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

Does the Victorian Cycling Strategy: Providing Bicycle Facilities as Part of Transport Projects
apply to the regional rail link.
(a) If not, why not; and
(b) If so —
(i) What provisions for bicycle infrastructure are being investigated;
(ii) What assessments are being undertaken pursuant to criteria 2, 3 and 5; and
(iii) Have stakeholders been consulted pursuant to criterion 4.

(2)

Has the government considered the inclusion of bicycle infrastructure as part of the regional rail
link project; if so —
(a) who (or what body) carried out the review;
(b) when was the review presented to the government;
(c) what would be the approximate cost of providing bicycle infrastructure as part of the
regional rail link project; and
(d) what would be the approximate cost of providing the same infrastructure without the
advantage of combining it with the regional rail link project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The former government’s Victorian Cycling Strategy: Providing Bicycle Facilities as Part of Transport Projects
makes no specific mention of the regional rail link, and the Auditor-General’s report in August 2011 found that the
strategy had serious limitations.
The Regional Rail Link Authority has plans to provide cycling infrastructure as part of the regional rail link project,
and is continuing to engage with relevant stakeholders during the detailed design process. Formal cost estimates for
cycling infrastructure are not currently available.

Public transport: rail — Altona loop
2941.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the Altona loop train service:
(1)

(2)

(3)

Given that Laverton station has replaced Werribee station as the end of the line for this section of
the train system, is punctuality (arrival and departure times) measured at Laverton station; if not,
how is it measured.
In relation to the Altona loop ‘shuttle service’, how is punctuality measured at Laverton station
and at Newport station, and if they are not measured at Laverton and Newport Stations, where and
how are they measured.
Now that the Altona loop has been separated from the Werribee line, are cancellations, as opposed
to bypasses, going to be recorded, given that prior to the new timetable (beginning 8 May 2011)
cancellations were not recorded on the Altona loop (Westona, Altona and Seaholme), only bypass
occurrences were recorded; if not, what sort of accounting measures are in place.
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How are waiting times between train connections measured at Newport station (for Altona loop
travellers) and how are Metro obtaining data to measure how well the Altona loop shuttle and the
Williamstown line are intersecting, and what the overall impact on passengers is.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

Yes.

(2)

Punctuality for these services is measured on arrival time at destination and for early departure from origin.

(3)

There has been no change in the way cancellations and loop bypasses are recorded.

(4)

Train services are run to the scheduled timetable with punctuality measured at destination. Bypasses and
cancellations are also measured as a means of assessing timetable performance.

Public transport: rail — Altona loop
2942.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the three months of a new train timetable, running from Monday 9 May 2011 to Tuesday
9 August 2011:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many trains to Laverton, via the Altona loop, did not arrive on time.
How many trains to Newport, via the Altona loop, did not arrive on time.
How many trains to Laverton, via the Altona loop, were cancelled.
How many trains to Newport, via the Altona loop, were cancelled.
How many times did the Laverton station lifts break down.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

68.

(2)

47.

(3)

26.

(4)

28.

(5)

47.

Treasurer: Community Support Fund — expenditure
3565.

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

How much revenue did the fund receive in the 2010–11 financial year.
What are the government’s precise expenditure items for the fund in the 2011–12 financial year.
What are the government’s expenditure priorities for the fund in the 2011–12 financial year.
Will any of this money be used to fund the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation referred
to on page 54 of budget paper 3; if so, how much of the fund will be spent on the foundation.
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ANSWER:
(1)

Revenue received by the fund will be disclosed in the 2010–11 annual report.

(2)

In the 2011–12 financial year, the government will approve expenditure from the Community Support Fund
for:
– progress payments to portfolio agencies implementing commitments that were– approved by the previous government; and
– new initiatives recently announced by the current government; and
– costs related to the overall administration of the fund.

(3)

The government’s expenditure priorities for the fund in 2011–12 are set out in (2) above.

(4)

Yes, in line with the priorities set out in the legislation governing the Community Support Fund, the
government has committed $37.5 million in 2011–12 to establish the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation.

Bushfire response: stay and defend research project
4019.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the research project Preparing and Staying to Defend During a Bushfire — An
Exploration and Analysis of People’s Experience of Defending Their Property:
(1)
(2)

Has the project been completed; if not, when will it be completed.
Will the findings of the research be released.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner commenced a major research project in late 2010 to explore
the experiences people have had preparing and defending their property during a threat of bushfire or direct impact
of bushfire.
Research was conducted using data on bushfires from the previous 10 years to enable a thorough analysis of
different types of fires, and community context. Fieldwork was undertaken during the 2010–11 bushfire season.
This research project, which will be completed by the end of September 2011, explores issues related to the
capacity and motivation of people to defend, vulnerabilities, factors related to successful property defence by
individuals and households, the relevance of community education aimed at preparing to stay and defend and the
defendability of properties. The data gathered will provide valuable evidence for further bushfire safety policy
development and improvement, in addition to informing bushfire education and awareness campaigns.
The outcomes of the research will be made available to the fire services commissioner and selected key
stakeholders to inform future policy and communications. The research report will also be made publicly available.

Bushfire response: community warnings policy, systems and procedures
4020.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to a review of policy, systems and procedures used by incident management
teams for triggering, developing and issuing community warnings during a bushfire threat:
(1)

Was the review completed by June 2011 as indicated in the Bushfire Royal Commission
Implementation Monitor’s progress report; if not, when will it be completed.
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Will the findings of the research be released.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Review of Community Bushfire Warnings was completed on 4 July 2011, and is available on the fire services
commissioner website.
The review identified 18 suggested improvements for community bushfire warnings in Victoria. The fire services
commissioner has developed a plan for implementing these improvements in conjunction with the chief officers of
the Country Fire Authority and Metropolitan Fire Brigade and the chief fire officer of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment.

