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CONDOLENCES
Tuesday, 16 April 2013

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 16 April 2013
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Hon. John Don, MBE, and William Francis
‘Bill’ Stephen, AM
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have the sad duty to
advise the house of the deaths of the Honourable John
Don, MBE, and Mr William Francis ‘Bill’ Stephen,
AM.
I advise the house of the death on 1 April of the
Honourable John Don, MBE, member of the
Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of
Elsternwick from 1945 to 1955. Mr Don served in a
fairly turbulent period in politics in Victoria. He
reached the ripe old age of 95, and he certainly had a
long and interesting life.
I further advise the house of the death on 5 April of
Mr William Francis ‘Bill’ Stephen, AM, member of the
Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of
Ballarat South from 1964 to 1979.
I ask members to rise in their places for 1 minute as a
mark of respect to the memories of the deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.

Bruce Albert Edward Skeggs, OAM
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death on
21 March 2013 of Mr Bruce Albert Edward Skeggs, OAM,
and places on record its acknowledgement of the valuable
services rendered by him to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria as a member of the Legislative Assembly for the
electoral district of Ivanhoe from 1973 to 1982 and the
Legislative Council for the electoral province of Templestowe
from 1988 to 1996.

Bruce Skeggs was born on 11 October 1932 in Sydney.
He died, as I said, on 21 March 2013. His parents were
Albert Edward, a director, and Ethel Chown, a
musician. He was married to Evelyn Alison Gronn and
had two sons and two daughters.
Bruce Skeggs is well known to many of us in this
chamber. He was a person who was larger than life, and
large in every sense. He was a person who was
prepared to say it as he saw it, and he had some very
strong commitments throughout his life. His
commitment to racing, to trotting in particular, is well
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known. He was a trotting commentator from 1948 to
1982.
He was an official on the Trotting Control Board, and
he attended many championships. He held a world
record of 34 000 trotting calls in Australia and overseas.
He was a strong member of the Royal Agricultural
Society and a journalist with the Argus. I have to say he
was a person I knew only moderately well, but I knew
him very much in that period of the late 1980s and early
1990s when I was very active politically. He was not
just a member of Parliament but a person who was
contributing strongly.
Mr Skeggs was a strong supporter of the British
Commonwealth Day Movement and a supporter of
many and varied causes. He had a strong commitment
to the Austin Hospital, to his area and to the Ivanhoe
electorate in particular. He was a strong Liberal too,
being a member of the state executive between 1960
and 1973; state secretary and treasurer of the Liberal
Speakers Group from 1961 until 1971; president of the
Fawkner Park branch, a branch well known to me,
Mrs Coote and Ms Crozier; and a political
commentator on radio 3XY between 1963 and 1974.
He was very active in the Heidelberg branch and was a
person who was well known around the Liberal Party,
around the racing circuit and around the broader
community. His commitment to his community cannot
be doubted. He served well in both chambers of this
place, representing the Templestowe province and the
Ivanhoe electorate.
I can indicate to the chamber that Bruce sat over there,
because the numbers went right around in those days.
Mr Hall and others in this chamber will remember his
approach in the chamber very well, but I knew him as
somebody whose house I visited on a number of
occasions and who very often held branch meetings in
his home, and that was a very homely and encouraging
step for many who were new in politics.
What I would say about Bruce Skeggs, though, is that
he was someone who was prepared to stand up for what
he believed in. He was a strong church person, a strong
Freemason and a very strong contributor, as I said,
particularly to the racing industry. I think the Liberal
Party can be proud of the contribution he made, and I
think his community can be very proud of the
contribution he made. I want to put on record the strong
support of the Liberal Party and the coalition for his
family and our strong support for his contribution to the
community.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Opposition
members in this chamber would like to associate
themselves with Mr Davis’s condolence motion for the
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late Bruce Albert Edward Skeggs, OAM, a previous
member of this chamber and a previous member of the
other chamber when he served as the member for
Ivanhoe from 1973 until 1982. We start by offering our
condolences to his family and the loved ones he has left
behind.
In acknowledging Mr Skeggs’s service in this chamber
and in the other chamber we have to say that none of us
had the pleasure of knowing him personally. However,
it is an interesting exercise when a member of
Parliament passes away, because while the headline
may read that a previous member of Parliament has
unfortunately passed away, when you look into the
history of the individual it is very interesting to see how
they actually arrived at this point. Individuals in this
place are not necessarily just members of Parliament,
and looking into Mr Skeggs’s background before he
became the member for Ivanhoe is very interesting
indeed.
As Mr Davis said, he was a trotting commentator for a
period of years before coming to the Parliament. He
was also very heavily involved in trotting and actually
worked with his uncle from a young age, and that is
probably where his interest in this area came into play.
What made me pull up stumps, however, was reading
that Mr Skeggs, and I had to read it a couple of times,
was a founding editor of TV Week from 1956 to 1960.
We are talking about a former member of Parliament,
so reading that Mr Skeggs was the founding editor of
TV Week, an iconic magazine for all of us — some
members of the chamber might say they are a lot
younger than others, but I am sure that we all have
memories of that magazine and recognise how iconic it
was to the entire community — was an amazing thing.
It is absolutely amazing that Mr Skeggs was the
founding editor of such a great, enduring magazine.
I was also interested to read that Mr Skeggs did a bit of
work as a cartoonist with a number of newspapers. It
would have been interesting to be in here and listen to
someone witty enough to draw a cartoon, caption it and
make it cutting and topical. I am sure he would have
been a great member of this chamber with a great
amount of wit. To reiterate, members of the opposition
would like to offer their condolences to his family and
loved ones left behind. Bruce Skeggs made a great
contribution in both public and private life.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — On behalf of my colleagues I want to
associate The Nationals with this condolence motion
for the late Bruce Skeggs. I am the only remaining
member who entered the Legislative Council at the
same time as Bruce Skeggs, in 1988. While I was a new
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chum to the Parliament, Bruce Skeggs was not, having
served as the member for Ivanhoe in the Legislative
Assembly from 1973 to 1982. It is interesting to note
the journey many others take to get to where they are
today. Mr Skeggs took a journey through the
Legislative Assembly to the Legislative Council. He
was joined at that same election by another Liberal
colleague who took a similar route, George Cox.
Mr Cox was a displaced member for the seat of
Mitcham in the Legislative Assembly prior to
becoming a member for Nunawading Province in the
Legislative Council. Bruce and George shared a
province in this chamber, both having first been
members of the Legislative Assembly.
I note that the Leader of the Government described
Bruce as larger than life. In physique he was larger than
life, but by nature he was a gentle man. The warmth,
friendliness and respect he showed others were fine
attributes that left me with a lasting memory. Much has
been said about his vocation as a race caller. I was well
aware of that even before I came to Parliament. He had
a remarkable record in that area as well. I can also
recall him breaking into song at Christmas gatherings
the Parliament once had — and I see the Clerk nodding
his head. At one stage in those early days, when I first
arrived, Parliament had a Christmas function where
members were invited to perform items of
entertainment. Bruce Skeggs did an item or two. Bruce
was a very proficient singer. His voice carried loud and
true in this chamber as well. If we had half the voice he
had and were able to convey that voice the way he did,
we would feel proud.
Bruce Skeggs was a giant of a man — a man of great
integrity and warmth. He was respectful of all others.
He made an impression in the Liberal Party and as a
member of Parliament in both chambers. On behalf of
The Nationals I join with others in this chamber in
expressing our sincere condolences to Bruce’s family.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In
contributing to the debate on this condolence motion
the Greens send our condolences to Mr Skeggs’s family
and loved ones.
Mr Skeggs was one of the first politicians I ever met.
As a very young and impressionable university student
at the Bundoora campus of La Trobe University, I was
actively involved with a number of environmental
issues in his electorate. I was an avid 3XY listener, so I
already knew the name Bruce Skeggs. As one of the
first politicians I ever met, I might have formed the
view that all politicians were like him. But it is clear
that he made an impression on everybody he met.
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I have read the first speeches Mr Skeggs made to
Parliament, both his first in the lower house and his first
in this chamber, and it is clear that if he could be
resurrected and brought back here today, he would
walk in and be able to contribute with great proficiency
to our debates. At the time he talked about state-federal
fiscal relations. He talked about the costs of funding the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade as they related to local
councils. He talked about funding, service agreements
and structures at the Austin Hospital. He gave his views
on how he thought the metropolitan planning strategy
for Melbourne was shaping up. He also talked about
major freeway proposals across the Banyule Flats and
even the necessity for good telecommunication services
in outer areas. They are all topics he would have picked
up and run with, just as we are dealing with them today.
It is also clear from what Mr Skeggs talked about —
and he talked with great passion — in his first two
speeches to Parliament, which we know people put a lot
of thought and consideration into, that at heart he was
an environmentalist. In those speeches he talked about a
number of environmental issues in and around Ivanhoe
and throughout the north, up to the Plenty River. He
mentioned things that I was involved in as a very young
environmentalist. In fact he championed the work of the
Warringal Conservation Society, which I think was the
first environmental group that I ever joined.
With those few words I reiterate that the Greens send
our condolences to Mr Skeggs’s family and friends and
his former colleagues, who have expressed their great
fondness for him. It is clear that he made a great
contribution both to this place and to the electorates he
served.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It has to be
said first and foremost that whichever way you look at
it Bruce Skeggs was a man of substance, and
considerable substance at that. When we consider the
life and times of Bruce Skeggs, I cannot help but draw
some parallels with myself. He was a broadcaster. He
called the trots; I think they call it harness racing now,
but in his day they were called the trots or the red hots.
There are myriad stories that one could tell about his
days calling the trots, including the fact that he was,
from what I understand, an excellent tipster. At a
moment’s notice he would be able to tip a winner for
anybody who asked him, but he never took to the punt
because he believed that it was a conflict of interest.
That is probably not something that we see a lot of
today. Having worked with other race callers, I know
that that is not their view at all.
Bruce Skeggs was also a political commentator on
radio 3XY for many years. I can only imagine that
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booming voice expressing the views of the Liberal
Party over the airwaves back during his time on 3XY.
He was an icon of those from the other side of the
Yarra or from the north and north-west of Melbourne.
He did not do it all that easily to begin with. Before he
was elected to Parliament he contested the federal seat
of Batman for the Liberal Party on three occasions.
They could not have been fun times, but he always flew
the Liberal flag wherever it needed to be flown.
Then he became mayor of the then city of Heidelberg,
and he became quite a legend in that role. In 1973 he
was elected as the member for Ivanhoe in the
Assembly, and that is when he really came into his own
in terms of politics. He became something of a legend
around this place and around Victoria until in 1982,
with the change of government — and again, I can
relate to these things — he lost his seat. That was a
great shock to him and to many who believed that
Bruce Skeggs would hold Ivanhoe forever. But, as we
know, in politics strange things can happen from time
to time. But he came back six years later, that time into
this place, the Legislative Council, and stayed until
1996.
He expressed his views — how would you describe
it? — very forcefully on any subject that he took a
feeling toward. That is something many of us who
served with him in this Parliament, although I was in
the other place at the time, will very fondly remember
Bruce doing. He was a fighter for what he believed to
be right. He did not back off, and that is what I
particularly liked about him. He knew what he believed
in, and he stood up for it at all times. He was a fervent
foe of communism. He led an organisation called the
Freedom Coalition, which I attended many meetings of
throughout the 1980s. I will carry with me throughout
my life memories of listening to Bruce hold forth on the
importance and joys of freedom and liberty.
Bruce’s son Philip gave a fulsome summary of his life
at his funeral at St George’s Anglican Church in
Ivanhoe East a couple of weeks ago. Mr Guy was there
that day, and it was very much a celebration of Bruce’s
life. We revisited some of the times that we
remembered and some of the times that we did not. A
former member of the other house, Mr Victor Perton,
also gave a eulogy at the funeral. It very much relived a
time that we perhaps might not see again. That in itself
is a very sad thing.
Bruce Skeggs welcomed me very warmly into this
Parliament when I was first elected in 1992, and I will
never forget the warmth and support that he showed me
in the first term of the Kennett government. I would
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like to take this opportunity to put on the record my
thanks not only for those times but also for his
contribution to his state, his community and his nation.
Bruce Skeggs, in my view, was a good man; he was a
great man. Indeed he was a man who fought the good
fight.
The PRESIDENT — I thank Mr Finn and other
contributors to the condolence motion. Mr Philip Davis
and I had the opportunity to work with Mr Skeggs in
this place for one term of the Parliament, as indeed did
Mr Hall. Mrs Peulich and Mr Finn also served with
Mr Skeggs, but from the other place when Mr Skeggs
was here. We saw firsthand the man who was a
formidable contributor both to the Parliament and to the
community.
The interesting thing about the profile Mr David Davis
read into the record today, which rightly encapsulates
much of Mr Skeggs’s contribution, is the fact that in
nearly all those organisations he was an
office-bearer — not just a joiner, not just a member, but
an office-bearer. Indeed in some cases he was the
founder of those organisations. For instance, I know the
Liberal Speakers Group, which produced many Liberal
candidates and members of Parliament at its most
formidable stage, was founded by Mr Skeggs in
conjunction with a number of other members of the
party.
He was a very clever, erudite and broad-thinking man
who brought a considerable amount of wisdom to the
work he did. As a journalist he was revered. As a
member of Parliament he obviously took the brickbats
that we all do, as well as the pats on the back. But for
Mr Skeggs there were certainly a lot more pats on the
back than brickbats, because he demonstrated by
leading from the front and, as I said, by actually getting
in and doing things. He started things and advocated for
important things on behalf of the community rather
than simply going along and taking perhaps a more
easy road by joining an association without being a
significant contributor.
Victoria needs more contributors of the ilk of
Mr Skeggs. We mourn the loss of an important
Victorian, and we share with his friends and family
their grief at this time.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Thank
you, President, for the chamber’s indulgence in
allowing me to speak for a few minutes. I knew Bruce
Albert Edward Skeggs. I think it is fair to say he was a
formal man, so I want to be formal in my comments on
his passing. As you know, President, and as has been
said before, he was a politician, a Freemason, a
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Rotarian, a radio personality, a community leader, a
church historian, a voice of Victorian harness racing
and Victorian Prior of the Sovereign Order of St John
of Jerusalem. He was a mentor, friend, grandfather,
father and husband. As Mr Finn said, when summing
up Bruce Skeggs you would have to say the term
‘larger than life’ was definitely one that described him.
Many people know Bruce Skeggs the politician, but I
want to take a few minutes to go to the background of
someone who I believe was a great man and great
Liberal for the northern part of Melbourne. As
Mr Davis said, he was born in Sydney in 1932 and was
the only child of a voice coach, Ethel Chown, who was
16 years older than her partner, Bert, Bruce’s father.
Bruce had a tough childhood. His father did not hang
around and the young Bruce Skeggs moved with his
mother to the Blue Mountains. At the age of 12 his
mother fell ill. She went to Sydney for care and
tragically passed away. Home alone, young Bruce was
not told for three days that his mother had passed away.
He then spent two years living with his uncle until
being packed off to spend his youth at the Church of
England Boys Home at Walkerville in Adelaide.
After these tough years, which included being ignored
by his father, not being allowed to attend his mother’s
funeral, a difficult time at school and of course life in a
1940s boys home, Bruce’s paternal grandfather rescued
him and took him to the family home in Adelaide. Here
young Bruce Skeggs had his life’s awakening when he
was introduced to harness racing. With the men of the
house being mad punters, Bruce threw himself into
harness racing. He grew up drawing up his own race
books with imaginary breeding forms and stewards
reports. He even gave riders their own silks and
invented a game called Trottingopoly.
We all know where his obsession and love of trotting
came from, but what about radio and broadcasting? At
the age of 16 he went on 5DN’s Quiz Kids program and
developed a love for the microphone, and, as Mr Finn
said, it was something he loved for decades to come. In
1948, when Bruce was attending the Boort races in
Victoria, the course commentator failed to show up;
16-year-old Bruce studied the form guide, borrowed
some binoculars, had a go at calling the races and
became an instant hit. Six trotting clubs soon signed
him up as their official course commentator. In 1955 he
became the official course commentator of the Trotting
Control Board, the Harness Racing Board’s forerunner,
and he later became the commentator for the Moonee
Valley Racecourse as well.
Bruce then became a journalist with the Argus and, as
Mr Leane said, the founding editor of TV Week
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magazine. He was also a regular racing commentator,
and in 1960 he founded the Trotting Register — yes, he
was a member of the journalists’ union.
In 1958 Bruce joined the Liberal Party. He founded the
Liberal speaker’s group and was the voice of the
Liberal Party’s weekly radio show. He was a regular
master of ceremonies at party rallies and functions, and
in 1973 became the member for Ivanhoe in the
Assembly. As Mr Finn said, after an enforced electoral
retirement in April 1982, Bruce was re-elected to the
Victorian Parliament in October 1988, sitting in this
chamber as a member for Templestowe Province until
March 1996.
As the president of the Freedom Coalition for a decade,
Bruce was a warrior against communism. He was also
the chairman of the Asian Pacific League for Freedom
and Democracy and was on the executive of the World
League for Freedom and Democracy. It was while at
one of these meetings that he witnessed the
September 11 attacks on New York City.
Bruce was several times the mayor of the then City of
Heidelberg, his adopted part of Australia; the Deputy
Grand Master of the United Grand Freemasons Lodge
in Victoria; a president of the Royal Society of
St George in Australia; the Australian prior of the
Sovereign Order of St John of Jerusalem; a founder and
long-time head of radio 3INR in Heidelberg, and was a
very big part of St George’s Anglican Church in
Ivanhoe. He was honoured for much of his community
work by being awarded the Queen Elizabeth II Silver
Jubilee medal and an OAM, and he was recognised by
the Republic of China, Taiwan.
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Liberal Party, like me, and an invaluable source of
advice, knowledge and strength. Bruce was an
Australian who gave a lot more to his community than
he ever took from it. His community work, church
work and social work, underpinned by strong values of
freedom, liberty and fairness, are not just to be admired;
they are to be held in awe. The big man with the bigger
heart will be greatly missed. Rest in peace, Bruce.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
Hon. M. P. Pakula
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have received a letter
from the Governor, the Honourable Alex Chernov. It
states:
I write to advise that on Tuesday 26 March 2013, I received a
letter from Mr Martin Pakula, MLC, resigning his seat in the
Legislative Council. A copy of that letter is enclosed for your
reference.
Upon my receipt of that letter, Mr Pakula’s seat in the
Legislative Council became vacant. I note that, in accordance
with section 27A of the Constitution Act 1975, a joint sitting
of the Council and Assembly is now required to fill this
vacancy.

The letter to the Governor from Mr Pakula reads as
follows:
I hereby resign as a member of the Legislative Council for the
Western Metropolitan Region effective of 26 March 2013.

His resignation was effective on that date.
The Bruce Skeggs I and many of my fellow Liberals
remember was an active, jovial and insightful man. As
Bruce’s son Phil said at his father’s funeral, Bruce
cannot be eulogised without referring to the fact that for
the time most us knew him Bruce was a big man, not
just in spirit and personality but physically. Bruce’s
culinary attributes became legendary. At Bruce’s
funeral Victor Perton, a former colleague and a family
friend, told an interesting story of how he went to
Brisbane with Bruce in the 1980s for a parliamentary
committee trip. For dinner Vic managed to be seated
between Bruce and Russ Hinze, noting that when the
fresh Queensland mud crabs were served he had to get
in quick to get any.
Those of us who knew Bruce, particularly those of us in
the Liberal Party, knew him as a big man with a bigger
heart. He was the father of four children and had a long
and loving marriage to Evelyn, who passed away a few
years ago. Bruce was a mentor to younger people in the

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 26 March to:
Education and Training Reform Amendment
(Teacher Registration and Other Matters)
Act 2013
Justice Legislation Amendment (Cancellation of
Parole and Other Matters) Act 2013
Major Sporting Events Amendment Act 2013.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Royal Women’s Hospital: funding
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. The
incoming Premier, Dr Napthine, said in the Assembly
on 20 March that health services in Victoria received
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record high funding this financial year. Given that it is a
fact that at least one hospital, the Royal Women’s
Hospital, has had a reduction of its budget by over
$600 000, has the minister taken the opportunity to
make sure that the Premier is not ill informed and does
not make similar comments in the future?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. The Premier was quite
right in saying there has been a very significant increase
in funding for health services across the state, including
the Royal Women’s Hospital.
Mr Jennings — How can that be?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Would you like me to
explain?
Mr Jennings — Yes, I would.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You would? That is good.
What the member should understand is that the Royal
Women’s Hospital’s budget has been significantly
increased. Part of the Royal Women’s Hospital’s
budget relates to insurance that was paid directly by the
state. That insurance cost has fallen, and the state’s
funding for direct services has increased. That is a key
thing. The Royal Women’s Hospital received a funding
increase of more than $7 million — over 5 per cent —
in 2012–13 and a further $4 million to meet growth in
demand. In 2012–13 there was a reduction in medical
indemnity insurance premiums at the Royal Women’s
Hospital. That is a positive — —
Mr Jennings — By how much?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I can get you the exact
numbers on that. The figures I am giving Mr Jennings
in terms of the funding increase are important to
understand. It is no good taking an unsophisticated
approach in the way that Mr Jennings has done. It is
important to understand that the Royal Women’s
Hospital did receive a funding cut as part of the
commonwealth government’s $107 million cut. That is
finally starting to come back. Members in the chamber
will be unhappy to hear that despite the commonwealth
promising to return that money, it has not been returned
to every hospital around the state. This is many, many
weeks later. My department offered to work over that
first weekend after the federal minister indicated that
the $107 million would be returned. But, no, it has not
been returned to every health service. It has been
returned to the Royal Women’s Hospital, as I
understand it, but it has not been returned to every
health service around the state.
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What I can say is that the Royal Women’s Hospital has
increased its activity. It has done very good work, and I
strongly support the role of the Royal Women’s
Hospital. Its funding has increased. There has been an
adjustment on insurance because insurance premiums
at the Royal Women’s Hospital fell. As I think
Mr Lenders will understand from his time at the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority, there are clear
arrangements around those insurance premiums with
particular health services.
What I will also say is that the government remains
concerned about the outstanding $368 million that is
due to flow over the next three years and was promised
by the federal government. As yet there is no
commitment that the commonwealth will return that
$368 million to our health services. Hospitals like the
Royal Women’s Hospital will face a significant
reduction in money that was promised by the
commonwealth government and adjusted on the basis
of a dubious and flawed population formula.
I indicate that the Royal Women’s Hospital has done
very well. It is a very good hospital. It is a hospital that
has extremely strong support from this government and,
I believe, across the chamber.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. I was listening to the minister in his
endeavour to be sophisticated, and his answer was
unconvincing in relation to a net increase in funding for
the Royal Women’s Hospital. The minister made a
number of factual errors. He said that in this current
year the levels of activity at the Royal Women’s
Hospital are increasing. Can he tell us whether in fact
elective surgery numbers have gone up or down in this
current year, and can he confirm that the waiting list for
elective surgery at the Royal Women’s Hospital will
increase by 35 per cent during the course of this current
year?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can indicate is that state activity would have supported
the Royal Women’s Hospital very strongly. I can
indicate that the Royal Women’s Hospital faced a — —
Mr Jennings — Who put more in, you or them?
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is room for just
one supplementary question, and the minister is
answering it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The withdrawal of money
by the commonwealth has had an impact on the Royal
Women’s Hospital, and the hospital would have done
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even better if it had not been for that withdrawal of
money. Like many hospitals around the state, the
disruption and the confusion that was caused by the
commonwealth withdrawing money midyear has had
an impact. Almost 2500 people will be on the waiting
list due to the commonwealth’s intervention, and the
commonwealth’s failure to put the money back swiftly
has only compounded that problem.
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All of this is going to be delivered, and Jacinta Allan
and Maree Edwards continue to advocate for a smaller
hospital. I have never heard of a local member of
Parliament advocating for fewer services in their
electorate; this must take the cake. It is time they got
over it and apologised. It is time they said, ‘We’re sorry
for pushing for a smaller hospital and selling out the
people of Bendigo’ as they did under the Brumby
government by going for a half-baked hospital.

Bendigo Hospital: construction
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
for the Minister for Health, Mr David Davis. I ask the
minister if he could update the house on recent
developments on the government’s commitment to
build a new hospital in Bendigo.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his commitment to the Bendigo
Hospital and for his question, and I note that
Mrs Petrovich and Ms Lovell have had similarly strong
commitments over a long period to ensure that the
Bendigo Hospital is rebuilt on a scale that is due to that
city, to the north of Victoria and to central Victoria. We
know that this government upscaled the smaller and
restricted project that Labor had in place, lifting the
funding from $528 million to $630 million.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Jennings and his party,
including Jacinta Allan and Maree Edwards, the
members for Bendigo East and Bendigo West in the
Assembly, were arguing for a smaller hospital. They
have still not said sorry; they have still not apologised.
It does not take much to say, ‘I’m sorry I advocated for
the smaller hospital’. It was quite wrong of them not to
do so, and they continue to advocate for a smaller
hospital in Bendigo. Events have overtaken them. A
preferred tenderer, Exemplar, was appointed on 5 April,
which includes Capella Capital, Lend Lease and
Spotless Services. This was a very competitive bid, a
bid that I believe the various selection panels responded
to strongly. That bid won the tender overwhelmingly,
and we are now in the final phase of negotiation with
the preferred tenderer, Exemplar.
We know it is not just a hospital that is being delivered
to the specifications that were in the tender. Much more
is being delivered, including theatres, child-care centres
and supermarkets. It is a massive construction project
with a whole range of different features that will be
added as part of this tender outcome. There will be
$630 million worth of health services. Everything that
the coalition promised is in the tender and more.
Education facilities are part of the tender too.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I believe the minister
is debating this issue. I accept that he wanted to put on
record what he perceived to be the position of certain
members of the Parliament, and he did that. Now he is
covering that ground a second time and has strayed into
the area of debating the answer.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I suspect you may be right,
President, and I will endeavour to comply with your
advice. What I can say, though, is that the government
is very happy with the result of this tender. This has
been a tough tender process, going down from four
groups in the expression of interest stage to two in the
tender process and now to a preferred tenderer.
The best and final offer process is a very tough process
on tender groups, but what it has driven is massive
value for the people of Bendigo, massive value for the
people of northern Victoria and massive value for the
people of central Victoria. People will have a health
service that will serve them for the next five decades,
and that service will be greater because the coalition
was prepared to upscale its commitment. It was
prepared to run a tough tender process that drove better
value for the people of Bendigo and northern and
central Victoria. This stands in stark contrast to Labor,
which wanted a smaller hospital — Labor, which was
not prepared to get tough with tenderers and drive a
very good bargain for the people of northern Victoria.
The coalition can take great credit, and Mr Drum can
take great credit, Mrs Petrovich can take great credit
and Ms Lovell can take credit for their strong advocacy
for the Bendigo Hospital.

