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CONDOLENCES
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COUNCIL

Tuesday, 17 September 2013
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Hon. James Halford Ramsay
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on
22 August 2013, of the Honourable James Halford Ramsay
and places on record its acknowledgement of the valuable
services rendered by him to the Parliament and people of
Victoria as a member of the Legislative Assembly for the
district of Balwyn from 1973 to 1988 and as Minister of
Labour and Industry from 1978 to 1982, Minister of
Consumer Affairs from 1978 to 1981 and Minister for
Economic Development from 1981 to 1982.

Many of us knew Jim Ramsay very well. In my area he
was a local identity and someone to whom a great deal
of respect was accorded. He was a person of great
decency and very mild demeanour, and you could
approach him and talk to him. I was elected to
Parliament in 1996, and as a younger member of
Parliament I would often talk to Jim Ramsay and others
of his ilk. Jim always had a kind word, a decent word
and a wise word to say.
Jim Ramsay was respected across the community not
only by his parliamentary colleagues but also by
members of the Liberal Party and other community
groups, particularly across the Balwyn area. He was
Minister of Labour and Industry from 1978 to 1982,
Minister of Consumer Affairs from 1978 to 1981,
Minister for Economic Development from 1981 to
1982 and a member of the Economic and Budget
Review Committee from 1983 to 1985. He was
succeeded in 1988 by Robert Clark, who is now the
Attorney-General. At Jim’s funeral Robert laid out a
view of Jim Ramsay which is very similar to my view
of Jim. Robert spoke about how incredibly supportive
Jim was after Robert had been preselected and was to
contest the Balwyn seat.
Jim Ramsay was born on 12 February 1930 in
Camberwell. His parents were Alan William Ramsay, a
printer and publisher, and Beatrice Agnes Kent, a
physiotherapist. He married Dorothy in December
1953, and they had three sons and one daughter. He
was a great person of the church, a strong churchgoer, a
Congregationalist and later a member of the Uniting
Church. He was educated at East Camberwell state
school and Scotch College, and began his career as a
lecturer in economics and history at the Royal Military
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College, Duntroon, in 1952 and remained there until
1954.
Jim later turned to the family business as a publisher
and printer and later as director of Ramsay Ware
Publishing. He was an executive member of the
Victorian Employers Federation from 1967 to 1976. He
was very active in that role and greatly respected for his
contribution to industrial matters.
As I said, Jim’s involvement in the church was
significant. He was a deacon of the Canterbury
Congregationalist Church, Uniting, from 1966 to 1972.
He was involved with the Box Hill Hospital board, on
which he became a life governor. He was closely
involved with the Box Hill Technical College and was
a member of its council from 1974 to 1978.
To many in this place he was also known for his
activities at the time of the last constitutional
referendum. He was very much prepared to stand up for
his view of the constitution, the place of the monarchy
and how our constitutional arrangements ought to be
ordered. He was the Victorian convenor for Australians
for Constitutional Monarchy from 1994 to 2004. He
can claim a significant measure of credit for the defeat
of the referendum. At the time I strongly supported that
step and I had great communication with Jim through
that period. Jim was also a great servant of the Liberal
Party. He served on the state executive from 1967 to
1973, as secretary to cabinet from 1976 to 1978 and as
parliamentary spokesman on Treasury matters. He was
also a business associate of Sir Wilfrid Kent Hughes.
As I said, Jim was very well-known in Balwyn. He was
greatly respected. His family is greatly respected. He
was a person who was prepared to quietly say what he
thought. He would say it directly, but at the same time
he strongly respected the views of others that were
different from his. The civility, tolerance and
mild-mannered advocacy of his positions was a great
tribute to him.
At the funeral Robert Clark, who was his successor as
member for Balwyn, gave a very good eulogy and
presentation about Jim’s time in political life. Haddon
Storey, who was a member for East Yarra Province in
this place during the period in which Jim Ramsay was
the member for Balwyn, made it very clear that Jim
Ramsay was a person who could be relied upon, who
was always there when you needed him. I greatly
mourn the passing of Jim Ramsay. I was honoured to
be at the funeral the other day and to hear those
presentations about Jim. His wife and family deserve
our respect and condolences, and I know that this
chamber would very much seek to pass them on.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — On
behalf of the Labor Party, I rise to support the motion
and associate the Labor Party with the comments made
by Mr David Davis about the late Jim Ramsay. I never
met Mr Ramsay, so I made it my business to read
through his inaugural speech and some of the material
on him from the parliamentary library to get a sense of
the man. Mr Davis has eloquently covered most of the
areas. Mr Ramsay was a teacher and an avid
monarchist who came into Parliament from the
business world and served in the portfolios and for the
periods of time Mr Davis mentioned.
It was interesting to read Mr Ramsay’s inaugural
address, in which he outlined the things that mattered to
him and which he wished to do something about. One
was the Premier Town Contest, which he was very big
on. He spoke at length on the places he had visited —
like Benalla, Wangaratta and other towns in regional
Victoria — while looking for ways of making them
better. He waxed lyrical about many regional centres.
He also talked about mental health. The language used
in that period was very different from what we would
use now. It was clearly an area that needed care and
work. That was a testament to him.
He also spoke, very interestingly, about the
environment. I will be interested to hear what
Mr Barber has to say following my comments. He
spoke eloquently of Earth Week at the University of
Melbourne. He urged students to get out of their cars
and off their motorcycles and to use pushbikes or to
walk because it would make the planet a better place. It
is interesting to note some of the things Jim Ramsay
was talking about which are constants, although things
were expressed somewhat differently in 1973 to 2013.
Making regional areas better, mental health and the
environment were three things he spoke of in his
inaugural speech. In Mr Ramsay’s post-parliamentary
life he devoted a lot of time to causes including the
hospital boards and school boards that Mr Davis
mentioned.
There are two portfolio matters I will concentrate on
briefly. One is an industrial dispute over what we
would now call a workers compensation scheme. There
was a protracted period of time in which the then
Premier, Mr Hamer, took a fairly hard line. In the end
Mr Ramsay turned to the age-old method of
conciliation, compromise and discussion and resolved
the problem, which is always a positive thing.
As Minister of Labour and Industry he reflected on
what the workforce could look forward to in the future.
In 1973 Mr Ramsay said that in looking to the future he
could envisage a time when a company, rather than
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having a person manage its accounts, might operate
with a machine actually recording accounting
information, data, statistics and that type of thing. We
might smile at that now, but it is interesting that a
minister in 1973, looking at where the world was going,
actually got that these would be the areas we would
need to adjust and adapt to. While it seems a bit
nostalgic now when 40 years later you look at the
language he used and how he described it, the issues of
constant change in the workforce and the role of
government in adjusting to population growth and
training and preparing us for it are ongoing things no
matter what the time and no matter what the title.
As I said, I associate the Labor Party’s comments with
those of Mr David Davis and offer our condolences to
Mr Ramsay’s extended family.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have the pleasure, on behalf of my
colleagues in The Nationals, of joining with members
in the chamber in indicating our support for this motion.
Jim Ramsay served as a member of this Parliament for
15 years, starting in 1973 and concluding in 1988;
therefore as Jim was finishing his parliamentary career I
was just about to start mine. I did not have the privilege
of serving with him, but I was introduced to him as a
recent member of Parliament and met him on a number
of occasions when he visited the Parliament. I found
him to be a very knowledgeable person who was very
generous with his time, and he was obviously a very
well-respected and liked person. I think that was
evident from the spirit in which he was received in his
return visits to the Parliament and also in the public
comments made by people from all sides of politics,
including former Premier Joan Kirner, who I know is
publicly on the record as being very gracious in terms
of her remarks about Jim Ramsay.
Like the Leader of the Opposition, I went back and read
the maiden speech of the Honourable Jim Ramsay,
which was made on 11 September 1973 — 40 years
and 6 days ago. It is interesting to note that he was
elected in May 1973, so there was an interval of four
months or thereabouts between the time he was elected
and the time he made his inaugural speech in this
Parliament. Some of us, I know, are thrown into that
task within days of being elected, but Jim had some
time to prepare for his inaugural speech. His maiden
speech was not a long speech but in it he set out what
were to be his priorities as a member of Parliament. If I
had to summarise them, I would say there are probably
two attributes that I gleaned from reading his inaugural
speech. They are that he had a great interest in
demonstrating care for others and also in equality of
opportunity.
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As the Leader of the Opposition said, he was also
interested in regional Victoria and, as indicated in that
speech, he was chair of a group called the Develop
Victoria Council, which looked at providing
opportunities for development in all parts of Victoria.
He had great interest in the work of the Victorian Aid to
the Mentally Ill, and they are just two examples of
those priorities — care for others and equality of
opportunity.
Jim served as a minister for four years between 1978
and 1982. He entered the Parliament at the age of 43
and left at the age of 58. Obviously he still had much to
give at that age of 58, and he went on to make a very
significant contribution to public life outside Parliament
and also to his family. I know he enjoyed the
opportunity to spend more time with them. On behalf of
my colleagues in The Nationals, I would like to express
our sincere condolences to his family and wish them
well in terms of their future and as they overcome the
sad loss of a very great man who served this Parliament
and Victoria very well.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We the
Greens would like to associate ourselves with this
motion. Mr Ramsay played a leading role in the
endeavours of his government on the issues of the day,
including, notably, economic development and labour
relations, which at that time was a much more feisty
environment in which to operate than perhaps the
environment of today. As has been said, he got
involved in other contemporary issues as they emerged,
and it is quite notable that in 1973, at a very early stage
in the development of the modern environment
movement, he had picked up on the sentiment,
particularly amongst young people, for that issue and
thought it sufficiently noteworthy to mention in his
inaugural speech. He did not give up on politics when
he retired; as has been noted, he played a leading role in
the discussion of our constitutional arrangements and
the question of a constitutional monarchy versus a
republic.
Former Premier, Ms Joan Kirner, described him as ‘a
fine, respectful and compassionate politician’ — not
just a person with those qualities but a politician. It is
most admirable that he should have received such an
endorsement from someone from the opposite side of
politics. In supporting this motion, we the Greens
would like to express our condolences at this time to his
family, friends and former colleagues.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I was deeply
saddened to hear that Jim Ramsay had left us. Jim
Ramsay was first and foremost a good bloke, and I
liked him a great deal. He was an outstanding
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parliamentarian, a fine minister and a wonderful servant
of the people of Victoria, but he was also a top bloke
who cared about people and their future. I suppose to
that extent he was also somewhat a statesman.
I did not know Jim during his long and distinguished
parliamentary career. I first met him in the 1990s, when
he showed just how much he cared for people and for
our future. As Mr Davis mentioned, he was the
Victorian convenor of Australians for Constitutional
Monarchy, an organisation that I remain a member of to
this day, during the lead-up to the 1999 referendum on
a republic. It has to be said that at that time the result in
Victoria was looking a little bit dodgy. It would have
been a very brave man indeed who would have put any
money on the constitutional monarchy winning the vote
in Victoria in the lead-up to that referendum, but Jim
Ramsay was the leader of a team that turned things
around. It was a huge effort, but they did it, and Jim led
the team. Victoria joined every other state in Australia
in voting no to trashing our constitution. I believe that
also makes him a patriot.
That alone would normally be enough to etch Jim
Ramsay into our collective memories, but when we add
to that his role in the Parliament and cabinet of the time
as well as his role in the community since, it makes Jim
Ramsay someone we should not forget. I am sure that
other members of this house join me in giving thanks
for the life that he gave us in the state of Victoria.
The PRESIDENT — I take the opportunity to add a
few remarks to this condolence motion. I knew Jim
Ramsay very well. Before taking up an active role in
politics I was state president of the then Young Liberal
Movement during the Hamer years and had an
opportunity to work closely with a number of ministers
in developing policy that was of interest to young
people throughout Victoria. Jim Ramsay was a person
who was very willing to lend an ear, genuinely listen to
the views that were put to him and consider what
opportunities there might be to develop public policy
that was responsive to those views.
Subsequent to his service in this place — and I will
come back to that in a moment — I had the great
pleasure of working very closely with Jim Ramsay on
the Develop Victoria Council. I note that some
members may well have a sheet that gives a profile of
his career which I think is in error in one respect,
because it indicates he was chairman of the Develop
Victoria Council from 1972 to 1977. I am not sure
whether he had a continuous involvement with the
Develop Victoria Council from 1972 on, but he was
certainly involved in that organisation in 1991–92 when
I served on the Develop Victoria Council at his
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invitation and had the opportunity to understand some
of his enthusiasm for regional Victoria, for encouraging
sustainable development in regional Victoria and for
exploring economic opportunities. Of course one of his
ministries was that of Minister for Economic
Development. That role was not simply a position to
Jim; it was a passion and an area of personal
commitment.
Jim was a very genuine man. He was compassionate, as
former Premier Joan Kirner indicated in the remarks
that have been quoted by Mr Barber. He was a
thoughtful man, and he was committed, certainly to the
Liberal Party and to this Parliament but also more
broadly to the community. As the Leader of the
Government has indicated, he gave particular
encouragement and brought wisdom to organisations
that were involved in the development of mental health
policy and environmental policy and those that were
involved in economic development.
Jim Ramsay was a man who served the Parliament
well. His ministry was cut all too short, as so many
ministries are, by the judgement of the people. That
occurred at the 1982 election, which saw him lose
ministry with the Thompson government at that time.
Nonetheless, Jim Ramsay’s contribution is one that can
be measured against that of any other minister in terms
of the commitment, passion, enthusiasm and energy he
brought to the roles he had within government.
I doubt there would be anybody who would doubt in
any way that Jim Ramsay was a man who was very
much focused on making Victoria a better place for all
Victorians and on encouraging, as I said before, its
sustainable economic development. He came from a
business background and was a very successful
businessman. I knew him from the time he was director
of Ramsay Ware, which was a very successful printing
company. In everything he did in life he demonstrated
by example what each of us, I think, would aspire to in
terms of a humanity, a compassion, an intelligence, a
thoughtfulness and also, as I said, a commitment and a
passion for this state and its people.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
The PRESIDENT — Order! As a further mark of
respect and tribute to Mr Ramsay, I declare that the
house will rise for 1 hour.
Sitting suspended 2.30 p.m. to 3.33 p.m.
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ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 10 September
to:
Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole)
Act 2013
Education and Training Reform Amendment
(School Attendance) Act 2013
Fortification Removal Act 2013
Major Transport Projects Facilitation
Amendment (East West Link and Other
Projects) Act 2013
University of Ballarat Amendment (Federation
University Australia) Act 2013.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Health workforce ministerial advisory
committees
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, the
Honourable David Davis. Can the minister advise the
house on recent steps taken by the government to
support key sectors in the health workforce?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question and for his interest in the
health workforce. I can inform the house that in recent
times the government has formed two key ministerial
advisory committees: the Ministerial Advisory
Committee on Allied Health and the Ministerial
Advisory Council on Nursing and Midwifery, which
was formed earlier on. Both of these important
committees have a key role in advising the government
on the health workforce. Our workforce is critical to
getting the very best outcomes in our hospitals and the
public health sector.
I can also indicate that the government appointed
Alison McMillan as chief nursing and midwifery
officer in late 2011, and in recent times the government
appointed Kath Philip as the chief allied health officer.
The involvement of key people in those roles is
significant, and it sends an important message to the
health workforce that the government is concerned to
work with the allied health and the nursing and
midwifery workforces.
Cheyne Chalmers is the chair of the Ministerial
Advisory Council on Nursing and Midwifery, an
important committee that will look at reform across the
nursing workforce. It will work with nurses, both in the
public and private sectors, to deliver high-quality
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outcomes with greater safety in our public hospitals in
particular but also across the health workforce.
Marcus Dripps is the chair of the Ministerial Advisory
Committee on Allied Health. He is a physiotherapist
and has done a great deal of work with the
physiotherapy association. He also contributes as a
member of the board at Barwon Health. He is well
qualified to chair the Ministerial Advisory Committee
on Allied Health, to work with the government and to
give advice to me and the department about the work of
that committee and the importance of the allied health
workforce.
There are significant opportunities for reform and to
work with the commonwealth in these areas — for
example, in the allied health area we have been
prepared to work with the commonwealth on workforce
reform. I note the recent grants provided by Health
Workforce Australia on nurse endoscopy training.
Through the Austin Hospital and other locations the
government has been very much prepared to work with
Health Workforce Australia on developing a strong
nurse endoscopy training program given the bowel
cancer screening programs that are occurring
nationally. I welcome the commitment of the new
federal government to expand bowel cancer screening
for people aged over 70. That is an important set of
steps to see the very best outcome in public health, but
you need the workforce to support that. The nurse
endoscopy training will result in a flexible workforce
that is able to provide the support needed for these
important initiatives.
Both the Ministerial Advisory Council on Nursing and
Midwifery and the Ministerial Advisory Committee on
Allied Health will provide important advice to the
government, including advice on reform and on how
our workforce can be structured to meet the needs and
changes that are coming forward. I pay tribute to those
who have been prepared to serve in this capacity and to
provide advice to the government, information about
their professions and advice about how we can meet the
challenges into the future.

Regional and rural ambulance charge
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. During his
time as minister, the number of hours of ambulance
ramping at various locations across Victoria has
increased dramatically. At Latrobe hospital it has
increased by 280 per cent, at the Goulburn Valley
hospital it has increased by 190 per cent and at the
Ballarat Hospital by 150 per cent. In each of those
circumstances those increases are of critical concern to
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members of the local community. How does this marry
with the minister’s promise to increase the number of
hospital beds across Victoria by 800 during the course
of this term? How many of those beds has the minister
provided in those hospitals listed to actually take the
pressure off ambulance ramping and transfer times in
those communities?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It was
a very long question — I think there were about
19 parts to it — and I am happy to provide a series of
responses to the member. I can tell him about the
percentage of transfers for ambulances in regional
Victoria happening within the government benchmark
of 40 minutes. In Bairnsdale 91 per cent of ambulances
met that benchmark, in Ballarat 94 per cent of
ambulances, in Echuca 98 per cent of ambulances and
in Geelong 90 per cent of ambulances met that
40-minute benchmark.
I note that the previous government would not even
declare that data. It hid the Hughes data on ambulance
transfer times. Where did it hide it, and why did it hide
it? I can tell members why it hid it — because it was
embarrassed by it. We have not hidden it. It is up on the
web for people to see. It is reported quarterly.
In Hamilton 100 per cent of ambulances were within
the benchmark; in Horsham it was 99 per cent; Latrobe,
95 per cent; Mildura, 91 per cent; Sale, 94 per cent;
Swan Hill, 97 per cent; Wangaratta, 91 per cent;
Warragul, 93 per cent; Warrnambool, 99 per cent;
Wodonga, 95 per cent; Wonthaggi, 92 per cent;
Bendigo, 81 per cent — there has been an improvement
in Bendigo, for the information of Mr Jennings and
given that Bendigo has been talked about a bit today;
and in Shepparton it was 82 per cent.
I can tell the house that the government has been
working hard on transfer times. There is no question
that around the world — in London, in American cities,
indeed in New South Wales and other Australian
jurisdictions — transfer times have been a challenge, as
they have been here. Over the period of Mr Jennings’s
time in government there was a deterioration in the
transfer times. He hid that data. He hid it every week,
every month, every quarter, every year of his 11 years
in government. We have declared this information. Let
me be quite clear: that transfer time information is very
important.
I can also tell the member that there are 465 new
paramedics on the job now in Victoria, 465 more shifts
than ever before. There are less unfilled shifts than ever
before and less unfilled shifts as a proportion of shifts.
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Let me be quite clear: I was talking to a Bendigo radio
station today and was asked some of these questions. I
was asked what the government was doing, and I said
we are building a $630 million new hospital in
Bendigo. That new hospital will have new emergency
capacity and additional bed capacity — and I see
Mr Drum is nodding his head; he understands. Only the
members for Bendigo East and Bendigo West in the
Assembly do not seem to understand that a new
hospital with new capacity, new beds and a new
emergency department will help deal with these
challenges.
We are seeking to deal with the challenge in a number
of other emergency departments by putting new beds
into hospitals and also putting new capacity into
emergency departments. At Frankston Hospital there is
a new emergency department. At Northern Hospital
there is a new emergency department. In recent weeks
we have made an announcement of almost
$12 million — and I see Mr Ondarchie is nodding —
about the Austin Hospital and the building of a new
short-stay unit at the Austin. The previous government
built the Austin. It is now our biggest emergency
department in the state but the one with the smallest
short-stay unit because of the incompetence of the
previous government and the failure to build adequately
for the required capacity.
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not an expert on prison beds, but I do know that there
was a need to provide additional capacity. If
Mr Jennings has detailed questions, he will have to ask
the Minister for Corrections, who is in this chamber.
When Mr Jennings has questions on prison beds in the
future, he will need to ask the Minister for Corrections.
If Mr Jennings wants to talk about health care though, I
can say that we are building capacity right around the
state — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the minister.

Regional and rural ambulance charge
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. In this
morning’s Age there was a report about a patient in
Gippsland who was charged more than $2000 for their
ambulance service, where they were made to pay for
the waiting time, during which they were an innocent
captive, as they were transferred from the ambulance to
an emergency department. They were made to pay
$11.95 per minute. How can the minister justify
reducing the subscription rate for ambulance
subscribers and at the same time charge patients $11.95
per minute while they wait to be transferred to a
hospital?

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am sure you remember, President, and the minister
might remember, that in fact my question was about
Latrobe Regional Hospital, Goulburn Valley hospital
and Ballarat hospital, where there have been significant
increases in ramping. Not once in 4 minutes did the
minister provide a response to any of the matters
causing pressure in those hospitals, nor did he draw
attention to the 800 beds that he promised — not once
in 4 minutes. With this opportunity, could he explain to
us whether these beds are more important to him than
prison beds, which his government is happy to talk
about today while he is not prepared to talk about the
matter of hospital beds?