Bushfire response: fire refuges — interim performance standards
4022.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the development of interim performance standards for Victoria for fire refuges:
Have these standards been finalised; if not when will they be finalised and publicly released.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Interim performance standards for fire refuges have been incorporated into the Victorian Building Regulations
2006, which are available at www.legislation.vic.gov.au. The interim regulations came into effect on 29 July 2011.

Bushfire response: divisional command centres — upgrades
4030.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the 155 divisional command centres to be upgraded under the government’s
response to recommendation 8 of the Bushfire Royal Commission’s final report:
(1)
(2)

How many centres have had their upgrade completed.
What are the locations of the centres that remain to be upgraded and when are they expected to be
upgraded.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The upgrade of the 43 incident control centres has been completed and, as of September 2011, the CFA now also
has 155 operational divisional command centres.

Police and emergency services: divisional command centres — upgrades
4031.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the 155 divisional command centres to be upgraded
under the government’s response to recommendation 8 of the Bushfire Royal Commission’s final
report:
(1)
(2)

How many centres have had their upgrade completed.
What are the locations of the centres that remain to be upgraded and when are they expected to be
upgraded.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The upgrade of the 43 incident control centres has been completed and, as of September 2011, the CFA now also
has 155 operational divisional command centres.

Bushfire response: incident management teams — joint training exercises
4032.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to recommendation 9 of the Bushfire Royal Commission: Has the government,
through the Country Fire Authority and Department of Sustainability and Environment, prescribed a
minimum number of level 3 joint training exercises for incident management team staff and volunteers;
if so, how many have been prescribed for the 2011–12 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The fire services are working towards a model of having pre-formed incident management teams. This model will
prescribe the number of training and development sessions for staff and volunteers, including level 3 incident
controllers. It is expected that the model will be implemented prior to the 2012–13 summer fire season.
For the 2011–12 summer fire season, training for incident management team staff and volunteers includes
participation in:
– eight multi-agency exercises involving the fire services, other emergency service organisations, government
departments, volunteers and the community, to be conducted in Barwon south-west, Gippsland, Hume, Loddon
Mallee, Grampians and the Eastern, Southern and North West metropolitan regions;
– pre-summer briefings for incident management team members conducted across the state;
– local level training managed and led by the region; and
– training sessions specifically targeting level 3 incident controllers to be delivered in late November and
December 2011.

Police and emergency services: incident management teams — joint training exercises
4033.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to recommendation 9 of the Bushfire Royal Commission:
Has the government, through the Country Fire Authority and Department of Sustainability and
Environment, prescribed a minimum number of level 3 joint training exercises for incident management
team staff and volunteers; if so, how many have been prescribed for the 2011–12 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The fire services are working towards a model of having pre-formed incident management teams. This model will
prescribe the number of training and development sessions for staff and volunteers, including level 3 incident
controllers. It is expected that the model will be implemented prior to the 2012–13 summer fire season.
For the 2011–12 summer fire season, training for incident management team staff and volunteers includes
participation in:
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– eight multi-agency exercises involving the fire services, other emergency service organisations, government
departments, volunteers and the community, to be conducted in Barwon south-west, Gippsland, Hume, Loddon
Mallee, Grampians and the Eastern, Southern and North West metropolitan regions;
– pre-summer briefings for incident management team members conducted across the state;
– local level training managed and led by the region; and
– training sessions specifically targeting level 3 incident controllers to be delivered in late November and
December 2011.

Bushfire response: joint standard operating procedure
4035.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the finding of the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor under
recommendation 20(a) that the operations procedure and standing orders for state aircraft units would
‘benefit from the development of a joint SOP with the FSC’: Will the government 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 advised that:
The fire services use a number of methods to ensure that aircraft preparedness and dispatch arrangements are well
understood and properly implemented so that resources are allocated to balance risks across the state. Aircraft
preparedness and dispatch is included in training, pre-season briefings, joint training exercises and a range of
existing documents relating to preparedness levels. The fire services commissioner is also currently undertaking a
review to ensure aerial fire fighting across the state is meeting the needs of fire fighting crews on the ground and
incident management teams.
The fire services commissioner has worked with the fire services to review key joint standard operating procedures
in areas the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission highlighted for improvement. This review process is
ongoing. After the 2011–12 summer fire season, the fire services commissioner will again consider the standard
operating procedures used by each fire service and determine whether further consolidation is required.

Police and emergency services: joint standard operating procedure
4036.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the finding of the Bushfire Royal Commission
Implementation Monitor under recommendation 20(a) that the operations procedure and standing orders
for state aircraft units would ‘benefit from the development of a joint SOP with the FSC’: Will the
government 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 advised that:
The fire services use a number of methods to ensure that aircraft preparedness and dispatch arrangements are well
understood and properly implemented so that resources are allocated to balance risks across the state. Aircraft
preparedness and dispatch is included in training, pre-season briefings, joint training exercises and a range of
existing documents relating to preparedness levels. The fire services commissioner is also currently undertaking a
review to ensure aerial fire fighting across the state is meeting the needs of fire fighting crews on the ground and
incident management teams.
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The fire services commissioner has worked with the fire services to review key joint standard operating procedures
in areas the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission highlighted for improvement. This review process is
ongoing. After the 2011–12 summer fire season, the fire services commissioner will again consider the standard
operating procedures used by each fire service and determine whether further consolidation is required.

Bushfire response: implementation monitor — progress report actions
4037.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress report,
were the following actions completed by 30 June 2011; if not when will they be implemented —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the trialling options for a high-tech intelligence platform, ‘eye in the sky’;
two new forward-looking infra-red cameras capable of attachment to any available helicopters;
the trial development of night vision goggles;
IMTs able to access upgraded fire information systems technology;
standardised interconnections of radio networks between Country Fire Authority and Department
Sustainability and Environment; and
new remote radio sites under development including Lake Mountain, Currajong and Mount
Ingoldsby.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a)

Trialling options have been considered and three camera systems are being trialled in the Mangalore,
Fiskville and Mount Buller areas to learn about the system capability in locations that have similar geography
or infrastructure to assess future application. The trial will include the use of ‘off the shelf’ camera technology
which would be readily available to the fire agencies once the most suitable system is identified. The cameras
will be fitted to both rotary and fixed-wing aircraft during the trial.