Austin Health and Northern Health: merger
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is for the Minister for
Health. Can the minister guarantee that patients of
Northern Hospital will not be worse off, that staff
will not be stacked — —
Mr Finn — Stacked? I wonder what he’s thinking
about!
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Mr JENNINGS — I mean sacked, and that services
will not be reduced as part of the government’s plans to
merge two of Victoria’s major health services, Austin
Health and Northern Health?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
welcome the opportunity to talk about Northern Health
and Austin Health. I can confirm that the government is
determined to see more services delivered in the
northern region of Melbourne, recognising the massive
population growth that is occurring there and
recognising the need to make sure that there are more
services there — and I know Mr Ondarchie understands
that and Mrs Petrovich has been a very strong advocate
for Northern Hospital. We are determined to see a
stronger emergency department and stronger
emergency services there. In the 2011–12 budget we
committed $24.5 million, and construction commenced
in September 2012. That is a very important step.
We are also determined to see stronger paediatric
services in the northern region at Northern Hospital,
and we are working towards that. We are working with
both Austin Health and Northern Health to look at the
best service planning that will see an expansion and
strengthening of services in the northern region of the
city. What is important also is to recognise the great
strengths in the clinical services that are available in
both hospitals. It is important to recognise the very
strong medical staff associations. I have certainly had
strong conversations with them — very positive
conversations — about how we can strengthen services
in the northern region of the city, and that is certainly
what we are intending to do. What I can indicate is that
the funding and support to Northern Health will grow
under this government, and we will see more services
delivered at Austin Health and more services delivered
at Northern Health.
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We are determined to see recognition of the specific
challenges in the northern suburbs. This of course is not
what the federal Treasurer thought; he thought the
population of Victoria was falling, but anyone who
takes a drive out around Epping and Northern Health’s
region will understand that the population is growing
very fast and that there needs to be a strong response by
government. That is why there is the commitment of
emergency department money. That is why there is a
recognition of refugee needs by this government in
recent times, and additional funding will be put into
Northern Health to recognise the significant growth in
the refugee population in the northern part of the city. I
can strongly indicate to Mr Jennings that jobs will not
be reduced. They will grow at Northern Health and
Austin Health as the population grows and the need for
services grows and this government responds very
strongly.
I can also indicate that today Janet Compton has been
appointed the new CEO of Northern Health. Those
from the eastern region will appreciate Janet Compton’s
great skills. She was the director of acute health at
Eastern Health, where she has been since 2006. She has
worked as a chief executive officer at Calvary Health
Care Bethlehem and at the Nepean rehabilitation
hospital and held senior management roles at Western
Health and Alfred Health. She is a person eminently
qualified to act as CEO at Northern Health. She will
play a very significant role in the expansion and
coordination of services at Northern Health and work
with neighbouring health services to get the best
outcome. There are some imperatives here: recognising
the population growth, making sure that paediatric
services are provided and making sure that sufficient
emergency services are there. This government will do
that.
Supplementary question

I might add that that stands in stark contrast to what
occurred with the commonwealth government, which
stripped $6.7 million out of Austin Health and
$3.9 million out of Northern Health. It has only just in
the last few days put that money back. There were
weeks of delay and weeks of hiatuses as the health
services tried to grapple with the commonwealth cuts to
their hospitals. Over the next three years Austin Health
could face a further $22.8 million in cuts under the
commonwealth government’s $368 million broken
promise, and Northern Health could face a
$13.5 million cut because of the commonwealth
government’s broken promise to Northern Health. I can
indicate very clearly that the state government will be
increasing funding strongly to both services.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Notwithstanding the rare assistance Mr Finn gave the
minister by interrupting me during my question, the
minister did reasonably well in actually hearing the
question. I interpret his answer to give guarantees that
jobs will not be lost, and he gave guarantees that
services will not be reduced. In fact he gave guarantees
that they would both rise. Can he then confirm or deny
that it is his intention to amalgamate the Austin Health
and Northern Health networks?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can indicate is that the government is talking closely to
the boards and to clinicians at both networks about how
we can better deliver services in the northern region.
We are listening to what the boards are saying, and we
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are listening to what the clinicians are saying. We are
prepared to look at ways of delivering those services
better and of expanding those services, and that is our
intention and our focus. We recognise the needs
particularly in the Northern Health area, where the
population is growing so fast, and we need to make sure
that we have the services right in that area. We have put
additional money in, we will continue to put additional
resources in and we will continue to work with the staff
at Northern Health and Austin Health to deliver
services across the northern region.

Higher education: federal funding
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills, Peter
Hall, and I ask: can the minister advise the house on
how reported commonwealth cuts to higher education
funding will affect Victorian universities and their
students?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mr O’Brien for his question and
his interest in this particular matter. Friday the 13th is
commonly referred to as being an unlucky day, but this
time around it was Saturday the 13th when great
misfortune was experienced by Victoria’s higher
education sector. It was on Saturday, 13 April, when
the federal government announced that it was prepared
to rip $2.3 billion out of the higher education sector.
That will impact severely on Victorian universities and
the more than 200 000 domestic students attending
Victorian universities. What the federal government has
done is being commonly referred to as ‘robbing Peter to
pay Paul’. It is taking $2.8 billion out of the higher
education sector to help fund its proposed Gonski
reforms.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — That is outrageous, as one of
my colleagues interjects. First of all, let me outline
where the $2.3 billion is initially coming from. There is
going to be a fancifully called efficiency dividend
applied to universities which is going to see
$900 million taken out of higher education funding
over the next two years, and Victoria’s likely share of
that cut means Victorian universities will be down by
about $200 million over that period of time. In
Mr O’Brien’s electorate, for example, Deakin
University will suffer a financial loss of around
$25 million and Ballarat University of around
$7 million, which again will impact severely on the
services the universities are able to provide for students.
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We will also see a removal of the incentive to pay
higher education loan program fees up-front. That does
not make logical sense. I would have thought a
government with any sort of business orientation would
have looked for an up-front early payment of fees. It
seems retrograde that that discount for up-front
payment of fees is being abolished. But what really
sticks in my craw is the fact that the start-up scholarship
of $2000 which is made available for students, and
particularly regional students, who are studying at
university is now being abolished. When you have a
difference in higher education participation rates of as
much as 20 per cent between metropolitan and
non-metropolitan students then it is simply illogical,
unfair and discriminatory to remove that start-up
scholarship. These cuts total $2.3 billion, and if you add
on the reduction in tax deductibility for higher
education costs, that yields the federal government
another $500 million — in total $2.8 billion in cuts.
Victoria’s nine stand-alone universities and
200 000-plus domestic graduate students are all going
to feel the impact of this, all because the federal
government made promises on its Gonski reforms that
it is simply unable to deliver. Indeed the criticism of
this grab from the higher education sector is almost
universal across the country and is led, I might add, by
David Gonski himself, the chancellor of the University
of New South Wales, who has said quite clearly in
recent days that he is an advocate for increased funding
for higher education, not decreased funding. This is an
absolute outrage, and the federal government stands
condemned for its decision.

Sunshine Hospital: bed numbers
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health, and perhaps
this is another interjection that Mr Finn may be
encouraged to make because my question is about the
Sunshine Hospital. The Sunshine Hospital was subject
to commitments by the previous Labor government to
rebuild 128 beds. These have recently been opened but
are currently not in use because there have been no
resources allocated by the Liberal-Nationals
government to make them operational. Will the
minister give a commitment that he will operationalise
those beds by committing resources to staff those
hospital facilities?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can indicate to the chamber is that the government is
very supportive of Western Health’s efforts at Sunshine
Hospital, Western Hospital in Footscray and
Williamstown Hospital. We recognise the importance
of Sunshine Hospital, and Mr Finn will remember a
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long campaign to make sure that there were sufficient
resources put in for new intensive care unit capacity
and additional maternity capacity. This was a
commitment in the state budget to build these features
and the state government is pressing forward with them.
There will be additional space and additional capacity
to ensure that the intensive care unit comes on stream at
Western Health, at Sunshine in particular, and that the
maternity needs are dealt with at Sunshine Hospital.
I understand there is significant demand on the western
side of the city in the same way that we are talking
about the northern side of the city. The state
government has committed additional resources to the
western side of the city, at Sunshine, Footscray and
Williamstown, and additional maternity resources to the
Werribee Mercy Hospital as well. We understand the
need, and Mr Finn will also understand that one of the
things the federal Treasurer believed was that the
population of the western suburbs had fallen — an
extraordinary moment. I looked at the table the federal
Treasurer sent to our Treasury which showed the
population of Victoria falling by 11 111 people. I
looked at it, and I nearly fell off my chair. I knew about
the west and the additional demands out there, I knew
about the north and the additional demands and the
south-east of the city. The only people who think the
population of Victoria is falling are part of the federal
government.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, Mr Jennings, it is true
that the population of the western suburbs is growing
very fast, it is true that maternity demand is increasing
and it is true that it is a significant challenge to keep up
with that demand. The budget of Western Health has
been increased significantly this year. There was a cut
by the commonwealth government, and I understand
the money has been returned in very recent days, but
there is a concern about next year, the year after and the
year after that. Some $368 million statewide has been
cut from what was promised by the federal government,
and we still have not had a commitment that that money
will be returned from 1 July onwards, so Western
Health will need as much support as possible.
The confusion and difficulty caused by the
commonwealth funding cut cannot be understated. This
has made it very difficult. It has also meant that there
will be some lingering effects, particularly because of
the delay in the commonwealth returning that money. It
has taken several months in some cases for that money
to come back. It should have come back straightaway
and much more quickly.
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What I can say to the chamber is that the government is
determined to see services expanded in the western side
of the city. We recognise the demand; we recognise the
maternity demand. There are some special needs for
patients in that area of the city, particularly women who
have a very high body mass index. There is a need to
try to ensure that the best services are available for
them.
This is something that the government has responded
to. We understand the challenge. I believe more needs
to be done, and the government will be doing more as
the new budget comes forward and as we get the
opportunity to focus on what is necessary in the western
side of the city and other areas of Victoria. It is clear
that the population is growing; it is clear that it is
growing very fast in the west. It is clear that the funding
by the state government to Western Health and to
Mercy Health has increased, and it is clear that the
specific challenges at Sunshine are being addressed. It
might not be as fast as many would wish, but it is very
clear that additional support is being put into Sunshine
Hospital.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for an extensive omnibus answer that
did not address the fundamental fact. The fundamental
fact that cannot be denied is that the outgoing Labor
government committed $90 million to redevelop
128 beds. These facilities have been provided to
Western Health at the Sunshine Hospital, but they
cannot be used for health services because there is no
recurrent funding for doctors and nurses to make sure
those beds are used. Will the minister guarantee to
provide funding to make sure that that capacity at
Western Health is used?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
chamber will well understand, capital infrastructure is
put in place: the demand for services is there and
services are progressively opened. Western Health has
had its budget significantly increased and, as I said to
Mr Finn a moment ago, Mercy Health has also had its
funding increased. That is a significant part of
responding to the demand in the western suburbs.
What is concerning is that an intensive care unit (ICU)
at Sunshine Hospital had been built under the previous
government in 1999. What did the Brumby and Bracks
governments do with that ICU? They turned it into a
film studio. They filmed Stingers in the ICU at
Sunshine Hospital. That was an extraordinary thing to
do. We have responded by putting in the capacity to
build the ICU capacity.
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South East Water: headquarters relocation
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to Mr Guy in his capacity as the
Minister for Planning. Can the minister inform the
house what action the government has taken to
facilitate hundreds of new jobs for the central Frankston
area?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mrs Peulich for a very good question in relation to
building up central Frankston and the Frankston central
activities area through a magnificent announcement
about regionalising jobs in Melbourne’s urban areas
and bringing good jobs to good areas of Melbourne.
Importantly, it is worthwhile for me to inform the
chamber of the approval of amendment C90 to the
Frankston planning scheme, which has facilitated what
is called an incorporated document. That will change
the planning scheme and allow the council to approve a
$70 million development of the South East Water
headquarters in the Frankston activities area.
As Mrs Peulich would know, this is a facility which, as
I said, is worth $70 million and 700 jobs for central
Frankston. It comes at a time when we need to bring
jobs and job growth to areas outside of our central
business area, outside of Docklands, outside of
Southbank and outside of St Kilda Road. We need to
get jobs regionalising into our urban areas. This
amendment is so important for that reason.
This will be an enormous shot in the arm to Frankston
economically. Importantly, it still allows the council to
be the responsible authority on the site. It should of
course be noted that the council in every way supported
the government and me intervening to allow this
facility to be built. The council supported it, but some
people opposed it. I note that Mr Pakula, who has gone
from here, said that the facility would be no more than a
Taj Mahal, which was a very silly comment when you
consider that it is $70 million of the $700 million worth
of development that is needed in the southern suburbs
of Melbourne.
What we will get from this development and the
700 jobs in the activities area is a commitment to the
government’s plan for a 20-minute city. What we will
have is jobs, and good jobs, in an activities area that has
for too long been neglected. What we will do by
facilitating this amendment is ensure that we are
attracting what is called a ‘reverse commute’. People
can live in Carrum, they can live in Mordialloc, they
can live in Cranbourne or they can live in Narre
Warren, and rather than commuting into the city along
the same old transit corridors going to the central
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business district, they will commute to Frankston for a
good white-collar job. That is why this amendment is
so important. That is why bringing forward a planning
strategy, which is what this government is doing, to
advocate for a 20-minute city, to advocate for jobs in
activities areas, is so important for the sustainability and
viability of our metropolis.
I simply say that this is a fantastic announcement. I
thank Mrs Peulich for her question and the support that
has been shown from the council for this initiative. It is
one that will, in my view, go a long way to help
revitalise the central Frankston area and reinforce what
this government is doing — and that is to bring good
jobs to activities areas and to regionalise our city, not
just residentially but importantly through new
employment.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms PENNICUIK (Southern
Metropolitan).

Children: early intervention services
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. During the last sitting week
Ms Mikakos asked the minister a question relating to
the decision by Western Health to stop accepting
multidisciplinary assessments for children with
disabilities. I asked the Minister for Health a subsequent
question the following day. Given that it has been one
month since the minister and the Minister for Health
were asked the questions, has the minister taken some
action to fix this problem? How long will it be before
families in the western suburbs are again able to access
multidisciplinary assessments through Sunshine
Hospital’s Children’s Allied Health Service?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the shadow
minister for his question. It is not a month since
Ms Mikakos asked that question; it was in the last
sitting week of Parliament. Also Ms Mikakos’s
question was actually wrong, because she indicated that
these assessments were to allow children access to early
childhood intervention services. The assessments for
early childhood intervention services are done by the
intake officers for those services. The multidisciplinary
assessments that are done through Western Health are
for access to the commonwealth’s autism packages and
to the program for students with a disability. This
funding of over $1 million is provided to Western
Health by the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development. The funding is provided for
specialist health services, mainly for assessments, for
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children who are having difficulties in more than one
area of development before they start school.
There has been no reduction in funding for this
program, and there was no discussion between Western
Health and the department before the letter was sent
out. Upon being made aware of that letter, I asked
representatives from my department to meet with
Western Health, and they have had two meetings with
Western Health. After those two meetings it was agreed
they would develop an approach to prioritise and ensure
that children can receive the assessment prior to
entering school. The Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development is working closely with
Western Health to ensure that all children currently
waiting for an assessment, who will be commencing
school in 2014, will receive the appropriate assessment
or therapeutic supports prior to commencing school.
As I said, Western Health wrote to services without
discussing it with the department. That was a great
disappointment. I do not think Western Health itself
was aware of the letter that went out from one of its
campuses. It was not productive, but the meetings have
been productive. We are working with Western Health
to ensure that these children can get those assessments
that will give them access to commonwealth funding
for autism. Children receiving early childhood
intervention services packages in the western
metropolitan district are being assessed by the intake
workers for early childhood intervention services.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for one of the most fulsome and
responsive answers that I have heard her give in this
place. I do not know that the errors that have
accumulated in terms of the actions taken by Western
Health would help the families of the west that much at
this time. Could the minister provide us with any
information about when the families in question will
receive more appropriate and more supportive advice
from Western Health and other agencies to guarantee
their children access to those programs into the future?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — As I said in my
substantive answer, children who will be starting school
in 2014 are being prioritised and Western Health will
advise the families of when they will receive their
assessment.
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Technology sector: government initiatives
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to Mr Rich-Phillips in his
capacity as the Minister for Technology, and I ask: can
the minister inform the house of how the government is
driving the uptake of new technologies across the
Victorian economy?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr Finn for his question and
for his interest in Victoria’s vibrant technology sector.
Mr Finn’s question goes to the issue of driving the
uptake of technology in the Victorian economy. In
2011 the government launched Victoria’s technology
plan for the future, and it had two key streams. The first
was the traditional role government plays in supporting
investment in technology companies and in supporting
export development by our technology companies. The
second related to encouraging the uptake of technology
in the broader economy by those sectors and those
companies that do not necessarily use technology on a
broad scale, encouraging them to take up the
opportunity that Victoria’s technology companies offer
to improve their products and develop new processes.
As part of that plan, at the end of last year I was pleased
to launch Victoria’s technology voucher program. This
is a program that has been designed to encourage
project proponents to partner with technology
companies, be they ICT companies, be they biotech
companies, be they nanotech companies, to use the
capability and intellectual property of our technology
companies to improve the products and processes of the
proponent organisation. Last week I was delighted to
visit the small technology cluster in Scoresby, which is
a great hub of innovation where a large number of
technology companies all work on either
nanotechnology or microtechnology in product
development. They are all clustered in the one location
at Scoresby, where they are developing some unique
and innovative technologies and products.
During that visit I was delighted to announce the first
round of funding under the technology voucher
program, a commitment to seven separate projects with
grants totalling $1.6 million. Some of the technology
companies that will benefit from partnering in these
projects include companies like miniFAB, Micronisers
Pty Ltd, Universal Biosensors and the Melbourne
Centre for Nanofabrication, among others. As these
projects unfold we will see projects as diverse as the
development of mobile forensic DNA fingerprinting, a
project to commence pilot-scale manufacturing of a
renewable solvent that does not use a petrochemical
base and even the development of a Cloud-enabled
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livestock weighing program for primary producers to
weigh their livestock and have that data directly
uploaded to their tablet devices or personal computers.
A broad range of projects is being supported under this
program, which really highlights the capability of
Victoria’s technology sector. This benefits the
proponents of these projects in getting their ideas off
the ground and to market, and it creates a great
opportunity for Victoria’s technology companies, be
they ICT, be they biotech or be they small tech, to use
their intellectual property, their innovation and their
knowhow to drive and develop the Victorian economy.

Higher education: Auslan courses
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question today is to the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, the Honourable Peter Hall. In relation to the
tender process for Auslan training and delivery in
Victoria in 2013–16, for which I understand a
successful party was due to be announced in March
2013, I ask: when does the minister intend to announce
who has been awarded the tender and will it still be
possible for Auslan students to be offered classes from
the middle of 2013 by that successful party?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Ms Hartland for her question and
her ongoing interest in this matter. Due to a couple of
technical issues relating to the awarding of that
contract, I now expect the contract to be signed by the
end of this month, April, for the delivery of that
training. I am advised that on the signing of that
contract we can expect delivery of Auslan training to
commence in July.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank Mr Hall for his answer. I am grateful to know
that it will be announced. However, can the minister
give us a precise date, because obviously there is great
concern about this within the community and great
concern about whether classes will be able to start on
time midyear?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I will see if I can find an exact date. In
my original answer I was able to convey the
information that we expect now to be able to sign the
contract before the end of April. If I go away and ask
now and find there is more specific date, I will provide
that date for Ms Hartland. The second semester
commences in July, and I have been given an assurance
that classes for the beginning of the second semester
will be up and running.
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Housing: Bendigo development
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Housing, my colleague in
Northern Victoria Region. Can the minister update the
house on recent examples of investment in social
housing in Bendigo?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for her question and her ongoing
interest in those less fortunate than ourselves who need
the assistance of social housing providers. Last week I
was delighted to attend, along with my colleague
Damian Drum, the opening of the Chapel Street,
Bendigo, social housing development that has been
developed by Haven using money from the Nation
Building program. We were also joined at the opening
by Cr Mark Weragoda and Cr Helen Leach from the
City of Greater Bendigo, John Murphy, the chair of
Haven, and of course Ken Marchingo, the CEO of
Haven.
This is a $6.65 million development. It is a 23-unit
development, with 16 one-bedroom and 7 two-bedroom
apartments, 2 of which have been modified for
disability access. It is right in the centre of Bendigo, in
the heart of the city, and it has a 6-star energy rating,
which will mean cheaper utility bills for the residents. It
also includes an e-diverter, which electronically diverts
recycling and rubbish waste at the touch of a button. It
is an absolutely amazing rubbish chute that I wish we
had in the apartment block I have an apartment in.
At the opening we met two tenants. Rebecca is a single
mother who was in effect couch surfing with her young
son prior to getting access to the building in Chapel
Street. She is now studying social work at La Trobe
University and working to support her son. Having this
secure accommodation allows her to concentrate on
study and on making a better life for herself and her
child. We also met Bernard, a long-term resident of
Bendigo who is living in one of the disability-modified
apartments. Bernard said he had been in a low-income
rental in Eaglehawk for a long time. He was quite
friendly with the landlord, but unfortunately the
landlord needed to dispose of the property, and Bernard
was left without anywhere to live. As a disabled
resident of Bendigo, he now has great access to the
CBD by being right in the middle of the city. As I said,
this project was funded by the Nation Building
program, and it is a great development for Bendigo.
When we were talking to Rebecca we were standing
out on her balcony, and from there we were able to see
the site of the new Bendigo Hospital, which will service
Bendigo into the future — a fantastic, bigger hospital
that will be delivered by the coalition. The construction
of this hospital will create 770 jobs, which will be a
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great boost to the Bendigo community. The new
hospital will be on one site in Barnard Street, something
the former government could not deliver. The new
hospital will include an integrated cancer centre,
something the former government was not prepared to
deliver for Bendigo. It will include 372 new beds,
10 operating theatres, a mental health unit and a
mother-and-baby unit. In addition to all those things,
which we promised at the election, it will also have a
multideck car park and a helipad on top of that car park.
The car park will be on the Lucan Street site and will be
connected by a bridge to the hospital.
We will also provide a 100-place child-care and
wellness centre; 128 serviced apartments;
15 short-stay apartments; a new kitchen; a linen
supply and handling facility within the new hospital;
a 180-seat conference facility, which can be used not
only by the hospital — —
Ms Broad — On a point of order, President, as I
recall, the question to the minister was about social
housing. The minister acknowledged in her answer to
the question that this was social housing funded by the
federal Labor government. She is now talking about a
hospital that has not yet been built. She is not saying
anything about social housing or any funding from the
Liberal-Nationals government in Victoria for social
housing developed by Haven or any other organisation.
Perhaps she would like to come back to answering a
question about social housing, public housing or
affordable housing for people in circumstances like the
cases she has described and what the government she is
administering is going to do about affordable social and
public housing for those people, rather than talking
about something she was not asked about.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I can understand the
minister’s enthusiasm for the hospital given that she is a
local member for that area, but I concur with what was
the substance of Ms Broad’s point of order, which is
that the minister was debating and had moved into an
area and to an extent that deviated quite considerably
from the question that was asked. I ask the minister, in
her last 18 seconds, to come back to the matter that was
raised by the question.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — It is important for people
in social housing that they have access to good services,
because these are the people who use the services in
this town. Access to a good hospital will benefit
everyone in this facility.
The funding for this facility was provided not only
through the Nation Building program but also through
Haven in a partnership between the state and federal
governments and Haven.
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Places Victoria: Herald Sun advertisement
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — On
21 March I took on notice a question from Mr Pakula in
relation to government MPs commenting in paid
government advertising, allegations he made against
Mr Ondarchie in relation to a development around
Aurora. I am advised that the article to which he was
referring was in fact a feature article, not a paid
advertisement. The article was based on a media release
distributed by the member and then picked up by the
newspaper. I consider that matter now answered.

Royal Women’s Hospital: funding
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I may
have inadvertently given the wrong information to the
house on the Royal Women’s Hospital. I believed that
approximately $2 million of federal funding had been
restored. The hospital is still waiting for that money.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to acknowledge that today is Mr Elasmar’s birthday. I
wish Mr Elasmar a happy birthday.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Schools: funding
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the Baillieu state government’s
decision to cut $555 million from Victorian schools. In
particular, we note:
1.

funding for the VET and VCAL programs have been
cut, meaning thousands of students are now missing out
on opportunities;

2.

the education maintenance allowance, the School Start
bonus and the conveyance allowance have either been
slashed or scrapped;

3.

the Premier’s broken promise to teachers means students
will miss out on camps, excursions and other
opportunities.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urges the Baillieu state government to guarantee no further
cuts to education funding will be made in the upcoming
2013–14 Victorian budget.

By Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria)
(74 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Swinburne University of Technology: Lilydale
campus
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 plans to cut hundreds of millions of dollars
from TAFE funding. In particular, we note:
1.

since these cuts were announced, Swinburne has
announced the closure of its TAFE and university
campus at Lilydale;

2.

240 local jobs will be cut, and the future of
2500 students is uncertain as a result of this campus
closure;

3.

with 49 000 full-time jobs already lost in this term of
government, skills training has never been more
important for Victorians.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urges the Baillieu state government to abandon the planned
funding cuts, guarantee no further cuts will be made and work
to secure the future of Swinburne University Lilydale
campus.
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Nadrasca community farm: future
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the decision by VicRoads that the
reservation between Springvale Road, Vermont South, and
Boronia Road, Vermont, will not be required for future road
purposes and the consequent development of a structure plan
for the future use of the land within the reservation, with the
possibility of the land being sold by VicRoads for housing
and other purposes.
This could result in Nadrasca community farm having to
leave its current location at Morack Road, Vermont, and
ceasing its operations in providing day services for adults
with intellectual and physical disabilities, adversely affecting
organisations like Yooralla, Scope, Melba Support Services,
Heatherwood School and Alkira.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria urge the government to:
facilitate an affordable arrangement that will guarantee
Nadrasca community farm will remain in its current
location so it can continue to provide great service to the
community and grow.

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(8 signatures).

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(150 signatures).

