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ROYAL ASSENT
Tuesday, 5 February 2013

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 5 February 2013
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 18 December
2012 to:
Climate Change and Environment Protection
Amendment Act 2012
Commission for Children and Young People Act
2012
Criminal Organisations Control Act 2012
Fire Services Levy Monitor Act 2012
Integrity and Accountability Legislation
Amendment Act 2012
Justice Legislation Amendment (Family Violence
and Other Matters) Act 2012
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Amendment Act 2012
Protected Disclosure Act 2012
Tobacco Amendment (Shopper Loyalty Schemes)
Act 2012.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Health: conduct
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Welcome back, everyone. My question is to the Leader
of the Government, who is the Minister for Health. On
the last sitting day of 2012 the minister was asked
whether he had always used his additional ministerial
resources in line with the ministerial code of conduct.
He said that he had always endeavoured to comply.
Two months have passed since that question time, and
having had time to reflect on his answer my question is:
does the minister stand by it, or would he like to be
more definitive?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
I was definitive, and I stand by my answer.
Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Within 24 hours of the minister being asked that
question in the house, his chief of staff resigned. Was
there any connection between the question asked of the
minister in this place and the resignation of his chief of
staff?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Of
course not. My chief of staff had a serious illness, and I
take offence at that point.

Vocational education and training: registered
training organisations
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question — —
Mr Tee — I saw you in the paper.
Mrs PEULICH — A little bit of attention only
serves to invigorate me, Mr Tee.
Mr Leane — Who was that person?
Mrs PEULICH — It was the networkers, I think.
My question is directed to Mr Hall, the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills, and I ask: can the minister
provide the house with the number of training
organisations contracted to deliver
government-subsidised training in 2013?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mrs Peulich for her question and
for her obvious interest in this particular matter. Each
year the department contracts with a number of
registered training organisations (RTOs) to deliver
government-subsidised training. Expressions of interest
for 2013 were invited from registered training
organisations on 19 October 2012. They closed on
21 November, at which time 601 organisations had
expressed an interest in a contract to deliver
government-subsidised training; 126 of those were
Adult, Community and Further Education (ACFE)
Board providers. As a process the department makes an
assessment under certain criteria about the suitability of
the RTOs to deliver government-subsidised training.
Part of that assessment is based upon their registration,
which they must have with either the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority or the
Australian Skills and Quality Authority, and also
matters like the financial viability of those institutions.
Part of the approach taken by the Baillieu government
is to ensure, so much as it possibly can, that issues
surrounding quality and financial sustainability are
minimised. For all expressions of interest, organisations
are required to lodge relevant financial and related
documentation, including two years of accounts audited
by an auditor registered with the Australian Securities
and Investments Commission. We make no apologies
for strengthening those particular provisions to make
sure that the registered training organisations contracted
demonstrate their ability to continue to deliver that
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training product to the satisfaction of the government
and also to the people concerned.
I can advise the house that, of those 601 applications,
368 have been successful in being approved for a
contract to deliver government-subsidised training. A
number of organisations — around 250 — were
requested to provide further information because the
information was not fully provided to the government
at the outset. I am advised that 65 of the 601 applicants
did not meet the required standards for the delivery of
government-subsidised training and therefore were not
offered a contract. At this point in time 250 of those
organisations, some of which are ACFE providers, are
in limbo, and there has been some concern expressed
by some ACFE providers that the department has not
acted in a timely way. That is absolutely not the case;
the department has acted appropriately in this case. Of
the 128 ACFE providers, 81 — or two-thirds — have
been offered a contract, from 41 we are seeking further
information as to their suitability for a contract and
4 ACFE providers have been deemed unsuitable,
having not met the standards to deliver such a contract.
I am pleased that a number of organisations — 368 so
far — have been approved to deliver
government-subsidised training programs this year. I
might also add that in 2011 the number of registered
training organisations was of the order of 600. In 2012,
when the government began to apply stronger
standards, that figure dropped to around 500, and this
year I expect there will be significantly fewer than that.
This is part of the Baillieu government’s commitment
to strengthening the financial viability and quality of
training delivered by RTOs in Victoria.