(b)

Trial options have been considered and the first forward-looking infra-red (FLIR) camera will be delivered in
November 2011. The second camera will follow immediately once it is configured overseas to meet
specification requirements and its integration will be seamless as training has already been completed in
Victoria.

(c)

The purchase and checking of the night vision goggles, capability training for agency personnel and
operational trial have been completed. The application for an air operations certificate (AOC) which will
allow its application in Victoria has been filed with the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) by the
company identified to operate the aircraft under night vision. The Department of Sustainability and
Environment (DSE) is waiting for the approval of this AOC by CASA before the program could be
considered complete.

(d)

DSE received $21.5m to upgrade the capacity and capability of its fire information systems including
FireWeb, FireMap and IRIS, and the hardware that supports them. DSE upgraded its FireMap system server
capacity in December 2010 by adding three service servers to increase user access and improve reliability.
The four servers were placed into a load balanced cluster to deliver enhanced capacity to DSE, the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) and networked emergency organisations while operating in the State Control Centre
and incident management teams at incident control centres across Victoria.

(e)

Between 2012–2016 DSE and CFA will interconnect their respective radio incident channels and level 3
incident control centres through a common infrastructure. In 2010, new remote radio sites were completed in
Tutye, Mount McKay, Lake Mountain, Mount Big Ben, Austins Hill, Barrandudah, Kancoona, Anakie,
Pretty Sally and Mount Ingoldsby. During large multi-agency responses, CFA and DSE inter-operate through
both DSE and CFA incident channel networks.
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Radio remote sites were completed at Lake Mountain, Currajong and Mount Ingoldsby in 31 March 2011.

Police and emergency services: implementation monitor — progress report actions
4038.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor’s Progress Report, were the following actions completed by 30 June 2011; if not when will
they be implemented —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the trialling options for a high-tech intelligence platform, ‘eye in the sky’;
two new forward-looking infra-red cameras capable of attachment to any available helicopters;
the trial development of night vision goggles;
IMTs able to access upgraded fire information systems technology;
standardised interconnections of radio networks between Country Fire Authority and Department
Sustainability and Environment; and
new remote radio sites under development including Lake Mountain, Currajong and Mount
Ingoldsby.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a)

Trialling options have been considered and three camera systems are being trialled in the Mangalore,
Fiskville and Mount Buller areas to learn about the system capability in locations that have similar geography
or infrastructure to assess future application. The trial will include the use of ‘off the shelf’ camera technology
which would be readily available to the fire agencies once the most suitable system is identified. The cameras
will be fitted to both rotary and fixed-wing aircraft during the trial.

(b)

Trial options have been considered and the first forward-looking infra-red (FLIR) camera will be delivered in
November 2011. The second camera will follow immediately once it is configured overseas to meet
specification requirements and its integration will be seamless as training has already been completed in
Victoria.

(c)

The purchase and checking of the night vision goggles, capability training for agency personnel and
operational trial have been completed. The application for an air operations certificate (AOC) which will
allow its application in Victoria has been filed with the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) by the
company identified to operate the aircraft under night vision. The Department of Sustainability and
Environment (DSE) is waiting for the approval of this AOC by CASA before the program could be
considered complete.

(d)

DSE received $21.5m to upgrade the capacity and capability of its fire information systems including
FireWeb, FireMap and IRIS, and the hardware that supports them. DSE upgraded its FireMap system server
capacity in December 2010 by adding three service servers to increase user access and improve reliability.
The four servers were placed into a load balanced cluster to deliver enhanced capacity to DSE, the Country
Fire Authority (CFA) and networked emergency organisations while operating in the State Control Centre
and incident management teams at incident control centres across Victoria.

(e)

Between 2012–2016 DSE and CFA will interconnect their respective radio incident channels and level 3
incident control centres through a common infrastructure. In 2010, new remote radio sites were completed in
Tutye, Mount McKay, Lake Mountain, Mount Big Ben, Austins Hill, Barrandudah, Kancoona, Anakie,
Pretty Sally and Mount Ingoldsby. During large multi-agency responses, CFA and DSE inter-operate through
both DSE and CFA incident channel networks.

(f)

Radio remote sites were completed at Lake Mountain, Currajong and Mount Ingoldsby in 31 March 2011.
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Bushfire response: targeted work program for distribution businesses
4039.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): Was the implementation date of 30 June 2011 in the Bushfire Royal Commission
Implementation Monitor’s progress report for the implementation of the targeted work program for
distribution businesses to reduce bushfire risk met; if not when will this action be implemented.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
It is relevant to note that the BRCIM progress report states on page 27 that action items that are ongoing and
outside the scope of the report have been allocated a date of 30 June 2011 to report progress.
Thus 30 June 2011 is not an implementation date for completing of an action, rather a date for reporting progress.
The work programs for the distribution businesses that are relevant to prevention of bushfires are cyclical in nature
and will therefore reoccur in future years. These include compliance with the Electricity Safety (Management)
Regulations 2009, the preparation of bushfire mitigation plans for approval and audit by Energy Safe Victoria
(ESV) and the submission of electric line clearance plans for approval and audit by ESV. Compliance with the
relevant statutory time frames is a matter for ESV and does not require any action by the government at this time.