Laid on table.

Laid on table.

Schools: funding

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the Baillieu state
government’s decision to cut $555 million from Victorian
schools. In particular, we note:
1.

2.

3.

funding for the VET and VCAL programs have been
cut, meaning thousands of students are now missing out
on opportunities;
the education maintenance allowance, the School Start
bonus and the conveyance allowance have either been
slashed or scrapped;
the Premier’s broken promise to teachers means students
will miss out on camps, excursions and other
opportunities.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urges the Baillieu state government to guarantee no further
cuts to education funding will be made in the upcoming
2013–14 Victorian budget.

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

Alert Digest No. 5
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 5 of 2013, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
15 March 2013 giving approval to the granting of a licence at
Camperdown Public Park Reserve.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 29.
Municipal Association of Victoria — Report, 2011–12.
Murray-Darling Basin Authority — Report, 2011–12.
National Environment Protection Council — Report, 2011–
12.
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Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:

Tuesday, 16 April 2013
Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendments C128
and C141.

Ararat Planning Scheme — Amendment C28.

Towong Planning Scheme — Amendment C27.

Banyule Planning Scheme — Amendment C89.

Warrnambool Planning Scheme — Amendment C70.

Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendment C96.

Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendment C76.

Bayside Planning Scheme — Amendment C90 Part 1.

Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendments C108,
C140, C148, C150 and C151.

Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C172.
Buloke Planning Scheme — Amendment C26.
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C161.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendments C89
and C113.

Wodonga Planning Scheme — Amendments C78, C82
Part 1 and C104.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
County Court Act 1958 — No. 36.
Criminal Organisations Control Act 2012 — No. 34.

Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C86.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 35.
Gannawarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C32.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — No. 37.
Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendment C93.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Golden Plains Planning Scheme — Amendments C58
and C59.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme — Amendments
C166 Part 2 and C174.
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme — Amendment
C158.
Hepburn Planning Scheme — Amendments C55 and
C57.
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme — Amendment C87.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendments C117,
C130 and C135.
Knox Planning Scheme — Amendments C49, C101,
C110 and C111.

Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 32 to 37.
Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
An Order of Exemption for certain Guide dog
organisations from the requirements of a domestic
animal business of 19 March 2013 made under
section 5 of the Domestic Animals Act 1994.
A Revocation of Codes of Practice of 9 April 2013
made under section 7(1) of the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals Act 1986.
Orders made under section 3.1.11 of the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006 for the —

Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C65.

Constitution of the Advance TAFE Order
2013.

Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C67
Part 2.

Constitution of the Bendigo TAFE Order
2013.

Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendment C89.

Constitution of the Box Hill Institute and the
Centre for Adult Education Order 2013.

Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C187 and
C194.
Melton Planning Scheme — Amendment C127.
Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C86.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C108.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C109.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendment C83.
Murrindindi Planning Scheme — Amendment C32.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendments C88 and
C93.

Constitution of the Central Gippsland Institute
of Technical and Further Education Order
2013.
Constitution of the Chisholm Institute Order
2013.
Constitution of the Gordon Institute of
Technical and Further Education Order 2013.
Constitution of the Goulburn Ovens Institute
of Technical and Further Education Order
2013.
Constitution of the Holmesglen Institute
Order 2013.
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Constitution of the Kangan Institute Order
2013.
Constitution of the Northern Institute of
Technical and Further Education Order 2013.
Constitution of the South West Institute of
Technical and Further Education Order 2013.
Constitution of the Sunraysia Institute of
Technical and Further Education Order 2013.
Constitution of the William Angliss Institute
of Technical and Further Education Order
2013.
Constitution of the Wodonga Institute of
Technical and Further Education Order 2013.
Transport Integration Act 2010 — Public Transport
Performance Report for the period 1 July to 31 December
2012, pursuant to section 79W of the Act.
Wildlife Act 1975 — Wildlife (Control of Game Hunting)
Notices —
No. 1/2013, 14 March 2013.
No. 2/2013, 28 March 2013.
No. 3/2013, 28 March 2013.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated 1 April
from the Minister for Public Transport and Minister for
Roads headed ‘Order for Documents — Network
Revenue Protection Plan 2013’.
I have received a letter dated 15 April from the Minister
for Planning re report of the Potentially Contaminated
Land Advisory Committee. The document referred to
in the letter is hereby tabled.
I have received a letter dated 15 April from the Minister
for Planning re report of the Urban Growth Boundary
Anomalies Committee. The document attached to the
letter is hereby tabled.
Letters at page 60–62.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON
ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Membership
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
That Mrs Peulich be discharged from the Environment and
Planning Legislation Committee and the Environment and
Planning References Committee and that Mr Dalla-Riva be
appointed in her place.

Motion agreed to.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
That Mrs Peulich be a participating member of the
Environment and Planning Legislation and References
committees.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
By leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 17 April 2013:
(1) order of the day 28, motion to take note of an answer
given by the Minister for Planning to a question without
notice relating to Baw Baw planning scheme
amendment C96;
(2) notice of motion 547 standing in the name of Mr Tee to
introduce the Residential Tenancies Amendment
(Rooming House Standards) Bill 2013;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Mr Tee relating to the
funding of outstanding election commitments in the
2013–14 state budget;
(4) notice of motion 528 standing in the name of
Ms Hartland referring the Accident Compensation
Legislation (Fair Protection for Firefighters) Bill 2011 to
the Economy and Infrastructure Legislation Committee;
(5) order of the day 27, resumption of debate on motion
relating to the production of certain documents in
relation to the east–west link project; and
(6) order of the day 25, motion to take note of the Victorian
Climate Change Adaptation Plan.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Rail: Southland station
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on yet another undelivered and broken
promise by this government when it comes to public
transport in Victoria. The Liberal government’s
recently released network plan for the Melbourne rail
system includes the much-vaunted but currently
non-existent Southland station. However, unfortunately
the government neglected to mention anything of
substance in the plan, such as costings or even a
completion date for the station. We have yet another
uncosted thought bubble from this government when it
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comes to public transport, which is no different from
the Rowville rail line.
This comes after the Liberal government broke its
election promise to build the station for $13 million in
its first term, with confirmation from a government
spokesperson that that deadline and price tag have now
shifted. To date only $700 000 has been allocated in
any budget, which is a clear indication that this project
remains on hold. The government’s acknowledgment
that its promised $13 million price tag has shifted is
unsurprising, since it knows full well that Southland
station simply cannot be delivered for that amount of
money. But what do you expect from a government that
simply moves the goal posts every time something gets
a bit tough?
This recently released plan will be of little use to public
transport users on the Frankston line, who will no doubt
be scratching their heads next time they pass
Cheltenham or Highett stations as they search in vain
for the phantom station listed in the report.
Unfortunately for Victorians, particularly residents in
the south-east, this is just one more failure on public
transport policy to add to the growing list overseen by
this government, which is big on announcements but
not so big on delivering on promises. Let us see what it
does in the upcoming state budget, and whether any
real money gets committed to Southland station.
Commuters on the Frankston line deserve at least that
much.

Climate change: health strategy
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — In
light of recent reports issued by the Climate
Commission and beyondblue, I call on the government
to create a climate change and health strategy for
Victoria. In recent weeks beyondblue released a book
entitled A Road Less Travelled — A Guide to Children,
Emotions and Disasters, which provides deeper insight
into the long-lasting mental health impacts of disasters
on children. Shortly after that the Climate Commission
released a report entitled The Critical Decade —
Extreme Weather, which confirmed that climate change
is already increasing the intensity and frequency of
many extreme weather events, and that there is a high
risk of disasters becoming even more intense over
coming decades.
These two reports add to the weight of evidence on
climate change and reinforce the calls of key health
groups such as the Australian Medical Association for a
plan of action to prepare our health system and the
community for climate change. Such a strategy would
help us to avoid unnecessary health and financial costs
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associated with insufficient planning and unlock the
health benefits of acting on climate change. The
Victorian Climate Change Adaptation Plan failed to
commit to develop a climate change and health
strategy, despite recognising the increased demand on
health-care services associated with disasters. This gap
in planning for climate change needs to be addressed
immediately.

Fortuna Villa, Bendigo: sale
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I would like to
inform the house that Fortuna Villa in Bendigo, the
former residence of Australia’s wealthiest man in the
gold rush era, George Lansell, was sold by the federal
government at auction last Friday for around
$3 million. At the last election former Premier John
Brumby placed on the table a deal that would have seen
the state government put $7 million into a fund, with
the City of Greater Bendigo putting in $3 million,
providing that the federal government would gift the
property to the state, along with $10 million to put
towards a maintenance fund. This deal was never
treated seriously by the federal Labor government.
Time and again it said it was committed to obtaining
whatever it could get for Fortuna Villa, and that it had
no interest at all in gifting the property and fixing up the
contaminated site.
Over the last few months there was renewed interest in
a proposal put forward to the City of Greater Bendigo
that would have seen the creation of a commission,
which would have seen a parcel of adjacent land gifted
by the state so this land could be developed with all
proceeds from the development going towards the
maintenance and upkeep of Fortuna Villa. However,
the federal government was adamant it was going to
sell the property for whatever it could get; it was never
going to gift the villa to anyone. It was always going to
press ahead for the sale of the property, and that is what
happened last Friday.
I would like to thank the Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan, and
Premier Napthine, who when made aware of this
proposal to develop the adjacent land at Chum Street,
committed to making that land available to the City of
Greater Bendigo so that the proposal the council voted
in support of could be enacted with the gifting of this
land. We now hope whoever has purchased the
property will make it available to be used by the public
on an ongoing basis.

Public transport: Geelong
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — At a time
when governments need to be making public transport
a more viable option for all Victorians, particularly
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regional Victorians, the Napthine government has failed
on all fronts. Whether it is infrastructure, train carriages,
bus services or ticketing, this government has well and
truly dropped the ball when it comes to public transport.
Members opposite may be aware that over 60 per cent
of passengers using the Geelong bus service network
purchase short-term tickets when they use the service,
but the response from this government has been to
scrap short-term tickets. Members opposite may also be
aware that in 2010 the Liberal Party promised a
$25 million Grovedale train station by 2014, and yet
two and a half years later nothing has been done. This
failure should be seen against the backdrop of a
$1.5 million commitment made in 2009 by the then
Labor government to upgrade the North Shore train
station in Geelong. However, when the Baillieu
government was elected it rescinded the money, stating
that there were more pressing projects, like the
Grovedale station, a project so pressing that nothing has
been done for two and a half years.
At present every station along the Geelong line has an
issue that the Napthine government is ignoring, whether
it is car parking, disability access, lighting or lack of
public amenities and facilities. People using bus
services on the Bellarine Peninsula are now not able to
purchase a short-term ticket and must travel to Geelong
for their closest myki outlet. The Baillieu and Napthine
governments promised to fix public transport in
Geelong, but to date they have done absolutely nothing,
and there is no sign of it happening.

Trams: Domain interchange
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to congratulate the Minister for Public Transport,
Mr Mulder, on a fantastic achievement — that is, the
Domain interchange upgrade. For two weeks, and over
the Easter period, the Domain interchange was
completely rebuilt. It was a $10 million refit and
upgrade. I congratulate not only the minister but also
Yarra Trams, which did a phenomenal job. Passengers
are also to be congratulated. They had a 700-metre
walk between tram stops while the entire site was
completely overhauled. It was a mammoth job: people
worked 24 hours a day, seven days a week, for two
weeks, and it opened right on time. It was
extraordinary.
I congratulate everyone who was associated with this
upgrade. Workers on the site showed great
consideration and were really helpful; they were
informative and pleasant when dealing with passengers;
they were terrific. I congratulate everyone who worked
on the site. It is a great innovation. The interchange is
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now working particularly well. It is salutary to realise
that over 150 000 people pass through that interchange
on a daily basis. Commuters were well behaved and
cooperated extremely well with the contractors. I
congratulate everyone concerned during that upgrade.

Government: performance
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — Dr Napthine
has been Premier for five weeks and he has been
working very hard to distance himself from his
predecessor, Mr Baillieu. That is the easy part; the hard
part is distancing himself from the leadership role he
played in what is a continuing government, not a new
government. Dr Napthine is working to spin an illusion
in the public mind that there has been a change of
government, and he is doing this by reshuffling his
cabinet, by restructuring government departments and
through funding announcements. Dr Napthine is trying
very hard to distance himself from the disastrous
policies implemented under Mr Baillieu’s flawed
leadership — policies that have seriously harmed
Victorians, with the devastating impact of TAFE
funding cuts being just one example.
Dr Napthine also seeks to distance himself from the
scandals, especially the plot to overthrow the former
Chief Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland, that
lead to the toppling of the former Premier, Ted Baillieu.
The most astonishing thing is that the Deputy Premier,
Peter Ryan, the man whose office was at the centre of
the plot to overthrow Simon Overland, is now the
Minister for State Development, a promotion to
potentially one of the most powerful positions in the
government.
The departmental restructure is ominous for regional
Victorians who will face job losses and crippling
service reductions. Public service budget cuts
introduced by the coalition have affected health
services, including mental health, schools and training,
primary industries front-line staff, Country Fire
Authority services and policing right across Victoria.
People in Eastern Victoria Region have not forgotten
that it was Denis Napthine — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time!

Schools: Spirit of Anzac tour
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I was delighted to
represent the Victorian government in leading the
2012–13 Premier’s Spirit of Anzac Prize study tour of
Turkey, France and Belgium. We visited significant
sites at Gallipoli and on the Western Front. We were
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privileged to have the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs
join us, along with Margaret Bardwell, niece of
Warrant Officer Jack Dawson Green, a pilot who was
lost in action.
The Premier’s Spirit of Anzac Prize is an annual
competition open to students in years 9 and 10 who are
currently enrolled in Victorian schools. Students are
asked to write or make a presentation on the
significance of the Anzac spirit in today’s world. From
the 320 entries, the 10 winning students were: Tegan
Budge, Kate Mani, Bayley Charalambous, Whitney
James, Luke Stacey, Laura Carmichael, Nathan Di
Teodoro, Cameron Mansell, Jasmine Davis from Ocean
Grove and Sara Jacks from Ballarat, the last two
representing Western Victoria Region. I commend the
students on their winning entries and for the way they
presented themselves during the tour. Patricia Pollard
from the Department of Planning and Community
Development is to be congratulated for organising and
managing the tour.
My thanks and appreciation also go to other members
of the tour, including Lieutenant Colonel Michelle
Ager, trustee of the Shrine of Remembrance; Chief
Petty Officer Anne Pahl from the Victorian RSL; the
two teacher chaperones, Belinda Irving and Ben Lee;
and Professor Bruce Scates, chair of history and
Australian studies at Monash University, who was
responsible for the cultural and historical aspects of the
tour.

Single parents: government support
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I wish to
speak in support of the thousands of people who
attended rallies across the country this past weekend to
protest against recent changes to the parenting payment,
particularly the Picnic in the Park protesters who met in
Wangaratta. In January some 84 000 single parents
were moved from parenting payments to the lower
Newstart allowance. Single parents who are forced onto
the Newstart allowance once their youngest child turns
eight years of age are on average $100 a week worse
off. These changes to the parenting payment are forcing
families in my electorate of Northern Victoria Region
to live below the poverty line. Opportunities for these
single mothers to find jobs with the flexibility they need
in hours, access to after-school care and public transport
are limited. Most of these services do not exist in
country Victoria.
FamilyCare, a welfare agency in northern Victoria,
strongly supports the call made by the Australian
Council of Social Service and other community groups
to reinstate benefits to single parents. FamilyCare
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believes the measures are causing significant additional
hardship in households already under considerable
financial strain and are impacting on the wellbeing of
children in those households. Under the Napthine-Ryan
government unemployment is on the increase,
particularly in regional Victoria. The government has
no jobs policy. Children and single parents need to be
protected, not punished, while waiting for the jobs that
they need to be created.

Essendon Keilor College: centenary
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — A few
weeks ago, along with my parliamentary colleague Ben
Carroll, the member for Niddrie in the Assembly, I had
the pleasure of attending the centenary of Essendon
Keilor College. It was a wonderful celebration of the
long history of this education institution in the west,
and it was great to see how many students have
graduated in the college’s 100 years.
I offer my congratulations to the college principal,
David Adamson; the East Keilor campus principal,
Ms Mary Donaldson; the Niddrie campus principal,
Ms Robin Adamson; and the Essendon campus
principal, Ms Jenny Barron, for hosting this very
special event. I must also extend these congratulations
to all of the staff who work hard on a daily basis to
make this school an inviting environment that fosters
and nurtures learning. I also congratulate those former
students who offered reflections on their time at
Essendon Keilor College, particularly Professor
Graeme Davidson and Dr Kate Martin.
I was particularly impressed with the array of
footballers — especially those who went on to play for
the greatest club, the Essendon Football Club — who
have studied at that college. Over 20 players who
attended Essendon Keilor College went on to play for
Essendon at either Australian Football League or
Victorian Football League level. I was delighted to
learn that Essendon Keilor College was the first
established elite football school in Victoria. Since the
program’s establishment nine years ago, Essendon
Keilor College has produced 13 AFL-drafted players.
However, this school nurtures not only sport but also
music, dance and drama. It was delightful to see all of
those tied together with an emphasis on education. I
congratulate all those who contributed to this wonderful
day.
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ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TREATMENT
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 March; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the house for the opportunity to speak on behalf
of the Labor Party on the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Amendment Bill 2013. I indicate to the
chamber that it is the intention of the Labor Party to
support this piece of legislation; however, that support
will be subject to some questioning of the Minister for
Health in the committee stage of the bill, as the
opposition has been made aware that it is the intention
of one of the parties to move an amendment to the bill
and that will provide an opportunity for us to tease out
some of the implementation and the practical effects of
the legislation. However, subject to the satisfactory
conclusion of the committee stage, it is the intention of
Labor to support the bill.
This piece of legislation has been designed simply to
make a number of administrative changes that
hopefully may add to the sense of fairness and natural
justice when it comes to donors and recipients of
assisted reproductive material in terms of the gametes
and embryos currently being stored by assisted
reproductive facilities in Victoria. Since 2008 the
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act 2008 has
regulated the quality of service and support that
prospective parents have obtained through those
services and the environment in which gametes and
embryos are stored for subsequent use.
This bill has been designed to try to ensure that a more
contemporary set of regulatory environments and
administrative practices supports the storage and
availability of those materials into the future. It will
provide greater certainty within the field for providers
who currently may be in breach of the existing law
because they have kept material longer than they were
legally eligible to under the existing legislation as the
regime under which the material has been kept may
make them vulnerable to prosecution. Indeed the
existing law provides for criminal sanctions to apply to
those providers. In some ways it is distressing to report
to the Parliament and to the Victorian people that those
providers have fallen foul of those legal requirements,
notwithstanding the fact that the opposition does
support the government’s intention to, through the bill,
change the provisions applying to the storage of those
items to allow them to be kept for an increased length
of time.
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This means the state will not be likely — and in fact it
is not the intention of the state, as the opposition has
been informed — to prosecute those people who have
fallen in breach of the existing legal framework. Rather,
the state will provide those people with an extension of
time to deal with the appropriate authority in order to
either use those gametes and embryos to assist in the
delivery of a child or, if the material is not to be used or
subject to an extension of time in storage, destroy the
material in accordance with the original intention of the
act and the spirit of the proposed legislation. That is
what the opposition will support, and that is what this
bill intends to provide for.
A number of technical provisions of the bill will enable
the extension of the storage period for material that has
already passed its expiry date. The bill also provides
that in exceptional circumstances — and in some
circumstances specified by the legislation — material
that has been donated and stored for under the current
limit of 10 years will be allowed to be kept in storage
for 20 years to enable that material to be subsequently
used. The bill itself does not specify the exceptional
circumstances that will guide the decisions of the panel
that has been established and maintained under the
existing act. However, some guidance as to those
exceptional circumstances has been provided in the
form of the explanatory memorandum, the statement of
compatibility with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 and the second-reading
speech for the bill. We are given some examples of the
types of exceptional circumstances in which it might be
appropriate for the panel to enable material to be kept
for a longer period of time.
If that material reaches its new storage limit, it has been
deemed that the material will not be used, and if the
panel has not made a decision to keep it in storage for a
longer period of time, the panel will give very clear
instructions to the facility that is holding the material to
destroy it within a three-month period. However, once
this legislation has passed and been proclaimed there
will be an 18-month window before those facilities will
be forced to take action in accordance with the law.
From the end of that period of time there will be a
further three months to make sure that the destruction
of those items in storage has been completed.
The 18-month window is a significant issue in relation
to the gestation period of this piece of legislation.
Originally the government was moved to consider these
matters because a number of people in Victoria had had
their access to material in storage either limited or
denied. Those people wanted an extension of the
storage period that was not available to them under the
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2008 act and sought some recourse from the
government in relation to this issue.
The government commissioned Dr Andrew Perrignon
to review the facts in relation to the number of items in
storage and how prevalent the problem was.
Dr Perrignon provided a report to the government in
December 2011. I will run through some of the material
that Dr Perrignon put on the record at that time. I
emphasise the fact that by the time this piece of
legislation is proclaimed, December 2011 will have
been approximately 18 months earlier. The interesting
thing is that Dr Perrignon recommended that an
18-month window be provided for these matters to be
sorted out. In terms of the speed by which the
government has responded to this issue, the Parliament
has not dealt with it for almost 18 months and it will
certainly be 18 months before the provisions are
enacted. Those 18 months have been lost.
The window of 18 months is important in a theoretical
legal sense, if not in fact in a practical legal sense. If
during the course of the last 18 months any action had
been taken, particularly if these materials had been
destroyed, then the legal recourse would have been
thrown up in the air. The government had the ability, if
it chose, to enforce the existing provisions of the law
within the last 18 months, which would have meant it
falling foul of the policy prescriptions that underpin this
piece of legislation. There is in fact a legal gap. The
law, once it is passed by Parliament, will not
retrospectively cover that 18-month period. It will
establish an 18-month window into the future.
In my view that is the reason this piece of legislation
should have been brought before the Parliament earlier.
This legislation was second read in the Legislative
Assembly in December 2012. It has certainly not been a
priority of the government in its legislative program,
because it has been brought on for debate in the
Legislative Council in April, some five months later. I
put that on the public record not because I am opposed
to what this legislation intends to do but to indicate that
the government has been very reluctant to bring it
forward, to enact it and to fill in the gaps that have been
identified. I encourage the government in similar
circumstances in the future to bring in legislation at the
earliest opportunity to deal with problems.
Following the 19 complaints that had been raised with
the government, Dr Perrignon did some research and
discovered that at least 285 circumstances had occurred
where material had been subject to an application for an
extension of time and that all those applications had
been rejected because they were outside the storage
period. Of those 285 circumstances where the material
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was stored in clinics, in 78 per cent of the cases the
clinics remained in contact with the gamete provider, in
49.5 per cent of the cases the gametes were initially
stored due to the risk of premature infertility, in 2 per
cent of cases they were stored for people with spinal
injuries, in 30 per cent they were stored for use in
planned assisted reproductive technologies, in 13 per
cent they were donor stores, and in 4 per cent they were
stored for men due to undergo vasectomies. That is a bit
of a snapshot of the reasons for and the demography of
some of the people who had chosen to use this
opportunity in terms of the assisted reproductive
facilities within the state of Victoria.
However, unfortunately some facilities, because of their
administrative practices, had fallen foul of the
legislative requirements. There was no great
consistency in the administrative recordkeeping, in the
approvals processes or in the templates of advice that
had been gathered by these services. When these
services subsequently wanted to contact their clients to
alert them to the fact that their storage time was
drawing to a conclusion and that a decision had to be
made about the use of gametes and embryos, there was
not a high degree of confidence in the field that
individuals were contactable or able to make informed
decisions, and this led to a slippage in the overall
storage of this material across Victoria by a number of
these agencies, which meant that inevitably errors
occurred in terms of strict compliance with the law.
Dr Perrignon was concerned about that. He provided
advice to the minister to make sure that the law was
amended to enable these circumstances to be roped in
to the amended regulatory structure of the law; hence
the recommendation to provide an 18-month window
of opportunity to amend the administrative practices,
procedures and guidelines that cover the field to ensure
procedural fairness and consistency. It would also result
in greater certainty in the decisions being made by the
facilities and their clients in terms of the appropriate
authority to keep material in storage or to provide
extensions of time so that the material could be used by
donors or allow them to agree to the transfer of the use
of this material to others for assisted reproductive
technology. Dr Perrignon’s suggestion was that once
that opportunity had been afforded then guidance
would be given to the panel that is empowered under
the existing act to make decisions about who could get
access to this material over a longer period.
As a result we have been given one very narrow
legislative direction about circumstances under which
donors who have provided material in anticipation of
reduced fertility or who are undergoing treatment may
make decisions about the way they undertake family
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planning. Cancer has been identified as a reason a
young male may store biological material in
anticipation of his fertility being reduced due to his
cancer treatment, which may subsequently allow for
decisions to be made over a 20-year window of
opportunity for him and his loved ones.
The guidelines that have been created are specific and
clear about other circumstances. Examples are outlined
in the second-reading speech as being exceptional, but
in themselves they are not terribly exceptional matters.
They really relate to the loss of contact between a
facility and its clients and the uncertainty or
unwillingness of a client to make a decision, or in fact a
situation where contact cannot be made. The act says
that when considering exceptional circumstances the
panel will have some recourse to the existing act to
provide some guidance, but if you look at the 2008 act
in terms of the principles that guide action, you see that
they do not provide much guidance to the panel. I
would argue that the panel will have to be quite astute
and rigorous in making sure that exceptional
circumstances do not become normal circumstances
and part of the normal decision-making framework,
because it has been the intention of the Parliament
previously, and I believe it is the intention of the
Parliament today, to talk about permitting the extension
of the storage of this material in truly exceptional
circumstances rather than it being the default or normal
situation.
Certainly those I have consulted to assist me to
determine my policy framework in response to this
legislation have made it pretty clear that they want it to
continue to be exceptional. They expect me to ask the
minister how he will guarantee that they continue to be
exceptional circumstances rather than the normal or
default position.
One of the reasons that is important is because
stakeholders from various vantage points at one level
welcome the fact that there is a recognition within the
legislation — or certainly within the second-reading
speech — that the panel is charged with the
responsibility for making decisions about whether the
storage should be extended beyond 10 years and that
the panel requires some assistance to deal with what
will be in practice an increase in the number of cases
that come before it and the decisions it will be forced to
make. To assist in the administrative decision-making
process, the intention of the government has been to
free up the quorum requirements for the panel to enable
a subset of the panel to be legally constituted. It is
described as a ‘division’ of the panel and is smaller than
the full panel. That has been welcomed because there
seems to be a fairly reasonable recognition by the
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government of the increased workload, particularly
over the next 18 months once the bill has been
proclaimed, to deal with what the government purports
to be a backlog of decisions that the panel is required to
make. That would be supported by most people.
What is of concern to many people, and it is a matter
that will be further considered later today, is whether it
is appropriate for a division of the panel to delegate the
responsibility to make that decision to one person.
Certainly in the opposition’s view it is an arguable call,
and I understand that Ms Hartland will be making a
submission to this debate that in her view, and in the
view of the citizens she has consulted, one panel
member may be insufficient to provide confidence and
certainty regarding the rigour which should apply to the
decision making.
We in the Labor Party are well disposed to listen
Ms Hartland’s argument and to the response by the
minister. We will determine whether the Labor Party
will support an amendment if one comes forward
because we certainly support the intention of providing
greater rigour, certainty and confidence in the
decision-making framework, and if that may be assisted
by two or more members of the panel making that
decision rather than it being delegated to one person,
then that may be something we would support. Having
said that, we would seek as a minimum requirement
undertakings from the minister about the quality,
consistency and transparency of the decision making.
The last matter I would like to refer are the provisions
in the bill to roll over the opportunities that currently
exist, but which are emphasised in the bill, for gametes
and embryos to be used in circumstances where one of
the original donors has died but gave consent prior to
their death for the material to be used. The panel is able
to make the decision to allow the material to be used in
accordance with those wishes if it believes that the
decision satisfies the other requirements of the act and
is in accord with the spirit of the act. It is important for
people in the community to understand that that
provision is currently available. It will continue to be
available, but it is emphasised that obtaining consent
prior to death is a very important prerequisite in relation
to this decision-making framework. In terms of an
appeal, it is clearly anticipated that if the panel makes
an adverse decision from an applicant’s perspective,
that decision may be challenged at the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal within a statutory time
frame. Those matters have been clarified, tidied up and
affirmed in the current legislation.
As I indicated to the chamber when I commenced my
contribution, it is my considered view that on balance
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the government’s response to the Perrignon review and
the circumstances of people who have sought assistance
from the Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act will
mean that the services regulated by it will be in better
order and better regulated. In fact if appropriate
guidelines are developed to provide greater consistency
and transparency in the decision making of the services
regulated by this act, that will be a positive move. For
those reasons we will support the bill, even though we
think there are a number of conceptual problems,
particularly in relation to the potential for blanket
exceptional circumstances to determine a shift in the
access, availability and length of storage of this material
when it should not be the default position but should be
determined by truly exceptional circumstances. In our
view it would be better if those exceptional
circumstances were defined within the legislation itself,
but we understand they have not been.

surrounding storage of gametes and embryos and will
make a significant difference, as I said, to many people.
The bill will do this by implementing the
recommendations arising from the report commissioned
by the Minister for Health that was conducted by
Dr Andrew Perrignon. As I said, that report primarily
focused on the storage of gametes, both sperm and ova,
but found that similar issues applied to the storage of
embryos and that many of the issues surrounding those
aspects can be applied here.