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Mr Jennings is leading with his chin! Let me just say
that I am very happy to answer this question and to
defend the government’s membership subscription
scheme, of which the government is very proud; 75 000
more Victorian families have joined the subscription
scheme. We have lowered the cost of living for those
families that already had ambulance coverage. We want
to raise the level of ambulance coverage by lowering
the cost for families and encouraging more people to
join the ambulance subscription scheme. If you are in
the ambulance subscription scheme, the cost of an
ambulance when you order it — when you need it — is
zero; it is zero at that time. That is why we want more
people in the scheme, that is why we have lowered the
cost of the scheme and that is why we have more
people joining the subscription scheme.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — If I can
put it this way, after that slightly odd question: I am
very determined to build new capacity in the public
hospital system to work in partnership with the private
system, but it is true to say that the government has
challenges and demands right across the sector. We
need new capacity in education, in transport and in law
and justice areas. Whilst I am not the expert on prison
beds, I note that the previous government left a black
hole with an insufficient capacity of prison beds. I am

It is true, and Mr Jennings is correct, that if you are
not in the subscription scheme, if you do not have
special insurance coverage and you are not one of the
pensioners or concession cardholders who are
provided care for free, you will be required to pay for
ambulance care, and that can be very expensive. That
is why we have put in place a subscription scheme
that cuts the cost for people. It is expensive. It could
be tens of thousands of dollars if you needed an air
ambulance lift; it could be tens of thousands of dollars

Supplementary question
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if you needed a long flight in a plane. But those costs,
if you are a subscription member of the ambulance
scheme — —
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — They are zero,
Mr Dalla-Riva, so we encourage people to join. Let me
just say that the billing arrangements at Ambulance
Victoria predate this government; they go back before
the merger in 2008. I say to Mr Jennings that the
arrangements have not changed. The arrangements are
identical to when the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly was the Minister for Health. I will explain
this for the benefit of the house so that members
understand how it works.
In metropolitan Melbourne there is a fixed charge. That
goes back to the old Metropolitan Ambulance Service
system. In country Victoria there is a different charging
system that goes back to the old Rural Ambulance
Victoria scheme. It was not changed by the now Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, the member for
Mulgrave, when he was health minister; he kept it the
same. I have a review going on to see if we can get to a
fairer system.
But let me be quite clear: in May 2010 a female was
transferred from Romsey to Melbourne and, dare I say,
she was ramped at a hospital for a long period, and the
charge rendered on the invoice was $4039.
Mr Jennings — And what happened?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am just telling Mr Jennings
what happened. She was charged under exactly the
same arrangements that exist now. She arrived at the
hospital at 12.36 and she was off the stretcher at 2.58.
Let me give some more examples. In November 2009 a
male who had been struck on the arm by a metal object
was transferred from Barraport to Bendigo; his bill was
$2965. Daniel Andrews was the minister at the time,
with the same billing arrangements that are in place
now. I advise Mr Jennings that they have not changed;
they are identical to the Daniel Andrews’s billing
arrangements.
We have the billing arrangements under review, but let
me be quite clear: in metropolitan Melbourne there is a
fixed charge; in country Victoria there is a charge that
has a flag fall, a distance charge and a time charge. All
of those are identical to what they were under Daniel
Andrews, so when Wade Noonan, the member for
Williamstown in the Assembly, bleats, when Gavin
Jennings bleats and when Daniel Andrews bleats, they
are bleating about their own system.
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The PRESIDENT — Time!
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
volunteer to the minister that I think it is extremely
unfair for any patient to be charged any fee while they
are ramped at a hospital and the taxi meter keeps
ticking. I say it is unfair. Does the minister say it is fair
or not?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Jennings, on a
supplementary question.
Mr JENNINGS — I was volunteering to the
chamber my belief that the charge is unfair. I believe it
was always unfair, and in fact it should never have been
applied to people who were waiting to be transferred to
hospital, with the taxi meter ticking. I volunteer that it is
unfair. Does the minister believe it is unfair?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
indicated that a review has been under way to find a
fairer system. What I would indicate is that
Mr Jennings had 11 years to back up the crocodile tears
with action, and what action was there in 11 years from
Mr Jennings and his government? There was not a
zack. There was nothing; he did nothing. Would
Mr Jennings like to hear some other examples, just so
that he understands this is a longstanding policy? In
January 2010 someone was transferred from Elmore to
Bendigo. This male, injured in a boat accident, was hit
with a bill of $3436. He also had a long wait at Bendigo
Hospital. Who was the health minister? Who was the
minister in January 2010 and what policy was in
operation? It is the same policy that is in operation now,
so let us be quite clear: Mr Jennings needs to be a bit
consistent.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the minister.

Ravenhall prison
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for
Corrections, Mr O’Donohue, and I ask: can the minister
update the house on the state coalition government’s
further plans to boost capacity in Victoria’s prison
system?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for
Corrections) — I thank Mr Finn for his interest in the
exciting and important Ravenhall prison project,
because community safety is one of the fundamental
tenets of the Victorian coalition government. We are
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proud to be a government with a strong law and order
focus and a strong focus on community safety.
I note the interjections and the discussion during
previous questions from Mr Jennings and Ms Mikakos,
who would criticise investments in community safety.
The Victorian coalition government is very proud of its
record when it comes to community safety, and unlike
Labor and the former Treasurer, who is now the Leader
of the Opposition, the coalition government — —
Ms Mikakos — I think my constituents want a
hospital bed as a priority, not a prison bed.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — I take up the
interjection from Ms Mikakos. I accept your ruling,
President, but I find it unbelievable that members of
this house would criticise investment in community
safety, because that is what Ms Mikakos is doing —
she is criticising investment in community safety. We
are fixing a black hole, as Mr Davis said.
We have made sentencing reforms to better reflect
community expectations. We are reforming the parole
system. We have already made significant changes to
the parole system, and there will be further reforms to
the parole system. We are recruiting and deploying
more police. We are recruiting and deploying additional
protective services officers.
As part of the investment in community safety, I am
very pleased to advise the house that the
government has brought forward the expansion of
Victoria’s newest prison, at Ravenhall. It is
regrettable that we do not have bipartisan support
for this important community safety infrastructure.
The new medium-security prison will accommodate
1000 prisoners. As part of our focus on long-term
planning, it was announced in the 2012–13 budget
last May that a 500-bed prison on a footprint of
1000 beds would be built at Ravenhall. The
government is bringing forward the expansion of
this new prison to 1000 beds as part of this
announcement.
This will create a jobs boom for Melbourne’s west; up
to 650 jobs will be created during construction.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — I note the feedback
from the Greens, who criticise jobs as part of
community safety. There will be 650 jobs created
during construction, and there will be 600 ongoing jobs.
But of course this investment in Ravenhall prison, and
our investment in the corrections system generally, is
fixing the black hole, as described by Mr Davis, in the
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corrections system. Not only did Labor botch the Ararat
prison project — which was botched and bungled in the
finest tradition of Labor projects, up there with myki
and the desalination plant — but it said no on three
separate occasions to building a new prison at
Ravenhall. That is what the Auditor-General found in
his report of last year.
The coalition is getting on with the job of addressing
community safety concerns. Who was the Treasurer
who said no on those three separate occasions to a new
prison? It was Mr Lenders. On three separate occasions
he said no to community safety investment and
infrastructure. The coalition is proud to make this
announcement today.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms PENNICUIK (Southern
Metropolitan).

Regional and rural ambulance charge
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. In the
minister’s two previous answers he has at the very least
implied that it was grossly unfair whenever a charge
was incurred by a patient during the Labor
administration. He has also failed to acknowledge the
fact that ramping has increased significantly on his
watch. Is the minister prepared to say that this matter is
grossly unfair regardless of whose administration it is
and whether the outcome of the review he has
commissioned will not see this charge being made in
the future?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I invite Mr Jennings to
rephrase the question. I am concerned that he is asking
the minister to speculate on the outcome of a review,
and that is speculation. I ask that he rephrase the
question to the minister.
Mr JENNINGS — I couched my question in that
form because if I was the minister, I would see it was
grossly unfair and I would determine that the review
would find that way. And the minister is capable of
determining the review. Nonetheless, in an objective
sense, if the review finds that this is a grossly unfair
charge — that it disproportionately disadvantages
certain patients in Victoria — will the minister take
appropriate action to prevent that charge being applied
in the future?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
said was that this is the same policy — the identical
policy. Frankly I find it a little bit rich that after
11 years of government, members of the opposition are
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now bleating about their own policy. It is this
government that has been prepared to look fairly at and
review these matters and to do so in a structured way. I
am not going to jump ahead of what the review might
find, but it is clear that there are some inconsistencies in
the system, and some of those are very much due to the
history of the ambulance service.
As people will know, the ambulance service was
originally comprised of five rural areas and the
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service. Those five
rural services combined to form Rural Ambulance
Victoria, so with the metropolitan service and the
remaining Alexandra and district service, there were
three ambulance services. The previous health minister,
the current Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly,
without preparation, jumped in and forced a merger,
and a whole series of consequences from that forced
merger are still being worked through in the system. I
do not think it is possible now to revert to a different
system. We are where we are, and we are going
forward in a constructive way. We are determined to
have the best ambulance service in the world, and we
are pushing forward towards that.
Part of the challenge for the government, and for all
governments around Australia and internationally, is
dealing with transfer times. Part of that is dealing with
the increased volume of people coming into the
emergency departments and inpatient areas of our
hospitals. There is increased demand and increased
volume. The state government has put $2 billion more
into the system. We are spending $14.3 billion this year
on our health and hospital system. We have put
additional resources into the ambulance system — a
massive $151 million package.
It is interesting to see that in the Loddon Mallee region
there are 44 additional ambulance paramedics. In the
Hume region there are 65 additional paramedics. In
Barwon-south western region there are an additional
50. In Gippsland there are 77 additional paramedics,
which is a 40 per cent surge in the number of
paramedics in place now compared to when the
previous government was in power. The $151 million
package is pumping in hard and putting more
paramedics on the road across the state. In the
Grampians region there are 36 additional paramedics,
and we are heading towards 50 more. In eastern
metropolitan Melbourne there are 140 new paramedics
in place now compared to when Daniel Andrews was
health minister. In the western metropolitan region
there are 53 more paramedics in place.
That is a total of 465 additional paramedics providing
service across the state. There are more shifts being run
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than ever before and fewer unfilled shifts than ever
before. There are increased survival rates in Victoria,
and that is a critical step. In country Victoria we have
put in place 10 new mobile intensive care ambulance
paramedic units, as Mr Drum points out, including in
Wodonga, Wonthaggi, Sale, Bairnsdale, Wangaratta,
Mildura, Warrnambool and Shepparton. All of these
paramedics are saving lives every day, and this
government is determined to deliver a very good
paramedic service and ambulance service.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My supplementary question to the minister is: if the
review that the minister is undertaking, but has not been
prepared to talk about in his substantive answer, finds
that this case is an anomaly, as he himself described it
on radio this morning, that is grossly unfair, is there
potential within this review for some financial remedy
to be applied to the patients involved?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — We
want a fairer system statewide, and we are looking to
move to a fairer system. But there is one overriding
principle in terms of charging for ambulances — that is,
the best mechanism for everyone, whether a single or a
family, is an ambulance subscription. The charge now
for families is $80.60 and $40.30 is the charge for
singles. That is subsidised by the government. We cut
the cost in half when we came to government. This is
the best way forward for every Victorian. I would hope
the opposition would support me in saying to every
Victorian that if they join Ambulance Victoria, have
their subscription in place and contribute as part of a
fair scheme supporting everyone — with government
support in there as well — then when they need an
ambulance the cost will be zero. Even the cost for a
$10 000 air ambulance trip will be zero. The best way
forward is a subscription scheme.

Fishermans Bend urban renewal project
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. I ask
the minister to inform the house of what action the
government is taking to take population growth
pressure off existing suburbs through new urban
renewal projects.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Ms Crozier for a very important question, particularly
in relation to her own electorate which has seen a lot of
pressure placed on it in relation to population
accommodation, particularly over the last 10 years
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during which Melbourne’s population has been
growing at a quite substantial rate.
I am proud to be part of a coalition government that
believes in urban renewal and importantly has been the
spearhead behind the Fishermans Bend urban renewal
project. This government has seen the incarnation of
Southbank in the 1980s. Evan Walker, the then
Minister for Planning and Environment, changed that
area from a light industrial area to one of the great
urban renewal precincts in Australia, one that is now
home, for better or worse, to quite a number of
substantial buildings that house many thousands of
people.
The Kennett government progressed the Docklands
urban renewal project and, with a 25-year vision, began
a project that would be, as it is now, home to some of
Australia’s leading corporates and, on top of that,
thousands of residents. It is now rolling out urban
renewal on a scale this city and indeed Australia has
never seen. Added to that 140 hectares of urban
renewal, the 100 hectares at Southbank and the
160 hectares that is the Hoddle grid in our CBD, we are
now seeing the rise of 250 hectares of urban renewal
and regeneration at the Fishermans Bend urban renewal
project.
Yesterday I was proud to be with the Premier,
Ms Crozier, Mrs Coote, Lord Mayor Robert Doyle and
the acting mayor of the City of Port Phillip, Bernadene
Voss, to launch the new vision document for the
Fishermans Bend urban renewal precinct. Over coming
decades the precinct is going to be home to
80 000 people, create 40 000 jobs and importantly
provide massive relief to the inner suburbs of
Melbourne which are experiencing considerable levels
of population growth.
This important urban renewal project is one that
Melbourne should be exceedingly proud of. Other cities
in Australia can only dream of such a project. It is a
project that this government believes will generate
$2 billion of investment in Melbourne annually over the
next 10 years. This project is not just about population
accommodation, urban renewal in our central business
district area or expanding our central city area to be the
most exciting and vibrant in Australia. This project is
about affordability and jobs. That is what this
government is focusing on. It is about ensuring that
there is a steady stream of jobs in our construction
market over the coming decades through the
Fishermans Bend urban renewal project and
importantly ensuring that there is a supply of housing in
a high-density market with which no other city in
Australia can compete.
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Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I hear Mr Leane’s frivolous and
inane interjections, and I am not surprised, given that
his front bench is starting to resemble the cast of
Gilligan’s Island. The reality is that we are getting on
with the job of providing a serious level of investment
for this city. We are making sure that the pressures of
housing and population accommodation are being taken
off existing suburbs. A clear question to ask in
conclusion is: will the Labor Party support the greatest
solution to population accommodation that this city has
seen in the last 20 years — yes or no?
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, this
is question time and it is about government
administration. For the second time in question time a
minister has proposed a question to the opposition.
Specifically Mr Guy was asking what the Labor Party’s
view is on something. While I am interested in that, this
is question time and it was a question on government
administration, which sadly at this juncture in this state
is not about what the Labor Party thinks. I ask you,
President, to hold the minister to provide an answer that
is relevant to the question and to stop him from
debating the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Dalla-Riva
and note that a very good afternoon tea is served in
Strangers Corridor at about this time.
The minister has posed some questions in rounding out
his answer, and I concur with the Leader of the
Opposition in his point of order that in posing those
questions in effect the minister is entering into the
realm of debate in terms of the answer. Apart from
anything else, that is provocative and encourages a lot
more interjection than we need to deal with.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I simply say that the coalition
government supports urban renewal. We believe this
project is one of the most visionary projects for urban
renewal of anywhere in Australia, and we are proud to
initiate it.
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to welcome to the public gallery Mr Nirmal
Chawdhary, who is the acting Consul General for India.
Members would recall the tragic death of the previous
Consul General. The existing and continuing staff,
including the gentleman with us today, have held the
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fort in the Indian consulate since the tragic death of the
Consul General. Mr Chawdhary is now here for a
period as the acting Consul General until a permanent
head of the mission is appointed. We welcome
Mr Chawdhary to the chamber today.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Barwon Health residential aged-care facilities
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Ageing. I refer the
minister to Barwon Health’s decision to reduce its
staffing by 324 nursing hours at the McKellar Centre in
North Geelong and the Alan David Lodge in
Grovedale, the equivalent of almost nine full-time
nurses. These staffing hours were provided by the
previous government in addition to the redevelopment
of these facilities. I ask whether the minister will take
appropriate steps to stop Barwon Health from reducing
the nursing hours at these facilities.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I
thank the member for her question, but I think she has
not fully understood what is going on at Barwon
Health.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I am just trying to be
quite clear about this for the benefit of the chamber.
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — That is another point,
Mr Drum.
What is clear is that Barwon Health is seeking, through
a proper process of fair work, to change its
arrangements in some of its nursing capacity. I am
informed that it will do so within the enterprise
bargaining agreement arrangements. I am also informed
that the ratio arrangements will be supported. I
understand that this application by Barwon Health, or
this hearing that will involve Barwon Health and the
Australian Nursing and Midwifery Federation
(ANMF), as I am informed, if accepted, and if the Fair
Work Commission adjudicates in a certain way, would
ensure a fair outcome that would ensure proper staffing
and staffing that is consistent with other public sector
agencies around the state.
I know that the ANMF has been active on this and has
been bringing out news releases. I think it has
fundamentally misunderstood the situation, and its
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news release, which I saw the other day, is quite
misleading. I should say for the chamber’s benefit that
prior to the federal election I wrote to the ANMF
seeking its support on the fringe benefits tax
campaign — —
Mr Lenders — The ANMF union?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, the ANMF union.
Mr Lenders is quite correct that it is the ANMF union. I
wrote to the union about the fringe benefits tax
arrangements seeking its support and public statements
to ensure that nurses were not disadvantaged by cuts in
arrangements proposed by the then Rudd government.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It was the then Rudd
government; it is no longer the Rudd government. But
unfortunately the ANMF refused to make public
statements. The ANMF refused to respond. The ANMF
refused to stand up for its members and make
statements against the federal Labor government.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The reason, Mr Jennings,
was that it supported the Labor government. That is
what it does, and that is what it did.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, my
question related to the issue of Barwon Health. It had
nothing to do with the issue of fringe benefits tax. I
draw your attention to the fact that the minister’s
answer is entirely irrelevant to the question he has been
asked, which is about the reduction of nurse hours at
aged-care facilities under the management of Barwon
Health.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, the ANMF put out a news release about
this exact matter. I have read the news release, and I
am reflecting on the fact that the ANMF is involved
in precisely this matter and is attending the Fair
Work Commission very shortly with the relevant
agency — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, but it is all to do with
the agency.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have to take the
minister’s assurance that in fact the actions of the
ANMF are apposite to the question that has been asked.
I caution the minister, though, that it is important he
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direct his answer to the question asked and not seek to
debate the matter.

would be very happy if the minister would provide a
copy of that document and incorporate it into Hansard.

Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, given
that all we have is the minister’s assurance that his
quotations are relevant to the question, can we ask that
the minister table the document so that the house can be
assured that it is relevant to the question?

In my supplementary question I refer the minister to
the Department of Health statements of priorities for
2011–12 and 2012–13 for Barwon Health, which
show a decline in activity and funding for residential
aged care from 129 452 to 128 035 between those
financial years. Can the minister advise whether this
decline is due to a number of bed closures or to a
reduction in staff hours at Barwon Health residential
aged-care facilities, and will he guarantee that the
activity figures for the 2013–14 statement of priorities
will not show a further decline?

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I referred to a public news release. I suspect
if members were to look on the ANMF website, it will
be there.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Generally I am of the
view that the Chair needs to accept that members will
be honest and the information they provide to the house
will be accurate, so I am prepared to accept the
minister’s assurance in that regard. He indicates that it
is a public document, but from looking across at his
desk I do not think he has the document with him
today. Perhaps if the member wishes to have access to
that document, the minister might provide it
subsequently as a courtesy to the house.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am not sure I want to do
the member’s research, but what I would say in my
substantive answer to the question is that Barwon
Health is an agency of the state, but it has its own board
and it makes its own decisions. It operates within the
Fair Work laws. As I understand it, it has made a
decision to change the staffing arrangements, but they
will be consistent with the nursing ratio arrangements
across the public sector. I understand there were special
arrangements put in place at one point by the former
government, but the arrangements Barwon Health seeks
to put in place are entirely consistent with the general
principles across public sector aged care.
We do have independent agencies. They are making
their own decisions on these matters. Indeed in this
case, as I understand it, there will be a matter heard at
the Fair Work Commission where decisions will be
made within the realm of the laws of the land. I see this
as a matter of safety and quality of care. As I am
informed, there is no issue with what is proposed by
Barwon Health in terms of very high quality and very
high safety standards, and indeed that is the primary
concern that I would have. Beyond that I think our
public sector bodies need to act in a way that is in the
best interests of their communities.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — In
relation to the document that Mr Viney was seeking, I

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — Health
services do their own work in serving their
communities, whether that be in health or aged care, as
in this case. There are obviously competitors in the
area. In the Barwon region we know there are a number
of private sector and not-for-profit operators that also
provide services. The health services will make their
decisions on what is required, and we will consult with
them to ensure that there are plenty of services. For
example, in Geelong there are two other services I
know of that are seeking to play a significant role in
Geelong. One is Victorian Croatian Aged Care
Services, and in our first budget, as part of an election
commitment, we have provided land to the Croatian
group — —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I
draw your attention to the issue of relevance. I asked
the minister for an explanation about the decline in
activity in the statement of priorities documents. I have
the documents here if the minister needs to have a look
at them. I asked the minister to give an explanation as
to whether the decline in activity relates to a reduction
in staff hours or bed numbers, and he is talking about
completely unrelated issues. I ask you to draw the
minister back to the question that has been asked of
him.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, clearly in the Geelong area, where Barwon
Health’s facilities are located, there are a number of
service providers, and it is quite material to the needs
and requirements — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — In striking the statement of
priorities I have regard to a whole range of factors, and
one of those is the provision of services by
not-for-profit groups and for-profit groups, and I was
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trying to give an example of two new groups I am well
aware of that are seeking to operate in Geelong.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In my view Barwon
Health is an organisation that manages and prioritises a
range of services. In that context if the minister is
providing details of other prospective services in the
area, I think that is relevant to the question that has been
asked. However, I also think the minister needs to be
mindful that a very specific question was asked about
the numbers listed in the report that Ms Mikakos
mentioned. The minister might consider that in the
seconds he has remaining.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — As I said, Barwon Health
manages in the interests of its community. Being
mindful of that, I will strike an arrangement with it in
the statement of priorities this year, but I am not going
to presage the detail of that.

Victorian Training Awards
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed to the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills, Mr Hall. I ask: can the
minister report on recent events that acknowledged the
many talents of students, teachers and employers who
make up Victoria’s training system?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I am pleased to respond to Mrs Peulich’s
question. The annual Victorian Training Awards are a
highlight of the training calendar in Victoria. This year
on Friday, 6 September, some 780 people gathered at
Crown Palladium to celebrate the many achievements
of Victoria’s outstanding students, teachers, training
providers and employers. It is a great event that is very
much looked forward to by members of this chamber
and the broader Victorian community. It is a night on
which we can choose to highlight and celebrate the
excellence of the 670 000 students engaged in
government-supported training in this state, of the more
than 1000 providers and of the countless employers and
industries.
It is also a night on which we celebrate and take the
opportunity to showcase some of the great events
produced by our training system. For example, we had
some entertainment on the night provided by students
of the Northern College of the Arts and Technology in
Preston — they have an excellent young band there.
We also had some fashion design showcased by the
Kangan Institute in Gordon; we had flower
arrangements on tables from Marjorie Milner College;
we had some live and vibrant performers from Patrick
Studios Australia; we had student MCs, Georgina Ryan
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and Jessica Franklin, from the William Angliss
Institute; we had videos made by vocational education
and training students; and we also had students from
Holmesglen interviewing the winners and telecasting
the interviews on Channel 31.
Mr O’Brien — What did you wear?
Hon. P. R. HALL — ‘What did I wear?’, was the
interjection from Mr O’Brien. The highlight for me
always is the tradition that I have followed — taken on
from former education and training ministers Lynne
Kosky and Jacinta Allan — in having a costume
designed by students. This year the task of providing
that costume was undertaken by two very clever and
delightful young ladies, Emily Turner and Hannah
Pearce, from the Kangan Institute of TAFE. They
designed the suit I am wearing for the chamber today.
They knitted the tie I am wearing today, and they
designed this shirt, which is beyond the conservative
style of shirt worn by most members of the chamber,
perhaps apart from that occasionally worn by
Mr Viney — in terms of the loudness of that shirt. That
is just to keep Mr Viney on his toes! I was honoured to
be able to wear the attire designed by those students.
As part of the night I was pleased to be joined by
Mrs Peulich, the Parliamentary Secretary for Education.
Members of the Parliament’s Education and Training
Committee were also invited, and I was pleased that
Mrs Kronberg and Mr Elasmar were able to join us on
the night. We also had the opportunity to celebrate the
success of the Victorian Skillaroos, who were also
invited for the evening and enjoyed themselves.
Fourteen awards were given on the night, six being
individual awards and eight awards for either
employers or providers. Winners of the individual
awards will now compete in the national training
awards and represent Victoria in Perth in November.
The individual award winners and the organisational
award winners came from all over Victoria, which I
was pleased about. For example, Kate Cross, the
winner of the Victorian Vocational Student of the Year
award, came from Longerenong College where she did
her training. We had Patrick Janes, who was trained by
the University of Ballarat. The Victorian
Teacher/Trainer of the Year award was won by Robyn
York from SuniTAFE. Other award winners were from
institutions such as the Kangan Institute of TAFE,
William Angliss Institute, Crown, the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce, the Australian
College of Fitness and Bodywork and from elsewhere.
It was a great night and a great celebration of amazing
talent.
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Homebirth programs
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Health. I
understand that in response to an independent
evaluation of the homebirth pilot program at Casey
Hospital and Sunshine Hospital, the Department of
Health summary report, released in March this year,
indicated that the Minister for Health has sought advice
from the Perinatal Service Advisory Committee on the
implementation and expansion of publicly funded
homebirthing options in Victoria. My question for the
minister is: has advice been received on this matter and
if so, what was advised with respect to the expansion of
publicly funded hospital-supported homebirthing
options in Victoria?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Ms Hartland for her question, and she is quite correct
that a review was undertaken by the department of
these options for birth, and the study was based at
Casey and Sunshine as she outlined. It is true that I saw
that study earlier in the year. I have requested further
advice from the Perinatal Service Advisory Committee,
and I will wait that advice formally. I have had some
discussions with members of that committee about this
matter, and I look forward to their advice. I think there
are options for further steps in this area. Whilst not
necessarily definitive, the studies gave me some
confidence to proceed with safe options for women
which may provide greater choice.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Can
the minister give an indication of when this advice will
be made public and when he will recommend the
expansion of the pilot programs, which I understand
have been highly successful in both Casey and
Sunshine? Can the minister give an indication of when
he will make the information public?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Again
I thank the member and indicate my understanding of
the matter and the fact that the advice will come back to
me. I do not have a precise date when that will come
back, but I will be guided by the information from the
panel, which I have a significant measure of faith in. I
think this is a proper way to analyse the steps forward,
and I will certainly be very mindful of that advice when
it comes forward. I do not believe it will be a long
period before the advice comes forward, because it has
been — —
Mr Jennings — Five months.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Jennings, I am trying to
be helpful to the chamber. There has been a useful
study, as Ms Hartland points out. It has provided some
worthwhile information and steps forward. That has
partly been in the public domain, because there have
been some stories written about that. We are certainly
minded to take the advice as it comes back.