Bushfire response: radio sites — remediation
4041.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the advice provided by the Country Fire Authority (CFA) to the Bushfire
Royal Commission Implementation Monitor that was included in the progress report of July 2011 that
eight radio sites had been identified for remediation, and as at June 2011 the CFA had advised that
black spot solutions had been delivered for three of these sites:
(1)
(2)

Will all remaining five radio sites be remediated before 1 November 2011; if not how many will
be remediated and what is their location.
When will all five be remediated.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Country Fire Authority advise that works on five sites has been completed:
–
–
–
–
–

Austin’s Hill
Avoca
Mount Big Ben
Mount Barrandudah
Bass Hill

There are three further sites where works are being undertaken:
–

Creswick

A new site being built and everything required for this (plans permits, equipment, licenses, etc.) is ready. Weather
has delayed building as location of tower site requires dry weather access for construction vehicles. With expected
weather forecast, completion is expected by the mid/end of October.
–

Pretty Sally
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This site is leveraging an existing commercial provider’s tower. All permissions (plans, permits, licenses, etc) have
been received and the CFA is awaiting delivery of upgraded base station components. The site is scheduled to be
available for operational use by November 5.
–

Mount Porepunkah

An existing DSE tower is being extended and CFA are awaiting approval for the tower height increase.
Commissioning of the site is dependent upon when appropriate approvals are received. Construction will take four
weeks once these approvals are received.

Police and emergency services: radio sites — remediation
4042.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the advice provided by the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor that was included in the progress
report of July 2011 that eight radio sites had been identified for remediation, and as at June 2011 the
CFA had advised that black spot solutions had been delivered for three of these sites:
(1)
(2)

Will all remaining five radio sites be remediated before 1 November 2011; if not how many will
be remediated and what is their location.
When will all 5 be remediated.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Country Fire Authority advise that works on five sites has been completed:
–
–
–
–
–

Austin’s Hill
Avoca
Mount Big Ben
Mount Barrandudah
Bass Hill

There are three further sites where works are being undertaken:
–

Creswick

A new site being built and everything required for this (plans permits, equipment, licenses, etc.) is ready. Weather
has delayed building as location of tower site requires dry weather access for construction vehicles. With expected
weather forecast, completion is expected by the mid/end of October.
–

Pretty Sally

This site is leveraging an existing commercial provider’s tower. All permissions (plans, permits, licenses, etc) have
been received and the CFA is awaiting delivery of upgraded base station components. The site is scheduled to be
available for operational use by November 5.
–

Mount Porepunkah

An existing DSE tower is being extended and CFA are awaiting approval for the tower height increase.
Commissioning of the site is dependent upon when appropriate approvals are received. Construction will take four
weeks once these approvals are received.
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Bushfire response: joint standard operating procedure
4043.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): 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 advised that:
The Country Fire Authority and the Department of Sustainability and Environment have undertaken a concerted
education and information program around the issue of gaining approval of an incident controller before any backburn can be put in place. The position has been clearly spelt out in training manuals. It is also been part of the suite
of information provided to incident controllers and individuals who play a role in incident management team roles
as part of preseason briefings. A written instruction on this subject has also been issued to a broad range of fire
agency personnel.
The fire services commissioner has considered the adequacy of these measures and determined that the issues
raised by the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission are most appropriately dealt with in ongoing training
and preseason briefings.

Bushfire response: Country Fire Authority — protection suits
4045.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation the issuing of protection suits to Country Fire Authority members and that the
Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor progress report stated that 2000 of these suits
were expected to be delivered by 30 June 2011: Were all 2000 protective suits delivered to CFA
members by 30 June 2011; if not why not and when will they be issued.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
$32m was allocated for personal protective equipment, including protective clothing.
At the time of the Bushfires Royal Commission Implementation Monitor progress report, the Country Fire
Authority had delivered around 13 000 protection suits to members of the 15 000 total. The CFA has now issued a
further 2000, taking the number of suits delivered to approximately 15 000 garments.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority — protection suits
4046.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation the issuing of protection suits to Country Fire Authority
members and that the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor progress report stated that
2000 of these suits were expected to be delivered by 30 June 2011: Were all 2000 protective suits
delivered to CFA members by 30 June 2011; if not, why not and when will they be issued.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
$32m was allocated for personal protective equipment, including protective clothing.
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At the time of the Bushfires Royal Commission Implementation Monitor progress report, the Country Fire
Authority had delivered around 13 000 protection suits to members of the 15 000 total. The CFA has now issued a
further 2000, taking the number of suits delivered to approximately 15 000 garments.

Bushfire response: Phoenix Task Force — review
4047.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the government’s commitment in its bushfire implementation report of May
2011 that the review of the Phoenix Task Force analysis by the Victoria Police’s crime department
strategy group was to be completed by 31 July 2011:
(1)

Has this review been completed —
(a) if so, on what date was it completed; and
(b) if not, when will it be completed.

(2)

Will this report be publicly released.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The analysis by the Phoenix Task Force has been completed and provided to Victoria Police’s crime strategy
group. The learnings from the report will be analysed and utilised in future strategies.
It is not intended to publicly release this internal document which is intended to better inform law enforcement
about minimising the harmful impact of bushfires.

Police and emergency services: Phoenix Task Force — review
4048.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the government’s commitment in its bushfire
implementation report of May 2011 that the review of the Phoenix Task Force analysis by the Victoria
Police’s crime department strategy group was to be completed by 31 July 2011:
(1)

Has this review been completed —
(a) if so, on what date was it completed; and
(b) if not, when will it be completed.

(2)

Will this report be publicly released.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The analysis by the Phoenix Task Force has been completed and provided to Victoria Police’s crime strategy
group. The learnings from the report will be analysed and utilised in future strategies.
It is not intended to publicly release this internal document which is intended to better inform law enforcement
about minimising the harmful impact of bushfires.

Bushfire response: joint community awareness arson campaign
4049.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress report
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which found that the date for the implementation of the joint community awareness arson campaign was
30 June 2011:
(1)
(2)

Has this evaluation been completed; if so when was it completed.
If this evaluation has not been completed, when will it be completed.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The evaluation of the joint community awareness arson campaign has been completed and the results provided to
the Department of Justice.
Crime Stoppers Victoria are working closely with relevant agencies to evaluate the research and will use the data to
inform the 2011–12 fire season campaign.