We also draw to the attention of the chamber and the
people of Victoria that it is nearly 18 months since
Dr Perrignon provided his review to the minister. This
bill, which has been developed in response to that
review, seeks a further 18 months to make sure that
administrative arrangements are put in order. Given the
best structure and the best time frame, it will effectively
be three years since the original review before these
recommendations are enacted. We want the
government to get this piece of legislation through — to
proclaim it and enact it — and to support the field by
developing guidelines, to support the panel in making
its administrative decisions and to provide greater
confidence and certainty to the people who use those
services now and in the future. For those reasons, we
will support the legislation.

I think that is what this legislation does. When the act
was first formulated the consequences we have
subsequently found were unintended. The problem with
the act is that it provides that human embryos and
gametes must not be stored for longer than 10 years
without the permission of the Patient Review Panel.
Section 31 of the Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Amendment Act 2008 prohibits the storage of gametes
for more than 10 years unless the permission of the
Patient Review Panel has been sought. Unfortunately
the Patient Review Panel has strictly interpreted
section 31 of the act and determined that the limit of
10 years is absolute and that any application for an
extension of storage time must be made by the patient
before the 10 years is up. Contacting those patients to
enable that to occur has sometimes proved to be very
difficult. Section 33 of the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Act 2008 also contains a limit on the storage
of embryos, but it is a five-year limit. As I said earlier,
this has had undesirable consequences when the facility
or institution storing the patient’s matter cannot be
contacted.

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to be able to rise and speak on the Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill 2012. In
doing so I highlight that for many people this bill is a
very important step that will provide them with
certainty in relation to the extension of gametes storage,
as was highlighted by the Perrignon review into embryo
storage. For many people who have been affected by a
serious illness, such as cancer, and who are confronting
those issues, planning for a family is perhaps not
foremost in their minds and therefore they may
consider a 10-year period to be a long time frame.
However, that time can come around very quickly. I
think this bill will address many of those issues in
relation to those time frames as well as providing
certainty to those clinics and, as I said, those people that
it will affect.
This bill seeks to amend the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Act 2008 to make changes to the laws

I was pleased that the Royal Women’s Hospital in its
statement following the announcement by the minister
supported the review by Dr Perrignon. In that statement
the hospital says:
The Royal Women’s Hospital looks forward to working with
Dr Perrignon to resolve the unintended consequences from
the act for the benefit of Victorian families.

There are many clinics still holding embryos and
gametes because they have not wanted to risk the
consequences of disposing of the material and
destroying any chance of those young people to have a
family. At present there are a number of both males and
females who will be impacted by the laws as they
currently stand. It also means that a significant stockpile
of gametes is being stored. This bill will put a stop to
that scenario and remedy the unforeseen consequences
of the previous act.
As I mentioned earlier, once this issue was raised with
the minister he undertook to commission an
independent review which was conducted by
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Dr Andrew Perrignon, an accomplished general
practitioner and formerly CEO of Northern Health.
Dr Perrignon was asked to look at practical means to
ensure that there is fair treatment for men and women
and their families where sperm or other reproductive
tissues have been stored and the storage deadline is
approaching or has passed; procedures and mechanisms
to reasonably advise those whose sperm is stored within
the terms of the current Victorian law; procedures and
arrangements that should be adopted by health services
and hospitals to comply with the law while providing
reasonable protection for those who have sought their
services in good faith; whether the current legal
arrangements and administrative mechanisms in
existence in Victoria should be altered to provide a
fairer approach consistent with the objectives of the
current legislation and with current evidence; and
whether any changes should be made to current
legislation or administrative arrangements, and, if so,
what the recommended changes should be.
Dr Perrignon undertook that review and there was
significant consultation with a number of major clinics
that provide gamete storage services, including
Melbourne IVF, Monash IVF, the Royal Women’s
Hospital andrology unit, City Fertility Clinic and
Ballarat IVF. In doing so I believe input was also
sought from a number of patients and families who
were going to be affected by the review. The review
found that there needed to be improvements to policies
and procedures as well as application processes
surrounding these issues to ensure that those who
deposit gametes, as well as their partners and families,
are dealt with much better when storage deadlines arise.
It also found there needed to be better communication.
The bill also enables improved governance
arrangements for the Patient Review Panel to ensure it
can perform its statutory functions and operate more
efficiently. In doing so a number of changes have been
proposed for the panel. I note the concern of
Mr Jennings around one person on the member panel
making some of those decisions. But time is critical
when you are dealing with gametes about which
storage decisions need to be made. In relation to those
storage-sensitive issues, clause 11 of the bill makes it
clear that the effect of these amendments will be to
allow the Patient Review Panel to operate more flexibly
and efficiently — for example, the amendments will
allow the Patient Review Panel to be constituted by a
single member in order to determine time-sensitive
application for an extension of the storage period as
expeditiously as possible.
Time is critical and it was thought that this was a much
more efficient way of doing things and that it would
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give more certainty to people who would be affected by
those changes. I am sure the minister will answer in
more detail during the committee stage of the bill if that
question arises. This is a fairly common-sense position
for the panel to take, especially around the
time-sensitive components.
As mentioned earlier, the bill also extends the storage
period for gametes from 10 to 20 years in
circumstances where the sample has been sourced from
a young adult and where it has been certified by a
doctor that due to health reasons and medical
implications that person may be medically infertile
from their treatment. It will also provide more latitude
for clinics storing gametes and embryos to allow them a
three-month grace period to destroy the samples in
storage after the storage expiration period has arrived.
The flaws of the previous legislation have been
identified and those concerns have been dealt with. The
bill goes a long way to providing certainty for those
young people who perhaps through the unintended
consequences of having medical treatment and
becoming infertile can have some improved certainty
through the storage of their gametes should they
consider having a family in future years. It gives more
certainty to the clinics that are operating in this field. I
again congratulate and commend Dr Perrignon on the
review that he undertook and appreciate the input from
all those who provided that information. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
two previous speakers have completely outlined all the
technical reasons why we are debating this bill, so I am
not going to go over that again. It is quite clear that this
type of legislation is necessary. Often what we see with
medical technology, especially technology such as IVF,
is that the technology begins and then at some stage
legislation has to catch up with that technology and the
way it is administered. I thank the government for
having done this review, because obviously the review
was about making assisted reproductive treatment more
efficient, making it easier to deal with and making it
better for people who actually have material in storage.
I take up Mr Jennings’s point that we probably should
have been debating this legislation several months ago
because the review has been finished for quite some
time.
We have one major problem with the bill and it is
around the issue of a single-member panel being able to
make decisions. My concern about this is that this is
incredibly sensitive work, it is very important and it is
very personal, and I believe we need to have at least
two members on the panel. As I understand it from
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reading the legislation, five members make up the
Patient Review Panel, so I do not understand why we
cannot have two people reviewing these decisions. I
understand the time-sensitive nature of some of these
decisions and that it is going to take some time for
everybody to be notified et cetera, but I think having
two people reviewing these decisions is incredibly
important.
Another amendment I had intended to pose for this bill,
but I was told by the clerks that it would be outside its
scope, is that in previous legislation when we were
dealing with the issue of IVF for same-sex couples, a
police check was imposed in that bill. I have had a
number of complaints from people about that provision
and, interestingly, they have been from heterosexual
couples whose ability to access IVF has been delayed,
sometimes by 6 to 12 months. As many people would
be aware, often people seeking IVF are in their late 30s
and time has become very critical. One couple
approached me and I found their case to be intriguing.
They had spent almost 10 years living and working in
England, and it was going to take them a huge amount
of time and effort to pull all of their records together.
They were actually unsure as to whether they would be
able to fulfil the police check element of it.
While we cannot deal with it now — and I see
Mr David Davis is nodding in some agreement — I
urge the government to review that section of the act
because I think it is unfair and it is causing a great deal
of distress. Only two weeks ago another couple
approached me on this very issue, so I urge the
government to consider the matter. If the government
does not do that, Ms Pennicuik and I will discuss
whether it would be appropriate for us to introduce an
amendment to the bill, because I am very aware that she
has also had a number of complaints. At the time that
we debated the bill dealing with IVF for same-sex
couples we did talk about this matter. Ms Pennicuik
attempted to amend that bill but the amendment was
not successful.
I will talk more during the committee of the whole
about my reasons for believing that we should have at
least two members on the panel dealing with these
issues. Like Mr Jennings, in committee I will ask a
number of questions of the minister about how the
matter will be administered. Rather than seeking a
briefing on this bill, I have had a fair bit of email
correspondence with the minister’s office, which was
extremely helpful. But in some areas it has been a little
confusing about the sensitivity of how it is going to
work. I advise the house that they are the kinds of
questions I want to ask during committee when I move
my amendment.
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Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — This legislation
obviously deals with quite complex issues, but I must
say I find some of the processes that are proposed in the
bill to be unnecessarily complex. Essentially what this
bill is about is managing the storage and the extension
of storage periods for gametes and embryos. Clearly
these are emotional issues for the people involved and
are very sensitive. But I would have thought the most
important thing for us to do in terms of legislation is to
make the management of those things as simple and
understandable as possible.
What we seem to have here is a set of processes that
involve management with extensions and extensions on
extensions that are based on varying criteria. I am
happy to confess that I am not an expert on this and do
not have a magic solution. But one would have thought
that people involved in the management of this field
would be able to find a more straightforward process
than what is proposed here. It all seems very legalistic
and I suspect the proposed legislation will be open to
quite a lot of legal debate.
What we find is that there is a set period for the storage
of gametes and embryos. These periods can be
extended in particular circumstances; examples have
been given, and I will not go through them all. In the
case of someone whose gametes are taken at an early
age on the basis that they are likely to have early
infertility, the period of storage is then extended from
10 years to 20 years. What becomes unclear is the
process adopted when the storage ends. There may be
circumstances where those periods can be extended in
some instances with the consent of the donor, but it
appears there is also the capacity for these decisions to
be extended by the Patient Review Panel.
In circumstances where the donor cannot be contacted,
one is left with the questions: ‘How does this work?
Who is the applicant? Who represents the interests of
the donor? How does this get managed through the
processes of that decision making?’. Overlaying all of
this is the fact that under this legislation it will become
a criminal offence if the people responsible for
managing the storage of gametes and embryos
legislation do not dispose of gametes at the end of the
required period. Then the required period is extended
by a further three months, because in effect the gametes
or embryos must be disposed of within three months, so
as a consequence that period of storage is extended by
three months under the legislation. In exceptional
circumstances an application to extend the period of
storage beyond the set period may be granted, even
when that application has been made after the expiry
date when presumably under the legislation these things
ought to have been disposed of.
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The legislation is extremely complex. I suspect we
would all be better informed if the government had
been prepared to release the Perrignon report. If
legislators are expected to pass such complex
legislation on such a sensitive area, the report on which
it is based ought to be publicly available not only for us
but also for the people who inform us and the
stakeholders involved who might wish to make
submissions to us. It is unfortunate. I accept that there
may well be good reasons elements of such a report are
not released — there may be sensitive issues discussed
in the report that do not need to be public — but I
struggle to understand the reasons for keeping the entire
report secret. The Minister for Health has a natural
inclination towards secrecy. I hope that is not the basis
for it, but I suspect it may be. I do not understand why
this information would not be made freely available
when legislators are being expected to make decisions
on sensitive areas of social policy. I suspect that if a
more fulsome review had been done, the legislation
might have had a clearer and more understandable
format.
Having said that, the opposition does not intend to stand
in the way of legislation to improve the management of
the storage of gametes and embryos. In relation to
Ms Hartland’s proposed amendment, her argument has
a lot of validity. In fact the issue of the legislation
providing for a single-person panel is one I would have
raised in the course of the debate. As Mr Jennings has
indicated, it is the intention of the opposition to listen
carefully to the minister’s explanation for this. Subject
to the minister not being able to justify these changes to
the satisfaction of the opposition, the opposition would
be prepared to support the Greens proposed
amendment, but we will await that explanation in the
committee stage.
It appears from the bill’s explanatory memorandum that
the reasoning behind providing for a single-member
panel is based on the complexity and extent of work the
panel would undertake. If you look at the data
regarding the total number of applications received by
the panel for consideration of these matters, you see
that in 2010 it was 379; in 2011 it was 295; and in 2012
it was 177 — that is about half the number of just two
years before. It seems odd to me that the government
would change the number of persons hearing these
matters. We can all agree that generally wisdom lies in
the collective rather than the singular; in fact in the
vestibule of this very building is a mosaic bearing the
words ‘in the multitude of counsellors there is safety’. I
would have thought that in light of the number of
applications being received by the panel being half
what it was two years ago, the argument that there
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needs to be a shift to single-member panels is fairly
thin.
It would take some degree of justification by the
minister in the committee stage to convince me that
somehow a circumstance where half the number of
applications are made represents three times the degree
of difficulty. That would be difficult to justify. In
chairing the committee stage, I will be interested in
hearing those explanations. However, members should
consider carefully those statistics in considering the
amendment proposed by Ms Hartland.
As I said, the opposition does not wish to stand in the
way of a bill that proposes to make things clearer; my
concern is that it does not — that it is creating
something of a lawyers’ picnic. The proof of the
pudding will be in the eating, but I cannot see why one
would create legislation that has so many layers of
complexity when we are trying to create an
environment to help the people this will directly
affect — the donors in particular and of course
recipients or proposed recipients who may have
intended to receive these donations. I cannot see how
having legislation that remains very complex is really
progressing us far forward.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on this bill. I am also pleased to
hear that the Labor Party is not opposing it. Over the
years we have debated a number of bills in this place
that deal with advances in technology. I think this is
one of those cases. If members cast their minds back a
decade — perhaps not even as long as that — this type
of bill probably would not have been possible to the
extent it is today.
Whenever we have discussed or debated a bill such as
this an enormous amount of respect has been shown,
and we have seen that again today. My colleague
Ms Crozier went into a great deal of detail on the
purpose of the bill. I will just reiterate that the purpose
of the bill is to amend the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Act 2008 to provide that gametes and
embryos being kept in storage at the commencement of
the bill are lawfully stored despite any expiry of the
statutory storage period.
It was not so long ago that we first had this debate, one
which was in some respects very emotional.
Ms Hartland was particularly concerned then, as was I,
about the fact that for some people the storage of
gametes and embryos was going to be a major
difficulty — for example, for infertile couples who had
to make decisions about what they were going to do
with their embryos. It is important to realise that we are
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dealing with people’s lives and that we understand how
difficult and emotional decisions like this can be. That
is also true of this debate. I am pleased to note that this
bill may well provide hope for a group of
disadvantaged Victorians.
The bill amends the Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Act 2008 to permit the Patient Review Panel, in
exceptional circumstances, to extend storage periods for
gametes and embryos without the approval of the
person who produced the gametes or where the storage
period has expired. It increases the statutory storage
period for gametes from an initial 10 years to 20 years
where the gametes have been obtained from a child or
from a person who has been certified as being at
reasonable risk of premature infertility because of a
medical condition or procedure. It allows time for the
removal of gametes and embryos from storage after the
expiry of the storage period, and it alters the
constitution of the Patient Review Panel and makes
other amendments to improve its operation.
I was slightly disappointed to hear Mr Viney say that
the bill is complex. I think Mr Viney has acted very
responsibly when we have discussed similar bills in this
place. I know he understands the emotional emphasis
that is placed on a bill such as this, so I was slightly
confused to hear him say it is very complex, because I
feel it actually deals with a very simple prospect — that
is, children who may have to undergo cancer treatment
will have an opportunity to have their fertility restored
at some stage in the future. I think this is a remarkable
thing.
Imagine those children who are going through
extraordinary cancer treatment in what must be a very
traumatic period of their lives and who are wondering
about their long-term fertility and what that may mean
in the future. It is very pleasing to note that many
childhood cancers — leukaemia, for example — are
now being treated successfully. Children who in years
gone by would not have lived through childhood
leukaemia are now not only living but going on to lead
productive lives. In this instance, if their fertility is able
to be addressed into the future, they can go on to be
parents, which is just fantastic.
On 11 June 2011 the Minister for Health, David Davis,
made a statement on the storage of gametes and
embryos beyond the time legislated. He said:
The Royal Women’s Hospital and other health services have
faced a series of concerns over the long-term storage of
sperm.
Often the sperm is stored to preserve the fertility of young
men undergoing treatment, often for cancer, which may
compromise future fertility.
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Storage beyond 10 years should legally only occur when
permitted by the Patient Review Panel.
Harsh and unreasonable outcomes appear to have occurred in
some cases where it has been impossible to practically advise
patients who have stored sperm of the approaching 10-year
deadline.
It appears that the current law is inflexible in not providing for
the Patient Review Panel to consider extension of the period
of time for which sperm may be stored in these
circumstances.

This demonstrates the sensitivity and understanding
that the minister has shown in bringing this legislation
to the chamber at this time.
Retrospective legislation is not normally desirable. In
this case, however, the bill will allow currently stored
gametes and embryos to be considered lawfully stored,
despite the expiry of the statutory storage period, for a
further 18 months. This is about treating people fairly.
Patients will have 18 months to make decisions. They
can then use or donate their gametes or embryos or they
can apply to the Patient Review Panel to grant them a
longer storage period. This will enable flexibility.
Simply expanding the statutory storage period for an
additional 10 years could in some cases lead to an
inflexibility in the law when it comes to dealing with
personal circumstances. Therefore the bill will
introduce flexibility where exceptional circumstances
exist.
I will not go on any longer because other speakers have
already covered the bill in great detail. I want to put on
the record my praise for and recognition of the Minister
for Health in bringing such a sensitive issue to the
Parliament. He has recognised that there is a whole
cohort of people for whom this bill will make an
enormous difference. I congratulate the minister and
wish the bill a speedy transition.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to make a contribution in support of
the Assisted Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill
2012 as the legislation’s current incarnation must have
caused a lot of distress and suffering to people. If we
think of the many young men under 30 who have fallen
victim to testicular cancer, for instance, it would seem
that very early on in their lives they have been denied a
choice as basic as that of becoming a parent. I can
imagine an 18-year-old man having to face treatment
for cancer and making decisions at that age. He might
not have had the opportunity to have established who
he wants to marry or have as a life partner by the time
he reaches 28. When this bill was originally passed in
2008, 10 years probably seemed an appropriate and
safe period of time. Clearly the unintended
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consequences of that bill have been responded to in a
very thoughtful way. I congratulate the Minister for
Health on engaging Dr Andrew Perrignon, whose
recommendations have been adopted to a very large
degree in this bill.
There is a salutary lesson here. The year 2008 was a
heady year for bringing legislation to the Parliament
about which people had to reach into their souls in
order to judge their values. At that time there were
many lobbyists from various interest groups lobbying
on a wide range of legislation that affected life and
death issues. I imagine that finer points of detail could
well have been lost in some of the momentous social
changes brought forward by legislation of that nature,
so even though this bill is somewhat retrospective in
nature, it is a welcome initiative. I am very pleased to
see the level of support in the chamber for this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I seek
that leave be granted for Ms Crozier, when she arrives,
to sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like the minister to take the opportunity to
outline to the committee the decision-making
framework of the Patient Review Panel, which is
charged with the responsibility under the act of making
decisions on access to material and the way in which
clients of reproductive clinics may receive support in
the future. Can the minister make a general statement
about what he anticipates the panel’s workload will be
over the next 18 months following the proclamation of
the bill?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. To put this in context I
will read from clause 1, which sets out the purpose of
the bill:
… permit the Patient Review Panel, in exceptional
circumstances, to extend storage periods for gametes and
embryos without the written approval of the person who
produced the gametes or a person who produced gametes
from which the embryo was formed …
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In responding to Mr Jennings, I want to indicate that a
process was undertaken. There were deficiencies in the
machinery of the act, and these problems came to light
over time. They have been well discussed publicly, and
we sought to conduct a review. I will go back over this
so that members understand its history. We sought a
review by Dr Andrew Perrignon, who is the former
CEO of Northern Hospital, a medical practitioner and a
person with experience in private practice. He has an
understanding of patients and their needs, but he also
understands the needs of the sector and the mechanics
and challenges of running large organisations. I am
pleased to take this opportunity to put on record my
thanks to him and indeed to my department for the
exhaustive work that they have done. The review
involved wide consultation with the sector and with a
number of individuals who had used these procedures.
It attempted to understand the mechanics of the
arrangements that were in place and where they could
be reformed.
In talking to the industry, Dr Perrignon sought a way
through that would lead to changes in the legislation,
both to deal with current problems and to produce
changes in practice. The department has provided the
sector and the industry with a lot of guidance to make
sure that their practices improve. This should be seen as
two parts of the one equation. As the community
understands, there were also problems with the actual
functioning of the Patient Review Panel, including
some rigidities that were identified. With this bill the
government has taken the opportunity of putting
forward some proposals to Parliament in order to
improve the panel’s procedures.
The recently appointed chair of the Patient Review
Panel is Michael Gorton. He has done a very good job
of improving the processes in this area, an area that has
had a long history. Victoria has a model of regulation
that is generally relevant, notwithstanding that some
people may legitimately claim that reforms could be
made. The Perrignon review was a sincere attempt to
understand the mechanics of the industry and to deal
with a set of processes involving the Patient Review
Panel. The aim was to produce an outcome that is
humane and that deals with often unpredictable,
entirely unforeseen circumstances. These sometimes
involve urgency, but regardless they are matters of
great moment to people. The storage of gametes and
embryos are matters of great significance to the many
people who apply to use these treatments.
The Patient Review Panel has a significant task. I put
on record my thanks to the members of that panel, who
by and large do a very good job in making very difficult
decisions. The work of the Patient Review Panel has
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more than one aspect, but there is a routine and
predictable aspect involving the extension of storage.
On other occasions there are unique and unusual
circumstances that come forward that make these
challenges and decisions quite difficult.
I should probably put on record the numbers; I am not
sure whether they have been fully updated. In 2010
there were 275 applications relating to storage, in 2011
there were 233 applications and in 2012 there were 135
applications. In 2010 there were 379 applications in
total, in 2011 there were 295 applications and in 2012
there were 177 applications. There is probably a
misconception in the chamber about those numbers.
There was an increase in storage applications because
there were matters that the former Infertility Treatment
Authority rolled over and the series of applications
made was a greater number in that earlier period. It is
true to say that there are still a significant number of
urgent applications, and those urgent applications come
forward in an unpredictable way and unpredictable time
sequence.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Probably the last 60 to 90 seconds of the minister’s
answer got close to what I was hoping to get a sense of.
I appreciate the fact that the minister has taken the
opportunity to give us a bit of a ready reckoner of the
history of these matters, but it is really the anticipated
workload that I am interested in. In the last minute the
minister gave us a snapshot about what the outgoing
work pattern has been and the number of applications,
but my question was: how many applications does the
minister anticipate having in the next year or two? That
is the nature of my question.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
indicate that we do not anticipate an unmanageable
number of applications. However, any increase would
be managed by a single-member panel determining
routine approvals for extension of the storage period.
Some of these matters that come before the Patient
Review Panel are enormously complex and require
close examination; they are quite unique circumstances
that are not in the common pattern. Those particular
cases require a lot of time and preparation in terms of
evidence and so forth. There are other more predictable
steps for routine approvals. I make the point that while
there is no anticipation of an unmanageable number of
applications, new procedures and specific
circumstances change in this area and there is flexibility
with the panel to deal with those particular
circumstances. Again, the uniqueness of each
individual circumstance may require very close
examination.
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Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Following up on that point, this is one of the things I
am unclear about. We are talking about a
single-member panel, but the minister has just indicated
that in some circumstances there will need to be more
than one person sitting on the panel because of the
complexities of a case, and obviously with any of this
kind of technology it is incredibly complex. Who
makes the decision about when it is going to be a
single-member panel or a multi-member panel?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
indicate that matters before the single-member panel
are routine matters. The panel member can always refer
that back to the broader panel, but it is the intention of
the chair, Michael Gorton, to develop guidelines, which
will be publicly available, to indicate the narrow
circumstances in which a single-member panel may be
used. Other circumstances will generally go to the
broader panel.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
would like to go further with this. I am still not sure
about how this will be decided. The amendment that I
propose will have more than one person on a panel.
Often what may appear to be a routine matter will
become complex. Would it not be more efficient to
have two people on a panel rather than have a
single-member panel if the matter has to be referred off
and reconsidered. I suggest we need more than one
person to decide on what can become very complex
issues. I am still not sure about how it will be decided
whether it is a single-member panel or a multiple
member panel.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Perhaps I could put it this way: the Patient Review
Panel intends that only the extension of storage
applications which are routine approvals will be dealt
with by a single member; more complex or sensitive
applications, or applications likely to result in a
decision not to extend the storage period, will be
determined by a division of the panel — a matter which
falls under section 85(c) of the principal act — as the
latter would benefit from collective consideration of a
division of the panel.
As I said, to reflect this approach Michael Gorton and
the panel have indicated a commitment to develop
guidelines on the extension of storage periods, in
consultation with assisted reproductive technology
providers and relevant hospitals. The panel itself will
develop those guidelines for more straightforward sorts
of matters. Of course if there is something untoward,
there would be the option for a panel member to refer
that matter back. It would only be in those very
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straightforward circumstances or predictable
circumstances that guidelines allowing a single panel
would apply.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
have one more go at clarifying this. My concern is that
what may appear to be routine may not be routine, and
that the panel member might need the assistance of a
second panel member; otherwise it will result in having
possibly two or three hearings rather than starting with
the multi-member panel. I am very concerned about
that possibility because this has happened on a number
of occasions when members of Parliament were
expected to vote on legislation where guidelines were
to be developed but they were not really sure how that
was going to happen. I seek some clarity on this matter.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — To be
clear on the procedure coming to the chair of the panel,
the chair would make decisions, and the development
of the guidelines will seek to provide those clear
circumstances where a matter is more straightforward.
A panel member would always have the capacity to
refer a matter back, but any matter that was complex
would be dealt with by a full panel in any event, so I do
not think a two-member panel would resolve that. It
would be easier for a single member acting within the
guidelines to make those decisions. On some occasions
there is an urgency about these matters — people
sometimes leave these decisions until very late — and a
decision may need to be made quite swiftly.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
When I am asking this question I want the minister to
know that I am clear that the guidelines are going to be
created by the panel and that the chair and his panel are
responsible for establishing those guidelines; I am
happy about that. Will the minister give a guarantee that
those guidelines will be published so that the
community knows that? That is the first question.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
To go the heart of Ms Hartland’s question, where is the
decision made when those guidelines apply? Is the
decision made by a secretariat who works for the panel?
Is it made by the panel? Does the chairperson make that
determination? Where is that triaging decision made
about which stream they take?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
associate, in consultation with the chair, will make that
decision.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 10 agreed to.
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Clause 11
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
Clause 11, lines 10 and 11, omit “the chairperson or a single
member” and insert “2 members”.