Broadband-Enabled Innovation Program
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question without notice is to the
Minister for Technology, Mr Rich-Phillips. How is the
coalition government supporting innovation in the use
of broadband to deliver outcomes for Victoria?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr Dalla-Riva for his question
and for his interest in innovation in the Victorian
economy. As members of the chamber have heard me
say previously, under Victoria’s Technology Plan for
the Future the Victorian government established the
Broadband-Enabled Innovation Program (BEIP). This
program is focused on supporting the development of
projects which involve both innovation and
collaboration between partners to drive the use of
high-speed broadband in a way which drives
productivity outcomes for the Victorian economy and
the Victorian community.
Last week I was pleased to join Craig Lapsley, the fire
services commissioner, along with representatives of
the Country Fire Authority, the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade, the State Emergency Service and Ambulance
Victoria for the launch of the Emergency Services
Integrated Communication project. The purpose of this
BEIP project is to develop a common platform which
can be used across the emergency services to allow
communications between first responders and
command centres using any device to any device.
Given that many representatives of the emergency
services, and many volunteers in the emergency
services, are using smart, hand-held devices, the rollout
of the pilot of this BEIP project will allow those first
responders to use their personal devices to
communicate across the communications network, be it
via mobile or be it via radio network, to upload and
download video, data, still images as well as voice
communications. This has the benefit of allowing
tremendous situational awareness to be developed and
onsite data to be collected.
I was pleased to see through the pilot project last week
examples taken from the January fires in Victoria this
year when first responders using their personal iPhones
were able to capture images and video of fire situations
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and upload them to the system, including data as to the
time and geographically tagged locations where the
images were taken, and that was able to be used by the
command centre to build a very strong situational
awareness picture of what was happening on the
ground remotely in Victoria. Of course that has
tremendous benefits in being able to support and
respond to fire and flood events.
The Victorian government, through BEIP, has
committed a little over $530 000 to this project.
Importantly, this has led to the commitment of over
$4 million of private sector investment. We have seen
20 partners come on board with the project, including
companies such as Hewlett-Packard, IBM, Cisco and
Telstra, as well as another 15 or so partners, to roll out
this project on a pilot basis for the fire season this year.
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Alert Digest No. 12
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 12 of 2013, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — Report, 2012–13.
Alpine Resorts Co-ordinating Council — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2012–13 report.
Australian Grand Prix Corporation — Report, 2012–13.

Importantly, not only does this pilot project have the
opportunity to dramatically change the way the
emergency services interact with their members and
their volunteers but it also has the potential to be
developed as a major export for the Victorian ICT
industry. This project is a win-win for the Victorian
community in supporting our emergency services, and
it is a win-win for the ICT industry in potentially
developing a major export opportunity.

VICTORIAN COMPETITION AND
EFFICIENCY COMMISSION
Report 2012–13
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer),
by leave, presented report.

Dairy Food Safety Victoria — Minister’s report of receipt of
2012–13 report.
Fisheries Act 1995 — Report on the Disbursement of
Recreational Fishing Licence Revenue from the Recreational
Fishing Licence Trust Account, 2012–13.
Geoffrey Gardiner Dairy Foundation Limited — Report,
2012–13.
Heritage Council of Victoria — Minister’s report of receipt of
2012–13 report.
National Parks Advisory Council — Report, 2012–13.
Phillip Island Nature Parks — Report, 2012–13.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C98.

Laid on table.

Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C172.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendments C95 and
C98.

Regulations and legislative instruments review
2012
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C155 and C243.
Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C81.
Maroondah Planning Scheme — Amendment C56.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C98,
C162 and C202.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C116.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C128.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C135 Part 1.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C68
Part 1.
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Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendment C52.
Towong Planning Scheme — Amendment C33.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC103.
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C202.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C122.

Premier and Cabinet Department — Report, 2012–13.
Regional Development Victoria — Report, 2012–13.
Shrine of Remembrance Trustees — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2012–13 report.
Small Business Commissioner — Report, 2012–13.
State Trustees Limited — Report, 2012–13.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Health Services Act 1988 — No. 113.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Administration and Probate
Act 1958 — No. 111.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Corporations (Ancillary
Provisions) Act 2001 — No. 112.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 107 to 109 and 111 to 113.
Legislative Instrument and related documents under
section 16B in respect of Ministerial Directions to TAFE
Institutes — Employment of Staff made under the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006.
Tourism Victoria — Report, 2012–13.
Treasury Corporation of Victoria — Report, 2012–13.
Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2012–13 report.
Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiating Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2012–13 report.
Victorian Coastal Council — Report, 2012–13.
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council — Report,
2012–13.
Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2012–13 report.
Victorian Veterans Council — Minister’s report of receipt of
2012–13 report.
Zoological Parks and Gardens Board — Report, 2012–13.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated
4 September 2013 and documents from the Minister for
Planning.
Letter at pages 54–55.
Ordered to be considered next day for
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) on motion of
Ms Pennicuik.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 18 September:
(1) notice of motion given this day by Mr Lenders to
introduce the Fire Services Levy Monitor Amendment
(Ensuring Fair and Equitable Levies) Bill 2013;
(2) order of the day 5, resumption of debate on the second
reading of the Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Amendment (Access by Donor-Conceived People to
Information about Donors) Bill 2013;
(3) notice of motion 606 standing in the name of Ms Broad
relating to the Minister for Health’s conduct in relation
to a petition he received for tabling;
(4) notice of motion 623 standing in the name of
Ms Mikakos relating to the construction of the east–west
tunnel and its impact on the funding of essential services
in Northern Metropolitan Region;
(5) order of the day 19, resumption of debate on motion
relating to the Accident Compensation Legislation (Fair
Protection for Firefighters) Bill 2011;
(6) order of the day 17, resumption of debate on motion
relating to the construction of the Mallacoota boat ramp;
and
(7) notice of motion 601 standing in the name of Mr Barber
relating to funding of the Doncaster rail line.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Victorian Virtual Learning Network
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Innovation in education is to be
encouraged, and I congratulate Bendigo Senior
Secondary College on the establishment of what it
terms the Victorian Virtual Learning Network. Last
Friday I travelled to Bendigo to look at the delivery of
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Victorian certificate of education programs via what I
have described as personally assisted online learning.
Currently the school is delivering five Victorian
certificate of education subjects to 114 students. Those
students come from 28 schools across Victoria,
including the metropolitan area, where timetable
clashes or circumstances might prevent a student from
participating in a particular program at their school. The
subjects offered are year 11 and year 12 physics,
year 11 and year 12 mathematical methods and year 12
specialist mathematics.
Bendigo Senior Secondary College expects that on
current indications next year it will be able to extend
this particular program to more than 200 students
across 62 schools which have expressed interest. It is a
worthwhile program in which content is developed
online and where students work at their own pace
through structured planning but with the ability to
Skype a teacher so that personal assistance is provided
where needed. There is no doubt the technology will
revolutionise education in the future. Places offering
this program are a very good start to capitalise on the
potential of digitally delivered education.

Federal election results
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
congratulate my good friend Adam Bandt on his
re-election to the federal seat of Melbourne, and if, as
seems likely, my good friend Janet Rice is also elected
to a Senate seat in Victoria, I congratulate her too. In
this election in many seats around the country we saw
the agony and the ecstasy of members who would have
liked to hold on to their seats and those who wanted to
become MPs, and in some ways that is still playing out.
For the benefit of MPs who once called themselves Her
Majesty’s loyal opposition, that was actually an ironic
term when it was first coined. It quite literally means
that if you are willing to tear down the government, you
also need to be willing to step into its shoes. You do not
want to inherit a polity that is a smoking ruin of
mistrust and anger. Therefore as we move into the
period leading up to the state election, it is incumbent
on all of us to think that our first and foremost priority
is to the public at large and its trust and faith in our
system of government, even as we all attempt to put
ourselves, our parties and our policies into the strongest
possible position.

Federal election results
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I
congratulate the federal coalition on its election win and
acknowledge the strong voter support for coalition
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candidates across Eastern Victoria Region. I also pay
tribute to Laura Smyth, the former federal member for
Latrobe, for her hard work for the people of her
electorate during her term in government, as well as
Australian Labor Party candidates Jeff McNeill in
Gippsland, Anthony Naus in McMillan, Joshua Sinclair
in Flinders, Cathy Farrell in Casey and Sonya Kilkenny
in Dunkley. It takes courage to stand for election to
public office but never more so than when times are
difficult and success remote. The hundreds of
thousands of people who voted for Labor are always
worth standing up for, and I am sure that each and
every one of them salutes these Labor candidates.
Now that the Abbott coalition is in government it will
rapidly come to see that the repeal of the clean energy
legislation is not the same thing as ending the carbon
tax. The problem is that there never was a carbon tax,
and there is no mention of it in any legislation or
program.
Greg Hunt, the new federal environment minister, will
need to decide what will satisfy the new Prime
Minister — further shortening the fixed price period,
adjusting the liability emissions threshold, eliminating
the penalty for non-compliance or directing the clean
energy regulator to stop enforcing the carbon price.
How will the liable entities be compensated for their
compliance investment? How will he avert business
chaos when he unwinds all the assistance packages in
which businesses have participated? If the clean energy
legislation is repealed, how will the carbon market be
dismantled without ushering in protracted uncertainty
for business? We have not even mentioned the
discredited direct action program.

Fishermans Bend urban renewal project
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Yesterday
I was delighted to join Premier Denis Napthine,
Minister for Planning Matthew Guy, my friend and
colleague Georgie Crozier, the Lord Mayor, the Right
Honourable Robert Doyle, and Bernadene Voss, the
acting mayor of the City of Port Phillip, at
Williamstown Football Club to launch the draft vision
plan for the Fishermans Bend urban renewal area. This
was a very exciting moment in which two great
councils came together to work cooperatively with the
government on a plan for our future that will make an
enormous difference.
The urban development area comprises 250 hectares of
land, which is larger than the Hoddle grid and the
previous urban development areas of Southbank and
Docklands. This is an enormous area and this
development is a great opportunity. Over the next
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10 years this project is expected to deliver $2 billion in
private investment. It will create 13 500 construction
jobs. Once complete it will eventually house up to
80 000 residents and workplaces for 40 000 people.
This is planning for the future, and members of the
public were asked if they would like to contribute to the
plan.
Planning minister Matthew Guy said on the day that he
was very pleased to see a mix of opportunities for
high-rise, low-rise and mixed-integration housing as
well as tramways and a whole range of other things.
There will also be a new tramline down Plummer
Street, which is great.

Odyssey House Victoria
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — In recent
days I have had the opportunity to visit and meet with
some of the 89 residents at Odyssey House Victoria, an
effective not-for-profit organisation that treats drug and
alcohol cases. The residents are supported to overcome
addiction and fulfil their potential as parents, brothers,
daughters, employees and contributing community
members. The program provides a therapeutic balance
between work, structured groups and recreation in great
facilities.
One of the unique features of Odyssey House is that
30 beds are allocated to families who are fully
integrated into the program. Odyssey House services
are many, but the underlying purpose is to provide care,
treatment and healing for residents to help them
become drug and alcohol free and to live a safe and
meaningful life.
My tour of the facilities was guided by two residents:
Duran, who is undergoing treatment for alcohol
addiction; and Tina, who is undergoing treatment for
drug addiction. They were both quoted as saying,
‘Coming here has changed my life’. It was positive to
see the significant impact and remarkable change
Odyssey has had on their lives. Having met and spoken
with both Duran and Tina, I believe they are truly an
inspiration to others who are battling addictions, and I
wish them well.
I commend the great work Odyssey House does for its
residents and hope that state and federal governments
continue their funding support. We must continue to
make a difference to the lives of people in the
community and to reduce the waiting list at Odyssey
House, which currently stands at 100.
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East–west link
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Last weekend
it was disappointing to see state Labor embark on a
campaign of lies, mistruths and scaremongering, not
dissimilar to that of federal Labor, which ran a similar
election campaign that resulted in it receiving its lowest
primary vote in 100 years. Advertising campaigns
authorised by the Leader of the Opposition, Daniel
Andrews, and Jaala Pulford, suggested the Napthine
government’s investment in the east–west link would
impact on regional Victoria roads and rail funding. This
is more of state Labor’s nonsense and a sign of a party
that has no policies and is at desperation point for
relevance.
The east–west link project will provide access
opportunities to the CBD for country Victorians from
both the east and west, as well as reduced road
congestion through the creation of alternative routes.
Further, the $4.8 billion regional rail investment to have
designated rail to Southern Cross station will provide a
more timely and efficient service, which is important
for country rail passengers.
Mr Andrews’s claim that the coalition’s $8 billion
investment in the east–west link tunnel project would
see regional, country and suburban roads miss out could
not be further from the truth. To date, the federal
coalition has announced over $630 million to fund road
network improvements and maintenance, $300 million
to replace timber bridges and $28 million towards a
package of projects.
The Minister for Roads, Terry Mulder, has just
announced $170 million for roads and bridges and
$50 million for the Great Ocean Road. The G21
Geelong Regional Alliance has as its priority the
$1 billion Princes Highway west duplication, to be
funded by the federal government or the Napthine
government. The Napthine government has also
announced $39 million for the Ballarat West link road
and $4.7 million for the upgrade of Main Road in
Ballarat East, as well as a billion-dollar upgrade for the
Western Highway, which provides for population
growth — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Time!

Federal government
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I wish
to express my dismay that the newly elected Abbott
government has decided not to have a dedicated
minister for aged care, youth, disabilities, families,
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mental health, community services, science, early
childhood education, climate change or workplace
relations. This represents equal opportunity neglect.
We will see significant reforms initiated by the previous
federal government, particularly in aged care and early
childhood education, languish. I am very concerned as
already the government has announced it will not
support pay increases for the early childhood and
aged-care sectors.

Ambulance services
Ms MIKAKOS — On another matter, across
Victoria ambulance waiting times have increased, with
almost 30 per cent of ambulances taking longer than
15 minutes to reach people in emergency situations.
Residents in the outer suburbs of Melbourne are
dangerously at risk of missing out on urgent, life-saving
treatment, particularly in Northern Metropolitan
Region. In Whittlesea, ambulance code 1 response
times increased from an average of 14 minutes and
55 seconds in 2010 to 17 minutes and 2 seconds in
2012. In South Morang, average code 1 response times
were 10 minutes and 5 seconds in 2010, but they are
now 14 minutes and 8 seconds — an increase of
4 minutes and 3 seconds. These delays, coupled with an
increase in ambulance ramping times at hospitals, are
further adding to ambulance response times. As we
heard in the outrageous case exposed in the media
today, we now have uninsured patients in rural and
regional areas travelling to hospital by ambulance being
charged $12 a minute for time spent being ramped
outside the emergency department.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Paarhammer Pty Ltd
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise relates to a window company which has
recently been awarded a Victorian government new
technology grant to help purchase machinery that will
improve company productivity and increase
competitiveness. I congratulate Paarhammer, a designer
and manufacturer of windows and doors, which has
been setting the benchmark in energy efficiency and
bushfire safety in the industry for more than 20 years.
Paarhammer manufactures custom double-glazed and
triple-glazed windows, and its security and design
flexibility ensures that architects, developers and
homeowners can achieve superior energy ratings and
bushfire safety. The company will use the
$139 000 grant to install an automated spray-painting
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line to reduce production times, meet customer demand
and boost employment and exports.
I have had the privilege of visiting Paarhammer, and
Tony and Edith should be congratulated for continuing
to invest in regional Victoria. Paarhammer was also one
of 20 companies to be awarded a total of $3.4 million
under the Investing in Manufacturing Technology
program, which is designed to stimulate investment in
new technology. The projects supported under the third
round of the program represent more than $15 million
worth of investment in new technology, processes and
equipment, and the process will create at least 65 new
jobs and transition 101 employees to higher value roles.

Andrew Broad and Sarah Henderson
Mr O’BRIEN — I also congratulate all candidates
in the recent federal election for conducting the election
in good spirit, particularly Andrew Broad for his
success in the federal division of Mallee, and Sarah
Henderson, who has succeeded in the federal division
of Corangamite.

Regional and rural employment
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I
welcome the news that Fonterra and the Victorian
government are set to invest millions of dollars in
upgrading the Stanhope milk processing factory. The
upgrades include new technology that will help ensure
the future of the site, which in turn will secure jobs and
is very good news for the region. I read with interest
that the Victorian government sees the announcement
as a demonstration of its commitment to food
processing in northern Victoria. I cannot help but
wonder where that commitment was in the lead-up to
the federal election, when the federal Labor
government committed $25 million to SPC Ardmona
and called on the coalition to match the funding
commitment. No such guarantee was forthcoming.
SPC Ardmona’s parent company has offered a
commitment to keep the cannery open until 2020 if it
can secure Victorian and federal government financial
support. Without an upgrade to its operations SPC
Ardmona may be forced to close in mid-2014. The
closure of SPC Ardmona would be an enormous blow
to the region, with huge flow-on economic
implications. Thousands of workers and those in the
agricultural supply chain such as fruit growers rely on
the company for their livelihood. I call on both the
Victorian government and the federal government to
commit to funding SPC Ardmona to secure its future
and help protect local jobs and the region’s growers.
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Andrew Broad, Sarah Sheedy and Darren
Chester
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I would also like
to make some passing comments on the recent federal
election. Firstly, I would like to congratulate Andrew
Broad on his win in the seat of Mallee. He was up
against a monster campaign from the Liberal Party,
where the Liberals threw hundreds of thousands of
dollars at the seat in an attempt to win it. It was
interesting to see that it also called on Sophie Mirabella
to come across and campaign on behalf of the Liberal
Party. Despite all of this, Andrew had a resounding
win, and congratulations to all The Nationals who
helped him with that result.
In Bendigo, Sarah Sheedy ran a great campaign to
promote The Nationals throughout the Bendigo
electorate. Her preferences were directed to the Liberal
Party, and when this was done the previously safe seat
of Bendigo, which the Labor Party had held by a safe
margin of 9 per cent, was reduced to a margin of a little
over 1.5 per cent. Sarah Sheedy is an amazing young
lady with the world at her feet and an ability to bring
people together to work as a team. I want to thank her
for her efforts and wish her well for the future.
I would like to congratulate Darren Chester on his
resounding win in Gippsland and on his appointment as
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Defence. I
would like to acknowledge all members of The
Nationals who have been elected. I am sure that they
are looking forward to serving their electorates to the
best of their ability and hopefully will be able to do so
in a stable and competent coalition government.