Police and emergency services: joint community awareness arson campaign
4050.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor’s progress report which found that the date for the implementation of the joint community
awareness arson campaign was 30 June 2011:
(1)
(2)

Has this evaluation been completed; if so when was it completed.
If this evaluation has not been completed, when will it be completed.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The evaluation of the joint community awareness arson campaign has been completed and the results provided to
the Department of Justice.
Crime Stoppers Victoria are working closely with relevant agencies to evaluate the research and will use the data to
inform the 2011–12 fire season campaign.

Bushfire response: joint community awareness arson campaign
4051.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Crime Prevention): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress
report which found that the date for the implementation of the joint community awareness arson
campaign was 30 June 2011:
(1)
(2)

Has this evaluation been completed; if so when was it completed.
If this evaluation has not been completed, when will it be completed.

ANSWER:
As this matter falls within the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response, I am responding on behalf of
the Minister for Crime Prevention I am advised that:
The evaluation of the joint community awareness arson campaign has been completed and the results provided to
the Department of Justice.
Crime Stoppers Victoria are working closely with relevant agencies to evaluate the research and will use the data to
inform the 2011–12 fire season campaign.
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Bushfire response: joint community awareness arson campaign
4052.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress
report which found that the date for the implementation of the joint community awareness arson
campaign was 30 June 2011:
(1)
(2)

Has this evaluation been completed; if so when was it completed.
If this evaluation has not been completed, when will it be completed.

ANSWER:
As this matter falls within the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response, I am responding on behalf of
the Attorney-General I am advised that:
The evaluation of the joint community awareness arson campaign has been completed and the results provided to
the Department of Justice.
Crime Stoppers Victoria are working closely with relevant agencies to evaluate the research and will use the data to
inform the 2011–12 fire season campaign.

Bushfire response: interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson
4053.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress report
which found that the date for the implementation of the revised interagency agreement on preventing
bushfire arson was 30 June 2011: Was the revised agreement implemented by 30 June 2011; if not,
when will it be implemented.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The final draft of the interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson has been circulated to relevant parties for
endorsement. It is anticipated the agreement will be implemented before the 2011–12 fire season.

Police and emergency services: interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson
4054.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation
Monitor’s progress report which found that the date for the implementation of the revised interagency
agreement on preventing bushfire arson was 30 June 2011: Was the revised agreement implemented by
30 June 2011; if not, when will it be implemented.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The final draft of the interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson has been circulated to relevant parties for
endorsement. It is anticipated the agreement will be implemented before the 2011–12 fire season.

Bushfire response: interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson
4055.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Crime Prevention): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6056

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

report which found that the date for the implementation of the revised interagency agreement on
preventing bushfire arson was 30 June 2011: Was the revised agreement implemented by 30 June 2011;
if not, when will it be implemented.
ANSWER:
As this matter falls within the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response, I am responding on behalf of
the Minister for Crime Prevention I am advised that:
The final draft of the interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson has been circulated to relevant parties for
endorsement. It is anticipated the agreement will be implemented before the 2011–12 fire season.

Bushfire response: interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson
4056.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress
report which found that the date for the implementation of the revised interagency agreement on
preventing bushfire arson was 30 June 2011: Was the revised agreement implemented by 30 June 2011;
if not, when will it be implemented.

ANSWER:
As this matter falls within the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response, I am responding on behalf of
the Attorney-General I am advised that:
The final draft of the interagency agreement on preventing bushfire arson has been circulated to relevant parties for
endorsement. It is anticipated the agreement will be implemented before the 2011–12 fire season.

Bushfire response: roadside vegetation management
4059.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the work being undertaken to identify specific guidance needs and regulatory
barriers to undertake roadside vegetation management for bushfire consultation as identified in the
Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s Progress Report: Was this implemented by July
2011 as indicated in the Progress Report; if not, when will it be implemented.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This work has been completed by the Department of Sustainability and Environment in consultation with the Local
Government Native Vegetation Reference Group. The reference group is co-chaired by the Municipal Association
of Victoria and includes representation from VicRoads, local councils, the Country Fire Authority and Department
of Planning and Community Development.

Bushfire response: roadside management strategy
4063.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): In relation to the review of the roadside management strategy under recommendation 62 of
the Bushfire Royal Commission’s progress report:
(1)
(2)

Was this strategy finalised by July 2011; if not when will it be finalised.
When will it be publicly released.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The review of the VicRoads Roadside Management Strategy was completed by VicRoads. The revised strategy
will be made publicly available in late September 2011.

Bushfire response: road bushfire risk assessment guidelines
4065.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response): Was the road bushfire risk assessment guidelines and risk assessment tool completed by
July 2011 as indicated in the Bushfire Royal Commission Implementation Monitor’s progress report; if
not when will it be finalised.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This work has been completed by VicRoads in consultation with the Country Fire Authority, Department of
Sustainability and Environment and the Municipal Association of Victoria, including representatives from local
councils. VicRoads has commenced the rolling out of the Road Bushfire Risk Assessment Guidelines through
regional briefings, scheduled to be completed by the end of September 2011.

Education: Victorian certificate of applied learning — Swan Hill College
4565.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
In relation to the Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL) at Swan Hill College:
(1)

What was the total dollar value received for VCAL coordination in —
(a) 2011; and
(b) 2010.