I will be very brief as we prosecuted this somewhat in
talking about clause 1. It is even more clear in my mind
now that it is necessary to have two members on a
panel rather than a single member, because what starts
out as being routine will become complex. If we are
concerned about time limitations and the fact that these
applications are often urgent, having two members of
the panel make the decision will make the process more
efficient. I do not understand, even with time
constraints, why two members out of five cannot be
available to make this decision. I would have thought
that would be quite easy to do. I am not asking for the
whole panel; I am asking for two members rather than
one.
I also think it is an issue about ensuring that all of these
decisions are made in a transparent manner. We would
all agree that issues around in-vitro fertilisation have
always been complex and can sometimes be
controversial. We need to ensure that there are
safeguards around how this decision is made, which is
why I believe two panel members need to be involved
rather than one.
I briefly turn to the issue of the number of applications,
considering that the number of applications as both
members have indicated — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Because of the blip or the
increase at the start and early.
Ms HARTLAND — As the minister indicated, and
as Mr Viney indicated in his contribution, I do not see
why it is that we cannot have two people dealing with
these decisions.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
indicate to the member that I understand the points she
makes, but I respectfully disagree with a couple of
them. I do not believe that the two-member panel
would be more efficient. I think it would be less
efficient because these will be a small number of
straightforward cases that will fit within the guidelines.
I reiterate my point that the guidelines will be public.
On this occasion the government will not support the
amendment. However, I am happy to ensure that 6 to
12 months into the new processes we review how this is
operating to ensure that it is operating as intended and
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that the guidelines are reasonable — they will be
public — so that the cases are working within those
guidelines. If any further change or modification is
needed, I would be prepared to look at that at that point.
I believe sufficient safeguards will be in place, and I
think the panel is by and large working very well. The
panel is made up of a very broad and cohesive group of
people. From what I understand and from the
information I have, the panel is generally working well,
but this area of straightforward and routine decisions
within the parameters of guidelines that have been
developed where there is not a special complexity
would be reasonably handled by one panel member
within the framework of the guidelines.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
make a very brief comment. My comments and my
moving of this amendment are in no way a reflection on
the current chair or the current panel members. I am
looking to the future. We have all seen legislation pass
through this house only to find out once it has passed
that there are deficiencies and we have to go back and
redo it. I greatly appreciate the concept of a review, but
I will be pushing forward with this amendment because
I think too many times we have not got it right, and I do
not want this chance to go by without attempting to
make sure that this legislation has rigour to it.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
indicate to the committee, and particularly to the
minister, that I appreciate his offer of a review.
Opposition members note that and take some comfort
from it.
In this instance we will support Ms Hartland’s
amendment on the basis of confidence building.
Opposition members see that, at this point in time in an
area that has had a lot of concern and agitation
associated with it, the burden of decision making being
delegated to one person is an onerous responsibility for
a member of the panel, and we think that that burden
may be shared by two and thus alleviate some of the
concerns.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Pulford, Ms (Teller)
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr
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Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr

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

Pairs
Mikakos, Ms
ALP vacancy

Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 12 to 16 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank honourable members for their
contributions. It has been a worthwhile debate. I have
committed to undertake a review of that section, and I
am very happy to reiterate that.
I want to put on record my support for the work of the
Patient Review Panel. On some occasions I have said to
a number of members of the panel, ‘You must have the
wisdom of Solomon’. These are very difficult decisions
about fraught matters in people’s lives. We should not
in any way underestimate those matters. I also want to
thank Emma Turner and the team that support her in
managing the panel and the legal work that goes behind
that, as well as administrative and other challenging
tasks. I want to put those points on the record because
the panel is now working very smoothly. I have high
hopes that the panel will continue to work smoothly
and, through some of the changes made today, be able
to adapt to a changing area in a flexible way and to deal
with the new technologies, challenges and procedures
that come forward.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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ALPINE RESORTS AND NATIONAL
PARKS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 March; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I rise to make
some remarks about the Alpine Resorts and National
Parks Acts Amendment Bill 2013 and to indicate at the
outset that the Labor opposition will not be opposing
the bill. That said, I also wish to underline the
sentiments of the shadow Minister for Environment and
Climate Change in the other place, Lisa Neville, when
she remarked in the Assembly that the record of the
Baillieu and Napthine governments is very poor when it
comes to the environment. Labor, and indeed all
Victorians, have every right to be sceptical about the
government’s intentions towards alpine resorts and
national parks, especially the Alpine National Park.
I will outline the key features of the bill before
elaborating on my introductory remarks. The bill adds
to the Falls Creek alpine resort some 9.6 hectares of
land on the northern foreshore of the Rocky Valley
Storage, which is currently part of the Alpine National
Park, along with two other 0.5 hectare parcels of land.
These areas are currently utilised by the resort for snow
grooming and snow clearing. As a trade-off through the
provisions of the bill, an area of some 11.9 hectares
currently under the Falls Creek alpine resort will be
added to the Alpine National Park. This area is on the
northern slopes of Mount McKay and has been
identified as containing snow gum woodland and
suitable habitat for the endangered alpine water skink.
In summary, this bill sees no net loss of Alpine
National Park. On the face of it it is a common-sense
approach to transferring land already degraded and used
by the resort into the alpine resort area. It offsets that
land with land of undoubtedly higher environmental
values.
As fortune would have it, although I have been a
frequent visitor over many years to this part of Victoria,
I had the great fortune of being there again just a few
weeks ago and of having the opportunity over a period
of several days to ride around these areas to have a
good look at the areas that are the subject of this bill. If
I had tried to plan it, I am quite sure that something
would have come along to make it impossible, but
without planning it that is exactly what happened. Over
several days I was able to get a good look at the areas
which are currently utilised by the resort, the area
which is along the Rocky Valley Storage, as well as
quite a number of other areas. Unfortunately I did not
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get to sight an alpine water skink, but the photographs
of it are very pretty. In terms of its appearance, in some
respects it reminds me, if you put the head to one side,
of something like a very small baby crocodile, but
fortunately it does not grow to those dimensions; it
remains very small.
I had the opportunity to have a good look at this very
valuable area of the Alpine National Park and the area
which was severely burnt some 10 years ago now, and
to observe the very slow progress of the snow gum
woodland and the surrounding habitat after the
devastation of the fires of 2003. As anyone who spends
time in these areas would know, it is very slow
progress. It is fantastic to see the snow gums that have
survived fire; the new growth comes from the base of
the snow gums, leaving the completely bare remnants
of the trees there for decades. It will be a long time
before the regrowth gets up to the height of the previous
vegetation.
That all underlines the incredible fragility of this
habitat, something that I was incredibly conscious of
when riding a horse along the trails. I was constantly
thinking about the damage that can so easily be done to
this beautiful and very fragile environment. That said, it
is a great privilege to visit this area. When the Alpine
National Park was created it was correct to provide for
activities in the park in addition to preserving the
natural environment. It has meant that many Victorians
can continue to experience the park in a whole range of
different ways, to value it and to be prepared to
prioritise the protection and the allocation of resources
to the park.
In the time I was there, which was in the lead-up to
Easter, it was remarkable to see what a hive of activity
the Bogong High Plains were. There were visitors
ranging from day walkers, who had parked their cars in
parking areas, through to very serious-looking hikers, to
mountain bike riders and rock climbers and to a very
small number of horseriders, of which I was one. That
was before the Easter holiday break, and it was very
encouraging to see so many Victorians of all ages,
shapes and sizes enjoying the experience, which
underlines the value that all Victorians place on it and
indicates their support for the ongoing protection and
resourcing of the Alpine National Park.
In outlining that experience, it is worth reflecting
briefly on the importance that Victorians confer on the
Alpine National Park, including access to the activities
provided by alpine resorts in winter. I appreciate that
for a whole range of reasons — and I say this also in
my capacity, along with other members in this place, as
a member representing the northern half of the state —
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there is a desire to ensure that there are activities which
are accessible to Victorians and to visitors to our great
state, and particularly to this area, throughout the year.
In addition to the winter activities, which are centred
around snow, even if it is manufactured snow, at other
times of the year, such as when I was recently able to
visit, there are activities that enable people to
experience the area and value it, and it is through that
experience that we have the best prospect of all
Victorians valuing this area.
If we go back in time to 1989, which was when I was
most particularly associated with the park and well
before I was a member, legislation in relation to these
matters was fiercely debated in the Victorian
Parliament, including in this house. The then Labor
Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands, Kay
Setches, introduced a bill to amend the National Parks
Act 1975 to create an Alpine National Park of some
646 200 hectares, as it was then. In so doing she created
our largest national park, something which had been a
vision of many people going back to the 1940s and
which had progressed very slowly. The big change
made in 1989 created one contiguous Alpine National
Park, which meant that we protected forever — as the
minister at the time, Kay Setches, said — the splendour
of the Victorian Alps and linked them to the protection
which had already been afforded to the alps north of the
border in the Australian Capital Territory and in New
South Wales.
The bill was very contentious, and there was a lot of
debate at the time. A lot of compromises were made in
order to achieve that outcome of a contiguous Alpine
National Park. It was a magnificent initiative by the
then Labor government, although certainly in times
well before there were a whole range of people,
including members of former Liberal governments,
who had been working to progress that vision.
One of the most contentious issues around the creation
of the Alpine National Park was the phasing out of
cattle grazing on the most sensitive, fragile part of the
Alpine National Park, the Bogong High Plains. This
had been agreed to by a previous Liberal government,
but members of The Nationals sought to continue cattle
grazing on those parts of the Bogong High Plains and to
overturn that agreement by a previous Liberal
government. Fortunately the then leadership of the
Liberal Party worked with the then Labor government
to defeat that proposal by The Nationals. That is why it
is hard to reconcile the actions of the current
Liberal-Nationals government in seeking to revisit
those debates and to reintroduce cattle grazing to the
Alpine National Park, including, presumably, to the
most sensitive parts of it, being willing to fight this
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through the courts and to use for that purpose public
money that might otherwise be used to protect and
resource activities around the Alpine National Park.
Fortunately those moves have not been successful, but
we should all remember them.
Certainly those of us on this side of the house, in the
Labor Party, will continue to be ever vigilant around
these issues and will seek to preserve and improve that
vision, which goes all the way back to the 1940s and
has at different times been progressed by at least the
Liberal Party along with the Labor Party. Hopefully we
will one day see a return to some leadership in the
Liberal Party when it comes to environmental issues.
At the outset I indicated that I support the remarks the
shadow Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
Lisa Neville, the member for Bellarine in the
Assembly, made in debate on this bill in that house.
The Labor Party believes that Victorians have every
right to be sceptical about the actions of the current
government in relation to the environment. This goes
back to the fact that prior to the 2010 election there was
no environmental policy that set out what the Liberal
Party and The Nationals’ intentions were in relation to
the Alpine National Park, or any other national park,
and that actions taken since do not bode well for
national parks.
In relation to the bill before the house, we know that the
transfer of land provided for in this bill is one which has
been sought for a number of years by the resort. We
have every right to expect that it is supported by the
resort, and I think that can be taken as a given.
However, there is a lot of information to indicate that in
preparing this bill and bringing it to the Parliament
there has not been the desired consultation with a whole
range of stakeholders, including the government
agencies that have responsibility for managing and
planning the future of the Alpine National Park or our
resorts. Clearly that is not acceptable and is not
something which should be allowed to pass
unchallenged.
In addition to that, we have seen the actions of the
current government in the introduction of private
management of alpine resorts without a public tender
process. Victorians have a lot of unanswered questions
about the government’s intentions at Falls Creek or
anywhere else where we have alpine resorts in terms of
what the future management and development will be
like and who is going to be responsible for the future of
our alpine resorts. If it is possible, as we have seen
under this government, to have facilities which have
been paid for by Victorian taxpayers simply handed to a
private operator with no process but with a
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commitment, as I understand it, that in the future there
will be a tender process, then who is to say that this
cannot happen at other alpine resorts, including the
Falls Creek resort?
There has also been no information put before the
Parliament or anywhere else about what development is
proposed to take place in these areas which have been
added to the Falls Creek alpine resort around the Rocky
Valley Storage. Whilst this area is clearly degraded in
its natural values, Victorians would certainly have a
range of opinions about what is acceptable regarding
any future development there. It is a highly visible area
within the Falls Creek and surrounding Bogong High
Plains region, and clearly what takes place there is
going to be highly visible.
Certainly Labor’s view is that Victorians should have a
say about what happens in that area and the government
should be open and transparent about what is proposed
for that area. To date no information has been made
available and this has been raised in the course of the
debate in the Legislative Assembly. There is an
opportunity for the government to indicate what its
intentions are whilst this bill is passing through the
Legislative Council. I am quite sure that all Victorians
would welcome that, but to date there has been no
indication of the government’s intentions.
In making my remarks on this bill it is also important to
refer to the recent changes that the Liberal-Nationals
government has made to the departments and agencies
responsible for management of the Alpine National
Park. In the last budget we saw cuts of some
$130 million to environmental programs and services,
including land management, biodiversity and
management of our parks and forests. Despite the
government’s continued mantra that these funding cuts
can be made without any impact on services
whatsoever and without any job losses, we have seen
that this is simply a false mantra and that in fact
programs have been affected, jobs have been lost,
offices have closed and there is less money and fewer
resources to devote to our national parks, including the
Alpine National Park.
Since the 2012 budget containing those cuts was
brought down we have seen further changes as a result
of the forced merger between the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) and the
Department of Primary Industries (DPI). The Labor
opposition has raised major concerns in relation to
conflicts of interest. There have certainly been major
job losses, with some 400 DSE and 200 DPI jobs lost to
date. As I understand it, the new Premier, Dr Napthine,
has refused to rule out further job losses following the
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2013 budget that will be brought down in a few short
weeks. As the shadow Minister for the Arts and
member for Bellarine in the Assembly, Lisa Neville,
has put on the record, it is certainly the view of the
Labor opposition that these decisions are likely to send
environmental policy development and the protection
of threatened and endangered species, including the
alpine water skink, back to the Dark Ages.
It is certainly not good news for anyone who is
interested in the environment and nature conservation
in Victoria. That is one of many reasons that the Labor
opposition is indicating its concerns and scepticism
about the Napthine-Ryan government’s intentions when
it comes to the environment, the Alpine National Park,
and our alpine resorts and their future management and
development, whether it is through the existing
management or the forecast private sector development
which has already taken place and for which at least
one government member, the member for Benalla in
the Assembly, Dr Sykes, who represents this part of
Victoria in particular, has indicated his support. Given
that the government is indicating it supports further
development in our alpine resorts by the private sector,
it is incumbent on the government to indicate what its
plans are and to take Victorians into its confidence
about those plans.
I can indicate on behalf of the constituents who have
been in contact with me about a whole range of issues
in the Alpine National Park over a long period that a
large number of Victorians take a very keen interest in
everything that happens. In addition to the surrounding
communities in northern Victoria, Victorians from the
length and breadth of the state regularly visit the area,
as do Australians from all around the country. From
time to time I have even received information from
international visitors about their experience, their
concerns or their views about the appropriate
management of our Alpine National Park and our
alpine resorts. These are matters which Victorians value
and which they have very strong views about.
That covers most of the material which is important to
place on the record. In conclusion, it is important to
underline that as well as being Victoria’s largest
national park, the Alpine National Park contains an
incredible diversity of plants and animals, has a very
rich cultural heritage and is the source of much of
Victoria’s high-quality water. These are reasons to
continue to protect and improve our Alpine National
Park for future generations. They are also the reasons
the government needs to take great care in progressing
the changes provided for in this bill. The government
only touches the surface with this bill rather than having
the courage to take Victorians into its confidence about
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its intentions for the future, something it should rectify
at the earliest opportunity.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — It is my
great pleasure to speak on the debate of the Alpine
Resorts and National Parks Acts Amendment Bill 2013.
As Parliamentary Secretary for Sustainability and
Environment it has been one of my greatest joys to
work in the alpine areas of Victoria. The recent review
of the alpine resorts strategy has been a long time
coming. It has not been tackled with any conviction by
a succession of Labor environment ministers. Many of
the areas we have worked through will give some
protection to the environment — to the natural beauty
and the majesty of our alpine areas — and in many
respects differentiate between what is a national park
and what are alpine resorts.
An alpine resort is a place of recreation for a variety of
pursuits, and I am a little envious of Ms Broad having
ridden around the Bogong High Plains. I have not had
the opportunity to do that, and it is something I would
love to do, so I am envious of her. As I said, in summer
and winter there are a variety of sports activities
available at alpine resorts, including horseriding, and
those recreational and sporting activities are valued by
Victorian and international visitors. We can highlight
activities around snow, such as downhill skiing, snow
play and snowboarding. There is also a range of
summer activities that people love to enjoy in the high
country and alpine areas such as hiking, walking and
horseriding. There has been an increase in mountain
bike activity, which adds a commercial aspect to the
area. Alpine areas are valued for their capacity to drive
economic capacity for Victoria, both summer and
winter.
I will highlight the differences between national parks
and alpine resorts as a key to what we are doing here
today. Alpine resorts are places where people live, go to
school and enjoy recreational opportunities, but there
are also business activities and a range of other
infrastructure in those areas. Resorts are not pristine
wilderness; they are not pristine bush. People
participating in activities in those areas are often the
custodians of the precious and sensitive areas that we
need to ensure are looked after. The villages are vibrant
hubs with schools, medical precincts, businesses and
service industries, as well as the services required
around water, sewerage, waste management and
electricity infrastructure, and a range of other
infrastructure items.
Members might ask why I draw on that difference
today, but it is very important. Alpine resorts have a
special place in our hearts. Nature-based tourism offers
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a number of activities and, through the alpine strategic
report, will give a much better structure for where we
are heading. The report sets the tone for alpine
management boards to report to the alpine resorts
consultative committee and provides that committee
with a business plan, an objective and an
outcomes-driven focus so that there is much more
certainty, something that did not happen under Labor.
We need to value Falls Creek, and it deserves a special
mention today. Falls Creek alpine resort is working to
increase its profile during the summer months and is
promoting existing and emerging regional recreational
activities.
We need to get to the core of the bill. What we are
talking about today is the excision of 9.6 hectares of
land on the northern foreshore of the Rocky Valley
Storage, which is currently part of the Alpine National
Park, and incorporating it into the Falls Creek alpine
resort. The area has been disturbed, mainly as a result
of the construction of the Rocky Valley Dam; it is part
of the Kiewa hydro-electric scheme and is a man-made
structure. The bill will also preserve two existing leases
over parts of the area that are associated with the Kiewa
hydro-electric scheme.
The area presents an opportunity for the resort to build
on what it currently offers and to develop new
recreational tourism facilities. In response to a couple of
the points raised by Ms Broad around what is proposed
for the land, the Falls Creek Alpine Resort
Management Board envisages progressing
opportunities for the area in two phases. The first is in
the shorter term and involves beautifying the heavily
disturbed areas, installing toilets and some passive
recreation areas around barbecues, tables and seating,
and making improvements to the pontoon access in the
Rocky Valley Storage. In the longer term, depending on
funding, investment interest and planning
permission — obviously there is a process around all
those things — it envisages establishing facilities,
including boat storage and associated facilities for
athletes and a cafe restaurant. These facilities would be
located in the more disturbed areas — the areas of
lower grade vegetation — and they would also be part
of the development process and subject to development
approvals.
The other area I would like to talk about today is the
area around Howmans Gap, which contains the resort’s
snow clearing base. This area is currently part of a
government road. Prior to it being added to the resort it
will be discontinued as a road under the Road
Management Act 2004, so it is just sitting out there on
its own. The bill also provides for the addition of
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11.9 hectares to the national park. I think this is a
significant part of the bill. I note that this land is
currently part of the alpine resort and is situated on the
northern slopes of Mount McKay.
One thing I would like to highlight today is the work
that the Falls Creek management board has done on a
biodiversity management system. The resort has done a
significant piece of work that looks at flora and fauna
and how the resort interacts around biodiversity not
only within the resort but on its edges. The board is to
be commended on this work. It is substantial and
interacts with everything the resort does. The board is a
standout in that area.
I will not talk for much longer today because I think we
are going to go into committee stage. I will finish by
saying that I was in the Kiewa Valley last Thursday,
where this government was complimented on its focus
in its response to alpine resorts, parks and to
biodiversity in the area. It was also complimented on
the time that representatives of the government have
spent in this area. It has certainly not been a quick
ski-in, ski-out opportunity. We have shown a long-term
commitment to working with business, the alpine
resorts and their boards and the Alpine Resorts
Co-ordinating Committee to improve the operation of
management and the strategic outcomes for these
important areas. We have also listened to the people
who are running businesses there and have understood
what is occurring.
There have been some exciting impacts resulting from
the work that we and the resort management boards
have done. There is a whole new sphere of opportunity
around the economic drivers in the area. We have seen
a good uptake of altitude training opportunities here in
Victoria, not only by professional cyclists but also
footballers and rowers. The work around the Rocky
Valley Dam will provide another range of opportunities
for aquatic and recreational boating activity that I think
Victorians will benefit from. I wish this bill a speedy
passage.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am not
convinced by any of the contributions I have heard so
far as to what it is we are actually being asked to vote
for here. If this is a portent of how the government is
going to set about doing commercial development in
national parks, I think we should stop right here and
have another think, because that is what this is. While
there has been some recent discussion about
commercial development in national parks, this is a
development in a national park with the relevant piece
of land a commercial body is interested in being
excised from a national park for its purposes. It is the
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same difference as far as I am concerned, and for that
reason we will not be supporting the bill.
I would have thought anyone would have wanted a bit
more information than what has been provided here
today, except that the Parliament is meant to give the
approvals first with the details to be filled in by
ministers and other authorities later. Last week and the
week before there was a bit of a flurry in the media
about the government’s proposed guidelines for
developments in national parks. I should go back a little
bit further to explain exactly where the guidelines
themselves originated from.
The government ticked off the Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission (VCEC) to look at
regulation in the area of tourism. VCEC exists for the
whole purpose of getting rid of what it calls red tape. I
do not know if there has ever been a VCEC report that
came back and said, ‘Do you know what? The
regulation in this area is just right. Leave it as it is’.
Pretty much for the purposes of justifying its existence
VCEC has to go around finding bad red tape that has to
be removed and so the minister for the environment —
and we can put both those words in inverted commas if
we want — has taken the lead from VCEC and
produced some guidelines. The problem with the
guidelines is that they do not seem to rule anything in
or out, and therefore they are not much use to an
environmentalist like myself, nor, if I try to step into the
shoes of a possible proponent for a development, do
they tell either side what would or would not be
allowed in a national park. That is what has got the
public so excited about these proposals that the
government is talking about without any actual
proposal with any financing behind it being on the
horizon.
All we get is a set of principles. They state:
Principle 1: Tourism investment opportunities will be allowed
which are sensible and sensitive …
Principle 2: Tourism investment opportunities must be
determined as the highest and best use of the area of national
park proposed for use.

Then environmental, social and economic outcomes
will be considered. In other words, they will consider
everything.
Principle 3: Investment opportunities must be consistent with
the legislative objectives and purpose of national parks —

of course, otherwise you will just come back here and
excise the bit you want to use and it will no longer be in
a national park.
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Principle 4: Investment opportunities must take account of
associated risks and give regard to any risk management plans
for the proposed settings, for example, bushfire and climate
variability.