Bendigo Hospital: construction
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. As the
minister is aware, his government’s decision to apply
the code of practice for the building and construction
industry to Bendigo Hospital has been subject to the
consideration of the Federal Court. Given that the code
was introduced by his government in July 2012, can the
minister tell the house when the decision was made to
apply the code to the hospital project?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member will understand the importance of Bendigo
Hospital, and he will understand the history of this
project. His government advocated for a small
$528 million hospital, and our government — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You did not actually build
one. You had 11 years, and you did not build one. You
planned to build one. You planned to build a small
hospital. You planned after 11 years to build a small
hospital, and we are going to build a larger one —
$102 million larger at $630 million.
The expression of interest documents that went out
prior to the period the member nominated reflected the
forthcoming code in some detail, and I make the point
that the government understands the importance of the
code and of construction industry costs. I also make the
point that obviously there is a live tender process in
operation now.
I can indicate to the chamber that in mid-January the
government went to a best and final offer (BAFO)
process between two tenderers. Two tender bids came
in, they were assessed in detail and on recommendation
from my department we proceeded to a best and final
offer process for the two tender groups. Four groups
had initially provided expressions of interest. We did
that because we want to drive the very best value for
the people of Bendigo and northern Victoria; we want
the very best outcome. This hospital will be in
operation for decades to come — for half a century to
come — and we want to provide the very best outcome
in terms of scale and functioning of the hospital. I can
indicate very clearly that we are determined to drive
that value for the community of northern Victoria and
Bendigo.
The tender process has probity attached directly to it. I
am responsible for ensuring that the probity process is
adhered to, and I will adhere to that probity. I will
ensure that the process is fair and that tenderers are able
to put forward their very best offer in a competitive
environment. The assessments will be made by my
department and the respective steering committees, and
those committees will come forward with a
recommendation. That recommendation will be
considered by government in the normal way and in the
way public-private partnership processes work.
The Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre was able
to deliver a very good and profitable outcome for the
people of Victoria. That process is in train, with an
enormous construction project worth more than
$1 billion.
If you look around the state, you can see the following
construction projects: Box Hill Hospital, with an
investment of $447 million, delivering 1300 jobs;
Bendigo will deliver 735 jobs when the project is
operational; Monash Children’s, over 700 jobs; the
Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital, around 400 jobs;

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 February 2013

COUNCIL

Geelong Hospital, a $93 million project, will deliver
211 jobs; the Ballarat Base Hospital, 129 jobs; Echuca
hospital, a site I had the pleasure of opening in recent
weeks — or turning the first sod, as it were — will
deliver 120 jobs through funding of $40 million by the
state government and some additional federal
government funding; 108 jobs will be delivered by the
Frankston Hospital inpatient unit; and the Frankston
Hospital emergency department will deliver an
additional 105 jobs.
Around the state considerable construction is under way
in our hospitals. Bendigo will be the biggest project in
country Victoria’s history, and we look forward to a
great outcome for Bendigo and northern Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am sure it will have been noticed that the relevant part
of the minister’s answer indicated that he believes both
the tenders are still alive. Given that the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU) took
action in the Federal Court to keep one of those tenders
alive, can the minister confirm by his answer, or by
confirming that he has received advice from his
department, Treasury or the Department of Premier and
Cabinet, that the initial findings of the Federal Court
will form the basis of its final decision to keep that
project alive, just as he has indicated to the chamber
that the tender is alive as we speak?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
not sure that the member listened to me carefully
enough. The tender is live at the moment. We are
waiting for the final BAFO submissions to come back
from both consortia, and that is a matter of public
record. I am obviously not going to comment about a
particular court case — and you would not expect me to
comment.
Mr Jennings — Why not?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Jennings would not
expect me to comment about the details of a particular
legal proceeding that is also currently — —
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, you
may be able to assist the minister, who is concerned
that he cannot comment on a live Federal Court matter,
which is a civil matter and not a criminal matter. The
convention of parliamentary privilege not applying to
criminal matters does not apply to civil matters.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, this is a matter to which the Victorian
government is party. I believe the Victorian
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government will commit itself well in that case, but I
am obviously not going to discuss — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not on the
point of order. On the point of order, the house has
become a little more flexible in its approach to
proceedings before the courts and the capacity of
members to make some comment in respect of matters
that might be afoot in the courts. However, it would be
rather unhelpful if, on a matter that is immediately
before the courts, the minister made editorial comment
on such matters. It would not be to the benefit of the
court proceedings, and I do not think it would be of
particular benefit to the house.
The minister is obviously not attending those court
proceedings and does not have a full appreciation of
matters that might be teased out in that court,
notwithstanding that he would obviously be briefed on
the basic matters involved in that court proceeding. I do
not think the minister is obliged to comment on those
court proceedings, certainly not in the way he has been
invited to in the interjections we have heard. From that
point of view, I do not uphold the point of order.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The key thing here is that
the CFMEU has sought to frustrate large projects, such
as, for example, the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer
Centre.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We are not so sure about
that, Mr Jennings. I do not want to editorialise about a
legal case other than to say — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The key point here is that I
am determined to drive value for Victoria.