(2)
(3)
(4)

How many students are enrolled in VCAL courses in 2011.
How many students were enrolled in VCAL courses in 2010.
How many teachers are assigned to teach VCAL courses or subjects in the 2011 school year.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian certificate of applied learning provides an alternative Year 12 qualification to the Victorian
certificate of education. It provides pathways for students into employment, further education and training through
an applied learning approach.
VCAL coordination funding was provided to VCAL providers in the government and Catholic school, TAFE and
Adult Community Education (ACE) sectors to support the coordination of VCAL programs for Victorian students.
Information regarding enrolment data for the Victorian certificate of applied learning can be found in the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority’s Senior Secondary Certificate Statistical Information Report. The following
web address provides a link to the most recent publication, which details the enrolment data for the year 2010:
http://www.vcaa.vic.edu.au/vcaa/vce/statistics/2010/section5/Section5_10.pdf
Providing the level of detail sought however requires a significant amount of resources which cannot be justified at
this time.
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Arts: Affairs of State
4919.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Allygroup
4920.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: AusAccess Unit Trust
4921.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
4922.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Baber Roger Peters
4923.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Barton Deakin
4924.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
4925.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Bluegrass Consulting
4926.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Burson-Marsteller
4927.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: CamCom-Campaign Communications
4928.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Cameron Milner
4929.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Cannings Corporate Communications
4930.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6062

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Carney Associates
4931.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Chris Schacht
4932.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Clean Economy Services
4933.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6063

Arts: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
4934.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
4935.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Cosway Australia
4936.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6064

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Cox Inall Communications
4937.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: CPI Strategic
4938.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
4939.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6065

Arts: CSR Ltd
4940.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Dan Cass and Company
4941.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Daskay Pty Ltd
4942.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6066

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
4943.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
4944.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
4945.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6067

Arts: Edunity
4946.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Embark Worldwide Consulting
4947.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
4948.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6068

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
4949.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Essential Media Communications
4950.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
4951.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6069

Arts: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
4952.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: G. F. Richardson
4953.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
4954.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6070

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
4955.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
4956.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
4957.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6071

Arts: Hawker Britton
4958.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Hill and Knowlton
4959.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: HTT Trust
4960.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6072

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
4961.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: InsideOut Strategic
4962.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
4963.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6073

Arts: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
4964.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
4965.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
4966.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6074

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
4967.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
4968.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: John Cook
4969.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6075

Arts: John Martin McQuilten
4970.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Kenneth Gordon Betts
4971.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: KPMG
4972.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6076

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
4973.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: LESL Services Pty Ltd
4974.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: LK Creative
4975.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6077

Arts: Manallack Pty Ltd
4976.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
4977.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
4978.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6078

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Martin Jones
4979.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Max Jackson and Associates
4980.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Media Affairs
4981.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6079

Arts: Melbourne Public Relations Group
4982.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Michael Kelly
4983.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: MPR
4984.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6080

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Next Generation Thinking
4985.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Numbat Consulting
4986.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
4987.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6081

Arts: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
4988.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Pesel and Carr
4989.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Phoenix Public Affairs
4990.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6082

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: Place Consultancy
4991.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Porter Novelli
4992.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
4993.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6083

Arts: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
4994.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
4995.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
4996.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
6084

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 2011

Arts: RedStick Strategic Communications
4997.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
4998.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Reputation Pty Ltd
4999.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 6 December 2011

COUNCIL

6085

Arts: Res Publica
5000.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
5001.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
5002.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: SAS Group
5003.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Shac Pty Ltd
5004.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Shelly Freeman Consultant
5005.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: Socom Pty Ltd
5006.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Statecraft Pty Ltd
5007.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
5008.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: Strategic Partnership Group
5009.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
5010.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
5011.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Arts: The Strategic Counsel
5012.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
5013.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Arts: Wilkinson Group
5014.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): 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:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Affairs of State
5016.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Allygroup
5017.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: AusAccess Unit Trust
5018.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
5019.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Baber Roger Peters
5020.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Barton Deakin
5021.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
5022.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Bluegrass Consulting
5023.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Burson-Marsteller
5024.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: CamCom-Campaign Communications
5025.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Cameron Milner
5026.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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
6094

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 6 December 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Cannings Corporate Communications
5027.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Carney Associates
5028.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Chris Schacht
5029.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Clean Economy Services
5030.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
5031.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
5032.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Cosway Australia
5033.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Cox Inall Communications
5034.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: CPI Strategic
5035.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
5036.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: CSR Ltd
5037.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Dan Cass and Company
5038.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Daskay Pty Ltd
5039.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
5040.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
5041.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
5042.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Edunity
5043.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Embark Worldwide Consulting
5044.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
5045.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
5046.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Essential Media Communications
5047.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
5048.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
5049.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: G. F. Richardson
5050.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
5051.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
5052.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
5053.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
5054.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Hawker Britton
5055.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Hill and Knowlton
5056.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: HTT Trust
5057.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
5058.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: InsideOut Strategic
5059.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
5060.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
5061.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
5062.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
5063.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
5064.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
5065.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
John Connolly & Partners Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: John Cook
5066.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: John Martin McQuilten
5067.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Kenneth Gordon Betts
5068.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: KPMG
5069.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
5070.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: LESL Services Pty Ltd
5071.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: LK Creative
5072.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Manallack Pty Ltd
5073.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
5074.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
5075.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Martin Jones
5076.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Max Jackson and Associates
5077.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Media Affairs
5078.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Melbourne Public Relations Group
5079.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Michael Kelly
5080.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: MPR
5081.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Next Generation Thinking
5082.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Numbat Consulting
5083.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
5084.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
5085.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Pesel and Carr
5086.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Phoenix Public Affairs
5087.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Place Consultancy
5088.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Porter Novelli
5089.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
5090.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
5091.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
5092.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
5093.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: RedStick Strategic Communications
5094.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
5095.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Reputation Pty Ltd
5096.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Res Publica
5097.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
5098.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
5099.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: SAS Group
5100.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Shac Pty Ltd
5101.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Shelly Freeman Consultant
5102.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Socom Pty Ltd
5103.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Premier: Statecraft Pty Ltd
5104.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
5105.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Strategic Partnership Group
5106.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
5107.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
5108.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: The Strategic Counsel
5109.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm The
Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the Premier (or his 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
5110.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Premier: Wilkinson Group
5111.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the Premier (or his 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 Premier (or his staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Affairs of State
5784.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Allygroup
5785.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: AusAccess Unit Trust
5786.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
5787.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Baber Roger Peters
5788.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Barton Deakin
5789.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
5790.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Bluegrass Consulting
5791.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Burson-Marsteller
5792.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: CamCom-Campaign Communications
5793.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Cameron Milner
5794.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Cannings Corporate Communications
5795.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Carney Associates
5796.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Chris Schacht
5797.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Clean Economy Services
5798.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
5799.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
5800.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Cosway Australia
5801.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Cox Inall Communications
5802.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: CPI Strategic
5803.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
5804.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: CSR Ltd
5805.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Dan Cass and Company
5806.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Daskay Pty Ltd
5807.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
5808.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
5809.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
5810.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Edunity
5811.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Embark Worldwide Consulting
5812.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
5813.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
5814.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Essential Media Communications
5815.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
5816.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
5817.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: G. F. Richardson
5818.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
5819.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
5820.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
5821.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
5822.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Hawker Britton
5823.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Hill and Knowlton
5824.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: HTT Trust
5825.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
5826.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: InsideOut Strategic
5827.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
5828.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
5829.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
5830.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
5831.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
5832.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
5833.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: John Cook
5834.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: John Martin McQuilten
5835.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Kenneth Gordon Betts
5836.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: KPMG
5837.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
5838.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: LESL Services Pty Ltd
5839.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: LK Creative
5840.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Manallack Pty Ltd
5841.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
5842.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
5843.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Martin Jones
5844.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Max Jackson and Associates
5845.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Media Affairs
5846.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Melbourne Public Relations Group
5847.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Michael Kelly
5848.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: MPR
5849.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Next Generation Thinking
5850.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Numbat Consulting
5851.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
5852.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
5853.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Pesel and Carr
5854.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Phoenix Public Affairs
5855.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Place Consultancy
5856.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Porter Novelli
5857.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
5858.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
5859.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
5860.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
5861.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: RedStick Strategic Communications
5862.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
5863.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Reputation Pty Ltd
5864.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Res Publica
5865.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
5866.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
5867.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: SAS Group
5868.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Shac Pty Ltd
5869.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Shelly Freeman Consultant
5870.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Socom Pty Ltd
5871.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Statecraft Pty Ltd
5872.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
5873.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Strategic Partnership Group
5874.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised 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 has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
5875.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
5876.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: The Strategic Counsel
5877.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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)