Hold the phone right there and tell me where in a
Victorian national park we would find an area of low
bushfire risk. In fact many people — including the
soon-to-be member for the federal seat of McEwen,
Mrs Petrovich, who has done so on many occasions —
have come into this place and said people trying to get
development permits to rebuild after bushfires have
found the new tough requirements for bushfire safety
extraordinarily onerous to meet. That is on private land.
I have looked at a number of those houses and
developments, and I cannot imagine any of them would
be as high a risk as a major development in a national
park.
We must be talking about major developments; why
else would we be going to all this bother? I have
worked in the ecotourism industry, and whether it be
accommodation, nature experiences or hospitality, we
are frequently talking about family-run businesses. If
we are talking about a development so amazing that a
complete set of guidelines has to be created for it, we
are obviously talking about a major development. We
would not go to all this trouble to put a couple of cabins
into the Grampians National Park, for example, when
there are many such options on private land in nearby
Halls Gap. We are either talking about Club Med
Grampians or we are not talking about anything at all.
With the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, Ryan Smith, it is usually pretty hard to work
out whether he is putting forward a scary environmental
proposal or just colouring in the numbers. If the
proposal in this bill is any example, we will be none the
wiser up until the moment that a developer lobs their
plans on the desk of the relevant decision-maker, who
has only one step left, and that is to tick them.
Along with these fairly meaningless principles, we have
an approval process that involves some public
notification, but it is fairly redundant when you
consider all the other approvals that will be required. To
get an approval for a major development inside a
national park — to meet the requirements for bushfire
safety, evacuation plans, car parking areas, wastewater
and solid waste disposal and all the rest of it — would
seem to be a major undertaking at any time, let alone in
an environmentally sensitive area with a series of
different overlays, and most likely involving federal
law as well. That should be of interest to those of us
who would like to be in the federal Parliament one day!
The process through which the minister proposes to run
his developments tells us nothing and guarantees even
less. What we have been told is that:
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This area —

the area to be excised —
presents an opportunity for the resort to build on what it
currently has to offer and to develop new recreational and
tourism facilities on the lake edge to encourage visitor use
throughout the year. This change of land status will provide
certainty for future planning and investment decisions.

That really does not tell us anything at all, does it?
While Mrs Petrovich gave us a few more hints about
what might be in store, unfortunately neither she nor
other members of the current government will
necessarily be around at the time, so the only thing we
are voting on here is something called ‘new recreational
and tourism facilities’, which is simply described as an
‘opportunity’.
There are some very real environmental issues to be
addressed and some real questions to be answered
about the future direction of the resort. We have pretty
much been told, ‘There is a piece of lakeside, and we
would like to get some of it’. Mrs Petrovich hinted at a
boat ramp or boat storage facility and possibly a
restaurant. Are we talking about parasailing or power
boating? Are we talking about a waterslide or
Hollywood in the Alps? What are we talking about?
Mrs Petrovich interjected.
Mr BARBER — I can afford to have a wild
imagination, Mrs Petrovich, because there is always
someone coming down the line — the worst kind of
developer — who will take a pristine, tranquil and
inspirational natural area and, while making money out
of it, actually destroy the whole reason people want to
go there in the first place. They get their development,
but in the process they erode what makes people want
to go there — that tranquillity, inspiration and peace.
National parks and alpine resorts are one such type of
place; green wedges are another. People understand
instinctively why we have these respite areas, but it is
up to us in Parliament to articulate that and put it into
law. There are fewer and fewer of these areas and there
are more and more of us, so those areas become more
and more important.
I am not a downhill skier; I have actually spent most of
my time in alpine resorts over the summer. That part of
the bill is quite right when it says that people want to
come to these areas in summer. But in summer, away
from all the downhill skiing, the parties, the excitement
and the rest of it, it is actually a very different
experience. You are up there, seemingly much closer to
the heavens and bathed in fantastic sunlight. Of course
there is always the risk that at any time of the year the
clouds can come over and you can suddenly find
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yourself back in true alpine conditions, but there is also
room to move around and spread out a little bit.
Everything I read and hear about this proposal is that it
does not head towards that particular philosophy or
sensibility. It is not just me as one of the three token
greenies in the house who wants to know these
answers; I think anybody who is a regular user of these
resorts would also want to know them. While it has
been said that the resort has been asking for quite some
time to access this piece of land, there are other
stakeholders. There are the people who currently hold
the land, Parks Victoria. There is also the National
Parks Advisory Council, there is a whole range of
others. When we get to the committee stage of the bill
we will explore who exactly has been told what and
what guarantees have been given.
This is an almost completely backwards approach to
some of the rhetoric that has come out about
commercial development in national parks over the last
couple of weeks. For that reason we will be giving this
bill an extremely good going over because it may very
well be that we are setting a benchmark for future
developments.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8:03 p.m.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise and make some comments on the Alpine
Resorts and National Parks Acts Amendment Bill 2013.
The Falls Creek alpine resort has been pursuing the
changes that we see outlined before us in this bill for a
number of years. The areas that are to be removed from
the Alpine National Park are largely disturbed and
already well and truly utilised by the resort. The areas
that are to be added to the national park have been
identified as containing snow gum, woodlands and
suitable habitat for endangered alpine water skink.
The bill amends the National Parks Act 1975 and the
Alpine Resorts Act 1983. It adds 9.6 hectares on the
northern foreshore of the Rocky Valley Storage which
is currently part of the Alpine National Park to the Falls
Creek alpine resort. It adds two other areas of about half
a hectare each to the resort. The first one is an area in
Sun Valley that is currently in the national park and
which contains the resort’s snow grooming facilities,
and the second is an area at Howmans Gap which
currently contains the resort’s snow clearing base. An
area of 11.9 hectares on the northern slope of
Mount McKay which is currently part of the resort will
be added to the Alpine National Park.
The bill sees no net loss at all from the Alpine National
Park. It is a common-sense approach to transferring
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land, which is already degraded and used by the resort,
to the alpine resort and offsetting the transfer with land
of high environmental value. However, what is of
concern is that there has been very limited consultation
with stakeholders about these changes. Only those
immediately impacted, such as the resorts, AGL and the
former Department of Planning and Community
Development, have been consulted — not stakeholders
such as Parks Victoria and land managers. There has
also been no information from the government about
the potential development that is likely to occur. We
have some very real concerns about this.
Although we are not opposing the bill before us today,
we do have concerns about the development that could
potentially occur in one area that is being excised from
the resort, particularly on the foreshore of the Rocky
Valley Lake. In the second-reading speech for the bill
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change
referred to opportunities to use the resort throughout the
year, and this land will enable those opportunities to be
realised. However, given the government’s record so
far, we are sceptical about what is proposed and
whether it will be appropriate for the area.
We are also concerned that the Premier has decided to
merge the departments of primary industries and
sustainability and environment. Environmental policy
development, the protection of threatened and
endangered species, sustainability and action on climate
change will be set back decades by the merging of these
departments. It is imperative that we consider the
impact of this merger not only on the environment but
also on our rural and regional communities, of which
this alpine area is one. It is in my electorate of Northern
Victoria Region.
Primary producers will not be the only ones who suffer.
We believe the environment will also suffer from these
changes to the bureaucracy and the merging of these
two important departments which carry out very
important work in rural and regional Victoria in two
distinct areas.
The government is going backwards when it comes to
the environment. Based on its record so far, it cannot be
trusted to care for and protect our national parks, or to
meet the environmental challenges of our time. In the
environment portfolio we have a minister who
continues to lose responsibilities to The Nationals, and
given their track record on the environment, that is not
necessarily a good thing. The government has a very
poor record on the environment; we only have to look
at a few issues that certainly have been big issues in my
electorate of Northern Victoria Region.
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One of those issues is that almost the first act of this
government after it was elected was to reintroduce
cattle grazing in the Alpine National Park. Apparently
its members saw our national parks as paddocks. What
a debacle that has been. The commonwealth
government had to step in. The state challenged that
decision in the Federal Court of Australia and lost the
case — and wasted taxpayers money — all to appease a
few people who The Nationals made promises to
during the election campaign. The Minister for
Environment and Climate Change has still not outlined
what he intends to do next.

absolutely justified in being sceptical about whether this
government is committed to national parks in Victoria.
We on this side of the chamber look forward, and I
personally look forward, to hearing from the
government regarding its plans for development in our
national parks, because we do not believe it can be
trusted. While this bill in itself does not see any
trade-offs to our national parks in terms of the number
of hectares that will make up this national park, and
doing a land swap is a sensible decision, we do have
concerns and are interested in hearing more from the
government.

Firewood collection is another debacle, showing that
this government’s record as far as protecting the
environment goes is a poor one. The government has
enabled the continuation of firewood collection without
permits in our national parks. It claims it is cutting red
tape, making it easier for communities, but it is far from
that situation. In fact it has led to an all-out free for all.
Commercial operators and people from Melbourne
have been collecting large amounts of wood, leaving
locals without firewood for their heating. There are
people in my electorate of Northern Victoria Region
who rely on the collection of firewood for their heating.
The government has now been forced to introduce new
regulations — putting limits on the amount collected —
to try to control who collects the firewood in order to
protect local residents who, as I said, rely on it for their
heating.

Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
make some brief remarks on the Alpine Resorts and
National Parks Acts Amendment Bill 2013 before the
house dealing with an objective of undertaking a land
swap in respect of the Alpine National Park and the
Falls Creek alpine resort. Before I make some general
comments on the bill, I make the observation that by
and large the preceding speakers — I was about to say
with the exception of the Parliamentary Secretary for
Sustainability and Environment, but Mrs Petrovich has
other things to contemplate, so perhaps she does not
have that cap on today — did not address the objectives
of the bill.

In the 2012–13 budget funding cuts of $130 million
were made to environmental programs and services,
including land management, biodiversity and
management of our parks and forests. The result is less
money to protect national parks. We have seen very
significant staff cuts that have had a very direct impact
on the ground. Jobs have been cut at Parks Victoria and
in the former Department of Sustainability and
Environment, bodies which have responsibility to care
for and protect our national parks and to oversee
changes in legislation. They now have fewer skilled
front-line staff to monitor and oversight the
implementation of these programs.
We have also seen significant job losses at our
catchment management authorities, and fisheries
research jobs at the former Department of Primary
Industries have been cut in half, from 30 jobs to
15 jobs. This government’s track record is not a good
one. It appears that its members often make decisions
on the run and then have to make more decisions to try
to undo the bad decisions that were made earlier.
In conclusion, given the Napthine-Ryan government’s
poor record on the environment, Victorians are

I take this opportunity to acknowledge the great
contribution Mrs Petrovich has made over the last two
and a half years to public land management in Victoria.
Having been appointed after the election of the Baillieu
government in November 2010, she has taken a
profound and committed interest in improving the land
management of our natural estate. In particular she has
had specific responsibilities in regard to bushfire
mitigation and making sure that our rural landscapes
are better protected from bushfire by oversighting the
department’s progressive ramping up of its efforts in
fuel reduction burning.
Turning to the debate on the bill, I note that few of the
previous speakers, other than Mrs Petrovich, addressed
the objects of the bill. I did not realise that this debate
was so wide ranging. I thought the bill was quite
narrow, quite specific and dealt explicitly with a land
swap between two different land tenures in the public
estate, being the Alpine National Park and the Falls
Creek alpine resort. To contemplate that speeches could
be given in this place dealing with budget issues
relating to departmental funding, the grazing of cattle in
the high country, the guidelines for private investment
in building infrastructure in national parks and firewood
collections mystifies me. How could those subjects be
introduced into what is a narrow debate? I am sure that
the leniency and tolerance of government members
allowed those comments to go unremarked. Perhaps in
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winding up government speakers’ contributions, I
should note that I regard the comments of those
opposite as being gratuitous and irrelevant.
The relevant point to make in this debate is that the
Falls Creek alpine resort, like other alpine resorts, is set
aside as a specific land tenure to be managed for
multiple recreation purposes. Primarily the resort is
used in the snow season — that is, it is a white-season
playground for people who like to snow ski, whether
downhill or cross country, for tobogganing or
snowshoeing, or any of the other various forms. I
suppose simply throwing snowballs is a part of that
recreation in the winter time. Inevitably an effort is
being made to refocus the assets of those alpine resorts,
because the white season or ski season is a very short
period and amounts to only a few months of each year.
Depending on weather events, the ski season may be a
very short season with limited capacity to maximise or
optimise economic return on investments in those
resorts. Primarily those environments are run by private
sector people who risk their own capital with the
encouragement of the resort managers, which are
statutory government bodies. A fair bit of taxpayer
money is invested in the resorts, so in order to get a
reasonable return we have to extend the period of use of
those resorts.
In the case of the Falls Creek alpine resort, a very
specific strategic effort is being made to develop it in a
way that other resorts are seeking to do — that is, to
increase utilisation of the resort all year round in what is
being called the green season. The green season
strategy, particularly at Falls Creek, is to take advantage
of the opportunity to provide high-altitude training —
for example, for footballers out of season who are
doing their summer training, and for other people
training for elite sporting events.
I am reminded of a young girl I spent some time with.
In fact Mrs Petrovich will recall that this young girl
joined us in January at the Mountain Cattlemen’s
Association’s get-together. She had driven from Falls
Creek to Licola to be at the cattlemen’s get-together,
because she had spent her summer at high altitude
training for her international elite sporting activity; she
is a triathlete. That girl is but one example, and I have
met many others who are interested in using
opportunities to train at high altitude, and we should
encourage that.
The land swap proposal contained in this bill does
nothing other than ensure that there is recognition of the
fact that some land presently classified under the land
tenure arrangements as part of the Alpine National Park
has been utilised for a long time for the benefit of the
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alpine resort and has infrastructure thereupon, and some
of which historically has been part of the
hydroelectricity scheme arrangements. Highly impacted
land abuts the alpine resort footprint, which is currently
within the Alpine National Park boundary. All this bill
proposes to do is excise that highly disturbed land,
transfer it into the title of the alpine resort and mitigate
the impact on the national park, excise some land from
the alpine resort which is relatively undisturbed or
mostly undisturbed — at least a corner of it is very
lightly disturbed — and transfer that land back into the
national park. The result of that transfer will be a net
increase in area; we are talking about splitting hairs
here, because the area we are talking about is not more
than 12 hectares in total. In the context of the Alpine
National Park, particularly if you consider that it is
larger than Kakadu, I do not think it is going to make
all that much difference.
My view is that the house should support the bill with
acclamation and dispense with the indifference of
non-government members, who want to address every
other issue except for the fact that there will be a
significant long-term benefit to the economic model of
the Fall Creeks alpine resort from securing an
appropriate land footprint. Doing so would allow the
resort to develop, maximise the development of its
plans and create opportunities for those who presently
and in the future invest capital in the resort so that they
will be able to maximise the yield on their investments
for the alpine resort as a whole. That will apply not just
to the private sector but will ensure that there is
sufficient income coming to the alpine resort over a
12-month period so that the resort is not entirely reliant
upon the ski season to generate enough revenue to
maintain assets.
There is a very significant burden of responsibility on
the boards of management of alpine resorts. They must
not only manage the asset in a physical sense but also
take into account their financial obligations — that is,
to generate sufficient income to meet their expenses.
Boards of management need to meet community
service obligations, including appropriate
environmental management. Without sufficient revenue
being generated by an alpine resort boards cannot meet
their requisite objectives.
I make the point that each of the alpine resorts in its
own way has particular environmental programs. I was
interested to hear some comments earlier this evening
about something acknowledged by the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change — that is, providing
protection for potentially threatened species at Falls
Creek. I note that is similar to the program in place on
the Baw Baw plateau to protect the threatened Baw
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Baw frog, which I presume is a cousin of the growling
grass frog. I am particularly interested in the Baw Baw
frog because its domicile is substantially impacted by
the Baw Baw alpine resort, which sits upon the Baw
Baw plateau and straddles the Baw Baw National Park.
As has been alluded to, resort managers need to seek to
accommodate some environmental objectives,
notwithstanding that is not their core business. They
have an obligation to do so, and the state government
expects them to do so as well.
In conclusion, I congratulate the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change on dealing with what
was acknowledged by Ms Darveniza to be a
long-running issue. This land swap has been urged
upon governments for some time. It certainly was urged
upon the previous government. I congratulate the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change and his
parliamentary secretary, Mrs Petrovich, on progressing
this legislation and ensuring that this matter will be
brought to a conclusion.
I look forward to the future of the Falls Creek alpine
resort being sustainable and integrating with one of the
other objectives I have a particular interest in, which is
nature-based tourism, particularly in the Alpine
National Park. We are investing in and developing the
Falls Creek to Mount Hotham alpine walk as a major
outdoor recreational and environmental activity.
I refer to one of the issues that no doubt will be
wrestled with — and I am sure Mr Barber will join in
the discussion when it comes to some conclusion —
and it relates to the success we have seen in
encouraging people to walk the Overland Track and
Cradle Mountain in Tasmania, partly as a result of
investment by the private sector in building huts. The
Cradle Mountain huts are well known, and this
investment has encouraged people to experience our
wilderness in a way that they would have been unable
to previously. I would like to think that Mr Barber
might be enthusiastic about a similar opportunity to
encourage Victorians to visit the alpine region.
The alpine walk would provide a very good location to
attract a private sector operator to invest in this area in a
discrete, sensitive way that would provide an outdoor
experience for Victorians who would be unable to have
that experience otherwise. Those of us who enjoy the
isolation of independent walking and are happy to carry
a 25-kilogram pack with tents, sleeping bags, dried
food and all the rest that goes with it are perhaps limited
in number. Those others who would like to sleep under
the stars — that is, ‘5 stars’ — might have that
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opportunity in the future. I urge the house to support the
bill.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It gives
me a great deal of pleasure to speak in the debate on the
Alpine Resorts and National Parks Acts Amendment
Bill 2013. In doing so I follow the extremely detailed
and well-balanced contribution of the excellent
Parliamentary Secretary for Sustainability and
Environment, Mrs Petrovich. I too would like to
congratulate her and the minister on this piece of work
and also my colleague Mr Philip Davis, who has spent
a lot of time in the Alpine National Park and knows it
well.
I was interested to hear Mr Barber in his contribution
speak about the beauty of this area and how lovely it
was to be close to the sky and the stars and to be in
those wide, open, remote spaces. The Greens do not
have a monopoly on hiking in this area. I too have
walked all over the area, and I know it particularly well.
Unlike Mr Davis I did not carry a 25-kilogram pack
with a sleeping bag. At night I went back to a nice
apartment to sleep, but I did walk 20 kilometres every
day. For a considerable time I went out on daytrips
right around this area, so I know it well. Mr Barber,
Mrs Petrovich and Mr Davis have all said what a great
and beautiful place it is. I reiterate those sentiments; it is
a very beautiful part of the world.
It is interesting to look at the 2011 statistics from the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. Falls Creek is a place
where the population can fluctuate widely due to the
seasonal nature of its attractions. Mr Barber said that he
was not a downhill skier, but I can assure him that I
have been downhill skiing. The 2011 census revealed
that on census night Falls Creek was overwhelmingly
empty — the census QuickStats state that in Falls
Creek 16.5 per cent of private dwellings were occupied
and 83.5 per cent were unoccupied. In comparison,
Australia wide the reverse was true on census night —
89.3 per cent of private dwellings were occupied and
just 10.7 per cent were unoccupied.
In his second-reading speech the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Mr Smith, said that
the Falls Creek alpine resort is diversifying its appeal.
Specifically he said:
Our alpine resorts are increasingly being valued for what they
can offer visitors year round. The government wishes to
further facilitate appropriate use and development of these
resorts in order to increase visitation outside the snow season.

The statistical difference in the usage and non-usage of
dwellings between the high point in winter and summer
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has to be made closer. More people need to be using
this fantastic resort all year round.
Members do not need to look too far into the past to see
the high-altitude training conducted in the national
park. Various football and athletic teams go up there to
do their high-altitude running. Steve Moneghetti used
to do a considerable amount of running in that area. A
number of school groups go up there to do high-altitude
training to be ready for the year ahead. Rowing is a
very important and popular activity on the lake. There
are a number of schools that continue to use the park
during the summer period.
This is what has to happen with an asset that is so
beautiful and is something that we want to share with
everybody. It is therefore particularly important to see
these added economic activities happening in this area.
The bill deals with this issue. It enlarges the opportunity
for a great deal of sport and activity and, as has been
said before, the environmental aspect is going to be
looked at and carefully balanced. As Mrs Petrovich
said, this will enhance the opportunity for the area to
increase its economic value.
The minister has said that we want to encourage more
altitude training, lake events, road cycling and
mountain biking, and I look at the work the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events, Ms Asher, and the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change, Mr Smith, have
done in encouraging people to visit the area. Indeed
there was a $350 000 advertising campaign run by the
government to encourage Victorians to visit the alpine
region during the Moomba long weekend. A media
release dated 7 March states:
Tourism communities in the north-east, Gippsland and the
Grampians had been hit hard during this peak travel season
due to recent fires, but these communities are resilient,
unharmed and keen to welcome visitors back.

In the same media release the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events is quoted as having said:
By supporting our industry and travelling to regional Victoria,
it protects the $15.9 billion tourism industry and the
livelihoods of people in those areas …

Falls Creek is an area that needs year-round stability for
its economic development so that people will move
there, go there, invest there and encourage tourism,
which is an extremely important, $15.9 billion industry
for people in rural and regional areas.
Another tourist campaign was conducted through
advertisements in the Herald Sun encouraging people
to ‘Have a North Easter’ in the alpine region. It
encouraged people to enjoy the Easter break in the

987

alpine area. It was a very good and well-received public
relations exercise, and the people who availed
themselves of the opportunity had an excellent chance
to see what is up there and so beautiful.
I want to talk about the Great Alpine Road closure. I
am not sure whether Mr Davis spoke about this, but this
debate gives me an opportunity to talk about it because
it really was quite remarkable. The VicRoads crew
managed to get the Great Alpine Road open in time for
Easter after it was closed because of falling trees and
bushfires. I will go through some articles from the
Border Mail and the Wangaratta Chronicle which paint
the picture, because I think it is important to note what
was happening. The Great Alpine Road is seriously
beautiful. The snow gums there have the most
wonderful trunks which reflect the sun and are often a
beautiful red colour. They are not very big trees, but
they are seriously beautiful, and that stretch of road is a
particularly beautiful part of Victoria.
In an article published on 18 February the Border Mail
reported:
There are growing fears the massive task of making the Great
Alpine Road safe after the recent fires could take up to two
months with one senior mountain resort manager labelling the
time frame catastrophic.

That is because Easter is so important for the area. The
article noted that the bushfires around Harrietville and
Mount Hotham over January and February had caused
much damage and concern. The fires were out of
control for months, and it was very difficult for those of
us in the city to realise exactly what was happening. We
felt that the whole area was on fire and that there would
never be an opportunity for us to look at what was
happening. In fact Ms Asher and Mr Smith worked to
alert people to the benefits of the area and tell them it
was a very safe place to be, and it was important that
the Great Alpine Road was opened. The Border Mail
article goes on to say:
… it will rob the mountains of Easter tourism — its
traditional non-winter cash cow.

In an article published on 15 March — less than one
month after the first article — the Wangaratta
Chronicle stated:
The landscape has taken a massive hit and a power of work
has been carried out, but traffic movement is back on the
Great Alpine Road between Harrietville and Mount Hotham
much to the delight of tourism operators, workers and visitors.
Authorities worked tirelessly to ensure the road was available
for use over the busy Labour Day weekend and upcoming
Easter holiday period …
Heavy rainfall —
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just to add to the bushfire issue —
caused ‘slips’, which left damage to the foundations, leaving
barriers set up along strained parts of the winding road.
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up to Falls Creek, which is a very beautiful part of the
world, but to also be mindful that it is just as beautiful,
if not more so, in the summer. I commend the bill to the
house.

…

House divided on motion:
Since work started repairing the road on March 4 in excess of
4000 dead and burnt trees have been felled because they were
at risk of falling onto the road, and two ground tree lopper
teams are clearing 200 trees a day by hand close to the road.

It is remarkable to think that so much work and effort
was put into opening this road to secure the economic
viability of the area by making it available to tourists on
a non-winter weekend. Fast forward another 12 days,
and in a media release dated 27 March the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and the Minister for
Roads advised that the number of dangerous trees that
had been removed had increased to around 5000. It is
phenomenal to think that the VicRoads, Parks Victoria
and Department of Sustainability and Environment
teams worked so hard to clear the road, and they are all
to be commended. I know the businesses in and around
Falls Creek are very pleased with the outcome, as
numbers of visitors enjoyed Easter there and availed
themselves of this beautiful part of the country.
Although the bill transfers some land from the Alpine
National Park to the Falls Creek alpine resort, it also
transfers land back into the Alpine National Park,
representing a net gain of 11.9 hectares on the northern
slopes of Mount McKay. I am certain that Mr Davis
and Mr Barber have both climbed Mount McKay, and I
have too. The view is spectacular. According to a media
release from the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, Mr Smith, dated 21 February:
… the Falls Creek biodiversity management system had
identified the land to be added to the national park as suitably
habitable for the critically endangered alpine water skink. The
land also contains snow gum woodland.