Planning: urban renewal
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for Planning,
and I ask: can the minister inform the house what action
he has taken to bring urban renewal to central
Melbourne and which projects have been approved that
will create jobs?
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
glad Mr Leane wants to talk about party renewal,
because so does Martin Foley, the member for Albert
Park in the Assembly. I note that while the President
has come into the chamber with a beard, we on this side
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of the house do not think he is from Transylvania.
There are certainly other people in this chamber who fit
that description.
I thank Mr Finn for his question. In just seven months
this government has approved some $3 billion worth of
works that are under way in our central city area and
are providing certainty and jobs for central Melbourne.
If I can take a planning captain’s pick, I will run
through a few of those works. Members might have
noticed that the Celtic Club Melbourne development
was recently approved at a height of 154 metres, and it
will be built at a cost of $65 million. That is a great
investment for Melbourne and of course a huge boost
for jobs in the central city.
Similarly, the new development to be built at
450 Elizabeth Street has been approved. That building
will be 200 metres and 61 storeys, and it represents
hundreds of jobs for our central city area and will see
urban renewal in central Melbourne. The new
development to be built at 150 Queen Street will be
68 storeys and 221 metres. It represents $171 million
worth of investment in our central city area. The new
development to be built at 720 Bourke Street, which
will be the new Bourke Street head office of Medibank,
represents $180 million worth of investment in our
central city area. All these projects — over $3 billion
worth — represent thousands of new jobs for
Melburnians in our central city area.
I thank Mr Finn for his question, because recently I
approved another fabulous future development for our
city at the former site of the Melbourne Age newspaper.
While some of us were pleased to be there to issue the
demolition permit for the former site of the Spencer
Street Soviet, it crossed my mind that Mrs Peulich may
have liked to have joined me for the first swinging of
that great big black ball into the old Age building.
The former Age site presents a unique opportunity for
urban renewal in Melbourne. Six towers have been
proposed for the site, and that proposal represents
$800 million worth of investment. This will see change
over an eight-year period. Importantly, in issuing this
permit we have ensured that the public open space
requirements for the development will be put in place
within the first six months post demolition, so we will
not end up with a bombsite such as we have at the
Savoy Hotel site opposite Southern Cross station. That
important permit condition will ensure that this site is
one that Melburnians will be able to enjoy before it is
built upon over the next decade with the relevant level
of open space within that development.
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Urban renewal is very important to me. When you have
organisations run by factional Volturi — who are
ultimately soulless vampires devoid of contact with the
real world, as Martin Foley says about his colleagues in
the Labor Party — you see why some people, even
from the Labor Party today, still oppose urban renewal.
They still oppose the chance to provide great levels of
density in the world’s greatest city, and that includes
members of ex-governments, former governments,
recent governments and the current vacant, soulless
frontbenchers who have no plan or vision for our city,
unlike the Baillieu government.