On which date was 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
5878.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.

Multicultural affairs and citizenship: Wilkinson Group
5879.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship): 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 advised that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government has released a new fundraising code of conduct.
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Corrections: statistical modelling tools
8143.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Corrections): What statistical modelling tools are used by the Department of Justice to develop
projections for the prison population.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Two modelling tools are used:
– the Walker prisoner projections model; and
– a long-range forecasting model developed by the Australian Institute of Criminology.

Racing: jumps racing — safety standards
8144.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): Why are safety
standards for the jumps racing industry set by the industry, and not the government or any public
authority.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian racing industry’s governance arrangements were profoundly changed in 1994 by the privatisation of
the statutory Totalisator Agency Board (TAB). This was closely followed by a substantial deregulation of the
Victorian racing industry where responsibility for the conduct of day-to-day racing was transferred from the
Victorian government to the industry. Historically, the Victoria Racing Club has acted as the principal authority
responsible for the conduct of racing in Victoria since 1896. However, this role has been filled by Racing Victoria
Limited (RVL) since 2001.
It is important to note that the capacity for RVL to self regulate does not mean it has an unfettered discretion with
regards to determining safety standards. General safety standards are set by RVL in furtherance of its statutory
obligations under the framework provided by the Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004. This includes ensuring
health and safety and duties relating to racing incidents. In terms of animal welfare safety standards, RVL is also
bound to operate within the framework established by state animal welfare legislation, specifically the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
A review of all jumps races and trials and any incidents during those events is carried out by the Jumps Review
Panel consisting of equine welfare, integrity and racing experts. The panel meets regularly to review the
performance of jumps horses and riders, consider their suitability for competition, oversee the conduct of jumps
racing and provide recommendations to the RV board on the operation of jumps racing.
As is the case with every aspect of racing, the safety of jockeys, horses and indeed all participants is of the highest
priority.

Racing: jumps racing — funding guidelines
8145.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): Have guidelines
been developed for allocation of the $2 million in funding for jumps racing over the next four years.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The $2 million provided by the coalition government to jumps racing across four years is part of our Victorian
Racing Industry Fund and is sourced from unclaimed wagering dividends.
The funding is provided through a funding agreement with Racing Victoria Limited, the independent body which
oversees thoroughbred racing in the state. A Jumps Racing Committee, with representatives from Racing Victoria
Limited, Country Racing Victoria, Melbourne Racing Club, Warrnambool Racing Club and the Australian
Jumping Racing Association, was formed to consider how best to allocate the $2 million. This committee will meet
on an ongoing basis to assist in the implementation and monitoring of each of the elements of the funding.
The funding includes boosts to prize money for the Warrnambool Grand Annual and the Grand National
Steeplechase, a new entrant incentive scheme, a rider development scholarship and an annual jumping racing safety
and skills improvement workshop along with measures to improve the international profile of jumps racing in
Victoria.

Racing: jumps racing — safety and education programs
8146.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to the
$2 million of government funding for jumps racing over the next four years:
(1)
(2)

What safety and education programs will be eligible for this funding.
What evaluation of safety and education programs will be carried out.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

An annual jumping racing safety and skills improvement workshop is part of the 2011–12 and 2012–13
initiatives funded through the government’s $2 million commitment for jumps racing. In addition, funding
will go towards helping Racing Victoria purchases an additional set of portable hurdles. This purchase will
provide greater opportunities for jumps horses to trial and gain jumping experience and thus contribute to
making jumps races safer for both horses and riders.

(2)

The first workshop will be coordinated by Racing Victoria Limited in conjunction with South West TAFE
and the Warrnambool Racing Club prior to the commencement of the 2012 jumping racing season. The
workshop will provide a foundation for developing resources for riders and trainers that address all safety and
welfare components of the sport. It is expected Racing Victoria through the Jumps Racing Committee will
conduct a review of the workshop to determine its effectiveness and enhance it for future occasions.