ROAD SAFETY AND SENTENCING ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to make some brief comments on this bill.
At one level the Road Safety and Sentencing Acts
Amendment Bill 2013 is purely mechanical in nature,
and I can indicate that the opposition will not be
opposing the bill. It is mechanical in nature, but the
subject matter — that is, the measures designed to
address road safety and reduce the road toll — is
obviously a very important matter for the Victorian
community and a matter in relation to which I am very
pleased to say there has been considerable success in
reducing the road toll.
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Members would be aware that within our living
memory in the 1970s there were 1000 people dying on
Victorian roads each year. Since then the population
has increased fourfold, yet the number of fatalities on
our roads each year is now closer to 300. That is a
dramatic change that has been brought about by stricter
laws, but which has fundamentally occurred because of
the changing community attitudes to drink driving in
particular. It has been a success in terms of
demonstrating how the government and the community
can work together, using laws to enforce a community
standard that has an enormous benefit for members of
Victorian families who literally would not be here
today had it not been for these changes.
This is an important bill in the sense that it notes this
issue. Having said that, the bill is largely mechanical in
nature: it streamlines and codifies procedures in both
the Road Safety Act 1986 and the Sentencing Act 1991,
and these go to licence cancellations, suspensions and
restoration.
This bill effectively takes the two systems of licence
disqualification and restoration and brings them into
one regulatory framework. It amends the Road Safety
Act to create one process for driver disqualification
under the Sentencing Act, so an individual can apply
under the new provision to the Magistrates Court for a
licence eligibility order granting permission for that
individual to apply to VicRoads. In practice, if you are
a disqualified person, you will not notice a difference
from the current process for seeking licence restoration.
In that sense, this bill is purely mechanical. The same
offences receive the same penalties, and the same
assessments must all be satisfied before a disqualified
person can get their licence back.
The bill also streamlines the process for imposing or
removing deadlock devices, regardless of whether the
disqualification was imposed under the Road Safety
Act or the Sentencing Act. There is really only one new
aspect to this bill, and that is the creation of powers for
the Magistrates Court to include a direction to
VicRoads that it can only grant a particular driver a
licence that is subject to an interlock condition. That
direction from the Magistrates Court occurs where a
person dangerously or negligently drives a motor
vehicle while being pursued by police or committing a
theft or an attempted theft of a motor vehicle and where
that offence is committed under the influence of alcohol
or drugs.
The bill covers mandatory or discretionary interlock
conditions. As I said, apart from that one issue the bill
is largely a mechanical exercise, and the opposition
does not oppose it. We encourage the government to
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continue its work on road safety. I might add that the
coalition took a disappointing approach on these issues
when it was in opposition. I suppose its members could
not help themselves; they denigrated and undermined
the former government’s efforts to bring down the road
toll. We all remember the shameful approach of the
current Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, who used speed
cameras — which we know save lives — to make a
political point, claiming that they were simply revenue
raisers. That was a bleak moment in what has otherwise
been a bipartisan approach over a number of years.
Both sides of politics need to recognise the importance
of road safety measures, whether they be speed cameras
or otherwise, and the important role that they play in
saving lives.
I urge the government, now it has the responsibility of
governing, not to take that immature, unhelpful
approach, which does it no good. With those few words
I advise the house that the opposition will not be
opposing the bill.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is with
great pleasure that I rise to speak in favour of the Road
Safety and Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2013. It is
pleasing to hear that the opposition has indicated its
support — although yet again it says it will not oppose
the bill rather than saying it will give it its full support.
In any case, this bill enacts some very important
measures to ensure the safety of road users. As a
member of the Legislative Council who is also on the
joint Road Safety Committee of this Parliament, I am
pleased to be able to support a bill that will further
increase the safety of people on Victorian roads.
In part this bill alters some rules and regulations around
the reinstatement of licences to those who have either
been suspended or lost their licences outright. In part
this has to do with the legislative framework in which
that sort of administration is undertaken. The bill also
details work that needs to be done in terms of the use
and removal of alcohol interlock devices as a form of
restriction on people’s licences. Certainly, having
multiple laws governing these restrictions — on
regaining your licence or having an alcohol interlock
device placed on your vehicle or removed from your
vehicle — creates some difficulty within the legal
system, and that needs to be simplified. This bill seeks
to provide a single legislative route for the courts to
follow when these matters are being dealt with.
People certainly take to heart their ability to be able to
transport themselves around the state using a personal
vehicle. Some may have an ideological bent against that
and prefer people to just use public transport, but I am
of the view that we should give people the benefit of
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the doubt: they should be able to transfer themselves
from point A to point B via a personal vehicle, whether
that be a bicycle or a V8 Commodore. I much prefer the
V8 Commodore, I have to say, being a Commodore
fan.
Mr Tee interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — I believe people should be able
to transfer themselves from point A to point B in a
personal vehicle — maybe even a Barina, which was
my first vehicle, Mr Tee. But in any case, people enjoy
the freedom that a car can provide, and that is why
depriving an individual of their licence would be a very
strong deterrent. Restriction on driving is a useful way
to curb unacceptable behaviour, which is why alcohol
interlocks are currently being used in the cars of people
who have proven themselves incapable of taking
responsibility for their own actions after drinking
alcohol and then driving while under its influence. The
streamlined implementation of alcohol interlocks will
be of great benefit to road safety in our community.
This bill seeks to streamline the method of obtaining
and regaining a drivers licence or learners permit, and
also regulates the process for the imposition or removal
of an alcohol interlock into a single, more streamlined
process in which legal jargon will not get in the way.
There will be no confusion about what needs to be done
for either of those processes to be undertaken.
The bill re-enacts reforms introduced in the Sentencing
Amendment (Community Correction Reform) Act
2011, which provides a court with the power to ban a
person from driving as a result of them being charged
with any offence. If someone commits a crime, then
their licence may be taken away, thus removing the
ability of that person to drive a motor vehicle. Perhaps a
burglar could be using their vehicle to travel from
house to house while stealing other people’s property.
Removing that person’s drivers licence would be an
effective way of curbing behaviour and would stop that
person from being able to reoffend. This is a very
effective form of punishment, especially for young
people who want to be able to travel around, see their
friends and get to work — preferably legitimate work
other than breaking into people’s homes and stealing
their property.
The Road Safety and Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill
2013 provides a single process for a person to regain
their licence if a disqualification is imposed under the
Road Safety Act 1986 or the Sentencing Act 1991. The
ability to impose or remove an alcohol interlock will
come under the Road Safety Act, although it can be
imposed under the Sentencing Act. The management of
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an alcohol interlock will be the same as if it were
imposed under either of the two acts.
The Magistrates Court will be provided with the power
to impose an alcohol interlock for such offences as
driving dangerously, negligent driving while being
pursued by police or theft of a motor vehicle where the
offence is committed under the influence of alcohol.
Nobody would condone someone breaking into a
vehicle and then driving away, particularly if that
person was under the influence of alcohol. It is a
dangerous thing to do. Given that a person is willing to
break the law to such a degree, what would stop them
from breaking further laws while on our roads? A court
restricting an offender’s mobility would be reasonable.
New section 50AAA(2) deals with mandatory alcohol
interlock conditions. The table in schedule 1B relates to
the direction to impose an alcohol interlock condition as
being mandatory. This bill also makes an amendment to
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 in relation to the
issuing of a duplicate execution copy of a warrant for a
person released from prison or on parole. This bill does
not make it easier for a banned driver to get their
licence back; it provides a single method of relicensing
once an offender has served their time or a court has
made a decision to reinstate their licence.
Under the current regime a person can use three
processes to have their licence reinstated: applying
under the Road Safety Act 1986; applying under the
Sentencing Act 1991; or applying under both,
depending on the nature of the offence. This is a rather
complicated process for regaining a drivers licence, so
the legislation before the house streamlines the process
for the reinstatement of a drivers licence.
The bill also makes some minor changes to
terminology used in the legislation. The current
legislation uses the term ‘licence restoration order’,
which is to be replaced by a ‘licence eligibility order’ as
it is felt that this terminology better reflects the role a
court plays in permitting a person to regain their drivers
licence. In relation to alcohol interlocks, a similar issue
exists where a person who wants the device removed
has to choose whether to apply under the Sentencing
Act, the Road Safety Act or both acts. Again, a single
process will be established under the Road Safety Act
1986.
This bill will give effect to an increase in the use of
alcohol interlocks. The bill provides that an alcohol
interlock will be able to be imposed as part of a
sentence for people who steal a car while under the
influence of alcohol, as I mentioned earlier. In the first
instance, the imposition of an alcohol interlock device
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will be a sentencing option, and for a first offence a
judge may choose to place that device in an offender’s
vehicle. Any subsequent offence could make the
imposition of an alcohol interlock mandatory for at
least four years.
For offences involving police pursuits, evidence can be
submitted during a trial that an offender was under the
influence of alcohol. Such offences can require the
imposition of an alcohol interlock in the car of the
offender, and possibly the suspension of the offender’s
licence. Currently, each year 6500 alcohol interlocks
are imposed on offenders as part of their sentences, and
the expansion of the alcohol interlock program is
expected to increase this figure to 17 000 per year.
Increasing the use of alcohol interlocks will provide the
community with an increased level of safety on our
roads by placing additional requirements upon and
enforcing restrictions on people who have proven that
they cannot obey the law in relation to vehicles and
alcohol.
In conclusion, this bill does not make it easier for an
offender to have their licence returned; it simplifies the
process for a person to seek the return of their licence.
The use of alcohol interlocks will be expanded to cover
more road-related offences, placing further
responsibility on persons who offend against our road
laws. Finally, the administrative requirements for the
return of licences and the removal of alcohol interlocks
will be streamlined. I reiterate my support for this bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support the Road Safety and Sentencing
Acts Amendment Bill 2013. The main provisions of
this bill consolidate the statutory provisions relating to
obtaining a driver licence or learner permit after
disqualification and to imposing or removing an alcohol
interlock condition from a driver licence or learner
permit regardless of whether the original
disqualification for the alcohol-based offence was
imposed under the Road Safety Act 1986 or the
Sentencing Act 1991. It also creates new powers for the
Magistrates Court to impose alcohol interlocks where a
person is convicted of the offences of driving
dangerously or negligently while being pursued by
police or theft of a motor vehicle if either offence is
committed under the influence of alcohol.
Over many years everyone in this chamber has
supported moves by various governments to clamp
down on people who drink and drive. Mr Tee
mentioned the road toll in the 1970s. When I was
young I remember hearing the slogan, ‘Declare war on
1034’. That was at a time when there were more than
1000 deaths per year on Victorian roads. Thanks to
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reports tabled by our Parliament’s Road Safety
Committee, this state has seen the establishment of road
safety rules in regard to seat belts, alcohol and random
breath testing, and speeding which have been amongst
the first in the world.
Of course we still have some people, including many
on the radio and some members of Parliament, saying
that speed cameras are revenue-raising devices and that
people who drive 5 kilometres per hour over the speed
limit should not be fined or come under any sanctions. I
do not agree with that. The evidence is pretty clear that
speeding causes death and mayhem on the roads and
that we should be reducing speed limits, particularly in
built-up areas.
Another important issue to mention is that of police
pursuits. In the last week we have heard the Coroners
Court express dismay at the number of police pursuits
occurring and at the number of accidents that have been
caused by police pursuing cars at high speeds,
particularly when they know, or should know, that the
drivers of those cars are young people who are not
experienced behind the wheel. We have seen some
tragedies come from those pursuits. I have raised that
issue in this Parliament in the context of other bills.
There should be fewer police pursuits where the pursuit
endangers the public more than does the person driving
the car. Sometimes a pursuit takes place only to recover
a stolen car. That car could be recovered later without
putting the public, the police and the person driving the
car in danger of a car accident.
Part 2 of this bill creates a new single process under the
Road Safety Act for applying to the Magistrates Court
for an order declaring that a person disqualified under
that act or under the Sentencing Act from obtaining a
driver licence or learner permit is eligible to apply to
the Roads Corporation for a licence or permit. It
provides that a person who has been disqualified in
certain circumstances may only apply to the Roads
Corporation for the grant of a licence or learner permit
if the Magistrates Court has made a licence eligibility
order under new section 31H of the Road Safety Act, to
be inserted by clause 3 of this bill. Assessment reports
are required at the hearing of that application.
Part 3 creates a single new process to impose or remove
an alcohol interlock order condition on a driver licence
or learner permit under the Road Safety Act
irrespective of whether the original offence committed
under the influence of alcohol arose from
disqualification under that act or the Sentencing Act.
This covers the making of both mandatory and
discretionary alcohol interlock orders, depending on the
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offence, as set out in new schedule 1B to the Road
Safety Act, to be inserted by clause 13 of the bill.
Part 3 also sets out provisions for the removal of
alcohol interlock orders. It provides that appeals may be
made to the County Court and provides concessions to
assist with the cost of installation and regular
maintenance of an alcohol interlock device depending
on the class of person eligible for that concession.
Part 3 sets out new alcohol interlock conditions which
may be imposed on a person convicted of the offences
of driving dangerously while being pursued by police
or theft of a motor vehicle if either offence is
committed under the influence of alcohol. I have
already made my comments regarding police pursuits.
Basically the bill removes or simplifies provisions that
are complex and unclear under the two acts, the Road
Safety Act 1986 and the Sentencing Act 1991, to make
those processes clearer. The bill does not change in any
substantial way any of the provisions that exist for
those offences or for the granting or disqualification of
drivers licences and learners permits under those two
acts. For those reasons the Greens will support the bill.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on the Road Safety and Sentencing Acts
Amendment Bill 2013. I am overjoyed and impressed
that the Parliament has come together on this issue
because this is probably one of the most important
things we talk about in the course of our business.
Young people are all too willing to believe they are
indestructible and that nothing bad can happen to them.
This bill is about improving procedures to ensure that
offenders will be reminded every time they get into
their car that they are not indestructible. As I said, it
brings me pleasure to see Parliament coming together
on this bill to reduce our road toll. We are told this
legislation will save between 10 and 20 lives per year.
If it saves one life, that is a fantastic result. We lose too
many people on Victoria’s roads.
I still remember the distress caused in my electorate of
Northern Metropolitan Region in 2010 when five
teenagers were killed in a single car crash after the
heavily intoxicated driver sped way over the limit. That
accident happened not far from my house. I knew some
of those kids. My kids knew some of those kids. At the
time I was coach of the South Morang Cricket Club,
and a number of my players knew those kids. It was an
absolute tragedy. The driver was Steven Johnstone. His
Saturday night started to go horribly wrong when
gatecrashers arrived at a party he was at; by 2.00 a.m.
he lay dead on the side of the road at Mill Park, along
with four others. He had decided to move away from
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the party and got into his high-powered 2007 Ford
XR6, which was his pride and joy. He climbed in with
his half-brother, Will Te-Whare, who was 15, and four
other mates. The apprentice roof tiler was in the car
with Will — who friends say wanted to be a rapper and
loved the late US artist Tupac Shakur — and mates
Matt Lister, Ben Hall, Anthony Iannetta and his sister,
Elissa, who was the only survivor.

ages of 18 and 29. Those figures say nothing about the
thousands of people who suffer serious disabilities due
to road accidents, and they say nothing about those
people’s families, friends and loved ones who have to
deal with that. The Victoria Police website tells us that
almost a quarter of all fatal crashes in Victoria involve a
driver or a rider with an illegal blood alcohol
concentration.

Then police deputy commissioner Ken Lay said
Johnstone had been seen driving at 150 kilometres per
hour through Ivanhoe with a passenger hanging out the
window. He said that Johnstone was a P-plater, that
police believed he had a prior conviction for driving at
high speed in the past year and that he should not have
had passengers in the car. He described it as a tragedy
waiting to happen. Shortly after that accident occurred
and we in my local area mourned the loss, I was on my
way to cricket training one night and happened to
witness one of my junior players, a P-plater, on his way
to cricket training. When he went past me on Plenty
Road it was as if I was standing still. Do these kids not
learn?

Recently on a Saturday night I was heading out to do
some stuff in my capacity as a member of Parliament
when I watched a car in front of me weaving and
skidding all over the road. We happened to pull up next
to each other at a set of red lights. I gestured to the
driver to wind down his window, and he glared at me.
He got quite angry because he thought I was going to
have a go at him. I simply said this: ‘Hey, mate, I don’t
want you to die’. I hope he listened and took that with
him. This bill is about saving lives. I commend the bill
to the house.

Ms Pennicuik — and I commend her — went through
the elements of the bill, so I choose not to do that again.
However, I will say that this bill is about reducing the
road toll. It is also about sending a clear message to
repeat offenders that drink driving is simply not
acceptable. As I said to my daughter, who is learning to
drive right now, ‘This motor vehicle you’re sitting
behind the wheel of is the most powerful weapon you
will ever have in your hands’. We need kids to
understand that. They are not indestructible. This bill
will go some way towards saving Victorian lives.
Some 30 per cent of first-time offenders continue to
drink and drive and become repeat offenders. Drink
driving accounts for 25 to 30 per cent of deaths and
11 per cent of serious injuries on Victorian roads.
Repeat drink drivers make up to 30 per cent of all
drivers caught drink driving. The average annual road
toll in Victoria over the last five years is about
300 people. That is 300 people — who had families,
friends and colleagues — who are no longer with us. I
am not talking about a statistic here; I am talking about
real human beings.
We know the road toll is higher in rural areas than
urban areas in gross numbers — more deaths occur on
rural roads — but when taken per capita the picture gets
even worse. Over the last five years there have been
159 deaths per year on rural roads and 111 deaths per
year in urban areas. In particular young men figure in
the statistics, with the male road toll per year being 216,
with 94 of those deaths being young men between the

Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to make some comments on the Road
Safety and Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2013. I
take up some of the points that were made by
Mr Ondarchie and state that Labor is not opposing the
bill. We members for Northern Victoria Region, which
is the biggest rural and regional electorate in the state,
have to deal with car crashes causing death and
permanent or lasting injury and disability all the
time — every weekend and holiday. As Mr Ondarchie
said, this has a devastating impact on not only the
individual involved but also their family and friends.
Their ability to go on and live to their full potential is
often very much curtailed, and that in itself can have
devastating consequences for people.
Mr Ondarchie is right: when we are young we think we
are invincible and that we can do all sorts of things. In
particular, when young men have testosterone peaking
at high levels and surging all around their bodies they
believe they can take on the world and it will not do
them any harm. They believe they are indestructible.
Also, as Mr Ondarchie conveyed to his daughter, a car
is often the most lethal weapon we will ever have
control of. Young people have control of vehicles. They
go out there and do really stupid things, and they do
even more stupid things when they are under the
influence of alcohol or drugs.
Labor is not opposing the bill. We agree with the
government that it will make roads safer and save lives.
Labor has always supported measures that are designed
to address road safety and reduce the road toll. We were
responsible for the introduction of the antihoon laws,
the alcohol interlocks and more severe penalties for
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drink drivers, especially for repeat offenders. It is really
good to see the Liberal-Nationals government bringing
this piece of legislation to the Parliament because it is in
stark contrast to its position when it was in opposition,
when I believe it tried very hard to undermine the
efforts of the then government to bring down the road
toll through its constant campaigning around the claim
that speed cameras were simply revenue raisers and
were not there to protect the lives of people on our
roads.

Currently there are in effect two systems of licence
disqualification and restoration due to the application of
both the Road Safety Act and the Sentencing Act, and
the bill simply streamlines the dual procedures. The bill
amends the Road Safety Act to create one process for a
driver disqualified under the Sentencing Act to apply to
the Magistrates Court for a licence eligibility order so
they may then apply to VicRoads for a new licence.
The new order replaces the current licence restoration
order.

As a number of other speakers have already pointed
out, the bill is largely mechanical in nature. It is about
streamlining and codifying the procedural provisions in
both the Road Safety Act 1986 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 as they relate to drivers licence cancellations,
suspensions and restorations. The bill also provides for
new sentencing options for the Magistrates Court to
impose driving bans and the fitting of alcohol interlock
devices when the offences are connected to police
pursuits or car thefts and those offences are committed
while the driver is under the influence of alcohol.

The only significant new aspect this bill provides for is
the creation of powers for the Magistrates Court to
introduce a direction to VicRoads, as part of a licence
eligibility order, that it can only grant a drivers licence
that is subject to an interlock condition in certain cases.
These instances are where a person dangerously or
negligently drives a motor vehicle while being pursued
by police or committing a theft or attempted theft of a
motor vehicle and where that offence was committed
under the influence of alcohol or a drug which
contributed to the offence. The bill sets out when it is
mandatory or when it is discretionary with regard to the
interlock.

An alcohol interlock is a device fitted to motor vehicles
to analyse breath samples for the presence of alcohol
and to prevent vehicles being started if alcohol is
detected. The laws that impose an interlock condition
on drink drivers were first introduced in 2002. An
interlock device is fitted to the car ignition. The driver
is required to provide a breath sample before every
attempt to start the car. If alcohol is detected, the device
prevents the car from being started. Some devices have
cameras fitted with them. The device keeps an
electronic record which the courts can take into
consideration when deciding whether to allow the
removal of the device. If any attempt is made to tamper
with an interlock device, the car’s horn will sound and
the hazard lights will flash, and it will lock the car
down so the vehicle cannot be used.
At present the laws require repeat drink drivers, some
serious first-time offenders and drivers under 26 who
have committed a drink-driving offence to drive a
vehicle with an interlock device fitted at the time of
being re-licensed. The device is fitted for between six
months and four years. In February this year the
government announced it would toughen the laws so
that any driver caught over the legal limit would be
required to have an interlock, except in exceptional
circumstances. Laws creating a new police pursuit
offence for driving dangerously or negligently after a
police order to stop driving came into effect in
December 2012. The opposition did not oppose the
legislation.

In conclusion, the bill is a mechanical one. It is
designed to streamline processes in the Road Safety Act
and the Sentencing Act. It is designed to make our
roads safer and to reduce our road toll. These are good
things. It is a worthy bill and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It gives
me great pleasure to speak on the Road Safety and
Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2013. The members
who spoke before me — Mr Elsbury, Ms Pennicuik
and Ms Darveniza — all gave clear definitions of the
intricacies of this bill and reiterated the support of the
Greens, the Labor Party and the coalition for this bill.
Mr Ondarchie, in his contribution, gave a very powerful
explanation of what this bill is going to do. We often
forget in this place that we are making laws to make
people’s lives better, and as Mr Ondarchie related the
tragic case of young people in his own electorate it
brought home to me why it is that we are debating
something as important as this bill.
The bill is 77 pages long and it is important because
eventually it will make people stop and think before
they continue bad behaviour. We are not always going
to stop bad behaviour, but we will try our very best
from here. If we look at what we have done with the
road toll over the years, we can see that it has gone
from thousands down to hundreds. It is still too many,
but it is so much better than it ever was, and it has been
subsequent governments that have made our road toll
better.
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I think it is terrifying to see that drug-related deaths are
now overtaking the road toll, and that shows we have
another problem where the message is not getting
through, particularly to our young people.
Mr Ondarchie spoke about the young people who were
killed in his electorate. I have to commend the
Transport Accident Commission and the police on the
billboards we see on major highways. No longer do we
see ‘Speed kills’. We have seen that before. What we
are now seeing are very graphic photographs. One
photograph has the caption ‘A bloody idiot’s mum’ and
shows two policemen who have knocked on the door of
the house and it has been answered by a woman in her
dressing-gown, obviously in the wee small hours, and
she is hearing the news that every family dreads.
Another billboard says ‘A bloody idiot’s mate’. What
does that billboard show? It shows a young person in a
wheelchair being given intensive occupational therapy
because they are now a quadriplegic.
In the area I deal with, the disability sector, we see the
results of these accidents on a daily basis. These are
young people whose lives have not been completely
wiped out — as tragic as that is — but who have been
left debilitated forever. They are our quadriplegics and
paraplegics. It is not just about them, it is about their
families, their carers, their lives. If we can pass any
legislation in this place that can help to eliminate this
frightful carnage, that is really important.
It is important to note that this bill is not just about
young people; it is also about older people who should
know better. These are people who are going to get into
their cars and be confronted with the interlock devices
that Ms Darveniza spoke about. They will be forced to
rethink their actions. It is a pity things have had to get
to this level, but if we are going to change the culture
and the way people operate, we are going to have to
deal with such measures.
This bill is quite straightforward. As I said, it continues
the government’s strong road safety message, which is
a bipartisan message — this bill passed the Legislative
Assembly unopposed. The bill has two main goals.
Firstly, it aims to streamline the method by which
disqualified drivers can reapply for a driver licence or
learner permit. Secondly, it provides for changes to the
removal of alcohol interlock devices. The alcohol
interlock devices have been well covered by other
speakers, but I think it is important to clarify the issue
of re-licensing because people could very easily
misinterpret what is happening.
During his second-reading speech the Attorney-General
stated that this bill does not make it easier for a licence
to be reissued following disqualification. Instead it
reduces red tape to simplify the process and ensure that
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the court is less tied up in dealing with these cases. This
means that courts will spend less time on these matters
and therefore operate in a more efficient manner. The
new licence eligibility order will replace the former
licence restoration order, and this is an important
change to note because it carries a new definition.
Clause 3 of this bill deals with these changes by
inserting proposed new sections 31A to 31L into part 2
of the Road Safety Act 1986.
In conclusion, this bill continues the government’s
strong commitment to road safety and cutting the road
toll by streamlining the processes by which new
licences are granted after a period of disqualification
and allowing the courts to impose a sentence condition
of an interlock device for certain offences, increasing
flexibility in sentencing.
I have to say one more thing. We have hundreds of
thousands of young people taking to our roads every
year, and while there are many people who do not abide
by the rules, it is important to acknowledge how many
really responsible young people we have. They take
note of what they are drinking, they frequently catch
taxis and they are very responsible. We should be
aware of that balance and encourage and support people
who are behaving correctly while putting in place
procedures such as those provided for by this bill to
encourage people to change bad behaviours. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the Road Safety and
Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2013. This bill brings
together a series of reforms that tackle a subject which
affects all Victorians. Fatal traffic accidents are
commonplace. Road tolls read like statistics, and we
have become hardened to the fact that these things
happen. In a world that values time above all else, it is
ironic that peoples’ lives are cut short because they
have literally run out of time — their lifetime. In an
effort to get where they are going faster foolish risks are
taken, which has drastic consequences. The last drink at
a party or nightclub and a ‘one for the road’ philosophy
can leave a trail of devastation that few families ever
recover from.
Traffic accidents are largely preventable; that is a sad
fact of life. Victoria was the first state to introduce the
mandatory wearing of seat belts in 1970. This reduced
our road toll by 13 per cent in its first year of operation.
It is 40 years since the wearing of seatbelts became law
in Victoria. I am proud to say it was Victoria that led
the way, and the rest of the world followed suit. Many
thousands of lives have been saved by the introduction
of random breath testing and the controversial speed
cameras. The facts speak for themselves. Victorians
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cannot argue, for instance, that speed cameras are
simply a money-making device for the government
when statistical data has shown a consistent reduction
in accidents and the road toll.
This legislation seeks to put in place measures that are
aimed at reducing our road toll. That is why the
opposition, as stated earlier, is not opposing this bill.
Many of the amendments are simple housekeeping
matters, but the essential thrust of the bill pertains to the
application of new technology. Alcohol interlock
devices were initially introduced under the Labor
government in 2002, but their application was limited
to use by serial drink drivers. We believe alcohol
interlocks should be issued to all drivers who have been
convicted of drunk driving. They should be part of an
overall strategy to reduce the road toll. The imperative
for all Victorians is that the government provide a safe
and secure thoroughfare for our motorists. This bill will
further protect road users, and we all support that.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
make a brief contribution on the Road Safety and
Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2013, and I am
pleased to do so. I am pleased also that members who
have spoken before me in the chamber this evening
have highlighted both the technical aspects of this bill
and also the aspects relating to personal information. It
does affect many people. I am also pleased that all
members in the chamber will be supporting this
important bill.
The coalition government is committed to and serious
about law and order and road safety. It is also
committed to and serious about the reduction of red
tape, and this bill moves to enable elements of those
aspects. It is a further initiation by the coalition
government to undertake significant reforms in this
important area.
Earlier this year Victoria’s Road Safety Action Plan
was released. It spells out a number of initiatives the
government is undertaking in promoting further road
safety measures. Other members have referred to the
huge cost to communities, families and individuals of
road trauma. As was highlighted by Mrs Coote, the
effects of road trauma are enormous for those who are
left with injury, but in 2012 the road toll was the lowest
yet recorded. Nevertheless, around 282 people
tragically lost their lives, and more than 5000 people
were seriously injured. That has a significant cost for
the community, not only to the families and individuals.
The injuries are enormous, and the hidden costs of
those injuries also represent enormous costs in
Victoria — around $2.4 billion each year. Anything we
can do to ensure safer road usage and to target people
so they have safer passage on the roads is a good thing,
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and I commend the contributions from all members
who have spoken before me in this debate.
The key reforms of this bill include creating a new
single, streamlined process under the Road Safety Act
1986 to obtain or regain a drivers licence or learners
permit following a court order or disqualification from
driving or from obtaining such a licence or permit. The
bill introduces a streamlined process for the imposition
or removal of an alcohol interlock device under the
Road Safety Act. This bill therefore introduces
significant structural and procedural reforms to the
alcohol interlock device regime. Other members have
been through the technicalities of this bill. Those
reforms will have a significant impact on our courts,
freeing them up, and they will also enable our police,
other law enforcement and road safety officers to carry
out their work.
Members who have spoken before me are all in
agreement that this is an important bill that needs a
speedy passage. In conclusion, these reforms will
significantly improve processes for those agencies
involved in road safety law enforcement — namely,
VicRoads and Victoria Police — and they will free up
our courts by cutting red tape. I commend the bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank all members for their contributions
to this debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (USE
AND DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION
AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I wish to make
some brief remarks on the Road Legislation
Amendment (Use and Disclosure of Information and
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Other Matters) Bill 2013. This is an important bill,
because it deals with the use by VicRoads of the
information it receives through registration and
licensing processes. VicRoads receives an enormous
amount of information from a large number of
Victorians, including a lot of private information, as
part of its licensing and registration practices, and it is
absolutely critical that its use be quarantined and
carefully considered so that people’s privacy and their
rights to privacy are protected. The situation is further
complicated by the fact that VicRoads has a number of
contracts with 10 external providers. It also has seven
internal service agreements, so there is a real challenge
to ensure that the information is used — whether by the
staff of VicRoads, employees of private contractors or
others who have access to this information — in a way
that respects the rights to privacy of Victorians who do
not have any choice in terms of being obligated to
provide the information concerned.
It is through that lens that we consider the bill, and we
are therefore supportive of some of the initiatives,
including allowing VicRoads to disclose identifying
registration and licensing information to police to assist
in locating missing persons. That is an obvious use for
the information, which is private, for a greater good,
and we support that. We support allowing VicRoads to
disclose information for vehicle recall procedures in
relation to safety-related defects in a vehicle. Again that
is a common-sense use of the information.
The bill also provides for a change in that commercial
information will no longer be regulated by the Road
Safety Act 1986; it will now come under the provisions
of the Freedom of Information Act 1982. While we are
obviously concerned about the government’s use of
freedom of information to curtail the release of
information, it is a measure we do not oppose. The bill
also makes it an offence to knowingly or recklessly
disclose information in contravention of the act, and
that is appropriate in circumstances where information
that is provided goes to people’s privacy and is
information which people really have no choice but to
provide. The issue we take exception to is a practice
that has emerged in relation to the disclosure of
information to enable private operators of car parking
facilities to obtain information from VicRoads.
Opposition amendment circulated by Mr TEE
(Eastern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing orders.
Mr TEE — We think this amendment is a
common-sense resolution of this important issue, which
allows for a sensible way forward. There have been
hundreds of complaints from motorists who have
received so-called fines of anywhere between $60 and
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$90 for failing to display a ticket. What occurs is that
motorists park in so-called free parking spaces where
they are able to park for 2 hours or maybe 3 hours and
where there are no boom gates, no tickets upon entry
and often limited indication that you are required to
obtain or display a ticket. People fail to comply with the
requirements of a private car parking operator either
because they overstay the 2 hour or 3 hour free parking
limit or because they fail to obtain a ticket in
circumstances where signs could be inadequate or
indeed there are no boom gates.
The complaints often involve people who inadvertently
fail to comply with the requirements of a private car
parking operator. When they fail to comply with the
requirements, as I said often inadvertently, they are
pursued. Private car park operators do not have any
legal capacity to issue tickets, but they operate by
claiming some sort of breach of contract. Most car
owners receive a very threatening legal letter either
from a debt collector or from a solicitor, and as part of
that they find that the costs of the fine rapidly escalate
as they go through the process. Often the so-called fines
very quickly double.
What is the role of VicRoads in this? Private car park
operators, either through the pre-discovery process or
sometimes through the Magistrates Court, seek
discovery of the details of the car owners, and the
Magistrates Court has found that there is no basis on
which it can refuse to hand over the personal
information. The information, which is obtained by
way of discovery, is not used to initiate legal
proceedings; it is simply used to pursue via debtor
letters or via legal letters the fine plus penalties for
failure to pay the fine. We believe the processes that are
adopted by these operators are unfair.
We believe there is an element of slipperiness in terms
of the lack of information that is often displayed, and
there is a compelling argument for government to
ensure that the information collected by VicRoads
through its licensing and registration regime is not used
by these sorts of cowboy operators. People have no
choice but to provide their identifying information. It is
not the role of VicRoads to make that information
available to these operators who more often than not do
not use it for its intended purpose, which is to identify
people so they can proceed with litigation.
We think there ought to be a different approach. In
saying that we note that New South Wales has adopted
an approach similar to the one we are advocating. The
government there has prioritised the interests of
consumers. Its Road Transport (General) Act 2005,
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which is equivalent to our VicRoads legislation, has a
provision that says:
The Authority cannot be required by preliminary discovery to
disclose any information about a registrable vehicle or the
registered operator of a registrable vehicle (including
information contained in a relevant register) if the preliminary
discovery is for the purpose of the recovery of private car
park fees.