Building industry: construction costs
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations. Can the minister inform the house
what the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) building
construction price index figures released on 1 February
say about the relative cost of building construction in
Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — What we
know is that the latest ABS data for the November 2012
quarter shows there were actually 3900 more
construction jobs in Victoria than there were in the
November 2010 quarter when that mob was in
government. That is what it indicates.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The expression ‘that
mob’ is not acceptable.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — The group over there
could be a collective of kangaroos. The figures
demonstrate that we have been very much focused on
the construction industry. There have been only five
quarters on record in Victoria when construction
employment has been higher.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of order,
President, this is fascinating, but the minister might
have misunderstood the question. The question was
very specifically about the cost of construction, not
employment numbers, and I ask you to bring him back
to the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has only
just commenced his answer. He has 4 minutes to
answer. I think he got stuck on a collective noun as part
of his introduction, but at any rate he clearly has an
opportunity to address the matter raised by Mr Pakula’s
question.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I was just setting the
framework because it is important in the context of the
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question Mr Pakula asked about construction costs.
There have been some reports today somewhere
indicating that there were fewer construction jobs than
when the previous government was in power. I want to
set the record straight: there are now more construction
jobs in Victoria than there were when the previous
government lost office. We need to make it very clear
for members opposite and for those who may be
reporting this issue that they are incorrect in their
assertion.
It is important to understand that over the last five
quarters in Victoria construction employment has been
higher, and four of those quarters have been under our
government. It indicates that we are very focused on
construction jobs in Victoria, as we are focused on
ensuring that we maintain an environment where
construction costs are kept at a reasonable level. That is
why we advocated for the retention of the Office of the
Australian Building and Construction Commissioner
(ABCC), but the federal Labor government abolished
it. It abolished the only watchdog we had in Victoria, or
indeed in Australia. What did we do? We introduced
our own construction code and our own guidelines.
What have we found? The federal Minister for
Employment and Workplace Relations, Mr Shorten,
then decided to intervene with his own guidelines. He
wants to override the rights of this government in the
way it controls its construction costs.
We see the union movement again dictating to the
federal Labor government, and I would suggest to the
Labor opposition here, on how it wants the construction
industry run. A question was asked before about why
we are not listening to the Construction Forestry
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU). We know the
CFMEU is mates with the Labor opposition in Victoria,
and we know it is moving ahead to try to remove Brian
Boyd and plant its own left-wing mate onto the
Victorian Trades Hall Council. What we are seeing first
and foremost — for Lord Lenders — is a lack of
commitment to the construction industry and more of a
move towards supporting the union movement.
Mr Pakula asked about construction costs. We have
consistently said that the cost of construction in
Victoria is very high, and we have consistently tried to
move towards reducing those construction costs, but
what we find here is an opposition that wants to impose
more costs on Victoria and will do anything on a
federal level to impose its restrictions on what we are
trying to do here in Victoria, and for that we should
condemn not only the federal government but also
those opposite for their support of the union movement.
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Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for the very illuminating last
15 seconds, when he said construction costs are very
high and we should be condemned for supporting the
union movement. I ask: if the minister is not able to
directly relate the answer to the question about the ABS
building construction price index figures, can he at least
confirm that the ABS index shows the cost of building
construction in Victoria is below the Australian average
and below the cost in every mainland state in Australia,
and how does he reconcile that with his government’s
rhetoric about construction costs?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — As I indicated
and as Mr Pakula would have heard, unless his ears are
painted on, we have had an increase in construction
jobs since his government lost office. What we have
been trying to do is keep the construction costs down,
but what we are finding is that for every step we take
forward, Labor takes us two steps back. The abolition
of the ABCC, the overriding of our construction code,
the continual pressure it applies to the Victorian
construction industry and the support we have seen
from Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition in
the Assembly, for the CFMEU are demonstrations of
where Labor’s focus is. It wants to drive up
construction costs if it gets into power. It wants to make
it so unaffordable that we will not be able to construct
anything. As we have heard from the Minister for
Planning, we are focused on assisting the construction
industry, not on talking down the construction industry.
What we are trying to do, as opposed to the
vampires — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!
Ordered that answers be considered next day on
motion of Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria).