I note Ms Broad’s contribution about the skink; she
went to great lengths to describe it. The land also
contains snow gum woodland, and it was the snow
gums that I was speaking about before, which are really
beautiful trees.
In conclusion, this is a win for the environment, a win
for the alpine resort, a win for the communities in the
alpine region in north-eastern Victoria and a win for the
Victorian, Australian and international tourists who will
visit the resort. It demonstrates the government’s clear
commitment to the environment, to tourism and to the
community, which is really doing it tough after the fire
season. I know the operators are gearing up for a very
effective and fun winter period, and I encourage
everyone in the chamber to tell their constituents to go

Ayes, 33
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs

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

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

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I seek
leave to have Mrs Petrovich sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the minister. Within the National Parks
Act 1975 there is a body known as the National Parks
Advisory Council (NPAC) which has an explicit
function ‘to advise the minister on any proposed
excision from a park referred to it by the minister’. Was
that step taken in the case of the matters being delivered
under this bill?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
proposed excisions from the Alpine National Park were
not referred to the National Parks Advisory Council.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I think
the members of the National Parks Advisory Council
would like me to ask the minister why not.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
proposal was not referred to the National Parks
Advisory Council because the excisions from the
national park will not have a significant detrimental
impact on the overall value of the national park as the
areas to be excised are disturbed from past uses and
there will be a net increase in the total area of the park
due to the proposed addition of land to the park.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Do I take
it from that answer that when the government is
planning to excise an area from a national park that
does have a detrimental effect it will refer it to the
National Parks Advisory Council?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that that is a matter for the minister to decide.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
understand, because the act says the council is ‘to
advise the minister on any proposed excision for a park
referred to it by the minister’. What I am not
understanding is why you would have a National Parks
Advisory Council and not use it on matters like this.
We are having a debate here about this proposal and
what it might consist of. The government has also
flagged commercial developments in national parks
under some loose guidelines, and the members of the
National Parks Advisory Council would probably like
to know whether they want to continue in that role. I
am happy to move on to another matter if the minister
does not have anything further on that.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
understand it, there is discretion as to whether or not to
refer a proposed excision to the NPAC.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — On
another matter but still in relation to clause 1 and the
purpose of this bill, the purpose being to facilitate a
development, in the minister’s media release we are
told that the purpose of this bill is to enable Falls Creek
to increase summer occupancy by developing facilities
for a proposed high-altitude training mecca. To find out
what that might mean we have to go to another
document, the Alpine Resorts Strategic Plan 2012. This
proposes a lakeside facility ‘offering a training area and
associated storage for water sports equipment,
complemented by a restaurant/cafe, interpretive centre
and amenities supporting green season and winter
cross-country user groups’. That is a substantial
development in anyone’s terms.
The strategy also flags, with no particular location
mentioned, a high-altitude training facility that would
include a ‘gym/sports hall, swimming pool, plunge
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pool/spa, treatment rooms and a multi-use facility
supporting uses such as a community hall, cinema,
function space and conferencing’. That, by anyone’s
standards, is starting to talk about a massive
development. That came from page 46 of the Alpine
Resorts Strategic Plan.
There has been a bit of talk tonight about nature-based
tourism and how wonderful it is, but nature-based
tourism is not regular, common, garden-variety tourism
that just happens to be plopped into the middle of a
highly sensitive and highly scenic natural area. In fact
that is the opposite of nature-based tourism because it is
starting to destroy the very thing that people value
about nature, which is being in nature. This is plonking
a mini-entertainment complex into the middle of a
natural area. There are, after all, a lot of places where
you can go to use a spa or pool or a cinema.
What I would like to know from the minister in regard
to the passage of this bill is what further approvals
would be required to construct the facilities that are
described in the Alpine Resorts Strategic Plan.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Could
Mr Barber please repeat that question?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — After the
passage of this bill, what further approvals would be
required in order to construct some or all of the
developments flagged in the Alpine Resorts Strategic
Plan?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can say to the member is that proposals for use of
buildings and works on the Rocky Valley land will
require planning permission under the alpine resorts
planning scheme. Permit applications in the alpine
resort that include buildings and works and vegetation
removal require the preparation of a site environmental
management plan. The site environmental management
plan details the potential environmental impacts of any
proposed development and the ways these impacts may
be reduced through management strategies and
practices. The management plan must include a site
construction management plan and a site rehabilitation
plan.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — And of
course it is the Minister for Planning who is the
responsible authority for alpine resorts, so he issues all
those planning permits and I presume a building permit.
Are any other approvals required to go ahead with
matters that have already been flagged under the Alpine
Resorts Strategic Plan, Minister?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
may well be requirements under the commonwealth
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
(EPBC) Act 1999 as that act applies to the Rocky
Valley land. The Rocky Valley land and the Sun Valley
land are, as part of the existing Alpine National Park,
also part of the Australian Alps national parks and
reserves national heritage places and included on the
national heritage list under the EPBC act.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister. I am presuming that these sorts of
facilities, as described in the plan, would be highly
visible from many places in the Alpine National Park,
but I presume there are not yet any plans the minister
can show us as to what they might look like.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can say in terms of the proposals for the Rocky Valley
land is that the Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management
Board envisages progressing opportunities for the area
in two phases. Firstly, in the shorter term, beautifying
the heavily disturbed areas, installing toilets, barbecues,
tables and seating, and making improvements to the
pontoon accessing the Rocky Valley Storage.
Secondly, in the longer term, and depending on funding
and investment interest and planning permission, the
resort will be establishing facilities, including boat
storage and associated facilities for athletes, and a cafe
restaurant. These facilities would be located in the more
disturbed parts of the area and would be subject to a
range of development approvals.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Did that
include the gym, sports hall, swimming pool, plunge
pool, treatment rooms, multi-use facility, community
hall, cinema, function space and conference centre in
phase 2?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So that is
what — phase 3?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
are no current proposals or applications for
development.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I know
there are no applications; this is currently part of a
national park. But the Alpine Resorts Strategic Plan
2012 refers to a number of different developments with
no location mentioned. That did not come into the
description from the minister and other government
speakers of the so-called phase 1 and phase 2
developments. If phase 2 is long term, I would like to
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know what that means. When? What has happened to
the other matters that are described in the alpine resorts
strategic plan?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
have been proposals in the past for development and
use of condominiums on the site. However, this is not
currently being considered. Any future proposals for
the use of Rocky Valley land will be subject to a range
of planning and approval processes.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — In my
contribution to the second-reading debate I referred to
the very keen interest, to put it mildly, that very many
Victorians have about development in national parks.
When I refer to development in national parks, I am
taking account of the fact that currently the Rocky
Valley land is in a national park and, according to the
provisions of this bill, it will be transferred into alpine
resort land. But the fact of the matter is that that land
will continue to be where it is in a very prominent part
of a national park, a very visible part, and
notwithstanding the fact that its legal status changes,
and that is an important matter for the making of policy
and determining management of our national parks, it
does not change the fact that it is within a national park.
In that contribution I also indicated that Victorians
would like to know what the government’s plans are.
We have had a series of questions now from Mr Barber
about what the government’s plans are and I do not
think we have advanced very far in terms of Victorians’
interest and desire to know. On behalf of Victorians I
want to know what the government proposes. The
question I put to the minister is: has any member of the
government received any proposals or met with any
proponents who have proposals that they are intending
to put to the government after, presumably, the passage
of this bill, for leisure centre-cum-conference
centre-cum-cinema-cum-condominium developments
on the Rocky Valley land? I think it is important if there
are proponents out there who have had discussions with
ministers, with other members of the government or
with departmental officers that that information should
be provided to the Council and through the Council to
all Victorians at this time.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I first
note and thank the member for her support in the recent
vote on the second reading of the bill. I think I have
answered the proposals for the Rocky Valley land,
indicating the shorter-term proposals and the
longer-term proposals. I am not aware of any members
of the government having been spoken to by
‘proponents’, I think was the word that was used, so I
do not have any specific response to that. But in terms
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of the overall region, I point to the resorts’ strategic
plan for 2012, which is a public document.

national parks, in particular the Alpine National Park
and the alpine resorts.

Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I note that the
minister has no specific response to the matters that I
have raised and he has not sought advice from
departmental officers as to whether they have any
knowledge about these matters. Perhaps if I could take
this further, it would be my interpretation of the
government’s loosely described code of conduct for
ministers that at this stage it would not be necessary for
a minister to indicate if they had received such an
approach, because given the status of this land prior to
the passage of this bill that would not be required. Can
the minister confirm that if a minister had received such
an approach, then they would not be required to
disclose it at this time?

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her contribution. I think she has
stretched a very long bow in her interpretation. I look
forward to her support on the third reading of the bill
just as she supported the second reading.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I note
the member’s commentary, if I can call it that, about
codes of conduct. I make the point that there is a
ministerial code now; there was not under the previous
government when Ms Broad was a minister. I note that
she indicates it is her interpretation, and I think it is a
very loose interpretation. I have indicated very clearly
that there are two phases that the Falls Creek Alpine
Resort Management Board envisages progressing, and I
have indicated to her, first of all, in the short-term it is
beautifying the heavily disturbed areas, installing
toilets, barbecues, tables and seating, and making
improvements to the pontoon accessing the Rocky
Valley Storage. In the longer term, and depending on
funding and investment interest and planning
permission, it is establishing facilities, including boat
storage and associated facilities for athletes, and a cafe
restaurant. These facilities would be located in the more
disturbed parts of the area and would be subject to a
range of development approvals.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — It is quite clear
that the minister is declining to engage with the
substance of the matters I am raising and is sticking to
the mantra that he has been provided with. I certainly
wish to take this opportunity to place on the record that
if it subsequently comes to light that, in anticipation of
this bill passing through the Parliament, members of the
government have been engaging with developers and
leisure centre spa operators, and in relation to specific
proposals, whatever stage the minister might care to
refer to them as, then that will very clearly be an
indication that the government was not being open and
transparent about its plans following the introduction of
this bill. Victorians will make their own judgement on
what the government’s intentions are and what was in
the minds of ministers at this time that they did not
choose to share with Victorians who care about our

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — They
have to get access to the lake first; that is phase 1 — it
is all about that waterside real estate. Then there is
phase 2, as we have heard. Phase 3 was not raised by
any other member in this place until I read from a
publicly available document, the Alpine Resorts
Strategic Plan 2012. Ms Broad will be gratified to
know there is no Ferris wheel listed in the document,
but after the bill passes it will simply be a matter of a
planning permit signed off by a minister for that or any
of the other matters that have been raised here.
I have one last matter as it relates to the purposes of the
bill. Government members have continually referred to
this section as a disturbed area. It is not just any old
weedy patch; it is a carefully managed and monitored
quarantine site for orange hawkweed, one of the most
pernicious weeds in Victoria. Any earthworks or
construction that takes place there would have to be
rigorously supervised so that construction vehicles and
personnel are not able to carry orange hawkweed seed
or plant material beyond the site. One might question
whether this is the best place in the world for a
construction site, given that the containment of the
orange hawkweed is being managed carefully by Parks
Victoria and some advising scientists. I ask the minister
if they are aware of this and what steps will be taken to
manage and control it once they take over responsibility
for the site?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
understand it, orange hawkweed and similar matters
would be managed as part of the approvals process. I
should say I understand the description of some of the
larger developments in the strategic plan to apply to the
village itself.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — There is
actually no location mentioned in the strategic plan. My
question was: given that this is effectively being
managed as a quarantine site for the weed and that the
government is proposing to turn it, initially, into a
construction site, what plan does the government have
in place to manage this weed and prevent its spread into
other areas?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that this would be managed as part of the
approval processes and there would be relevant controls
within those processes.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 7 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank members for their contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (GROWTH AREAS
AUTHORITY AND MISCELLANEOUS)
BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 March; motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to make a contribution to the
second-reading debate on this bill. The bill makes a
number of changes to the act, starting with amending
the provisions dealing with criminal liability for an
officer of a body corporate. Those amendments, which
are consistent with current national standards, are not
opposed by the opposition and they do not cause us any
great concern. Essentially they reword the current
provisions in section 128 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 and replace them with broadly
similar provisions that, as I said, implement new
national Council of Australian Governments guidelines.
Those provisions do not concern the opposition. We
are, however, more troubled by some of the bill’s other
provisions.
Firstly, without any explanation, the bill provides for a
massive expansion in the powers of the Growth Areas
Authority (GAA). It is worth noting that the massive
expansion of the powers of the Growth Areas Authority
flies in the face of a Liberal Party commitment to
abolish it. Instead of honouring the promise to abolish
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the GAA the Minister for Planning proposes to
massively expand its powers. That in itself is troubling.
The concern we have, and I suspect the community also
has, is that once again the minister is putting himself in
a central role. It is the minister who will decide where
the GAA operates; it is the minister who will decide
what constitutes a growth area and therefore the area
for which the Growth Areas Authority has jurisdiction.
We do not support the proposal.
We are concerned that any expansion of the area in
which the GAA can operate is not done by Government
Gazette, as is proposed in this bill, but ought to come
back before Parliament. Currently the area of operation
of the GAA is determined by legislation. The
opposition believes that is the appropriate mechanism.
We believe any changes to those powers ought to be
overseen by Parliament. We are concerned at the
centralisation of power in the minister and the lack of
any accountability or public explanation as to the
reason behind this change. There is no criteria for
where the GAA will operate. There is no criteria for
what sorts of matters the minister will take into account
when deciding where the GAA will operate. We are
very concerned about the failure of the minister to
define and set out the exact circumstances in which he
will use this power.
Our concern is magnified when we look at the
interaction of these powers with those of Places
Victoria. It is worth noting that the GAA has
considerable powers. It can acquire property and enter
into agreements and contracts. Our concern is how its
work intersects with that of Places Victoria, and is
twofold. What is the delineation? Will the Growth
Areas Authority work in Fishermans Bend, which is
where Places Victoria currently operates? Is this the end
of Places Victoria? We know that Places Victoria is in
deep trouble. Our concern relates to whether the
Growth Areas Authority is being positioned to replace
Places Victoria.
We are also concerned that the involvement of the
minister in the GAA is based on his role at Places
Victoria, which has turned into a disaster. We have seen
a halving of the workforce at Places Victoria. We have
seen a loss of some $18 million. Peter Clarke has
stepped down as chair of Places Victoria. Mr Clarke is
a close associate of the former Premier. He is a failed
Liberal Party candidate who was appointed as chair of
Places Victoria by the minister. He had to step down
because of an investigation by the Australian Securities
and Investments Commission — —
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Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting
President, I know that Mr Tee as the lead speaker for
the opposition has some discretion, but I urge you to
call him back to the bill as he is straying widely from its
provisions.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) — I
uphold the point of order. I am prepared to give the lead
speaker some leeway, but I ask Mr Tee to return to the
bill.
Mr TEE — We are concerned about the sort of
work that is envisaged for the Growth Areas Authority,
which seems primarily to be that of Places Victoria, an
organisation which is failing under the watch of this
minister. We are concerned that the Growth Areas
Authority will face the same predicament in 12 to
18 months time. We are very concerned about this. It is
not unusual for the minister to operate in this way. It is
not unusual for him to massively expand his powers
without any accountability, parliamentary oversight,
public explanation to the community or criteria
outlining the way in which the new powers will be
exercised. We do not think this is the appropriate way
to do it.
We are also concerned about a further change promoted
in this bill regarding amendments to division 2 that
relate to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) decision which held that the Minister
for Planning could not transfer responsibility for the
administration or enforcement of a permit onto a local
council. Our concern, which has been reflected by the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) and indeed a
number of other councils, is that the minister will issue
a permit and then force councils opposed to that permit
to administer it. This will mean a council is required to
administer a permit that it opposes. We are concerned
at the unfairness of a situation where a council is asked
to administer and enforce a permit, which is often a
very expensive and time-consuming process. Enforcing
a permit at VCAT can be a lengthy and expensive
process, particularly for regional councils which simply
do not have the resources.
The minister is forcing himself on councils when they
do not support a permit. Despite not supporting the
permit, councils will be required to enforce it. We do
not support that provision, nor do a number of councils.
In an article in the Age of 30 March the chief executive
of the Municipal Association of Victoria, Rob Spence:
… warned that a lack of technical expertise in councils …
could force local governments to spend time and money
implementing decisions that they did not want.

The article continues:
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‘There has been no consultation with the sector at all, which
breaches the state and local government agreement’,
Mr Spence said. ‘Councils have serious concerns about it’.

Mr Spence also said:
Council has already experienced the substantial cost and
resourcing problems required to deal with these matters.

The MAV has also pointed out the costs associated
with this very unfair obligation. If a council does not
support a permit application, the minister forces the
permit application on the council and requires the
council to implement it. Seven councils, including
Moorabool Shire Council, Pyrenees Shire Council and
Golden Plains Shire Council, have also gone public
with their concerns about this proposal. In an article in
the Courier of 13 April, Cr Toohey said:
There’s a proposal to transfer responsibility for
pre-construction, construction and post-construction
compliance of all wind farms on to local councils …
Minister Guy is looking to handball significant cost shifting to
local government ratepayers.
This would cost several councils who have wind farms
throughout Victoria millions of dollars over the coming
years …
Cr Toohey said there had been no consultation with local
government or the community about this proposed
amendment to legislation.

Of particular concern was the administration of
contentious planning permits that were called in by the
planning minister. Cr Toohey predicted a 1 per cent rate
increase per annum would be needed to do what the
planning minister is trying to handball to Moorabool
council.
According to the Courier:
Pyrenees Shire mayor Michael O’Connor said his council had
written directly to the planning minister outlining their
disappointment at the lack of consultation.

Golden Plains councillor Bill McArthur has said that he
met with the planning minister and asked the minister
to take on board some of the views of the councils
involved before he progresses.
A number of councils have put on the public record
their concerns about being, in their words, ‘handballed’
responsibility for the enforcement of a permit that they
did not support. Councils have indicated that they will
have to pass this cost onto ratepayers, that ratepayers
will feel an annual pinch as a result of this minister’s
decision to force his views on councils. Moyne Shire
Council has written to each upper house MP expressing
its concerns. My letter was dated 27 March, and I will
quote from it. It states:
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The Moyne Shire Council, at its ordinary meeting held on
26 March 2013, passed an urgent notice of motion regarding
the … bill.

The motion from council was that:
… council immediately write to the Premier, the Minister for
Planning and all members of the Legislative Council and the
Department of Planning and Community Development
expressing that it strongly objects to the amendments …

There have been meetings with the minister where he
has been asked to take on board councils’ views.
Councillors and the Municipal Association of Victoria
have been saying there has been no consultation with
them about these provisions, which will mean a 1 per
cent rate increase to regional ratepayers, who will be
socked the cost of implementing permit applications in
these circumstances. Moyne Shire Council has written
to everyone and passed an urgent motion objecting to
this move.
The Attorney-General said in his second-reading
speech for the bill in the Assembly that:
The bill does not remove or change the planning powers and
responsibilities of municipal councils.

Moyne Shire Council says in its letter that in this
respect the second-reading speech is totally incorrect. It
states:
Council is of the view that the proposed changes have not
been subject to consultation and were not outlined in the
original consultation program and drafts of the bills where
councils were invited to comment. Moyne Shire Council was
not aware of this being introduced to Parliament until Friday,
22 March 2013.
Council officers worked closely with senior officers of the
Department of Planning and Community Development since
March 2012 regarding the enforcement of permit conditions.
Not once did any of these officers see fit to inform council
that such an amendment to completely reverse the current
situation was being proposed.

The opposition is very concerned about this provision,
as indeed we are about the other provision. We are
concerned that this minister is trying to ram through
changes like this over the objections of councils. We
are concerned that not only is he imposing a massive
cost on ratepayers — 1 per cent per annum — and not
only is he imposing a massive resource burden on
councils but he is doing so without any explanation,
without any consultation and without any notice. Not
even in the second-reading speech are people alerted to
what this minister is doing through this sleight of hand.
We are very concerned about the outcome, and we are
very concerned about the process and the minister using
this technique to ride roughshod over councils. As I
said, that is the view of the opposition, but it is also the
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view of a number of councils which have gone public
and expressed their concerns.
The opposition will be moving a number of
amendments to the bill, and I ask that they be circulated
now.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr TEE
(Eastern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing orders.
Mr TEE — In essence the amendments give
councils an opportunity to opt out. The amendments
say we will not give this minister unbridled and
unlimited power to force costs onto councils. We will
be requiring the minister to seek the consent of those
councils. I do not think it is difficult for the government
to contemplate that it requires the consent of local
councils. We think that is a common-sense way
forward. It allows the minister to continue, as is set out
in the bill, but not against the will of councils. You
cannot force this provision on to councils, but you can
ask them. We think that is a better and a much more
sensible approach.
We hope members opposite will look at this bill, not
through party-political eyes, but from the perspective of
regional councils that are struggling to manage their
business and that do not have the technical expertise
required or the resources to do what this minister will
ask of them. What we are saying to members opposite
is to give councils the choice. I will be moving an
amendment in the committee stage which goes to those
issues, and I hope for the sake of ratepayers in regional
Victoria members opposite will support that
amendment.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — On behalf of
the government, I wish to respond to the suggestion that
the Planning and Environment Amendment (Growth
Areas Authority and Miscellaneous) Bill 2013 will not
serve regional Victoria. It is quite the contrary: this bill
is very much in the interests of regional Victoria.
Unlike the actions of the metro-centric previous
government, this bill considers the options of allowing
growth to occur, not just in the metropolitan area of
Melbourne, or the outer suburban areas as they are
sometimes called — the growth areas presently
identified in section 46AP of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987.
It allows the minister, where appropriate, to extend the
powers and reach of the Growth Areas Authority to all
parts of Victoria, including our very important and
fast-growing regional areas, many of which are in
Western Victoria Region, which Mr Koch, Mr Ramsay
and I are proud to represent and which adjoins the very
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large fast-growing region that Mr Finn represents. This
government is proud to serve in a cohesive fashion the
regions and this great metropolitan city of Melbourne,
and for this important reason this bill will extend the
powers of the Growth Areas Authority to include all of
Victoria.
I wish to quickly respond to the heart of Mr Tee’s
contribution. Again, it was an example of a frequent
habit of the Labor Party, which is doing one thing in
office and then saying another thing in opposition.
Essentially Mr Tee is opposed to two aspects of the bill.
The first instance is in relation to the growth areas
provisions. He accused the Minister for Planning of
centralising the power riding roughshod over councils,
acting in a way that was unaccountable et cetera. This is
precisely the actions of the previous Minister for
Planning, now the member for Essendon in the
Assembly, Mr Madden, who issued the approvals for
many of these wind farm permits which are the subject
of this bill.
That has given rise to the need for the second aspect of
the bill, which confers enforcement responsibility on
local councils. These are powers that the coalition,
during the 2010 election, promised would be conferred
on local councils — that is, the powers to make
decisions in relation to wind farms. We have a number
of wind farms that were called in by the previous
minister, Minister Madden. I think Mr Tee conceded in
his submission that they were not necessarily
well-considered permits but rather were contentious
planning permits. Many of the provisions of those
planning permits caused considerable contention in
communities, and wind farm provisions, particularly in
relation to noise impacts and road maintenance, have
caused a fair bit of contention for many of the councils
referred to by Mr Tee.
Faced with that situation, as a coalition we have
committed to returning the power to grant permits for
wind farms to local communities and to be respectful of
those communities, but also to assist councils in making
those decisions by providing them with resources of the
department, including those of the flying squad. It is
consistent with those commitments that these
provisions of the bill also transfer the responsibility for
enforcement of the planning provisions to those local
authorities in the instances recognised in the bill.
It should be remembered that the decisions that arose
out of the planning permit in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal case of Woolsthorpe Wind
Farm Pty Ltd v. Moyne Shire Council [2012]
VCAT 1634 in relation to the Moyne Shire Council
was an action taken by the council, firstly, in a sense to
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be declared as a party to the proceeding, and secondly,
to be joined to that proceeding, an application that was
unsuccessful. In relation to the previous government’s
last two months in office, seven wind energy facility
projects, totalling 575 turbines, were approved or
extended by former Minister Madden: at Crowlands,
Berrybank, Stockyard Hill, Yaloak, Moorabool,
Mortlake South and Ararat. Not a single project has
been under construction.
Probably one of the most contentious wind farm
developments approved under the previous government
is the Macarthur wind farm, which has 55 conditions.
Those conditions relate to the traffic management plan,
which simply says that the council must be satisfied if
there are any changes to the traffic management plan
and that the council will be able to control the changes
to the roads, the types of trucks driving on the roads, as
well as the number and times of the truck movements.
This matter has been widely reported and has been a
matter of significant concern to the Moyne Shire
Council, which has estimated various ranges of
damages which are reported to be up to about
$14 million in damaged roads as a result of the permit. I
know many constituents in that area who frequently
complain about that issue.
The issues involving the Macarthur wind farm were
somewhat contentious among various landowners,
particularly the owners of adjoining land, and as
members of Parliament we received many
representations from families such as the Gardiners and
others who are concerned about the impact of noise.
What I can say about those matters is that whilst we
cannot go back in time in relation to approvals, the
coalition has ensured that in future its wind farm policy
will be considerate of the concerns of adjoining
landowners but at the same time will allow the wind
industry to continue in Victoria and in a way that better
respects local concerns.
In relation to the first aspect of the bill, in my view the
important part is that powers can be granted to the
Growth Areas Authority so it can consider any part of
Victoria as a potential area for growth, which does not
dictate that outcomes in those areas will necessarily
occur. Rather, this measure allows these areas to be
planned 5, 10, 15 or 25 years into the future. This
aspect was sorely lacking in the previous government’s
Melbourne-centric Melbourne 2030 policy, which did
not consider the potential of regional areas to also
accommodate significant areas of growth.
The work of Regional Cities Victoria and the work of
the Premier, Dr Napthine, as the Minister for Regional
Cities, in conjunction with the Minister for Planning,
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Mr Guy, and the Minister for Rural and Regional
Development, Mr Ryan, in developing eight regional
growth plans around Victoria, will ensure that for the
first time the state has coordinated regional growth
plans for these important growth areas. These plans will
incorporate planning, infrastructure, roads and
residential development in such a manner that
communities will be able to foresee their futures as best
as can be planned and ensure that they have the
facilities they need for those growing communities. It is
important both to take the pressure off Melbourne and
to provide the infrastructure and the resources these
growing areas need. It is also important that regional
areas are able to be provided with a framework that will
allow them to reach their potential into the 21st century.
On the specifics of the bill, the minister’s
second-reading speech outlines what is provided for in
most of the important clauses. Another important aspect
of the bill relates to directors liability provisions, which
have been consistent with the Council of Australian
Governments reforms and which will further reduce red
tape and remove the disincentive for people to take up
directorships of companies. Importantly this measure
will restore confidence in the business community and
restore faith and prosperity to this state.
This is also reflected in the action Premier Napthine has
taken in conjunction with the cabinet to restructure the
public service, particularly the opportunities created by
a more integrated Department of Transport, Planning
and Local Infrastructure. Such measures will ensure
that there can be targeted responses to growth areas to
enable those communities to reach their full potential,
to plan together and to enjoy the benefits that Victoria
as a whole has to offer, particularly in our regional
areas.
I urge anyone else who wishes to engage in the
opportunities that abound in regional Victoria to attend
the second regional expo initiated by this government,
which will be conducted this weekend. The last
regional expo in 2012 welcomed 8045 visitors over
three days, including 31 regional speakers who
provided insight into regional opportunities,
13 different arts and cultural projects and the many
different opportunities for people to consider a move to
regional areas to continue this growth, which is well
supported by this bill.
I note the time, and I note that other speakers wish to
make important contributions to the debate on this bill.
In relation to planning, it is important to remember the
distinction between individual permit decisions and
long-term planning. The minister has got it right in this
bill, because not only does the bill provide local
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councils with the resources of the Growth Areas
Authority when it is necessary to make long-term
planning decisions but importantly, in relation to
enforcement, it is also consistent with decisions made
to restore local wind farm and call-in powers to
councils so that that local decision making is respected.
I commend the minister for his work, and I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This bill
is entitled the Planning and Environment Amendment
(Growth Areas Authority and Miscellaneous) Bill 2013,
and whenever you see ‘miscellaneous’ you know you
have to go looking, although in the last sitting week it
was the ‘other matters’ section of a bill that seemed to
take up most of our time.
We should thank the Moyne Shire Council for working
out what the ‘miscellaneous’ was all about. While
ministers have all the powers in planning schemes,
what you can rely on is that your local council will take
responsibility for the outcomes, because local
government is the level of government closest to the
people. I hope Mr O’Brien gets a bit closer to his local
councils, because if he were to spend some time talking
to the Moyne Shire Council, the Pyrenees Shire
Council and a range of other councils in that area about
the particular representations they have made, he would
learn that. He would also learn that local councils are on
a pretty short feedback loop from their communities.
People in local government carry mobile phones and
take calls at all hours of the day and night; there really
is nowhere to hide. At least state MPs come up to
Melbourne from time to time and conduct business in
this chamber without either full awareness or full
admission of the impact votes may have on those
people to whom they have to deliver.
The purpose of the ‘miscellaneous’ section of this bill is
to make sure that someone other than Mr O’Brien’s
government — that is, the local councils — is to have
shunted its way the responsibility for a number of major
call-ins — and not just the sorts of call-ins as those that
happened recently which led to a 2012 Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) case, a matter to
which I will come in moment. That could include, for
example, any call-in by the previous government that
occurred under the same circumstances to be covered
by this bill. Such matters have a long tail of
responsibility when it comes to enforcing planning
permits in terms of conditions. Think of a condition that
may be added to certain planning permits in the event
of sea level rise so that a landowner would have certain
expectations. That is what I call a long tail.
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Mr O’Brien — I will let Mr Finn respond to this
one.
Mr BARBER — It is Mr O’Brien’s minister who is
signing off on such permits. I have taken the time to
have a look at some of the material from Mr O’Brien’s
electorate. If Mr O’Brien had done the same, then he
would understand what I am talking about — a long tail
of responsibilities associated with the planning permit
issued by a minister after a call-in are now to be
shunted back to the responsibility of the local council.
Mr Tee talked a bit about his belief that what is going
on is a centralisation of powers without accountability
by the Minister for Planning. Yes, we are all aware that
the Minister for Planning is the Emperor of Planning
and can do whatever he wants under the planning
scheme. We are also all aware that Mr Tee wants to be
the Minister for Planning and hopes he will be in a
short time. What I did not hear from Mr Tee was that
his first act when sworn in — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — I have got my own little green tea
party happening over the side here to my left.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — There is a not-so-green tea party
occurring to my left.
What we did not hear from Mr Tee, the wannabe
Minister for Planning, is that he would hand back some
of these powers and responsibilities and at the same
time load onto himself new degrees of accountability.
He just said it is bad if the guy in the chair is Mr Guy,
but apparently it will be ecotopia with Mr Tee in the
chair.
In this case we see something going against the trend,
which is the pushing of responsibility back to the local
council. I wonder why this minister would want to give
responsibility for planning permit enforcement,
particularly in relation to wind farms, back to local
councils. It has been said that local councils are not
equipped to handle the complex responsibilities
involved in enforcing a wind farm planning permit.
What I want to know is how well the former
Department of Planning and Community Development
has been able to handle these ongoing questions of
enforcement of conditions under the planning permit.
Recently we saw a motion in the federal Parliament
introduced by Senator Madigan of the Democratic
Labor Party, which notes:
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… the assistant director of regional projects for the
Department of Planning and Community Development in
Victoria has confirmed that the Waubra wind farm, which has
been under review since it commenced in 2009, has not been
signed off on any noise compliance by the planning minister,
Mr Matthew Guy, therefore making it non-compliant …