We think that approach ought to be adopted here. It is
in the best interests of consumers, and when we can get
uniformity across state lines we should do so. It is very
difficult for us to see why we could not have similar
protection for consumers here. As I said, it is very clear
that the preliminary discovery of information has been
abused by some operators. In the committee stage I will
move my amendment, which would restrict the
capacity of private car park operators to use preliminary
discovery as a tool to effectively extort money from
people who have inadvertently overstayed in their car
parks.
With those caveats, I make it clear that the opposition
does not oppose the bill, but in the committee stage I
will move the amendment that I have circulated and
described.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
government has brought forward this bill with the aim
of regulating issues of access to the car registration
database operated by VicRoads, but in the process it
has missed the single biggest issue about the operation
of that database — a major consumer issue that
government members were aware of when they were in
opposition — and that is its misuse by private car park
operators to pursue what they claim are debts for
damages against people who may have parked in their
car parks. In the meantime the New South Wales
government has moved to fix this problem, and the
amendments I drafted and circulated to parties last
week, which are the same as those Mr Tee has
foreshadowed, would fix that problem.
Consumer groups such as the Consumer Action Law
Centre put the Minister for Roads on notice about this
issue in December last year. In February this year the
Minister for Roads wrote back saying:
There are currently no proposals to amend the Road Safety
Act 1986 to change the requirements for the release of
personal information sought by private car parking operators.

True to the minister’s word, there is nothing in the bill
that would address this issue.
I will give members an idea of how this particular
scam, as I would call it, works. If you pull into the car
park of the supermarket at Barkly Square in my area of
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Brunswick, where I was yesterday morning, there is a
sign next to the driveway that says, ‘Free parking —
3 hours’. The sign is right beside the driveway, so you
have no real opportunity to scrutinise its fine print,
which says that by driving onto that land you are
undertaking a form of contract and you are agreeing
that if you stay 1 minute over the 3-hour time limit, the
operator can pursue you for what it considers to be
damages that can quickly tot up to hundreds of dollars.
There is no boom gate, there is no guy standing there to
collect your money as there are at most public car parks
and there is no machine as there is at the car park at the
airport that allows you to cash up your ticket on the
way out and insert that ticket into another machine to be
released if you have paid the right amount. Quite
simply it is a honey trap. It is a free, open ‘come in’
arrangement with a very nasty sting that you might not
be aware of if you have not read the fine print because,
say, the sign was not illuminated or because it was
obscured for some reason, and very quickly you may
find that the car park operator is pursuing you quite
aggressively.
The car park operator at Barkly Square now has a little
car with a camera on it that drives around scanning
every numberplate in the place, automatically
recognising them and entering them into database.
Presumably it then comes back a few hours later, scans
all the same cars again, and if a car has stayed 1 minute
over the limit, the operator will automatically issue the
owner of the car with a notice. All of those car
registration numbers are being stored in a database. The
operator can then launch an action through the courts to
recover what it would say was a debt in the form of
damages. The car park operator could say that by
staying 1 minute over its 3-hour time limit, a driver had
damaged it to the tune of hundreds of dollars.
Some applicants in New South Wales, for example,
brought into the courts tens of thousands of registration
numbers and asked the court to give access to databases
and otherwise private details, including the names and
addresses of the owners of those registration numbers. I
have not been able to learn from the court system in
Victoria how often this is happening here, but
representatives of the courts have told us that the
number of different actions launched by a small handful
of car park firms is so large that it would be
burdensome for the court to look them all up for us. We
know that in New South Wales there are many of these
actions, running into the tens of thousands of
registration plate numbers, and presumably once these
firms have access, the details go into those
organisations’ databases permanently. Maybe they are
even sharing them; who knows?

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (USE AND DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2013
2846

COUNCIL

At the very least this is a misuse of the preliminary
discovery process in the courts. It could be a breach of
the courts’ own rules, because the material obtained
under discovery for one purpose — that is, initiating a
court action — is not to be used for another purpose,
such as chasing someone around the block outside the
court. It appears that very few of these actions ever turn
into full-blown legal actions. Preliminary discovery is
simply a way to download large parts of the VicRoads
database.
When people get one of these things that looks like a
fine but really has no statutory basis, some people
ignore it. Some write back saying, ‘I don’t believe you
have a cause of action’. Some people go down to the
local council chamber or town hall and try to pay it
down there, but the council says, ‘No, it’s nothing to do
with us. It might look like a council fine, but it’s
actually not’. Others no doubt find it very distressing
and do not know what to do. They think they are being
pursued by a debt collector or a solicitor; a claim is
made that costs are mounting. Some people fight back.
The Consumer Action Law Centre tells us that of all the
many areas in the field of consumer complaints this is
one of the most common complaints it receives.
When they were in opposition government members
asked questions about this matter, which are recorded in
Hansard, but now that they are relaxed and
comfortable — we see the pants getting quite shiny
down there in the ministerial offices — they do not
seem to be interested in standing up and fixing a
problem that could be so easily fixed. The amendment I
will move in the committee stage is based on some of
the definitions and rules within a court’s own rulebook,
so there should not be any dispute about the intent of
the amendment or what it would achieve. It certainly
does not go any further than the specific matter I have
raised.
In regard to closing this particular gap, on 25 October
2012 in the Legislative Council of the Parliament of
New South Wales the Minister for Roads and Ports said
in the second-reading speech on the Road Transport
(General) Amendment (Private Car Parks) Bill 2012:
The bill is the result of extensive consultation between
Transport for NSW, the Department of Attorney-General and
Justice, Roads and Maritime Services and NSW Fair Trading.

He went on to say:
… some private car park operators are using the preliminary
discovery process not as a preliminary to a potential court
prosecution but instead to support a business model of posting
mass demands to customers and relying on a proportion of
them paying.
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…
It is shameful. Roads and Maritime Services has opposed the
release of information from its registers in the circumstances I
have just described by appealing to the New South Wales
Court of Appeal.

I gather that in Victoria the same action may have been
taken, but unsuccessfully. I am not making any
criticisms of the courts; it is for them to run their own
procedures, but the onus was quite clearly back on us as
legislators to decide who should access the VicRoads
database, and in what circumstances, because in other
instances it is certainly not available to private citizens
to pursue their own vendettas.
Clearly this is a large and widespread problem, because
it is the basis of a business model pursued by a number
of private car park operators. If these operators want to
get rid of the public opprobrium that accompanies these
actions, then they simply need to put up a boom gate,
bring in a ticket machine that charges you according to
the minutes you have been parked there and possibly
even employ someone to look after the car park.
At Barkly Square you used to get a ticket when you
arrived, and at the end of that 3 hours it expired. Now
no ticket is required at all in your first 3 hours. The
result of that practice is that if the operator makes a
claim against you, you have not collected any physical
evidence of the time you arrived and you have nothing
to argue back to the company. It has data in its database
that it claims is accurate, but you do not even have a
physical ticket. You could have, for example, driven in
and driven out. You could have appeared at that car
park twice, with a gap in between, but you have no way
of proving that to a company that is relentlessly going
to pursue you with debt collectors and a range of other
methods.
At Barkly Square the company has made a change to its
arrangements — that is, you now have to pay $5 for the
fourth hour. One of the criticisms of these actions up
until now has been that the company has not suffered
any significant damage that it can claim under
contractual purposes and also the type of damages it
claims are well beyond any actual real damage to its
business, especially in a half-empty car park. This is
more in the nature of punitive damages or simply
something it has decided to sign you up to. As I said,
you now pay $5 for the fourth hour, and that is going to
allow the company to argue that there is some loss it
has suffered from you overstaying. You might have
owed them $5, but I cannot see any circumstance where
you could in a contractual sense truly have to pay the
company damages up around $60 to $80 with
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constantly multiplying costs on top of that. The
company seems quite sensitive about it.
The New South Wales government has acted, but this
government appears unwilling to act. What I would like
to hear from the government — and I put this question
to the minister by email in the last sitting week — is
how many instances in the last year or so has VicRoads,
under court order, been required to give access to its
database to one of these companies, and how many
registration numbers were requested or required under
that court order? The government would have that
information, and I believe it at least owes us some
recognition of the size of the problem. I would be
interested to hear how often it is happening in Victoria.
I would also be interested to hear why the government
believes this amendment, co-sponsored by Mr Tee, is
either unworkable or unnecessary.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — In the limited time available to me,
which I intend to use up with my contribution, I am
very pleased to rise to speak on behalf of the
government on the Road Legislation Amendment (Use
and Disclosure of Information and Other Matters)
Bill 2013. Essentially this bill covers three sets of
amendments. Firstly, it amends the Road Safety Act
1986 by repealing and replacing the provisions relating
to the use and disclosure of information by VicRoads in
order to do a range of things which are outlined in the
amendments of the bill. Secondly, it amends the Marine
Safety Act 2010 and makes consequential amendments
to other acts in relation to the use and disclosure of
information collected or received by VicRoads.
Thirdly, it makes amendments to road legislation in
relation to other matters.
I have taken note of the contributions of both Mr Tee
and Mr Barber in relation to the main issues they raised
and the subject of the amendments they are proposing
in the committee stage. I thank the members for
outlining their views and concerns. I took some advice
from parliamentary counsel as to the relevance of the
amendments. It is my understanding — and this will be
fleshed out in the committee stage — as listed on
page 11 of the bill at paragraph (i) of new section 90K,
which is headed ‘Authorised use or disclosure’, that
currently the bill will only allow such information to be
provided ‘if the use or disclosure is otherwise required
or authorised by law’.
The advice I have received is that the provisions, as
outlined by the two previous speakers, would therefore
only require such information to be provided where
there has been a justification as authorised by law. In
other words, my understanding is that the proposal put
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forward by the amendment to be proposed in
committee would indeed limit any capacity for private
car park operators to seek information as to who was
utilising their facilities. I understand the issues around it
and I know the minister will go through it in detail in
the committee stage, but I just thought I would put it
out there during the second-reading debate.
Obviously the issue of the use and disclosure of
information is an important one. It appears that on
balance, whilst there are some issues about which some
members may have views, in the broad it appears that
the issue raised mainly relates to private car park
operators and the preliminary discovery orders that
have been sought as part of the process of collecting car
park fees in various ways, which Mr Barber previously
outlined. Of course many of the current provisions
apply to information of a personal nature or information
that has commercial sensitivity. The new provisions
outlined in the bill apply only to registration or
licensing information that identifies an individual. This
information warrants a high degree of protection due to
its potential for criminal use, such as for identity fraud
purposes.
The commercial information would generally be dealt
with under the provisions of the Freedom of
Information Act 1982, which applies to information
relating to matters of a business, commercial or
financial nature. The new provisions adopt a broader
and more purpose-based approach to the use and
disclosure of information. The approach has been
designed to accommodate current activities from which
information may legitimately be used or disclosed and
also new ones of a similar nature as they arise.
Under the current provisions VicRoads can disclose
information to law enforcement agencies for the
investigation and prosecution of offences. Under this
bill VicRoads will be authorised to disclose registration
and licensing information for the prevention and
detection of offences in addition to the investigation
and prosecution of offences. This position is consistent
with the Information Privacy Act 2000, under which
public sector organisations may disclose identifying
information for the prevention and detection of
offences. The new provisions outlined in the bill will
retain the confidentiality agreements but rename them
as ‘information protection agreements’. The provisions
also require the agreements to include some additional
requirements, including how compliance with the terms
of the agreement will be monitored and enforced by
each party to the agreement, and the auditing
arrangements.
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It will also be mandatory for VicRoads to enter into an
agreement with a proposed recipient of information for
certain purposes, including research and law
enforcement. However, the Road Safety Act 1986 will
also provide that VicRoads may require a person or
body to enter into an agreement before information is
disclosed for any other purpose.
Provisions in the bill will increase the maximum
penalties for the unlawful use and disclosure of
information. The provisions will deal with the
verification of information concerning situations in
which a person or a body has been provided with the
information. Provisions have been outlined authorising
VicRoads to undertake certain activities, and I will not
go into the detail now as there are only 10 seconds
remaining. Needless to say this bill will proceed to the
committee stage. I look forward to its progression
through the house and its ascent to law in due course.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
particularly pleasing to rise tonight on the Road
Legislation Amendment (Use and Disclosure of
Information and Other Matters) Bill 2013, because it is
the second bill we have discussed in this place today to
do with road legislation. Each little step we make is a
step towards making our roads and road system a safer,
better place for everyone.
This bill is a relatively straightforward bill that sets out
two main purposes. The first is to amend the legislation
that covers information that VicRoads discloses to other
agencies, and this was the subject of an interagency
review that was carried out. The second objective of
this bill is to accredit tow-truck drivers who have been
issued licences outside of Victoria.
Whilst there probably will not be many international
tow-truck drivers passing through my region of
Southern Metropolitan Region, it is important for other
parts of the state that this point is clarified. However, as
Mr Davis and Ms Crozier know well, in Southern
Metropolitan Region we have the VicRoads office in
Camberwell and, adjacent to our electorate, there are
the VicRoads offices in Burwood East and Oakleigh
South.
I am sure everyone in this chamber has at least a drivers
licence, and some members may in fact have truck
licences or motorbike licences, all issued by VicRoads.
Therefore people in this chamber will understand, as
people do outside, the huge amount of information that
is collected by VicRoads. VicRoads has access to
addresses, phone numbers, dates of birth and so on, and
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it legitimately requires this information as part of the
licensing and registering of drivers and vehicles.
Without this information VicRoads would be unable to
maintain high levels of road safety, so it is important
that the information is collected. However, it is also
very important to make certain the information is
protected, because in this day and age, with very fast
access to the internet et cetera, there is a potential for
identity theft and fraud if it is misused. A drivers
licence is a primary form of identification when
opening bank accounts, getting passports and other
things, so it is essential that this information is not
exploited. This bill addresses a number of these issues.
As it currently stands, VicRoads is authorised to share
information with other agencies. It shares some
information with the electoral commission in order to
send notifications to people who have changed address
or to remind young people who have just turned
18 years of their enrolment date. This is particularly
important because we recently passed a bill that allows
for automatic enrolments. VicRoads must ensure that
the information is used correctly and that the existing
act outlines the manner in which information can be
shared with other agencies.
In his second-reading speech the Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy, explained that an interagency working party
had investigated the provisions of the act as it currently
stands and made several recommendations. Three of
those recommendations relate to the inflexibility of the
existing act in allowing VicRoads to share information.
The minister stated that this has led to frequent
amendments to the act, as new circumstances arise that
are not always covered by the inflexible provisions.
In this place we know how complicated it can be when
legislation comes back to the Parliament for small
changes to be made and that it can be very time
consuming. It is important, but frequently in this place
we get bills that have unintended consequences,
although I must say we have not had as many under the
coalition government as we did under the Labor
government.
The changes in this bill seek to improve the inflexibility
of the act, and that is achieved by removing from the
Road Safety Act 1986 references to commercial
information, instead allowing this sort of information to
be dealt with by the Freedom of Information Act 1982.
This is a fundamental change that helps to clarify the
legislation in relation to ensuring that information is
accessed appropriately. It also increases the penalty for
the unauthorised use or disclosure of information,
which can include up to 12 months imprisonment. That
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shows the severity of an issue that we in this
chamber — indeed as an entire Parliament — are going
to have to grapple with in the future, because
information is readily available from many different
sources.
It is important to protect the integrity of the information
that we get from, for example, VicRoads. Presently
VicRoads may be authorised to disclose information,
but this bill clarifies that unless compelled to do so
under another act, the authorisation to disclose
information does not oblige VicRoads to disclose that
information. This obviously gives VicRoads flexibility
and clarification in dealing with disclosure. As I said,
the changes to the legislation with regard to national
tow-truck drivers will probably not have a huge impact
in Southern Metropolitan Region, but the bill allows for
tow-truck drivers who are licensed in other states to
operate in Victoria.
In conclusion, the bill clarifies the position of VicRoads
in relation to a number of information disclosure rules
and provides greater flexibility. This will reduce the
need for amending bills to come before the house in the
future. It also improves the efficiency of towing
services in towns and areas bordering on South
Australia and New South Wales. I commend the bill to
the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Before I
call clause 1, I wish to advise the committee that both
Mr Tee and Mr Barber have an amendment to clause 7.
The amendments are the same, and under the
convention of precedents with which the house deals
with amendments that are the same, Mr Tee will be
able to move his amendment when the committee deals
with clause 7. Once Mr Tee’s amendment has been
dealt with, Mr Barber will not be able to move his
amendment, as it is the same amendment.
Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to.
Clause 7
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Deputy
President, prior to moving my amendment, I would not
mind asking a couple of questions around this clause.
Ms Pennicuik has one as well.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Deputy President, I am standing in for Mr Barber in the
committee stage of this bill. I think this matter has
already been foreshadowed with the minister. We know
from a Supreme Court case that one person at
VicRoads processed 21 requests for information by
private car park operators involving 7787 names
between May 2008 and June 2010. I ask the minister:
how many people’s registration details have been
released by VicRoads to car park operators during
preliminary discovery in court in the past five years?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I can
say that we obviously do not have that information at
hand, and it has not been something foreshadowed to
us. I am happy to take it on notice and get a full answer
for Ms Pennicuik, but it will take more time than is left
tonight.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I was
led to understand that the question had been posed.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — If I could just
jump in on that question — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Tee is
working at managing the proceedings; that is fine.
Mr TEE — If it would assist the minister, I have a
copy of an email that was sent to the minister by
Mr Barber on 3 September, in which Mr Barber asks
how many people’s registration details have been
released by VicRoads to private car park operators
during preliminary discovery in debt recovery matters
in the past five years. I suppose I am a bit curious as to
why the minister suggests that he has not had an
opportunity to provide that and have that information
on hand.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Thank
you, Saviour Brian. Nice of you — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister should just answer the question.
Hon. M. J. GUY — The question has been passed
on to the minister’s office, and I am advised that the
information is not at hand.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Did
the minister say the information is at hand?
Hon. M. J. Guy — No, I didn’t. I said it is not.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! This will
be done properly. Members will ask their questions
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from their places, and the minister will answer
questions, if he chooses to, from his place, not from
across the chamber in that manner. Let us have some
proper order to this committee process.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — How
long does the minister anticipate it will take to find the
answer to that question? It would seem to me that that
information should be available and should have been
ready for this committee stage some 14 days after the
email was first sent.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that the delay in getting the information to
Ms Pennicuik is caused by the fact that the material is
archived, and because it is archived it will need to be
sourced externally. That will take more than a week to
obtain, let alone collate.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Is
that a week from now?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
not going to engage in semantics in a debate during a
committee stage. If we want to conduct the committee
stage properly, then I will repeat my answers once. I
have just said that the material has been archived. It will
take some time to obtain it; it may take more than a
week. If Ms Pennicuik is asking for week times, day
times, seconds and everything, I think we are getting a
little ridiculous in this committee stage. I have just said
it will take longer than simply a few days or what has
been suggested. If Ms Pennicuik wants the information,
we will provide the information.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
apposite to the whole of this clause. I know Mr Barber
outlined during the second-reading debate the concerns
about this particular issue of people being harassed by
private car park operators who have gained those
people’s private details. This is the problem with the
clause. I am not trying to be ridiculous; I am trying to
ask how long it will take to get the information, about
which we have already given the minister two weeks’
notice.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Any
questions Mr Barber had have been provided to the
minister’s office. I do not know if that information has
come back to Mr Barber, because Mr Barber is absent
from the chamber. I understand he is not well, therefore
he cannot be here. I do not know if that information has
been provided to Mr Barber verbally. Ms Pennicuik
says it has not, but I say I do not know. It may be
central to Ms Pennicuik’s questioning on this clause,
but I do not know the answer to that, and nor does
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Ms Pennicuik because Mr Barber is not here. I do not
know what conversations have occurred between the
minister’s office and Mr Barber. I apologise for that
but, frankly, if there is an issue in relation to timing,
then that is a matter between Mr Barber and the
minister’s office. I have said that I can obtain the
information for Ms Pennicuik, but it will need to be
sourced from archives. It is as straightforward as that.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for the answer. The minister has indicated that
it would take more than a week. Is the minister able to
provide the committee with any time frame or
estimate — not days or hours, but just to give us some
guide as to how long he anticipates it will take?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — This is
where committee stages start to become silly. I think I
have answered this question five times now. Five times
I have answered the same question from the same two
questioners, and I am going to simply say I have been
advised that to source material of this age will take at
least a week as it is archived. I do not know the former
Department of Transport and its processes and what it
will take to source material from the archives — let
alone where the archives are, whether they are
electronic, whether they are hard copy or how they are
to be sourced. The fact we are having this kind of
tedious debate is starting to abuse the committee stage.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! In the
committee stage people are entitled to pursue matters. I
assure the minister that I will stay in control of the
committee stage and will not allow it to be abused or to
get out of control. I can assure the minister that that will
be my approach. At the same time I think it would be
inappropriate for me to stop people pursuing particular
lines of questioning until they seem to be exhausted. I
take the minister’s point that once a matter has been
reasonably dealt with we should move on and the
committee should consider its options in relation to
that.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — This important
issue affects the lives of hundreds of Victorians who are
pursued under these provisions every year. The minister
has advisers here. Is the minister able to take this
opportunity to see if he can get some advice? We do not
necessarily need it chapter and verse about the process,
but could the minister give us an estimate of when this
material might be made available?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Who is
counting? Is it six or seven?
Mr Tee — Seven.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — Seven times. Deputy President,
I know you say you want to determine whether a
committee stage is tedious — and that is correct — but
let me give a subjective assessment that we are at that
point now. To me, the question is about the timing of an
archive retrieval. Deputy President, you have been in
government, so you will understand that this is about
the timing of an archive retrieval. I am being asked to
give the exact timing for an archive retrieval. What I
have just said is if the information is five years old or
older, it may take a week or more to recover. That is
what I have just said.
Mr Tee interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am not going to give any
more specific answer than that, because I cannot. I do
not know what the department’s archive retrieval policy
is, and I believe I have answered this question six or
seven times to the best of my ability.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I take the
minister’s advice that he is not able to answer the
question. Members were trying to get something more
refined than ‘more than a week’, but I do not think
anyone was asking for a specific time frame. I take the
minister’s advice that it is not in his capacity to answer
the question, and I advise the committee that it is not
my role to require the minister to answer a question in a
particular way. The minister has given an answer, and it
was responsive to the question. If the committee is
unhappy with an answer, it has its own deliberation to
make. It is a matter for the committee and is not for me
to deliberate upon.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I just
want to correct the record. If I heard the minister
correctly, he said to me earlier that he understood the
question went to the minister, meaning Minister Walsh,
but the question actually went to Minister Guy on
3 September. I am correcting that.
The question asks for registration details in the past
five years and names those years: 2008–09, 2009–10,
2010–11, 2011–12 and 2012–13. It asks for nothing
beyond five years. I do not want to draw this out, but
one question I ask on behalf of my colleague is
whether all or some of that information — for
example, the most recent year — will be available
before the end of this sitting week?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I think
Ms Pennicuik said ‘Minister Walsh’. I take it she meant
Minister Mulder. I am advised that if the search is
somewhat refined from its very broad initial
parameters, maybe down to one or two years, then we
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may be able to get it for Ms Pennicuik within the next
few days. We will certainly endeavour to do so.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
other question is: how do the provisions in this bill
adequately protect personal details in VicRoads
databases?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
advised that there are information protection
agreements that VicRoads needs to enter into before
disclosing information for certain purposes. There are
five of them, and they pertain to things such as law
enforcement and research.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The government
lead speaker, Mr Dalla-Riva, referred to clause 7 and
the proposed new section 90K(i), which is on page
11 of the bill and says:
… if the use or disclosure is otherwise required or authorised
by law.