Hospitals: federal funding
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to my colleague David Davis, the
Minister for Health, and I ask: will the minister update
the house on the state government’s concern about the
impact on Victorian hospitals of the unprecedented and
unilateral withdrawal of $475 million by the
commonwealth government?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I know
Mr Koch is very concerned about the impact of the
federal government’s cuts to health care, the
withdrawal of $475 million, because it impacts directly
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on his area of western Victoria and it impacts on every
hospital and health service in Victoria.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, Mr Ondarchie,
Northern Health and Austin Health in your area are
directly impacted by the commonwealth government
cuts to the pool: a $15.3 million cut on 7 December,
another $15.3 million cut on 7 January and we are just
two days away from the next cut to be delivered by
Prime Minister Julia Gillard to our hospitals and health
services.
I have to say $15.3 million a month — $107 million
over the seven-month period to 30 June — is an
unprecedented, unscheduled cut. In May last year the
state budget and the federal budget were brought down,
and in good faith the hospital budgets were struck —
agreements were struck with hospitals — and then in
December the commonwealth began its process of
withdrawing — —
Mr O’Donohue — Shame!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It was shameful indeed,
Mr O’Donohue. The unscheduled and unprecedented
$107 million that it is pulling out of our hospitals this
year, and $475 million over a four-year period, is a
shameful withdrawal of money. That includes a
$40 million retrospective component, so that is money
for patients who have already been treated. What they
are saying to the hospitals and the patients is, ‘You
ought not have got that treatment; you were not entitled
to that treatment. We want the money back’. That is
what they are doing, and we know that it is being done
on the basis of a slippery and dodgy population
formula.
We know the Victorian population is not falling, as the
federal Treasurer asserts. His table says the population
of Victoria fell last year by 11 111. In fact the
Australian Bureau of Statistics made it very clear that
the population rose by 1.4 per cent — more than
75 000 — so there is a discrepancy of well over 80 000
in those estimates, and those cuts have been delivered
largely on the basis of a false population estimate.
Nobody believes the population of Victoria is falling,
and this is having a tremendous negative impact on our
hospitals.
I have been working with the department and with
health services across the state to try to mitigate the
impact and keep it as much as possible to
back-of-office services. But with the scale and the
savagery of the reductions implemented by the Prime
Minister, Julia Gillard, the federal Minister for Health,
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Tanya Plibersek, and the Treasurer, Wayne Swan, and
Labor — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We should never forget that
those people over there voted in favour of those cuts.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You wanted them; you
should hang your head in shame, Mr Jennings. You
knew it was wrong to vote the way you did. You know
the cuts are wrong. I note the Leader of the Opposition
in the Assembly, Mr Andrews, has now started a little
bit of a movement. He knows those cuts are wrong. He
knows the money should be put back.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I know the plan of the Labor
Party was to introduce $600 million worth of efficiency
measures; that was in its election document. Labor’s
election document had $600 million of efficiency
measures in it. The key point here is that this is about
Victorian patients. When I met with the federal minister
at the airport on Friday I was very disappointed that she
was not prepared to honestly and fairly engage with this
issue and to try to resolve it.
I can indicate to the house that I will go to Canberra. I
will meet with the minister there, and we will continue
to thrash this issue out, because Victoria is not going to
stop. We are fighting for our hospitals, our patients. We
want to stop Julia Gillard — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Bendigo Hospital: construction
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. From the
answers of the minister and those of his ministerial
colleagues today, and from the reportage that appears in
Mr Guy’s favourite publication, the Age, which today
chronicles the demise of the construction pipeline in
Victoria, can the minister categorically and
unequivocally confirm that the Bendigo Hospital will
be completed by 2016?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
every reason to believe the project will be completed on
time and on budget and will deliver $102 million worth
of value, a value greater than the tardy small hospital
that was proposed by the previous government but was
never delivered after 11 years.
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It is time that Jacinta Allan and Maree Edwards, the
members for Bendigo East and Bendigo West in the
Assembly respectively, began to apologise to the
people of Bendigo and northern Victoria. They should
just say, ‘We got it wrong’ — $102 million of
short-changing the people of Bendigo and northern
Victoria. What I can say is that I have not yet examined
the final detail of the bids that have come through. I
have acted on advice from my department to go
through a best and final offer process.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — You would be examining the
bids.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, that is what I am saying.
I will not move beyond the requirements of my
department and the advice of my department. The point
is that the best and final offer process is in train. The
bids will come in and the final assessments will be
made by the respective committees. The final process
will come forward, and there will be an advice to
government. That advice will deliver the very best,
good value outcome and a bigger and better hospital
that will deliver more than the previous government
was ever able to deliver or prepared to commit to.
It is time that Jacinta Allan and Maree Edwards
admitted they were wrong and apologised to the people
of Bendigo. It may take a little bit for them to step
forward and say, ‘We got it wrong. We undersold
Bendigo’. I cannot think of another example of local
members of Parliament advocating for fewer health
services and a smaller hospital for their community. It
is culpable and the — —
Mr Jennings — They wanted to build one.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, they did not. In 11 years
the previous government did not build one.
Mr Jennings had 11 years in government, and he was
part of the group that signed off in cabinet on the
smaller hospital.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It was not built over
11 years; that is the fact. It was never built.
It is now on track, and I have to say there is every
reason to believe we are going to get a stunning result
for Bendigo and northern Victoria. It is a result that will
serve the community for 50 years and beyond, and a
result that will provide better clinical services for
northern Victoria. It is the biggest project of this type in
country Victoria’s history. It will provide 735 jobs, and
it will provide massive support for health services
across Bendigo and northern Victoria.
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My job is to ensure that the process is well within the
requirements of the probity auditors and is absolutely
beyond reproach, and that is the way the process is
proceeding. I am determined to see that the process is
beyond criticism. I want to see the delivery of the
project; I want to see it go forward. We will look
forward to some apologies from the Labor Party and
some apologies from Ms Allan and Ms Edwards. It is
about time they said that short-changing by
$102 million was wrong.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am sure the house remembers that my original question
was: can the minister confirm categorically that the
project will be completed by 2016, which he did not
answer. Then he proceeded — —
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Every time he answers,
Mr Drum, I suggest that a little bit of your heart sinks,
and every time he answers the spirits of the members
for Bendigo East and Bendigo West in the Assembly
rise. Can the minister outline to the house what role he
will play, apart from observing the project
management, to ensure that the project is completed by
2016?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I may
have misunderstood what the member said, but it
sounded to me like he was inferring that he did not
want the project built. I want the project built, unlike
him, and I want the project built to the scale that this
government promised. My job is to make sure that the
tender process operates smoothly and within the probity
requirements, delivers value for the people of Victoria
and for the people of Bendigo and northern Victoria in
particular, and delivers a stunning world-class health
service that would never have been delivered under the
last government, which short-changed it by
$102 million. It is disgraceful, and the members
opposite should apologise for the fact that they would
not deliver what the community of northern Victoria
and Bendigo needed. The Baillieu government will
deliver that outcome, which is a hospital that the
community can be proud of for decades to come.