It then goes on, chillingly, to say:
… to obtain accreditation from the Clean Energy Regulator,
the Waubra wind farm must provide evidence that it is
compliant with all state permit requirements …

The senator was seeking a review of the accreditation
process and of the accreditation of all other wind farms,
and an investigation into whether these so-called
non-compliant wind farms had received their renewable
energy certificates.
Mr Ramsay — So-called non-compliant?
Mr BARBER — That is exactly the matter I am
trying to get to the bottom of, Mr Ramsay. Is it or is it
not non-compliant? We know it has a post-construction
noise monitoring permit condition, and we know that
the Minister for Planning, since he became the Minister
for Planning, has had this matter sitting on his desk. It
has been shunted around within his department — a
few different people have handled the file — but it
seems, as we will find out during the committee stage
of the bill, that he has one more shunt to do, which is to
send it back to the local council.
In the meantime, though, every single member of the
federal coalition voted for Senator Madigan’s motion
containing a finding that Waubra wind farm is
non-compliant. Without ever getting to the truth of that
matter, I have asked a couple of times of the minister in
this chamber whether it is or is not true, whose
responsibility it would be to say so and why he thinks it
is okay to let that continue on while his federal and
other coalition colleagues make mischief. We want to
know if it has achieved its required permit condition for
a satisfactory post-construction noise monitoring study.
Certain types of planning permits have a long tail of
enforcement. There is the planning permit for rock
concerts at the showgrounds, for example, which is also
the responsibility of the Minister for Planning. He is the
responsible authority for that area. It seems that it is
beyond the capacity of this minister to carry out such
compliance, and yet every single member of the federal
coalition has already voted for a motion that says the
wind farm is non-compliant. If it were non-compliant, it
would have to lose all its renewable energy certificates,
and if it were to lose those, it would lose a major source
of revenue, taking out the actual sale of electrons.
Before we sign off on this bill it is pretty important that
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we find out from the minister once and for all whether
he believes the wind farm is compliant or
non-compliant, or whether it has simply proven too
tough for him, so he wants to quickly shunt it off to a
local council.
It is not just that wind farm, and it is not just all wind
farms. It is a whole range of planning permits that are
not for the construction of a house here or there but for
ongoing operations and a whole set of controls that go
with them. At the same time the coalition is inflicting
on councils every similar decision made by the former
Minister for Planning, now the member for Essendon in
the Assembly, Mr Madden, and a tail of Labor
ministers prior to him, regardless of how well
conceived those particular planning permits were. If
they fall under the same category that will be affected
by the bill, then their status will have changed as well.
It creates a situation of moral hazard where a planning
minister can sign off on preposterous, ridiculous,
unenforceable or overly complex planning conditions,
because they are not going to be the one who has to
deal with the planning conditions as time goes on.
It is not just rural councils and wind farms that should
be concerning us. We should be looking at each and
every intervention that this minister has implemented in
his two and a bit years as minister and asking him,
‘Which ones does this bill apply to?’. That whole
basket of problems is dealt with in one simple
paragraph in the second-reading speech, which gives
absolutely nothing away with regard to the bill’s real
impact. The paragraph simply finishes by saying:
As is the case now, the minister will continue to be
responsible for administering certain aspects of these permits.

We need to go through the case law, we need to go
through the concerns of Moyne Shire Council and we
need to go through the categories of call-ins and
ultimately the content of individual permits to fully
understand who will be responsible for what when this
bill passes.
Hats off to Moyne council and others that quickly
understood the import of this bill. In fact it arose out of
a point of law taken in a couple of VCAT cases in
2012, the main one being Woolsthorpe Wind Farm Pty
Ltd v. Minister for Planning in October 2012, and I
know Mr O’Brien will have read that case to get
himself across the particular issue. We want to hear
from the minister during the committee stage whether
the bill is a response to that finding and how he expects
that to play out in a number of cases. Many would have
thought that the responsible authority for a permit
would be determined by what the planning scheme
says. However, the VCAT finding looked at the logic
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of that and found in the other direction. From my
understanding of paragraph 20 onwards of that VCAT
case, the VCAT member argued that, as we would
understand, regulations or planning schemes cannot
alter the act, whereas of course the act does make
provision to alter the subordinate legislation.
It is the responsible authority as listed in the planning
scheme at the time of the intervention under the various
provisions of section 97 onwards of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 that is the relevant
consideration. As I stand here I do not have the ability
to go back and find out what planning schemes said at
various times.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

Department of Environment and Primary
Industries: jobs
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security, who is also the Minister for Water, Peter
Walsh, and it is about the new administrative
arrangements and departmental restructure that the
Premier announced last week. Under the proposal the
Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE)
and the Department of Primary Industries will merge
into one department, like the old Department of Natural
Resources and Environment revisited. That is a policy
issue for the government, but the issue I am raising for
the minister is what the amalgamated department
means for jobs in regional communities in particular
and for the placement of officers and the services
delivered in regional Victoria.
The Baillieu government — and now the Napthine
government — was elected on a policy commitment of
not cutting public service numbers; that was an
unequivocal policy commitment. Of course we have
seen through various iterations of mini-budgets
announced on Christmas Eve and budget updates and
the rest more than 4000 public sector jobs identified as
having been shed. The minister has repeatedly said that
no front-line services will be cut. I can certainly outline
for the house and for the minister the number of
front-line services that have been cut in regional areas,
whether it be the DSE doggers in north-eastern Victoria
or the research officers in the Department of Primary
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Industries, and I could go through numerous ones that I
have raised in the house before.
The action I am seeking from the minister tonight, as
both the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security and
the Minister for Water but most significantly as the
coordinating minister in the new Department of
Environment and Primary Industries, is a clear
undertaking that there will not be any further job cuts in
the department under the guise of efficiencies or
productivity savings that are contrary to the
unequivocal election commitment not to further cut the
public service. To date we have seen approximately
10 per cent of staff cut out of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and the Department of
Primary Industries. I guess there is a sense of
foreboding in the parts of regional Victoria I have been
in since this announcement was made that this is simply
code for further cuts to staff and service delivery. I seek
from the minister an unequivocal commitment that the
policy announcement of no job cuts will be honoured
and that this restructure is not just another device to cut
services in regional Victoria.

Consumer affairs: nightclub security
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the new Minister
for Consumer Affairs, and it relates to liquor licensing.
I know we have a new minister responsible for liquor
licensing, but this is a consumer affairs issue. The
matter is to do with nightclubs and is basically about
how a number of nightclubs have computerised
networks that scan ID cards and immediately advise
club security if a patron has been involved in a range of
antisocial behaviours at other nightclubs. It is a very
useful tool. As I have said before in this place, the
Stonnington City Council has a particularly successful
accord with the nightclubs in Chapel Street that deals
with police, patrons and nightclub owners.
The scanning of ID cards is a very good advance in
security for patrons and for the safety of all around. The
antisocial behaviour that sometimes occurs in these
areas includes things like glassing, inflicting injuries
that require hospital treatment, the theft of mobile
phones, arguing with bouncers, using fake ID cards,
selling drugs and breaking into venues, presumably to
watch a music show or whatever. Some of these are
particularly serious crimes; others are less serious. If an
ID card comes back as belonging to someone who has
engaged in antisocial behaviour, the nightclub bouncer
is immediately alerted and is able to refuse entry.
Victoria Police is supportive of the use of this type of
technology and would like to see it expanded to other
nightclubs and trouble spots. The information that is
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stored is quickly wiped from the database after a period
of time if a patron has caused no problems, but it can be
retained for violent thugs.
This is both a deterrent and a prevention. This security
measure does a few things. It helps to prevent trouble
by denying entry to thugs who have caused trouble
elsewhere, and it is also is a deterrent, because people
looking for trouble will realise that they will be barred
from entering other premises. This security package
will help to protect nightclub patrons who are looking
for a good night out by banning thugs who are out to
cause trouble. I therefore ask the Minister for Consumer
Affairs to look at advising nightclubs of the availability
of this technology or making it a requirement of future
liquor licences.

Country Fire Authority: funding
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and it is in relation to
Country Fire Authority (CFA) funding cuts. This year
the government has cut $41 million out of the Victorian
CFA budget and $24 million out of the budget of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade. I believe the decision has
placed not only firefighters but communities at risk, and
these cuts have left the CFA with — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister
whether he is picking up on Ms Tierney’s matter, the
minister it is directed to and the substance of the matter.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — Not the minister but
the substance.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Tierney might just
tell us which minister it is going to.
Ms TIERNEY — The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.
The PRESIDENT — The minister assures me that
he is across the issue that the member is raising.
Ms TIERNEY — That is very heartening. The CFA
funding cuts have reduced the capacity for the
important work that needs to be done over the
firefighting season. My electorate covers the Barwon
south-western area but also the Grampians, and what
we have found is that in the Barwon south-west region
we have had more fire activity this season than in the
last four years. We have had significant fires around
Portland, and we have had significant fires in the
Grampians CFA district as well.
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We believe the current cuts jeopardise the safety of
Victorians. If this is not rectified in the state budget, it
will send a very poor message not just in terms of those
people who are volunteers and those who are
professional full-time firefighters but also completely
the wrong message to those communities that have
battled so hard over the last four months. We know that
fuel reduction has been limited. There has also been
limited rain in the Barwon-south western region, to the
extent that the fire bans will continue until 1 May this
year. I call on the minister this evening to ensure that
there is some responsibility in the forthcoming state
budget and that there is a restitution of the moneys that
have been cut from both of those budgets.

Mental health: women’s facilities
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Honourable
Mary Wooldridge in her capacity as Minister for
Mental Health. Specifically I look for her support for
Austin Health and in particular to consider
gender-sensitive funding for Austin Health in my
electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region. Women’s
mental health is of great concern for consumer groups,
for carers, for families, for communities, for health
services and for the Napthine coalition government. I
am all too familiar with the importance of women’s
health issues from my time as executive director of the
Royal Women’s Hospital; it is something which is
important and which I hold very dear.
To address these concerns the 2011–12 state budget
included $4 million in capital funding for modification
works to improve conditions for women in mental
health care. To allocate this funding the coalition
government invited submissions from Victorian
inpatient mental health services, with $1 million worth
of funding available in 2012–13. Ensuring that our
services respect and are sensitive to women’s needs and
their safety is a real concern for the Napthine coalition
government. Women can feel vulnerable in
mixed-gender areas where there are typically more
males than females and where there is limited privacy
or an inability to lock rooms or protect belongings.
I want to improve the safety, security and comfort of
women in mental health inpatient facilities. Women
have the right to receive treatment and care free from
fear of victimisation, violence, sexual assault or
retraumatisation. In my short term in this Parliament I
have worked closely with Austin Health, and I believe
Austin Health is an ideal candidate for these grants and
would put the funds to great use by making women’s
mental health care safer, more secure and more
comfortable for women in these very vulnerable times.
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I congratulate Dr Brendan Murphy and his team on the
excellent services they provide in Melbourne’s north,
and I call on the minister to strongly consider Austin
Health in the next round of upcoming grants.

Electricity: retail prices
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Energy and
Resources, Mr Kotsiras, and I ask the minister to
provide me with advice on how he plans to decrease
electricity bills in Victoria.
The minister will be aware of reports that last year the
Essential Services Commission of South Australia
proposed an 8.1 per cent reduction in the electricity
standing contract price and that this would mean a
$160 per year reduction in electricity charges for an
average household. After reading the statement from
the commission it becomes clear that the commission is
not saying that the reason for the recommended
lowering of the standing contract price is due to the
increased quantity of electricity from renewable sources
being introduced into the market; however,
authoritative reports argue that this is the case and that
the reason the South Australian commission made this
recommendation was that the wholesale costs for
electricity had fallen. The reason for the fall in the
wholesale price of electricity in South Australia is that
more electricity generated from renewable sources,
from state-based feed-in tariffs and from wind has been
introduced into the national electricity market. South
Australia has the highest installed capacity of wind in
Australia and the highest per capita installation of
rooftop photovoltaic solar power. The case has been put
that the increased availability of renewable energy in
the market must be the cause of the lower price.
At the same time that prices were coming down in
South Australia, the Victorian Essential Services
Commission found that electricity prices in this state
over the past five years had gone up by around 33 per
cent. In South Australia the prices are coming down,
and in Victoria they are going up at a great rate. I ask
the minister to provide me with information on when
the government expects that the level of Victorian
renewable energy introduced into the electricity market
will reach a point where it will contribute to the
lowering of electricity prices, as it has in South
Australia.
The fact is that the lowering of electricity prices in
South Australia and the increase in prices in Victoria is
occurring during a national debate over the cost of
renewable energy targets and the impact of carbon
pricing. According to some experts, attacks on
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renewable energy target schemes exaggerate the direct
cost without factoring in secondary effects, such as the
impact of increased quantities of renewable energy in
the market and the effect this has on lowering prices.
This is what the Essential Services Commission of
South Australia relied upon when it lowered the
standard contract price by 8.1 per cent.

Mental health: women’s facilities
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Mental
Health, Mary Wooldridge. It very closely follows
Mr Ondarchie’s comments on the subject of
gender-specific mental health services. I am asking the
minister for support for services in the Werribee and
Sunshine areas specifically so as to provide such
services for many women in the western suburbs of
Melbourne.
It has to be said that the western suburbs have their own
particular set of problems. We have a very large group
of residents who come from non-English-speaking
backgrounds, and of course that provides some
difficulties in itself. There is no doubt that there are
many women suffering from mental health problems
who come from cultures that perhaps do not readily
accept such problems, and they suffer as a result of that.
It also has to be said that in domestic violence situations
the role of male partners, or indeed female partners,
have a great deal to do with some areas of mental
health, and this is one of the areas that we could and
should be looking at. I know that some community
health services have taken up these programs. The
Sunbury Community Health Centre has run a program
for many years that aims to teach men how to break the
cycle of domestic violence and anger and touches on a
number of issues which may result in mental health
problems for women. That is something that should be
seriously looked at by the minister and by health
providers in the western suburbs.
As I said, we in the west have some specific problems.
The minister has shown a great deal of interest in and is
preparing to show a great deal of support for health
services in the western suburbs. I ask the minister to
look favourably upon requests from health providers
from the west.

Single parents: government support
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Premier. I am very
concerned about recent changes to the federal parenting
payment eligibility that has shifted some 85 000 single
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parents, the majority of whom are women, off the
parenting payment and on to the Newstart allowance.
These changes will force many families who are
already struggling with the enormous task of sole
parenting to live below the poverty line.
Single parents in regional and rural areas in my
electorate are bearing the brunt of these changes. Not
only are they being forced on to the Newstart allowance
once their youngest child turns eight, leaving them
about $100 a week worse off, but the opportunities for
them to find appropriate jobs which offer flexible
hours, access to after-school care and public transport
are minimal. In small country towns both jobs and
relevant services often do not exist. Mel Taylor-Ryan,
who lives in Wangaratta, has worked part time, paid
taxes and cared for her two children as a single parent
for the past decade. She says that the cuts have brought
unprecedented hardship to her family. Some days she
does not eat — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I would like to
understand how Ms Darveniza will bring this matter
back to a state jurisdiction, because my understanding
is that is a federal program and indeed the decision to
cut it was made by the federal government. Therefore I
suggest it is outside the jurisdiction of a state minister to
have a particular influence on this program beyond
perhaps advocacy. Is that where the member is going?
Ms DARVENIZA — That is where I am going.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Darveniza, to
continue.
Ms DARVENIZA — Some days Mel Taylor-Ryan
does not eat as she is worried that she will not have
enough food for her children.
Research commissioned by the federal Department of
Families, Housing, Community Services and
Indigenous Affairs has cast doubt over the value of
forcing people into work that is unsuitable and
inflexible. I believe employment is the best way to
break the poverty cycle, but with the Victorian regional
unemployment rate at 6.3 per cent — up from 5.8 per
cent in December 2012 — the chances of gaining
suitable employment are slim. The United Nations
states that the changes to the parenting payment
eligibility are contrary to some of Australia’s
international human rights obligations and may violate
the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.
The specific action I seek from the Premier is that he
and his ministers vigorously lobby the federal
government — particularly the Minister for
Employment and Workplace Relations, Financial
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Services and Superannuation, Bill Shorten, who is the
minister responsible — to reverse these changes to the
parenting payment eligibility prior to the May federal
budget. I have written to Mr Shorten, and I am yet to
receive a response. In making these changes I
understand that the federal government chose to ignore
advice from various welfare groups, the Australian
Council of Social Service and the recommendations of
the federal Parliamentary Joint Committee on Human
Rights that the changes be delayed. Throughout
northern Victoria the changes are causing additional
hardship in households that are already under financial
stress due to an increase in cost of living pressures,
especially in terms of health and education. Too often
this additional stress adversely impacts on the
wellbeing of children in these households.

Public transport: western suburbs
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning on
behalf of the Minister for Public Transport. This
government was elected on a promise to fix public
transport and to not neglect the west. I would like to
remind the government of three public transport
projects that need fixing in my western suburbs
electorate and that should receive funding in the
upcoming budget. The first is the duplication of the
Altona loop single track as far as is possible. The very
poor service on the Altona loop is reflected in the fact
that its commuters are the most dissatisfied of the
whole Melbourne Metro network and in the loop’s low
patronage. Residents have been forced to abandon their
trains. Consultants at URS have undertaken preliminary
research and have outlined and costed a feasibility
study which looks at duplication of sections on the
Altona loop and the installation of passing loops. It will
cost just $36 000. As far as the state budget is
concerned this is chicken feed, but it is desperately
needed by the Altona loop commuters.
The second matter which needs attention is the
duplication and electrification of the Melton rail line
and the construction of Caroline Springs station — a
project which was abandoned by the coalition
government upon its election. This area is the fastest
growing in Australia and patronage on the Melton line
is set to double by 2024, yet it is only serviced by an
infrequent country train. According to a V/Line report
recently obtained by my colleague Mr Barber, Melton
line trains could have standing room only from day one
of the regional rail link. The report describes the train
service to Rockbank, Deer Park and Ardeer as being
‘sparse and unattractive to users’. The report also
clearly states that in order to facilitate the regional rail
link services as planned, the Melton rail line must be
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duplicated and electrified. This gives the government
until 2015 to complete the Melton line duplication and
electrification, but we had better get moving on this if
we want the regional rail link to work.
The final project I will mention is a crucial inner
Melbourne tram link: extending the route 82 tram via
Footscray Road to Docklands and the city. The tram
link is supported by both Maribyrnong and Melbourne
councils. It is a glaringly obvious fit and greatly desired
by the community.
While the western suburbs have public transport needs
that are much greater than those I have mentioned
today, these three projects are very important and are
supported by the Public Transport Users Association in
its budget submissions. The action I ask of the minister
is that he ensure that these public transport projects
receive funding in the upcoming state budget.

Housing: eastern suburbs facility
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Housing, Wendy Lovell. It concerns a state-run housing
facility in the eastern suburbs. This facility is meant for
short-term residents, especially those experiencing
financial hardship. At the time this facility was
established the neighbours were consulted by the
minister’s department and the residents accepted the
type of facility it was going to be. However, they also
accepted assurances that their lifestyles would not be
affected by the facility being located very close to them.
Unfortunately some constituents have grave concerns
about the way this facility is being run. They have had
occasions when they have had to call for the police and
ambulances and had to speak directly to the
organisation which runs the facility for the government.
The constituents have asked me to raise this matter with
the minister. It has been agreed with the constituents
that we should not inflame the situation by giving the
location of this facility and that speaking about the
neighbours in Parliament is probably not a good way to
go about fixing the issue. I have the details and a letter
these constituents have sent to the minister. I also have
a copy of that letter, and I hope the minister at the table
will not mind handing it over to the minister so she can
take some direct action to get her department to
seriously look into this facility, which consists of only
three units with usually about five residents. There is a
full-time, round-the-clock manager on the site, so I do
not see why the facility cannot be run in a fashion
whereby the neighbourhood does not feel threatened in
any way.
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Casey central east primary school: construction
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Education, and it concerns the construction of the new
Casey central east primary school. The action I seek is
that the minister commit to providing funding for the
construction of the school in the upcoming state budget.
Casey central east primary school was an election
commitment of the previous Labor government. It
would have been the 10th new school delivered by
Labor in the Assembly electorate of Narre Warren
South alone. We saw the growth, we saw the need and
we delivered, unlike the current government. It has
ignored the plight of local primary schools that are now
overflowing with nearly 1000 students each. But credit
must be given, as the former government did provide
funding for land acquisition in the 2011 state budget.
You would have expected funding for the design and
construction to follow in the 2012 state budget, yet here
we are still waiting. Unfortunately this is nothing new,
as we have already seen construction of the Officer
special school delayed with no interim school provided
for local families. I am sure that the many local families
with young children do not appreciate having an empty
paddock that may one day be home to a school that is
needed right now.
Judith Graley, the Labor member for Narre Warren
South in the other place, understands the importance of
a quality education to local families and has advocated
on their behalf for a new school. Ms Graley has written
to the minister and raised this very important matter in
the other place on numerous occasions. In fact in
response to an adjournment matter raised by Ms Graley
on 11 October 2012 the Minister for Education, Martin
Dixon, stated that funding for the construction of the
school ‘will certainly be considered as part of the next
budget’.
This was further to a letter from the minister to
Ms Graley dated 5 May 2011, stating that the school:
… will be delivered in a timely manner to ensure that all
students within the city of Casey have access to high-quality
government school education.

It is time for the government to deliver on that
commitment. It is time for the Premier to prove that his
government, unlike the Baillieu government, actually
cares about public education.
Casey central east primary school is desperately needed
to cater for our fast-growing local community. Local
schools are at or near capacity and urgently need relief.
They cannot afford to wait as this government dithers
and offers excuse after excuse. Construction of the
estate in which the site for the new school is located has
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already begun, and every day new families with young
children are moving into their dream homes. But these
families will be moving into their new homes not
knowing when or even if construction will begin on the
new school. Their children cannot attend school in a
paddock. Casey central east primary school must be
built. I ask the minister to commit to providing funding
for construction of Casey central east primary school in
the upcoming state budget.

Responses
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Ten members raised matters for ministers
on the adjournment tonight.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs.
Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services.
Mr Ondarchie and Mr Finn both raised matters for the
Minister for Mental Health.
Mr Scheffer raised a matter for the Minister for Energy
and Resources.
Ms Darveniza raised a matter for the Premier.
Ms Hartland raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport.
Mr Tarlamis raised a matter for the Minister for
Education.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Housing
and asked me to pass on some documents.
I will pass those matters on to the responsible ministers.
I have responses to 22 previous adjournment items.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate that
Ms Hartland’s adjournment item caused me a little bit
of thought insomuch as adjournment items are only
supposed to refer to one matter and Ms Hartland raised
three separate projects as part of her adjournment item.
I have taken the benevolent approach that it was a
budget request rather than specific items, but members
are reminded that normally an adjournment item should
focus on one particular request.
On that basis, the house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 10.29 p.m.
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