Mr Dalla-Riva indicated that the issue that we in
opposition are concerned about, which is using
preliminary discovery for the purpose of recovery of
private car park fees, would be prohibited by this
clause. Can the minister confirm whether or not that is
the government’s position?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — None
of us really understand that question. I wonder if
Mr Tee could repeat it.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — New
section 90K(i) is on page 11 of the bill, just before new
section 90L, which is headed ‘Exceptional
circumstances’. In his contribution Mr Dalla-Riva said
that that clause would prohibit the preliminary
discovery of any documents made for the purpose of
recovery of private car park fees. I am just asking if that
is the government’s position.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — No.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I move:
Clause 7, page 19, after line 16 insert —
“90R Discovery of documents for purpose of recovery of
private car park fees
(1) A preliminary discovery order does not operate to
require the Corporation to produce any document that
contains relevant information if the order is made for the
purpose of the recovery of private car park fees.
(2) A preliminary discovery order is considered to be for the
purpose of the recovery of private car park fees if the
order is in connection with ascertaining the identity or
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whereabouts of a person for the purpose of commencing
proceedings against the person for the recovery of
private car park fees or is otherwise in connection with
the commencement of proceedings for the recovery of
private car park fees.

(3) In this section —
preliminary discovery order means an order made by a
court requiring a person to make discovery of
documents to assist the applicant for the order to
ascertain the description of another person
sufficient for the purpose of commencing a
proceeding in the court against that other person;
private car park fee means any amount alleged to be
payable under the terms and conditions of a
contract, arrangement or understanding in relation
to the use of a car park (such as an amount payable
for the use of the car park and including an amount
payable for breaching those terms and conditions),
but does not include an amount alleged to be
payable under the terms and conditions of a
contract that is in writing and signed by the
relevant parties.”.
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Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

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

Noes, 19
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Pairs

In doing so, I will make some preliminary observations.
In essence, the opposition is moving an amendment
which would stop this preliminary discovery to obtain
information for the purpose of recovery of private car
park fees. The reason we are doing that is twofold.
Firstly, it is consistent with the New South Wales
provision on which this amendment is based. Secondly,
it prohibits or stops a model that has developed
whereby private car park operators demand money
from unsuspecting Victorians who park their cars in
certain circumstances. These Victorians are
subsequently pursued, indeed hounded, by debt
collectors and lawyers for the recovery of money which
quickly ramps up to hundreds of dollars. We do not
think that is an appropriate use of the information that is
provided to VicRoads, and this amendment will stop
that in the same way that the New South Wales bill did,
so that is why I moved the amendment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Mr Barber was going to move an identical amendment,
so it would follow that we would support Mr Tee’s
amendment. Having looked through clause 7, it is
difficult for me to see how that information would not
be released for the purposes we are trying to prevent
through this amendment. It would be helpful if the
minister could point to the specific provision in that
clause that prevents that from happening. I cannot see it
in the clause.

Barber, Mr
Eideh, Mr

Atkinson, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 8 to 27 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PLANT BIOSECURITY AMENDMENT
BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 September; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on this bill tonight and inform the house that the
Labor Party will not be opposing it. As my colleague
Mr Wynne, the member for Richmond in the
Legislative Assembly, said, the bill is fairly
uncontroversial in that it gives another opportunity to
the Secretary of the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries to recover funds when the
government has been obliged to deal with weeds and
pests on neighbouring farmland when the farmer has
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not been prepared to do the work himself. The
government has been required to get the work done, so
rather than have expensive litigation to recover the
costs, there is an opportunity to simply put a charge on
the land and expeditiously go forward. Most
stakeholders in this area are supportive of the
legislation because it is a logical piece of legislation.
While the Labor Party will not oppose this legislation, I
will move a reasoned amendment which proposes that
this bill not be considered until the government deals
with the situation we have now in the Goulburn Valley.
I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the government commits to making
available $3 million from the Treasurer’s advance to fund the
removal of plants which are suspected by an inspector to pose
a biosecurity threat to lands in the Goulburn Valley which
have been subject to the issue of an infected land notice
pursuant to section 25 of the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010’.

I will explain why I am moving this reasoned
amendment and put it into context. The legislation
before us makes sense. There are some issues that I
raised in a briefing with the department and the minister
as to why the start-up date was not the start of the
financial year. Also, is this the best way from the state’s
perspective of protecting its interests? If there is a
charge on the land that may not be acquitted for 20, 30
or 40 years, is that a way of saving some money? Is it a
good economic decision to operate that way? I have
been convinced by the answers given to me by the
minister’s staff and departmental officials that this is a
practical, sensible way of going forward.
I have moved the reasoned amendment to try to get this
government off its tail to do something real in this area.
In the Goulburn Valley earlier this year SPC Ardmona,
an iconic company, in essence said to half of its farmer
suppliers that it no longer had a market for their fruit. I
am not reflecting on the company or on the prevailing
economic conditions. That is the reality of what is
happening in the Goulburn Valley. SPC Ardmona
made its decision. I am reflecting on what role the
government can play in this particular case.
The Treasurer, Michael O’Brien, has a
$400 million-plus fund called the Treasurer’s advance
which is used for what I would call Book of Genesis
emergencies — floods, fires, famines, plagues, you
name it. That is what the Treasurer’s advance is for. It
has been there for decades. Three-quarters of 1 per cent
of the state budget has been there for the Treasurer to
use for these purposes. If the fund is not used for those
purposes, it is in the hands of the Treasurer to use for
other purposes, like a Flinders Street station design
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competition. They are the sorts of things the Treasurer’s
advance can be used for if it is not used for its
fundamental purpose, which is to deal with natural
disasters and the like in the state of Victoria.
In the case of the Goulburn Valley, the economic
circumstances hit and SPC Ardmona made its decision.
Not reflecting on any of that — although I have views
on that, but this is not the time to talk about them —
what then did this lazy state government do? The
answer is nothing. If a disaster such as this had hit
during my time as Treasurer, the Premier would have
dropped on me like a ton of bricks to draw on this fund
to help a community.
Let us go through what the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security has said in response — and I will
paraphrase. But first let us consider what this assistance
is for. It is for what the Victorian Farmers Federation
horticulture branch called for, what the Goulburn
Valley horticulturalists called for and what the City of
Greater Shepparton called for, as well as what Daniel
Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition and member for
Mulgrave in the Assembly, called for — that is, for the
government to apply the funds provided for this
purpose to an emergency in the Goulburn Valley.
What did the minister say? The first thing the minister
said was that we do not want to set dangerous
precedents. We do not want to get government tied up
in supporting industry in areas it cannot extract itself
from. That is sound public policy. I do not take issue
with the minister having concerns about that; a minister
should have such concerns. But let us look at what it
means. On how many occasions will a single large
cannery in a town such as Shepparton put its suppliers
in this situation? The answer is that it is not a common
occurrence. It is probably a once-in-a-generation or
once-in-a-half-a-generation occurrence.
What is this bill about? In the simplest terms, the bill is
about giving the government the power to protect
farmers from the bad behaviour of other farmers. If I
were a pine plantation owner in Gippsland, say, and my
plantation was found to be full of Sirex wasp, which is
a known pest, and I did nothing about it, and my
neighbour Mr Hall has a clean pine plantation, the bill
would allow the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries to require me to cut down my
infected pine trees. If I do not cut them down, it will cut
them down on my behalf. Why? Because my inaction
would be endangering Mr Hall, my neighbour.
If you address that to Shepparton, you see that there are
farmers who have lost their livelihood and that SPC
Ardmona is not going to give them another cheque,
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because it does not need or want their fruit any more,
leaving them with trees which can be riddled with
codling moth, with Queensland fruit fly or with
numerous pests and diseases. It is not imaginary; it is
real. It is happening.
What happens then if you are a farmer in Shepparton
with a peach orchard and you still have a contract with
SPC Ardmona to supply fruit, but your neighbour — let
us say now it is Mr Scheffer — has had the misfortune
of losing his contract? Mr Scheffer does not have the
money any more to either spray his trees for codling
moth or Queensland fruit fly or to root out his trees,
because he is destitute or close to destitute; he has lost
his financial livelihood. This is the real situation we
have had in the Goulburn Valley to date, and what has
this minister and this government done? Nothing.
Mr Viney — Shame!
Mr LENDERS — That is right, Mr Viney; shame.
When this issue came forward the typical response of
this government was to blame it on someone else. Let
us get Joel Fitzgibbon, the former federal agriculture
minister, to come down and pay some of the money.
Perhaps tomorrow, after the new federal government
has been sworn in, Mr Walsh, the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security, should ring Barnaby
Joyce, the federal agriculture minister designate and ask
him. That is not, however, the answer. This is a disaster
in Victoria. It is in the Goulburn Valley. It is exclusive
to the Goulburn Valley. It is a one-off occurrence, and
this government has done nothing.
Let us go to the minister’s arguments that a dangerous
precedent might be set. It is not a usual occurrence for
the major employer in a town such as Shepparton to
decide to in effect lay off half its workforce. This is a
one-off occurrence. This bill deals with biosecurity; it
deals with exactly those issues. What the government is
doing with this bill is okay; it represents good policy.
Let us recover money via a charge on the land when we
cannot get a farmer to deal with these problems. If for
the orchardists in the Goulburn Valley, who are
destitute and who have lost their contracts with SPC
Ardmona, the answer is for us to make them pay the
charge upon their selling their land, so be it, if that is
what the government seeks to bring about. A
government that supposedly cares, one that has a
$400-million-plus Genesis fund — covering flood, fire,
famine, pestilence and plague — but that will not use
that fund for this issue, is showing its priorities when it
decides instead to use the fund for a Flinders Street
railway station design competition.
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That is why the opposition is moving in this house, as it
did in the Assembly, a reasoned amendment which says
this bill will not be considered further until this
government does what any decent government would
do — that is, use the $400 million it has for what that
money was appropriated for and does not use it for
these thought bubble ideas which seem to come out of
the centre of Melbourne for this government again and
again. And in this bubble — —
Mr Koch — Thought bubble?
Mr LENDERS — Yes, Mr Koch, a thought bubble.
I have been to the Goulburn Valley and met with these
farmers. I put to Mr Koch — through you, Acting
President — that he should go to farmers in the
Goulburn Valley and say there is a $400 million fund
which could be used for their destitute neighbours who
do not have the dough to spray for codling moth or for
Queensland fruit fly or to deal with any of the other
issues that occur — and I am not a horticultural
specialist; I know there are more issues than just the
two I am focusing on. He should tell them that the
government is saying that they should fix the problems
themselves, or if they are really lucky, the government
will make it political and get Joel Fitzgibbon into the
act and make him pay half. What is happening in
Victoria is that there is a $400 million fund which is
being used for various eclectic artistic projects in
Melbourne. For all their worth, they are not the bread
and butter, blood, sweat and tears livelihood of
horticulturalists in the Goulburn Valley.
This is real. It is what the horticulturalists are saying. It
is what the Victorian Farmers Federation is saying. It is
what the City of Greater Shepparton is saying. This is
what every single media outlet in northern Victoria is
calling for, and their call is landing on deaf ears.
Hopefully out of this debate we will deal with it, and
hopefully we will not have the tragic situation that arose
in the Legislative Assembly, when all the country
members representing the Goulburn Valley,
representing the areas in the north of the state, humbly
and meekly voted the earlier reasoned amendment
down. Those Nationals members voted it down when
their Liberal Party masters clicked their fingers and
said, ‘Let’s protect this Treasurer’s advance so we can
do meaningful projects for Shepparton such as the
Flinders Street design competition’ — an artistic
competition for something for which there is no money
for the next 10 years — because that was seen as a
higher priority than chopping out these trees.
In terms of these trees being dealt with, it is not just a
matter of protecting the adjoining orchardists who still
have contacts with SPC Ardmona; it is also about jobs.
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People have lost their jobs both on the farms and in the
cannery. If my figures are correct, of the 600-odd
businesses in the centre of Shepparton, about 100 have
now closed. The amendment would be a job generator
threefold — for the farmers who have lost their jobs,
for the cannery workers who have lost their jobs and
also for the flow-on jobs in the retail sector in
Shepparton, which could do with this boost. It would
provide a boost to the local economy, and it would be
sensible. It is a no-brainer that this government ought
do this. We would rather not move this reasoned
amendment. The legislation is fine, but it is trying on
the fringes to deal with a problem that is immediate.
Many people voted for The Nationals on the basis that
that party would represent their interests in the
Victorian Parliament.
The members for Shepparton, Rodney, Benalla and
Murray Valley in the other place, who all have
constituents affected by this, voted against this reasoned
amendment when it was moved in the Assembly. I
hope those members have had a chance to reflect on
that, and if the answer is that the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security manages to get the
Treasurer to hand over $3 million in a Treasurer’s
advance, we will withdraw this amendment and we will
congratulate them. But at the moment we see a
reluctance to spend what I call the Genesis fund, which
is biblical flood, fire, famine, pestilence and plague
money. It is 0.75 per cent of the budget we voted for
when we voted for the annual appropriation bill last
June. The money is there, and it is being used for what I
would say are far less worthy purposes.
On that note, I urge the house to support the reasoned
amendment unanimously because it makes sense. It is a
call to action from the Goulburn Valley, which in
September 2013 is crying out for the state to show it
some support in a moral sense, in a solidarity sense, and
in particular in a job-generating sense.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to stand to talk about a bill which deals with agriculture.
We do not often get the opportunity in this chamber to
talk about food, food security and agriculture generally,
and I am pleased to talk about this bill and biosecurity
and the protection of our very important food industry.
Mr Lenders has opened Pandora’s box, and I do have to
respond to some of his comments. It is interesting to
note that Mr Lenders, Mr Viney and Mr Scheffer are
sitting in a corner of the opposition benches and
nodding their heads as if they have some experience
both in what they are talking about and in the
agricultural field, in fact even in living outside the city
limits. I suspect none of them have.
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The hypocrisy of Mr Lenders’s commentary knows no
bounds. I remember very clearly that when I was with
the Victorian Farmers Federation I spent a lot of time in
Mildura supporting farmers who were growing stone
fruit and wine grapes when Labor was in government.
They were walking away from their farms and
watching their crops die during the drought. Admittedly
there were climatic problems, but there were also
economic problems for which the Labor government
offered no support. Opposition members should not
stand up here and be hypocritical in the language they
use in relation to the assistance given by this
government to a small group of dedicated growers
supplying SPC Ardmona, because they have no right to
do that.
Mr Lenders — Go to Shepparton and talk to them
yourself.
Mr RAMSAY — I have been to Shepparton,
Mr Lenders, and I have talked to those growers. The
government will not be supporting Mr Lenders’s
reasoned amendment, and I will come back to that after
I have made my small contribution in relation to the
biosecurity issues, on which Mr Lenders has muddied
the waters in relation to the financial support provided
for the small group of dedicated suppliers to SPC.
I am pleased to have the opportunity to speak to the
amendments to the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010 and to
congratulate the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security on his response to an issue of significant
importance in rural and regional Victoria. The
amendments proposed by this bill will enable the
minister, with discretion, to issue a notice in respect of
land which has been the subject of action under the
principal act to treat, manage or alleviate a biosecurity
risk, and that is what this amendment bill is all about —
that is, protecting the food industry against biosecurity
threats.
The amendments to the act make provision for the
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
(DEPI) to order a landowner to take action where a
plant pest or disease risk poses a threat to neighbouring
crops. In the event the landowner does not comply
within the specified time frame, the department itself
can undertake action to address the biosecurity threat to
those neighbouring crops. The charge associated with
DEPI taking action will only be placed on the title of
the land as a final step following a process whereby the
landowner is given plenty of opportunity to repay the
debt. This creates an additional option for cost recovery
and would be ahead of first mortgagees, such as
financial institutions, but not ahead of other statutory
charges, such as land tax or unpaid local government
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rates. The amendment takes measures to ensure the
whole industry is afforded protection from those who
do not have the means to or who do not wish to comply
with orders from DEPI in responding to a biosecurity
risk.
Agriculture is an important sector for the Australian
economy, generating up to $43 billion in gross value
each year. In 2009–10 Australia’s horticultural industry
was the nation’s third largest agricultural industry based
on gross value of production. Further, the industry
contributes significantly to the prosperity of people
living in rural and regional Australia. In order to
continue the $479 million export rate we currently
enjoy from horticulture it is fundamental that we
maintain our strong agriculture sector in Victoria.
Protection of the industry from pests and disease is
fundamental to its success.
The recent announcement by SPC Ardmona that it will
halve its fruit intake has undoubtedly impacted fruit
growers in the Goulburn Valley region. There has been
talk of orchard owners walking away from their crops,
leaving them open to the risk of disease and insect
infestation. If left untreated, those crops could cause a
biosecurity risk.
The purpose of this legislation is to manage the risk
posed by trees or other crops where landowners are
experiencing difficulty managing the situation. DEPI
can work with affected growers to assess their situation
and if required take the necessary action to alleviate that
biosecurity threat. The cost of that action would be
placed upon the land until such a time as it could be
paid or the land was sold. This bill and the amendments
in it are about managing the biosecurity risks associated
with horticulture, especially during difficult times in the
fruit industry such as those we have seen in the
Goulburn Valley recently.
It is important that I spend a couple of minutes going
through the overview process. Firstly, DEPI will work
collaboratively with land-holders. If no agreement is
reached, a DEPI inspector can issue an infected land
notice that provides directions for a land-holder to treat
or remove affected plants. If the land-holder is
non-compliant, DEPI can undertake the work and then
recover the costs following clearance by DEPI senior
management within Biosecurity Victoria. The
land-holder will be consulted in regard to who will do
the work but the contractor will be approved by DEPI.
After works are undertaken, DEPI will issue the
land-holder with a determination of the costs. The
land-holder can apply to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal for a review of the
determination. The land-holder will be given reasonable
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time to pay the debt; there is a 30-day notice period. If
the debt is not paid within that period, a charge on the
land will apply, and there is no interest attached.
The bill gives certain powers to the minister to reduce
biosecurity risks within the industry. The government
will consult with land-holders to support them in their
endeavours to take responsibility for those plants that
pose a biosecurity risk to the whole industry.
Mr Lenders suggested the government has not put in
place assistance for fruit growers, particularly those in
the Goulburn Valley, but a number of support programs
and resources are available to those fruit growers in the
Goulburn Valley who have been impacted by the fruit
intake reduction. DEPI is playing a coordination role in
providing services for growers through the Goulburn
Valley Support Services Package. These services
include the provision of advice and information,
financial counselling through a rural financial
counselling service, social welfare support and referrals
to other support agencies that can provide specific
individual assistance, such as horticultural, technical
and marketing advice. These services are being
delivered through Goulburn Murray Hume Agcare,
Fruit Growers Victoria, various health providers and
FamilyCare for domestic support.
DEPI is working with the Department of Human
Services, Goulburn Murray Hume Agcare’s Rural
Financial Counselling Service, Fruit Growers Victoria,
the Ethnic Council of Shepparton and District,
Centrelink and Goulburn Valley FamilyCare to best
meet the needs of affected growers. DEPI staff are also
engaged with local agricultural service providers to
ensure that those in contact with relevant growers are
aware of the services available. The Goulburn Valley
Fruit Growers Strategic Stakeholders Group is working
to develop a roadmap for an industry-led response to
ensure that the Goulburn Valley region maintains viable
and productive farms. This group is chaired by Peter
Ryan, a former principal of Dookie college and chief
executive of the Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE.
I want to make a couple of points in closing. Firstly, I
have had firsthand experience of agricultural industries
that have faced tough and challenging times.
Mr Lenders once stayed with my father-in-law up at
Barham, where there was a glut of oranges. My
father-in-law was an orange grower on the river. On
many occasions there was no market for the oranges, so
we had to feed them to the cows. They were lean and
difficult times, but that is the nature of the beast in
relation to supply and demand in export and domestic
markets.
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It is the same situation with SPC Ardmona. Members
of my family, the Fairleys, were the founders of SPC,
and I have to say to Mr Lenders that Mr Fairley would
turn over in his grave if he knew Labor’s policy of
taking water from north of the Great Dividing Range
and giving it to the south via the north–south pipeline.
That pipeline had a huge impact on the Goulburn
Valley. The Murray-Darling Basin management plan,
through which the federal Labor government sought to
take water away from irrigators, would have had a huge
impact on growers in the Goulburn Valley district.
I understand there are challenges, and I understand that
the group of dedicated suppliers to SPC Ardmona is
facing challenging times, but there is a small spot of
sunshine in that there has been a stronger demand for
peaches amongst SPC growers. In fact some of the trees
that were to be made redundant will now be able to
provide fruit to SPC. There is a change in market
conditions in relation to some of those growers, and I
suspect that Woolworths, in its strong campaign
domestically, has stimulated demand for peaches in that
region.
In response to Mr Lenders’s reasoned amendment, at
the end of the day, the government is providing a
number of support services for the dedicated fruit
growers in the Goulburn Valley, who are a small group
among those growing fruit for our domestic and export
markets. There are opportunities for domestic demand,
there are promotional campaigns that our supermarkets
are running and there are potential new markets
overseas. Members must not get confused by
Mr Lenders’s rhetoric about financial support, given
that Labor stood by for 11 years and through its
inaction and lack of support let many farmers bite the
dust.
This bill is about providing biosecurity for the industry
as a whole. It is about the minister having responsibility
to enforce the removal of plants that impose a risk on
the whole industry. It enables some cost recovery in
relation to works carried out to remove that biosecurity
risk, and it also provides for a significant consultation
process so the land-holder can take responsibility for
removing infected plants from his property. Obviously
there is a need for compliance in relation to those
land-holders who pose a risk to everyone else in the
industry.
As I said, this is a significant $479 million export
industry. On that basis I am pleased the opposition is
not opposing the bill. However, I am disappointed that
in pursuing his reasoned amendment Mr Lenders is
politically motivated and is muddying the waters of a
small but very important amendment bill which will
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protect the horticultural industry. I support the bill
before the house.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — As we have
heard, the opposition supports the Plant Biosecurity
Amendment Bill 2013, which aims to strengthen the
state’s capacity to recover costs from non-compliant
landowners in circumstances where the state is
compelled to intervene in order to protect against a
biosecurity threat. This is a narrow bill in that it simply
seeks to place a charge on the land of the
non-compliant landowner where the landowner cannot
pay the debt to the state. The idea is that at the end of
the day the state will be able to recover the landowner’s
debt when eventually the land is sold or realised in
some way.
As I said, the opposition is not opposing the bill, but, as
Mr Lenders indicated in his passionate contribution to
the debate, speaking in support of growers in the
Goulburn Valley, we are urging the government to
support the reasoned amendment, which would commit
it to making available $3 million in a Treasurer’s
advance to fund the removal of plants that are suspected
by an inspector of posing a biosecurity threat.
Mr Lenders and speakers on the Labor side in the
Legislative Assembly made strenuous appeals to the
government after visiting the Goulburn Valley and
listening directly to fruit growers. They heard their case
and brought it to the Parliament in Melbourne to
articulate it.
It is offensive to imply in this house that simply
because a person has not had the direct experience of
one of our constituents that somehow disqualifies us
from speaking in their interest. We are representatives
who speak for people from an extraordinarily wide
range of backgrounds and with diverse interests. As
members of Parliament we take it upon ourselves to
speak for them, but only on the basis that we derive our
authority from consulting with them. We understand
what the issues are because they have been explained to
us, and we then represent those views in this chamber.
We have every right to do that. No member in the
chamber should feel ashamed merely because they
happen not to have the exact experience of any one of
the constituents they represent.
While members in the chamber have considerable
disagreements over some matters, we nonetheless find
common cause in a number of key areas. To my mind,
biosecurity risk is surely one of them. No effort can be
spared in the state’s efforts to prevent the spread of
disease amongst farm animals and crops and
environmental devastation. Every member in this
chamber is familiar either directly or indirectly with the
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impact of foot and mouth disease, anthrax, avian flu,
bovine Johne’s disease, swine fever, the varroa mite
that affects bees and the hendra virus that has affected
horses so seriously in recent times. Even a cursory look
at material from various state and national governments
provides ample evidence of the vast number of pests
and diseases that threaten environmental health. This is
a serious issue.