Homelessness: youth foyers
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is addressed to Wendy Lovell,
the Minister for Housing. Will the minister update the
house on the exciting youth foyer project?
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Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for her question and her ongoing
interest in young people in Victoria who unfortunately
cannot live at home but want to continue their studies
and break the cycles of disadvantage by being able to
build a better life for themselves.
Last Friday I was delighted to be joined by Tony
Nicholson, the executive director of the Brotherhood of
St Laurence, Tony Keenan, the CEO of Hanover
welfare services, Bruce Mackenzie, the CEO of
Holmesglen TAFE, Michael Gidley, the member for
Mount Waverley in the other place, and Micaela
Drieberg, the mayor of the City of Monash, to
announce that our second youth foyer will be located on
the Holmesglen institute site in Glen Waverley. I am
absolutely ecstatic about this. Whilst it is our second
announcement of a site, it will be our first operating
youth foyer because the building has already been
completed; it was built as student accommodation by
Holmesglen. It presented a great opportunity for us to
get a foyer on the ground and operating straightaway.
Our first youth foyer announcement was at Kangan
Institute in Broadmeadows, and that site will
commence construction this month, but Holmesglen
will be the first one that is operational. There are a few
modifications to be made to the building, but we will be
moving students in there in the very near future.
Youth foyers are a fantastic opportunity for young
people who can no longer live at home but who want to
complete their education. They present an opportunity
under a mutual obligation contract where in exchange
for accommodation the young people commit to
completing their education. This breaks the cycles of
disadvantage, and that is what this government is
committed to.

Housing: high-rise towers
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Housing, Ms Lovell, and
is in relation to her proposed redevelopment of public
housing estates in inner Melbourne. A flyer which has
been distributed in public housing estates in my
electorate, a copy of which I provided to the minister’s
office this morning, states:
They want to knock down the high-rise towers and build
hundreds of private apartments on public housing land.