Regional and rural development: Local Government Infrastructure Program
8161.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): What criteria is used by the Department of Planning and Community
Development to determine the allocation of funding to councils under the Local Government
Infrastructure Program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Four-year allocations to the 48 regional and rural Victorian councils under the $100 million Local Government
Infrastructure Program were derived on the following basis:
1.

The 10 largest regional cities each received a fixed allocation of $2 million.

2.

The 38 smaller regional and rural councils were notionally allocated an initial base funding grant of
$1.5 million.
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3.

The remaining funds were allocated to the 38 smaller councils using the Victorian Grants Commission
population dispersion cost adjustor, multiplied by the population of the local government area.

4.

Caps were then applied at two levels:
– No council received more than $2.5 million in total; and
– No council received more than 4 per cent of the ‘carrying value’ of its infrastructure (the value of building
assets and construction/infrastructure assets).

Details of the allocation method were published on the Regional Development Victoria website in July 2011.
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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, 8 December 2011
Health: Ambulance Victoria — Ballarat traffic accidents
3256.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In 2006 how many traffic accidents were attended
by Ambulance Victoria (or its predecessor) at each of the following intersections in Ballarat —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

intersection of Mair and Victoria streets;
intersection of Mair and Humffray streets;
intersection of Mair and Peel streets;
intersection of Mair and Greenville streets;
intersection of Mair Street and Lydiard Street North;
intersection of Mair and Armstrong streets; and
intersection of Mair Street and Doveton streets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were a total of seven incidents identified by Ambulance Victoria at the Mair Street intersections in 2006.
Ambulance Victoria (AV) advises that the results are based on incidents matched to the intersections that had a
Road Traffic Authority (RTA) reference. An incident is defined by AV as an event to which one or more
ambulances are dispatched.

Health: Ambulance Victoria — Ballarat traffic accidents
3257.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In 2007 how many traffic accidents were attended
by Ambulance Victoria (or its predecessor) at each of the following intersections in Ballarat:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

intersection of Mair and Victoria streets;
intersection of Mair and Humffray streets;
intersection of Mair and Peel streets;
intersection of Mair and Greenville streets;
intersection of Mair Street and Lydiard Street North;
intersection of Mair and Armstrong streets; and
intersection of Mair Street and Doveton streets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were a total of four incidents identified by Ambulance Victoria at the Mair Street intersections in 2007.
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Ambulance Victoria (AV) advises that the results are based on incidents matched to the intersections that had a
Road Traffic Authority (RTA) reference. An incident is defined by AV as an event to which one or more
ambulances are dispatched.

Health: Ambulance Victoria — Ballarat traffic accidents
3258.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In 2008 how many traffic accidents were attended
by Ambulance Victoria (or its predecessor) at each of the following intersections in Ballarat:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

intersection of Mair and Victoria streets;
intersection of Mair and Humffray streets;
intersection of Mair and Peel streets;
intersection of Mair and Greenville streets;
intersection of Mair Street and Lydiard Street North;
intersection of Mair and Armstrong streets; and
intersection of Mair Street and Doveton streets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were a total of 12 incidents identified by Ambulance Victoria at the Mair Street intersections in 2008.
Ambulance Victoria (AV) advises that the results are based on incidents matched to the intersections that had a
Road Traffic Authority (RTA) reference. An incident is defined by AV as an event to which one or more
ambulances are dispatched.

Health: Ambulance Victoria — Ballarat traffic accidents
3259.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In 2009 how many traffic accidents were attended
by Ambulance Victoria (or its predecessor) at each of the following intersections in Ballarat:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

intersection of Mair and Victoria streets;
intersection of Mair and Humffray streets;
intersection of Mair and Peel streets;
intersection of Mair and Greenville streets;
intersection of Mair Street and Lydiard Street North;
intersection of Mair and Armstrong streets; and
intersection of Mair Street and Doveton streets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were a total of nine incidents identified by Ambulance Victoria at the Mair Street intersections in 2009.
Ambulance Victoria (AV) advises that the results are based on incidents matched to the intersections that had a
Road Traffic Authority (RTA) reference. An incident is defined by AV as an event to which one or more
ambulances are dispatched.
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Health: Ambulance Victoria — Ballarat traffic accidents
3260.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In 2010 how many traffic accidents were attended
by Ambulance Victoria (or its predecessor) at each of the following intersections in Ballarat:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

intersection of Mair and Victoria streets;
intersection of Mair and Humffray streets;
intersection of Mair and Peel streets;
intersection of Mair and Greenville streets;
intersection of Mair Street and Lydiard Street North;
intersection of Mair and Armstrong streets; and
intersection of Mair Street and Doveton streets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were a total of 11 incidents identified by Ambulance Victoria at the Mair Street intersections in 2010.
Ambulance Victoria (AV) advises that the results are based on incidents matched to the intersections that had a
Road Traffic Authority (RTA) reference. An incident is defined by AV as an event to which one or more
ambulances are dispatched.

Health: Ambulance Victoria — Ballarat traffic accidents
3261.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health: In 2011 how many traffic accidents have been
attended by Ambulance Victoria (or its predecessor) at each of the following intersections in Ballarat:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

intersection of Mair and Victoria streets;
intersection of Mair and Humffray streets;
intersection of Mair and Peel streets;
intersection of Mair and Greenville streets;
intersection of Mair Street and Lydiard Street North;
intersection of Mair and Armstrong streets; and
intersection of Mair Street and Doveton streets.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were a total of six incidents identified by Ambulance Victoria at the Mair Street intersections in 2011.
Ambulance Victoria (AV) advises that the results are based on incidents matched to the intersections that had a
Road Traffic Authority (RTA) reference. An incident is defined by AV as an event to which one or more
ambulances are dispatched.
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