either destroy or manage the processing of the trees
from which fruit cannot be used. Unless the
government acts, the unpicked fruit will ripen, fall and
rot, attracting insect species including fruit fly, which
will in turn create a significant biosecurity threat. There
are three tragedies here: the loss of economic viability
and income for many fruit growers, the waste of the
fruit and the threat posed by an insect infestation.

Victorian farmers and producers have worked for many
years in cooperation with government and the
professions to ensure that their farms and facilities are
safe. There are strict protocols around who comes onto
premises, and there is careful management of stock,
feed and farm vehicles to avoid contamination on
properties. These are longstanding practices, and
Victoria has a very strong record in this area. There is
nothing more important than protecting environmental
biodiversity from harm. That is why this bill, which
seeks to amend the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010, is such
an important piece of legislation. It is why everyone in
this chamber supports its provisions and would like to
see them strengthened, which is what the government
says this bill aims to do.

Fruit growers, as I have said, have done a great job in
containing fruit fly, but the situation needs to be
monitored. Fruit growers have made it very clear to
Labor representatives who have been to speak with
them directly that they need a $3 million investment of
funds. This money is available from the Treasurer’s
advance. I would have thought the Treasurer’s advance
is for, if anything, purposes exactly like this. With all
due respect to the previous speaker, I have not read one
contribution from a member of the government parties
either in this place or in the Assembly that has given me
any reason to think they have taken the matters that
Mr Lenders has raised here tonight with any
seriousness whatsoever. The only argument they have
raised is to say, with a wave of the hand, ‘Labor
apparently did something similar at some previous time
in history’. We hear that a lot in the chamber, and it is
actually nonsense.

The state is ultimately responsible for ensuring that
when it comes to biosecurity everyone behaves
responsibly and complies with the law and regulations.
Where an individual fails to act because they are
irresponsible, incompetent or lack the resources to meet
compliance standards, whatever the reason, the state
cannot wait but must act immediately in the public
interest to avoid potential disaster.
As I said, while the opposition supports the legislation,
Mr Lenders has moved a reasoned amendment — the
same reasoned amendment moved in the Assembly
during the last sitting week — to stop consideration of
the bill until the Victorian government commits to
providing funding for growers in the Goulburn Valley
who have been issued with infested land notices.
Members will know that an infested land notice is
issued when there is disease on a piece of land or a
reasonable suspicion that there may be disease on an
area of land. The effect of this notice is that the owner
or occupier must either manage the situation or destroy
the material — whichever is specified in the notice they
have received.
The specific situation that has been referred to in this
debate is the plight of the fruit growers in the Goulburn
Valley whose businesses have been badly affected as a
result of SPC Ardmona reducing by some 17 per cent
the quantity of fruit it will buy from them. The
Goulburn Valley fruit growers are in a desperate
situation. The government must step in to assist them to

Even if those opposite believe Labor was guilty of a
whole lot of misdemeanours, mistakes and bad faith,
that is no reason for those who are now in government
not to do the right thing or to rely on that by way of an
excuse. In fact if those opposite were to do the right
thing, surely that would stand very eloquently against
Labor’s alleged failures of the past.
I support the bill; I support the reasoned amendment
that Mr Lenders has moved, and I urge every member
of this house to also support the reasoned amendment
and the bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support the Plant Biosecurity Amendment
Bill 2013. This bill allows certain debts incurred by
landowners under the act to give rise to a charge on
their land. Currently the act allows the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries (DEPI) to direct a
landowner to address a plant, pest or disease risk that
poses a threat to nearby crops, and if the direction is not
followed within a specified time, DEPI itself can
address the biosecurity threat and charge the landowner
for the cost of its actions at the minister’s discretion.
If the landowner cannot pay the cost of DEPI’s
intervention to address the biosecurity threat, this bill
provides an option for a charge to be placed on the land.
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This would be a last step in the debt recovery process
after a landowner is given time to pay the debt. It means
that the cost can be recovered if the land in question is
transferred. The charges would be ahead of first
mortgagees such as financial institutions but not other
statutory charges such as land tax or unpaid local
government rates.
Under the bill, clause 4 amends section 25 of the Plant
Biosecurity Act 2010 to ensure that a landowner is
given an infested land notice, clause 5 amends
section 35 to require a landowner to be given a notice
of a direction from DEPI in relation to the land and
clause 6 amends section 58 to require the minister to
notify the landowner of a determination of a failure to
comply with a notice or direction under section 25 or
section 35 of the act.
Clause 7 is the main part of the bill. It inserts new
sections 59A to 59D, which create the option of a
charge over land where a debt under section 58 exists.
New section 59A allows the minister to give notice to a
landowner seven days after the end of a Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) appeal
application period, or after a final VCAT determination,
that if a debt has not been paid by a specified date, a
charge on the land will be recorded under new
section 29C. New section 59A also prescribes the
content of a debt notice.
New section 59B specifies that if a notice has been
served under new section 59A and not complied with,
the debt becomes the first charge on the land.
New section 59C allows DEPI to record the charge
under new section 59B in the land register and requires
the charge to be removed or deleted, or recorded as
discharged in the register when paid.
New section 59D allows an owner, purchaser or
mortgagee to apply for a certificate from DEPI showing
if any unpaid amount is due under section 58 in relation
to land. A bona fide purchaser is not liable for anything
more than the amount shown on this certificate.
Finally, clause 8 inserts new section 144, a transitional
provision, which applies the new charge on land debt
recovery option to debts levied under 1 July 2013 but
not paid until after the commencement of the bill. The
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee has raised
issues about the retrospectivity of clause 8.
This bill raises questions such as how big a problem
unpaid debts are, how many debts there are and what
the total value of the debts is. I am not sure whether any
government speaker is able to answer those questions,
but if there is a need to put this provision in the bill, it
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raises the questions: are there a lot of outstanding debts,
and is that why this needs to be done? I also note that
New South Wales has a provision in its legislation
similar to the one this bill puts into the Plant
Biosecurity Act 2010. It says under section 60:
(4) the charge does not affect a purchaser for value in good
faith who made due inquiry at the time of purchase but
had no notice of the liability. A purchaser who has
obtained a certificate under section 64 is taken to have
made due inquiry.

That provides a little more protection to someone
purchasing land that is under this legislation, but that
also could be addressed by the government speaker.
I note the minister’s response tabled today in Alert
Digest No. 12 regarding the queries raised by the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee with
regard to the retrospective nature of the new
sections 59A to 59D. In his response the minister made
some points, such as that a decision to issue a notice
under new section 59A is an exercise in statutory power
which could be reviewed by the Supreme Court. He
went on:
… in any case, it is the department’s practice to advise an
owner of the issue of a notice to an occupier so that both
parties are aware of the biosecurity risk.

I think that is addressed in clauses 4, 5 and 6 of the bill.
The minister also said in his response:
… no issue arises in circumstances where a determination
under s. 58(2) is made after the bill’s commencement. This is
because under new s. 58(4), prescribed owners of land must
be provided with a copy of any determination made under
s. 58(2). Under s. 59 of the PBA, a prescribed owner may
then apply to VCAT for review of the determination.

In practice, he noted that the owner would be:
… made aware of a notice sent to an occupier and because no
determinations have in fact been issued under s. 58(2) since
1 July 2013 —

and —
… there are no outstanding requirements that could give rise
to a determination.

That was his answer. That goes some way to answering
it. It basically says there has been nothing in place
between 1 July and now that could engage those
retrospective clauses. That is what I understand his
answer to be. If that is so, that seems reasonable
enough. It is an important issue that we are dealing with
in terms of plant biosecurity. I am sure that it is the
department’s practice to make not only the occupier but
the owner aware of what is happening on the land in
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terms of plant infestation, which is a very serious
matter. If it is not doing that, then it should be.
The Greens take this matter very seriously. During the
recent federal election campaign we released the
document Our Food Future — the Greens’ Plan for
Australia’s Food Security. I commend this to members
to read, and in particular the section entitled ‘Protecting
our land, water and biodiversity’, which says we need
to ‘protect and restore our irreplaceable soil, water and
biodiversity’. The measures we have proposed under
this section are to:
stop the expansion of unconventional gas and coal mining on
agricultural land …
map prime agricultural land at an appropriate scale to inform
local and state planning, taking into account current food
production needs and future climate change scenarios. We
will prioritise the conservation of prime agricultural land as
part of the National Urban Policy, and only fund state and
local infrastructure and development requests that comply
with this directive;
improve consideration of foreign ownership of our
agricultural land and water …
…
maintain current funding levels for the Biodiversity Fund,
Carbon Farming Initiative and Caring for Our Country …
identify appropriate mechanisms for paying farmers for the
restoration and maintenance of ecosystem services …
instigate long-term, bioregional regional scale monitoring of
landscape health …

And importantly, as applies to this bill:
establish an independent national biosecurity authority and
biosecurity commission, funded at $10 million a year, to
provide statutory, science-based and transparent coordination
and oversight to keep Australia free of exotic pests and
diseases …

With the increase in the global movement of people and
goods, and with the onset of climate change, we need to
increase our efforts to protect our borders from
biosecurity pests and diseases. That is in order to
protect our disease-free status, the health of our native
plants and animals, and our agricultural industry. As
Christine Milne has remarked correctly:
Biosecurity is to the environment and the food industry what
defence is to the nation.

In a statement made at the launch of a biosecurity
authority, Milne also said:
In the past few years we’ve seen myrtle rust and the Asian
honey bee get through our biosecurity shield infecting native
plants and threatening agriculture.
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At the same time —

the former government —
has given the go-ahead for imports of pineapples from
Malaysia which potentially carry heart rot and Fijian gin with
its burrowing nematode, and is considering allowing in
potatoes from New Zealand which carry the pest insect the
tomato-potato psyllid.
That’s why there is a high level of —

concern —
… with current biosecurity measures and it’s why the Greens
are proposing a new independent approach which values the
expertise in this area and focuses on the science.
This structure to protect Australia’s biosecurity was
recommended by Roger Beale in 2008 in his review of the
nation’s biosecurity …

The Labor government said it would implement this,
but it never did. The Greens would move to implement
the key findings of the Beale review, which would
include:
An independent biosecurity authority … supported by a
national biosecurity commission which will include a panel of
biosecurity experts who would decide how to protect
Australia from new pests and diseases; and
A national biosecurity authority that would have the
day-to-day management responsibilities and advise the
commission.

This —
… would cost $5–$10 million annually, on top of money
redirected from the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Forests that is currently being used for biosecurity outcomes.

We take this issue very seriously, and that is why we
support the bill and have announced those measures at a
national level. We have considered the reasoned
amendment moved by Mr Lenders and have decided
that we will support it.
What has been happening in the Goulburn Valley with
the farmers and fruit growers losing markets for their
fruit is a serious issue, and it has been distressing for
most Victorians to watch. I will not repeat the reasons
that have already been put forward by Mr Lenders and
Mr Scheffer as to why this money needs to be made
available to assist those fruit growers, but the Greens
accept those reasons. Notwithstanding Mr Ramsay
saying in his contribution that other measures are in
place, I still think extra money from the Treasurer’s
advance would go a long way to assisting those fruit
growers and also preventing and minimising any
biosecurity threat.

PLANT BIOSECURITY AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Tuesday, 17 September 2013

COUNCIL

2861

With those few words, Acting President, the Greens
will support the bill.

alleviate the financial circumstances of those particular
growers.

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
great deal of pleasure in speaking on the Plant
Biosecurity Amendment Bill 2013, and I wish to ask
the chamber to reflect upon journeys into Melbourne
Airport. Years ago the flight attendant used to go down
the aisle with a spray can as you flew in from an
international location. People thought this was quaint.
Some people laughed; some people thought, ‘How
bizarre’; others said how extraordinary it was to come
into a country and be sprayed with something like
Mortein, or whatever it was, before landing. However,
this is a really important lesson. We live on an island
that has been relatively free of disease. Many members
here have spoken about diseases in their contributions
to the debate tonight: Mr Ramsay, Ms Pennicuik and
Mr Scheffer, in particular, outlined a number of
diseases and pests that we have largely been able to
contain in this country.

Mr Lenders made a speech tonight that even
Mr Scheffer said was a passionate speech. I have to say
I think he doth protest too much, because I think we all
agree that the fruit growers in the Goulburn Valley are
under enormous stress, and we all have huge sympathy
for them. But in his contribution Mr Lenders used the
growers of the Goulburn Valley to such an extent for
political reasons that it took away from the value of his
contribution and the importance of what this bill is all
about.
Of all the speakers in this debate only Mr Ramsay has
provided a well-measured, well-thought-through
contribution. He has the most experience in this area of
all of us in this chamber; he knows exactly what he was
speaking about and the heartache that the farmers have
experienced, as well as the rationale behind the bill and
its importance as we move forward.

It is no accident that our borders are difficult to cross. It
is no accident that we have a look at the fruit coming in
from New Zealand, it is no accident that we inspect the
packages that are brought in from other countries and it
is no accident that we must now look at biosecurity,
because biosecurity is going to be the challenge of this
century. The biosecurity of food will be a really
important issue for this country. We sit on the edge of
Asia; we are part of Asia. It is important that we think
about how we feed not only ourselves but also those on
our doorstep. It is a huge responsibility, and we have to
get it right. The Plant Biosecurity Amendment Bill goes
some way to discussing and putting in place the
framework that will protect our vital industries into the
future.

I would like to put on the record that I checked the
Australian census material for Southern Metropolitan
Region. In Mr Lenders’s seat of Southern Metropolitan
Region, which I share, there are only 840 people
employed in primary industries. They are employed in
agricultural, forestry and fishing jobs, which are all
vitally important, but in comparison with the rest of the
state it is a very small number indeed. However,
$2.6 billion comes to this state and the national
economy from industries like horticulture, with
Victorian horticulture exports valued at $479 million,
so this impacts on the constituents of Southern
Metropolitan Region. Agriculture is a really important
aspect of our economy, and it is imperative that it be
kept safe.

I was extremely interested to hear Mr Lenders’s
contribution and particularly to read his reasoned
amendment, which talks about the Treasurer’s advance.
Given Mr Lenders was Treasurer, it would have been
particularly interesting and enlightening if he had told
us how he used the Treasurer’s advance. Which fire,
pestilence, flood or whatever else he mentioned did he
use it for? How did he help the growers? What did he
do?

Before I conclude I would like to talk about the changes
made by the bill. Agriculture is an important sector of
our economy, and the amended Plant Biosecurity Act
will help protect the industry from pests and diseases. It
will do this by allowing the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries to compel a
landowner to take action to prevent pests and diseases
from spreading to neighbouring properties when their
property is infested. If a landowner does not take action,
the amended act will allow for the department to step in
and take the necessary action to contain the threat and
stop it spreading to neighbouring properties. The
amended act will allow the department to recoup the
cost from the landowner, at the minister’s discretion.
The costs of compliance can be high, however, and
some landowners may struggle to pay. Consequently
this bill amends the act to allow the charge to be placed
on the land. This applies only in the case of failure to

I too have a number of friends in Mildura, and I
watched with heartbreak during the Labor government
years as the fields of table grapes were ploughed under.
Acres and acres of table grapes — acres and acres of
hard work. Citrus fruit trees are also ploughed under on
a regular basis. I would like to know how much of the
money that Mr Lenders presided over was used to
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comply under just three sections of the act. The minister
also said during his second-reading speech that this
measure is the final step, meaning that landowners have
ample opportunity to pay the debt before this occurs.

The response from Mr Walsh on behalf of the Napthine
Liberal-Nationals government was:

The coalition will not be supporting the reasoned
amendment moved by Mr Lenders. I would like to
conclude by saying that the bill ensures that the
department can still act to protect the Victorian primary
industry from biosecurity threats. It can recover those
costs it incurs from landowners, and if the landowner is
unable to pay, it ensures that those costs are able to be
recouped when the property is sold by placing a charge
over the land. I commend the bill to the house.

So there! Anyone who imagined that the role of
government encompasses providing assistance when
growers most need it would be left in no doubt
whatsoever that they were totally wrong and that the
growers are totally on their own. Clearly the federal
Liberal member for Murray has come to the same
conclusion, as outlined in her letter to the editor of
22 July in which she states:

Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I rise to support
the remarks made by the Leader of the Opposition to
the debate on the Plant Biosecurity Amendment Bill
2013 and to support his reasoned amendment. Victorian
Labor believes the government should support growers
in their request for funding for fruit tree removal. As
one of two Labor representatives representing Northern
Victoria Region in this place, I agree with Victorian
Labor’s position that the government should provide
support to growers in this way.
It is a matter of great regret that the three government
members in this place who purport to represent
Northern Victoria Region — one from The Nationals
and two from the Liberal Party — are not going to
support the call from growers and have not lifted a
finger to advocate for growers who for a long time have
been calling for funding for fruit tree removal. But do
not only take our word for it. I refer to an article
published in the Shepparton News of 26 July which
states:
Victorian agriculture minister Peter Walsh’s decision not to
provide urgent funds for fruit tree removal is
‘unconscionable’ …

The federal Liberal member for Murray was reported as
making these remarks during a visit to Mooroopna with
the former federal agriculture minister, Joel Fitzgibbon.
The article further states:
Dr Stone took aim at Mr Walsh during a visit to a Mooroopna
orchard with federal agriculture minister Joel Fitzgibbon.
‘Peter Walsh was himself a tomato grower. He was himself a
director of SPC Ardmona — he knows what’s at stake’,
Dr Stone said.
‘For God’s sake, we’ve only got about a week left to really
give these farmers the capacity to save the rest of the orchard
industry in this area. I can’t work it out why a minister of his
background would simply say, “I don’t do tree pulls”.’

Those are some remarks from Dr Sharman Stone.

‘In Victoria it is the responsibility of landowners to manage
any biosecurity issues on their own properties’ …

This is where a state government would normally step in,
knowing that the pending plant and pest disease disaster is a
regional issue affecting domestic and export fruit status. It
should be like the state response to an anthrax outbreak, or the
fire blight scare many years ago. Instead, state agriculture
minister Peter Walsh persists in repeatedly saying no to the
pleadings of the industry, the VFF and anyone else who is
dumbfounded by the refusal to assist.