Can the minister confirm that she has no plan to ‘knock
down’ the public housing high-rise towers or that she
would not countenance such a plan?
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Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for his question and for the
opportunity to put on record that we do not plan to
knock down the big public housing towers. This is a
chance for me to set the record straight. A lot of
misinformation has been put out in the city of Yarra by
local councillor Stephen Jolly, who is a member of the
Socialist Party. The flyer that Mr Barber referred to is
Cr Jolly’s flyer. Cr Jolly has not spoken to the
government about the master planning process at the
Richmond or Fitzroy estates, yet he says that he is an
expert and he knows what is in it.
What I can tell Mr Barber is that I have already made it
clear on radio and in other comments to the media that
there are no plans to knock down the towers, there are
no plans to move people off the estates and there will
be no loss of public housing on these estates. What we
are going through is a master planning process.
Other people have been opportunistic in this debate.
One of them is the shadow Minister for Housing, the
member for Richmond in the other place, Richard
Wynne. This master planning process was a stipulation
under the funding agreement between the federal
government and the Labor government. The funding
agreement was to build the stage 1 projects on those
estates. Members will have seen the completion of the
project on the Fitzroy estate, and the one on Richmond
is almost complete. In exchange for the funding for
those projects the funding agreement also stipulated
that there must be a master planning process. One of the
other things it stipulated is that there must be private
housing on this estate.
As then Minister for Housing, Richard Wynne agreed
to that funding agreement, but he is now out there
saying he does not agree with it. There is a lot of
opportunistic scaremongering by Cr Jolly and the now
shadow Minister for Housing, which is causing
unnecessary concern to public housing tenants.
I have asked my department to run monthly meetings to
ensure that the tenants are fully informed during this
master planning process. We are only at the beginning
of that process. There will be a full process undertaken
that will involve the architects going out there and
doing the master planning. There will also be extensive
consultation with the local council, the tenants and the
residents around the estate about what that master plan
might look like. This is just the beginning of the
process. It is unfortunate that Stephen Jolly and Richard
Wynne have taken this opportunity to cause concern
amongst our tenants.
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Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
opportunity only existed because of a lack of
engagement with tenants from the beginning. The
minister is proposing to make decisions, at all turns,
about what she will literally do in their backyard. As far
as I am aware no-one has ever asked the tenants what
they want. I understand many consultants have been
engaged and that many processes are under way, but
when will the tenants themselves be asked what they
want?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
There has already been consultation with tenants and
the local council over the brief that went to the
architects for the master planning. That consultation
took place over the last year. The master planning
process will now take place, with the architects putting
together the plans for that process, and there will be
further extensive consultation with tenants during that
phase. As I said, I have asked my department to hold
monthly meetings to ensure that the tenants are fully
informed right throughout this process.

Manufacturing: government initiatives
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade, Mr Dalla-Riva. Can the minister
inform the house about how the Baillieu government is
acting to assist manufacturing with the current
challenges in the global economy?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question. We are very pleased to talk
about manufacturing here in Victoria. Only last
December I approved the first of the manufacturing
productivity networks. This is part of our $58 million
manufacturing strategy. We have found through the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
report and our investigation into establishing a
manufacturing strategy that business-to-business
networks are a very important mechanism for the
transference of information, knowledge and
technology, as well as key drivers of productivity. I was
happy to announce that there will be a further 14 of
these productivity networks established throughout
Victoria to support Victorian business in undertaking
business activities and projects that will improve
productivity and competitiveness.
Mr Drum has asked not just about the new networks;
existing networks will also be able to build on their
current capabilities. An example of that is the Bendigo
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manufacturing network, which through this program
will bring together small and medium enterprises in the
local area to collaboratively scope and gain access to
international markets. If we look at Melbourne, for
example, we see the new High Performance
Consortium will involve businesses in non-competing
sectors from the north and west of Melbourne working
together to deliver tangible business outcomes through
intensive training and planning. I am very pleased to
announce we will also be releasing round 2 applications
later this month.
I have said many times in this chamber, over a number
of years, that the manufacturing sector is facing intense
challenges. We have said all along that there is intense
global pressure and that manufacturers now have to
compete on the world stage. We have also said higher
interest rates, the high Australian dollar and — as I
have consistently said — the impact of Labor’s
ill-conceived carbon tax will have an impact on
manufacturing. It is interesting to note that during the
period we have been away — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — For Lord Lenders to
listen to, on the issue of carbon tax, just last month we
saw a survey that finally laid bare the reality of higher
energy costs for businesses under the carbon tax. This
was no small survey. It covered 485 companies across
Australia, including many in Victoria. I think it is
important to put one quote on the record. It was said
with regard to the findings of that survey:
Struggling manufacturing firms are experiencing a carbon tax
squeeze, the greenhouse scheme adding 14. 5 per cent to
energy bills …