It did not make any difference when Premier Napthine
visited. That resulted in reports to the effect of ‘still no
money’, as the no response from Minister Walsh was
added to by the Premier’s refusal to help.
In contrast to what I have just said, at this point I want
to acknowledge the very real support that has been
extended to growers across the region, including
through media organisations. The Shepparton News has
been consistent in giving voice to the needs and calls
for assistance from growers, as has the Cobram
Courier, which amongst other things reported on
7 August:
Let’s all unite and make a stand.
Our growers are calling for $3 million to help pull their trees
and spray their trees to avoid a very real biosecurity threat.
On our website is a copy of the letter which we encourage
readers to send on to federal and state ministers.

The article goes on to explain how to do that.
As well as that, the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF)
has been very strong in its mass appeal for urgent help,
which was described in the Australian of 22 August as:
In a Dunkirk-like rescue call, the VFF wants livestock and
grain farmers who can spare the time to bring equipment such
as front-end loaders and bulldozers to assist struggling fruit
growers who cannot afford to pay contractors for fruit tree
removal.
The unprecedented request follows the refusal of the state
government to fund the cost of removing excess trees, in the
wake of a decision by the Shepparton-based SPC cannery in
April to slash the apricot and peach supply contracts of more
than 100 local growers.
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And that is in just one part of the region. The article
also states that VFF president Peter Tuohey said that he
would like this issue:
… dealt with in a compassionate and sensitive manner, which
is why we are organising farmer volunteers to help clear
unwanted trees on properties where fruit growers cannot
afford to pay for their removal’.

Compassionate and sensitive are certainly not
descriptions you could apply to the response of the
Napthine Liberal-Nationals government, and that is
why I am supporting, and Victorian Labor is
supporting, this reasoned amendment. It is also why
members on the other side of this house who purport to
represent northern Victoria should also support the
reasoned amendment.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise and make a contribution to the debate on
the Plant Biosecurity Amendment Bill 2013. The
opposition is not opposing this bill, and I am speaking
in support of Mr Lenders’s reasoned amendment. Like
Ms Broad, the Goulburn Valley is part of my electorate
of Northern Victoria Region.
We are shocked at the lack of action by the
Liberal-Nationals government to support the orchardists
who are having such a tough time and facing
devastation. Many orchardists have lost their
orchards — they have pulled up and burnt their trees.
Even though we have had support from people like
Sharman Stone, from the Victorian Farmers Federation
(VFF) and a range of other organisations involved in
agriculture which have come to Shepparton and
assisted the orchardists, we have not had any support
from the Liberal-Nationals government. It is damning
that government members who, like Ms Broad and me,
represent Northern Victoria Region are not making
contributions to this debate. They should be standing up
in this chamber to say why they either support or do not
support the call for funds to assist our orchardists in this
dire time.
This is a real biosecurity issue. We are facing potential
disaster if something is not done soon or, rather, now.
The problem with disease is that it happens now — not
in November, as Mr Walsh has said — while the trees
are budding. This is the time these trees need to be
sprayed. This is the time orchardists need to take
control of various pests, moulds and insects. This is the
time that it needs to be done, not in a couple of months.
It is very real, and it is happening now.
When we were in government we certainly supported
our farming sector during times of disaster. Those
disastrous times also affected northern Victoria. We

2863

had locust plagues, animal diseases and threats from
imported pests, and we had a very clear biodiversity
strategy. I do not think people realise how much the
SPC cannery decisions are impacting on jobs and on
the industry in the Goulburn Valley in northern
Victoria.
There is the loss of jobs and livelihoods. We know that
in the country everything is related to everything else. If
the farmers are not making money, they are not
employing people. The canneries are not employing
people. People do not have money to spend in the town.
The businesses are not flourishing. It is devastating for
the whole community — not just economically, but
also socially. This is a very real issue. I strongly support
the reasoned amendment. This Liberal-National
government needs to do something about putting
money behind our orchardists in the Goulburn Valley
and coming to their support.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to support
Mr Lenders’s reasoned amendment. As Mr Lenders
indicated, the opposition is supporting the legislation. In
doing so, however — and this is reflected in
Mr Lenders’s reasoned amendment — we have been
raising matters of serious concern for farmers in the
Goulburn Valley who have been devastated by changes
in the marketplace that are directly affecting them and
their families. As Ms Darveniza and Ms Broad have
just pointed out, this is having a substantial and
wide-ranging impact on the region, particularly in the
town of Shepparton.
In the course of the government’s defence and in the
process of criticising Mr Lenders’s reasoned
amendment, Mr Ramsay chose to make some arrogant
criticisms of Mr Lenders and me — and it is very
difficult to understand the basis of this opposition. The
reasoned amendment is a perfectly modest and
reasonable position and was put with a degree of
passion, which Mrs Coote wanted to dismiss. The
suggestion was that we know nothing about agriculture.
The arrogance comes from members of the squatter
class of the Western District Liberal Party; that is its
source. The reason is that those people do not accept
that small-scale dairy farmers from Gippsland, which is
where Mr Lenders and I come from, could possibly
know anything about agriculture.
The reason those opposite make such suggestions is
that they believe farming is about riding around on your
thoroughbred horse and inspecting the work of the staff
you employ across your spread. That is what they
believe. They believe farming involves riding around
on your bay mare with your moleskins on, with your
hat and your riding crop, checking on how the staff are
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going. What Mr Ramsay needs to understand is that
some of us come from a background in farming that
involves getting up at 5 o’clock in the morning and
milking 110 cows in a walk-through dairy, then going
home and having some breakfast followed by going out
and either laying 100-odd irrigation pipes to irrigate in
the summertime or doing the harrowing, doing the
slashing, putting out the silage or putting out the hay.
That is what some of us do. That is what some of us did
in our childhood and through our teens.
Mr Ramsay thinks that knowing about agriculture
comes from an entirely different experience. I put to
him, the Liberal Party and the government that before
they start arrogantly attacking people from other
positions and backgrounds for apparently knowing
nothing about agriculture, they should do some
research. They will find that Mr Lenders and I have
milked far more cows than anyone from The Nationals
in this place — certainly more than Mr Hall, who told
us that he once milked a house cow.
I advise those on the other side of the chamber not to
come into this place and start lecturing members of the
Labor Party on farming or suggesting that they know
more about agriculture or rural life than Mr Lenders
and me, or anyone else in here. They need to do their
research. They will find out that I have spent much of
my life in Gippsland. I am proud of Gippsland. I will let
Gippslanders know that the view of people on the other
side of this house is that unless you are from the
squatter class, you cannot possibly know about
farming. That is what Gippslanders are going to find
out from this debate.
Mr Lenders believes that it is part of his job as both the
shadow Minister for Agriculture and Food Security and
as a representative of people in Victoria to stand up for
the people in the Goulburn Valley who have been so
devastated by the current situation. All he has done is
ask for this government to put up a small amount of
money through the Treasurer’s advance to help those
people out, but the government, including The
Nationals and the squatters from the Western District of
Victoria, are going to knock that out.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I will try to be brief in reply.
Ms Pennicuik asked a very reasonable question. I want
to respond to that first. She asked whether there is a
backlog of debt owing because of the provisions of this
legislation. The answer is no, there is not. As I
understand it, there is no debt owing. Why then, one
might ask, do we take these measures? I am advised
that if a debt were to accrue, the only recourse would be
to take that person to court. Going to court is deemed to
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be a more traumatic experience than having a charge
assigned to the property value. That is the answer to
that particular question.
I want to respond to the reasoned amendment moved by
Mr Lenders. I am going to ignore the gratuitous
comments he made about the Flinders Street station
design. He tried to make all sorts of irrelevant
comparisons between the possible uses of funds
available to the government. I am also going to ignore
Mr Viney’s comments about agricultural credentials. I
do not think it serves any purpose to try to argue that
some people in this house have greater credentials than
others in terms of agricultural experience.
What I find intriguing about the reasoned amendment
moved by Mr Lenders is that the wording is different
from that moved by the Labor Party in the Legislative
Assembly. The first question I ask is: why is it
different?
Mr Lenders — Different clerks gave different
advice — good advice.
Hon. P. R. HALL — It is interesting that there is a
significant difference between the reasoned amendment
moved in the Assembly and the reasoned amendment
moved by Mr Lenders here in terms of both the
direction that the Treasurer’s advance should be used
and the sum assigned. The difference suggests to me
that the opposition is making things up on the run.
It is perfectly valid for an opposition to call on a
government to provide funding or support for a
worthwhile cause; for example, every night in the
adjournment debate members ask for support for
worthwhile causes. However, I think it is a bit rich for
Mr Lenders, who is an experienced politician, to play
politics with a high hand tonight by moving this
reasoned amendment and combining it with the
legitimate call for support of the bill. If both the
opposition and the Greens support the legislation, they
should just support it and then come back here
tomorrow to argue their case for the special needs or
circumstances of a particular group of people in their
electorates or in Victoria broadly, but to tie the two
together is not really logical.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — That is why you are going to
tie it to a reasoned amendment?
Mr Lenders — Because you filibuster it so you do
not vote.
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Hon. P. R. HALL — That is the process,
Mr Lenders. As I said, every night in the adjournment
debate Mr Lenders and others are adamant in their calls
for funding for particular purposes. That is the way that
cause should be advanced here, not by tying it to a
reasoned amendment.
My last point is that I am advised that just today SPC
Ardmona has renewed a few contracts with peach
growers, which is a positive sign. It is a very good thing
and perhaps a portent of things to come. If indeed
people are being funded to take out crops and there is a
renewal of the market for those crops, all those things
need to be taken into consideration as well.
For those reasons, we think the reasoned amendment is
more about politics than good legislation. I am pleased
that both the Labor Party and the Greens will support
the legislation. We are not convinced that the reasoned
amendment is a legitimate call; it is a political call. I
understand the politics of it, but it is not good
legislation. That is why we will not support it.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Melhem, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Millar, Mrs
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Pairs
Barber, Mr
Eideh, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Kronberg, Mrs
Ondarchie, Mr
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Third reading
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank members for their support of the legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

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

Port of Hastings development
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the attention of the Minister
for Ports. It relates to the increase in freight movement
that will come from the government’s plans for the
expansion of the port of Hastings. Currently the port of
Melbourne handles more than 2.5 million 20-foot
equivalent units annually, and this number is expected
to quadruple in the next 25 years. I note that the
coalition government plans to develop the port of
Hastings to take much of this increased freight
movement; however, this will mean rail freight on the
Dandenong rail corridor will substantially increase.
I am pleased that the Leader of the Government is in
the house, because he may know that in his electorate
and mine the railway crossings at Koornang Road,
Grange Road, Murrumbeena Road and Poath Road,
which are located in the suburbs of Carnegie and
Murrumbeena, are the only northern access points for
people in Bentleigh and East Bentleigh to cross the
Dandenong rail line. At the moment 241 trains travel
through those level crossings each day. This means that
the boom gates, according to the RACV, are down for
30 minutes in the hour at peak hour.
The action I seek from the minister to that he provide
information to community groups along the Dandenong
rail line as to how many extra freight trains will travel
through the level crossings in this area. At the moment
six freight trains go from Maryvale to Victoria Docks.
Three carry crushed rock from that area to Westall and
there are trains that come on to the line at Caulfield
carrying steel from Hastings. People who have long
memories will remember the briquette trains that used
to rattle through in the dead of the night to the Newport
power station for much of the 1960s and 1970s. The
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question now is how much extra freight will be carried
on the Dandenong line to cater for the government’s
plans for the port of Hastings.

they could only assume from that that the mother had
been dropped previous to that incident. She had no
obvious breaks but her intestines were just pulp.

The action I seek from the minister is that he meet with
the community to outline the number of containers,
because it is not clear in any of the government’s
programs how many containers there will be. There is a
real issue with freight trains adding to the
241 passenger trains already travelling on that line and
what that will mean for vehicles travelling from
Bentleigh and East Bentleigh seeking to go north. How
long will those boom gates be down? Will the minister
outline to our community — Mr Davis’s community
and mine — exactly what this will mean and how long
those boom gates will be down, blocking access from
Bentleigh and East Bentleigh to the north?

Another wildlife volunteer, Jill Rowley, said:

Koala protection
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change. It relates to the
plight of koalas that have been living in commercial
blue gum plantations in south-west Victoria, as raised
in the ABC’s 7.30 Report on 22 July 2013. I am relying
on the transcript of that program, which reported that
ironically the blue gum plantations that are now part of
failed management investment schemes have become
places of refuge for koalas as their natural habitat
dwindles, but as the plantations are harvested the native
animals face deadly threats. The plantations are turning
out to be temporary and dangerous homes as the koalas
often suffer serious injury and even death when the
timber is harvested.

I am aware that in that particular location there was 21 koalas
killed. Fourteen of those I actually … had to euthanize.

We have a problem in these plantations in south-west
Victoria, and my request to the minister is that he direct
resources to the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries to enable more intensive monitoring
of the numbers of koalas present in commercial
plantations and ensure that none are injured or killed
when plantations are harvested. While it is difficult to
relocate koalas, I ask that the minister investigate
alternative locations for koalas that have been displaced
by harvesting of these commercial timber plantations to
ensure that no more koalas are killed or injured during
harvesting and that the koalas living in the plantations
are relocated.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! I seek clarification from Ms Pennicuik as to the
name of the organisation or foundation she alluded to in
the very first part of her adjournment matter. I think she
said something about a foundation. The minister is
having trouble understanding exactly which one it was.
Ms PENNICUIK — Blue gum plantations.

SEDA arts program

Tracey Wilson, a wildlife volunteer from Koroit, said:

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — How nice
it is to see you in the chair, Acting President. My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills, Mr Hall. It is to do with
two wonderful organisations that have come together in
a really special way. Last week I was able to go to Port
Philip Specialist School and join the acting principal,
Juliet Cooper, and the CEO of an organisation called
SEDA to watch a fabulous program. I know Minister
Hall has spoken in this chamber on many occasions
about the Victorian certificate of applied learning
programs and programs for young students finding their
way into the world with vocations that are going to lead
them into careers in the future. This was a firsthand
experience of exactly that.

You’d only get a call for an injured koala if one of the guys
on site didn’t think it was right.

In a brochure entitled Report to Schools and
Communities, the CEO of SEDA, Dominic Cato, says:

As reported on the program, it was workers with
logging and timber companies worried by what they
had witnessed who blew the whistle, anonymously for
fear of losing their jobs, about koalas that had been hurt
in the process of harvesting the blue gum plantations.
One of the workers said that it was pretty much a daily
occurrence, sometimes a couple every hour, sometimes
just one a day. They said:
You’d normally come across them on the ground already
dead or pretty badly injured.

She went on to say that koalas would be brought in
with broken limbs, impact wounds, broken backs and
severed arms. There were dead mothers with joeys who
were still alive, trying to survive. She had one
500-gram joey that had two healed broken arms, so

When we reflect on our own educational or learning
experiences, it is fair to say that we learn best when we are
truly engaged or passionate about what is being taught. SEDA
delivers quality learning experiences the students because we
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capture their passion and build a full and engaging curriculum
into the learning experience.

The mission statement of the Port Philip Specialist
School states:
PPSS is committed to values of professional excellence,
cooperation and respect. Our school embraces diversity
within a creative, accepting, flexible and positive
environment.
We actively work with all students to develop capabilities in
communication and independence, to the best of student
abilities.

I witnessed these two fabulous groups coming together.
The children with a disability at Port Philip Specialist
School were in the hydrotherapy pool with the students
from SEDA. The students from SEDA were doing a
component of their diploma course, and they were
doing this work with the children who had special
learning needs. They were all in the pool together, and
there were happy smiles and sounds of excitement
coming from both the older students and the young
ones. It was very interesting to learn from speaking to
the students that none of them had ever, in their wildest
dreams, thought they would be dealing with children
with a disability. They did not know children with a
disability, and it was the first opportunity they had ever
had to work with them. They could see that the
one-on-one work they were doing as a component of
their own studies was helping the small children really
progress in leaps and bounds. It was just a terrific
experience.
Port Philip Specialist School is renowned for its artistic
programs. It puts on some excellent concerts and
programs during the year, and I have been pleased to be
able to attend many in the past. It was therefore
extremely pleasing to speak to Dominic Cato and to
hear that SEDA is going to expand its programs into the
arts area for children with a disability. The action I am
seeking from the minister is for him to encourage
SEDA to discuss its proposal regarding the arts and
disabilities with the correct officers in his department. I
have to say this is a win-win situation. We are seeing
young people learning a vocation for the future and
their careers and young children learning a lot about
life.

Calder Park Drive bridge
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Roads, Terry Mulder. It regards a recent damning
report released by Victoria’s Auditor-General, and the
action I seek is for the minister to provide funding for
the final stage of the Calder Park Drive project and for
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the implementation of a statewide plan to improve
infrastructure in growth areas like Hume, Melton and
Wyndham.
The Auditor-General’s report titled Developing
Transport Infrastructure and Services for Population
Growth Areas has revealed that the Napthine Liberal
government has no statewide plan to improve transport
infrastructure in growth areas. It has also found that
between $1.9 billion and $2.5 billion in extra funding is
needed to address longstanding road infrastructure
needs in growth areas in Melbourne’s western suburbs.
When the new suburbs of Caroline Springs, Taylors
Hill and Burnside were developed, it was assumed that
there would be two major roads to connect to the
Calder Freeway and the Western Highway — namely,
Caroline Springs Boulevard and Calder Park Drive.
I note that Caroline Springs Boulevard has been
completed. Calder Park Drive is nearly complete;
indeed it has been nearly complete for the last two
years. We are still awaiting the connecting bridge over
Kororoit Creek, and I believe the cost of completing
this project is less than $3 million. There is a pattern of
delay and carelessness when it comes to this
government and Melbourne’s western growth corridor.
Caroline Springs station, as I have already made clear
to this chamber, remains on indefinite hold. Could it be
that unlike the $8 billion east–west link these
much-needed infrastructure projects are not on the
agenda simply because there are not as many votes up
for grabs in the west?
I call on the minister to provide funding for this vital
bridge so that residents can have an alternative point of
access to these suburbs and congestion is reduced on
Caroline Springs Boulevard. I further call on the
minister to implement a statewide plan to improve
infrastructure in growth areas like the Hume, Melton
and Wyndham municipalities to provide a forward
vision for infrastructure in the west.

Heygarth–Hare streets, Echuca
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads, Terry
Mulder, and the matter I raise concerns the intersection
of Heygarth and Hare streets in Echuca. I have recently
inspected this notorious intersection and have seen
firsthand just how dangerous it is. Earlier this year
Campaspe Shire Council was presented with a petition
bearing 1192 signatures from Murray Human Services
(MHS) clients requesting that the intersection be
upgraded. The initiative was sparked by the group’s
regular visits to the Campaspe library.
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From Percy Street, the group goes to the library each
week but must cross Heygarth Street, coming from
Hare Street, to get there. Murray Human Services staff
member Ms Bryce said it takes a long time to cross the
intersection and that the group has discussed what they
could do about it. She told the Riverine Herald:
If I’m scared to cross it (Heygarth and High street
intersection), how do the clients feel about it?

MHS client Matai Spencer said the intersection was
dangerous for people in wheelchairs, children and the
elderly. The Riverine Herald has reported:
Last May, the Riv reported that VicRoads, who owns and
maintains Heygarth Street, had no plans to upgrade the
intersection.
At the time, VicRoads northern Victoria regional manager
Mal Kersting said the roads authority had discussed the
operation of the road network with Campaspe shire and
would continue discussions about the Heygarth Street
intersection and others as needed.

The specific action I seek from the minister is that he
urgently investigate ways of improving pedestrian
safety at the intersection and also see that funding be
allocated for the upgrade of the intersection of Heygarth
and Hare streets in Echuca in the 2014 budget.
VicRoads has previously nominated the crossing for an
upgrade, but the state government to date has refused to
fund it. Now, with an increase in pedestrian traffic from
the new Labor-funded library and the reopening of the
American Hotel, there is more foot traffic in the area,
and the need for an upgrade is even greater.

Victorian Virtual Learning Network
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Technology, Mr Rich-Phillips, concerning the
minister’s recent announcement of funding for the
Victorian Virtual Learning Network, led by Bendigo
Senior Secondary College. The college has received
funding in round 2 of the coalition government’s
Broadband-Enabled Innovation Program to use
high-capacity broadband to deliver Victorian certificate
of education subjects online to students who might not
be able to access those subjects in their own schools.
The action I seek is that the minister answer two
questions. What high-capacity connection is required
for this project, and what are the technical details of the
connection?
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raised by Ms Mikakos on 12 June, one raised by
Ms Pulford on 26 June and one raised by Ms Hartland
on 21 August.
I have received a number of adjournment matters this
evening as well — six in fact. The one from
Mr Lenders concerned freight and the coalition’s plan
for the upgrade of the port of Hastings, which I think
was part of the previous government’s policy for some
while as well, although I do not think that is the case
now. Mr Lenders drew attention to a number of railway
crossings and made a point about level crossings and
freight movements in conjunction with passenger
movements and the impact of boom gates being down
when there is extra freight being carried on the rail line
to Dandenong. I also recall the previous government
had, from memory, a triplication plan for the
Dandenong line which it dumped; I put that on the
record.
I note that the member sought information on how
much extra freight and the number of trains that will go
on the line. I obviously do not have those details to
hand, but I will faithfully pass the matter to the Minister
for Ports. I note, however, that there has been a change
of heart by the opposition in response to the Hastings
proposals relative to when it was in government.
Ms Pennicuik raised a matter for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change relating to blue gum
plantations, principally in the west of the state, the link
to managed investment schemes and the risk to koalas
as this timber is harvested. I note that Ms Pennicuik
asked the minister to allocate resources to protect these
koalas, and I will faithfully pass those requests to the
minister in question.

Responses

Mrs Coote raised a matter for the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills concerning Port Phillip Specialist
School and SEDA, and I note she met with the SEDA
CEO and talked about the Victorian certificate of
applied learning programs, the hydrotherapy pool, the
diploma courses and the special learning needs of some
of the children in these joint programs. The action she
sought was for the minister to encourage SEDA to
approach the right people in the relevant department,
and I am sure that the minister would be prepared to do
so. I note the important story she related, the
encouragement she provides to Port Phillip Specialist
School and the links that are created through the
training programs on the one hand and the assistance
provided to those with special needs on the other.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
four written responses to adjournment matters: one
raised by Mr Jennings on 28 November 2012, one

Mr Melhem raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
relating to a recent Auditor-General’s report. He singled
out Calder Park Drive and sought action on that,
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indicating that the changes to complete the bridge there
are not yet complete. I note the previous government
was in power for 11 years, and in that time it chose not
to complete Calder Park Drive. I note the late
conversion of Mr Melhem to these matters, but I will
nonetheless faithfully pass that to the relevant minister.
I have also received an adjournment matter from
Ms Darveniza for the Minister for Roads which
concerns the intersection of Hare Street and Heygarth
Street in Echuca. She listed that as a dangerous
intersection and noted a petition provided and a number
of groups walking and moving in and around Echuca
near the Campaspe library. I can indicate to her that the
Riverine Herald is a very good paper. The intersection
she referred to represents a matter I will pass on to the
minister for his investigation. I note that she is seeking
a funding allocation; I also note she has been a member
for this region for a long period, and I do not recall her
raising it once in the long, dark years of Labor’s
administration.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the Minister for
Technology concerning the virtual learning network,
particularly the role of Bendigo Senior Secondary
College. I am familiar with this very important project,
and I welcome him raising this matter. I note — and
this is a matter I will pass to the minister — that
Mr Somyurek specifically sought information about
students studying online and what particular capacity
the connections involved in the program have. I will
pass all these matters to the relevant ministers.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.25 p.m.
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