What this does is demonstrate our resolve as a state
government to assist manufacturing and support
manufacturing networks, as I have outlined to
Mr Drum. The survey also vindicates the warnings that
companies gave to the federal Labor government about
the impact of the carbon tax that was introduced last
July.
We have said time and again that there are multiple
challenges facing our industries in the tough global
conditions. It is interesting to note that those opposite
are not even talking about the impact it is having on
manufacturing. All they are talking about is their
internal factional fight that is under way at the moment.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Oh, you are kidding, aren’t
you?
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — We hear Mr Pakula
interjecting about a reshuffle. What he should be
worrying about is how he is going to get from that
position there to where Lord Lenders is sitting. That is
the reshuffle he has been looking for. The vampires,
those opposite, are more interested in themselves than
they are in the struggling manufacturing sector. Those
opposite do not even care about it. We care about it. We
have raised it time and again. The manufacturing
strategy is about setting the record straight and getting
support for manufacturing in Victoria.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:
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2.

many courses will be dropped or scaled back and several
TAFE campuses face the possibility of closure; and

3.

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

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urge the Baillieu state government to abandon the planned
funding cuts and guarantee no further cuts will be made.

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

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

Nadrasca community farm: future
Alert Digest No. 1
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the decision by VicRoads that the
reservation between Springvale Road, Vermont South, and
Boronia Road, Vermont, will not be required for future road
purposes and the consequent development of a structure plan
for the future use of the land within the reservation, with the
possibility of the land being sold by VicRoads for housing
and other purposes.
This could result in Nadrasca community farm having to
leave its current location at Morack Road, Vermont, and
ceasing its operations in providing day services for adults
with intellectual and physical disabilities, adversely affecting
organisations like Yooralla, Scope, Melba Support Services
and Alkira.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria urge the government to: facilitate an affordable
arrangement that will guarantee Nadrasca community farm
will remain in its current location so it can continue to provide
great service to the community and grow.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 1 of 2013, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 7 December 2012 giving approval to
the granting of a lease at Richmond Park Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 7 December 2012 giving approval to
the granting of a licence at Yinnar Bicentennial Park
Reserve.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 —

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

Notice pursuant to section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos. 113, 132 and 137.

Laid on table.

Notice pursuant to section 32(4)(a)(iii) in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 135.

Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan).

Vocational education and training: TAFE
funding

Major Sporting Events Act 2009 — Major sporting event
order of 11 December 2012 in relation to key cricket matches
held at the Melbourne Cricket Ground in the years 2012 to
2017.

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:

National Parks Act 1975 — Minister’s consent of
3 December 2012 and notice of consent of 14 December 2012
in relation to a quarry in the Great Otway National Park.

This petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the state government’s plans to
cut hundreds of millions of dollars from TAFE funding. In
particular, we note:

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:

1.

the TAFE association has estimated up to 2000 jobs
could be lost as a result of these cuts;

Ararat Planning Scheme — Amendment C19.
Bass Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C126.
Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendment C83.

PAPERS
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Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C180.
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C133.
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendments C97, C169,
C170 and C180.
Colac Otway Planning Scheme — Amendments C65
Part 1 and C68.
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Professional Standards Act 2003 —
College of Investigative and Remedial Consulting
Engineers Australia Professional Standards Scheme,
21 December 2012.
Instrument Amending the Engineers Australia Victoria
Scheme, 21 December 2012.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:

Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendments C46 Part 2
and C83.

Accident Towing Services Act 2007 — No. 163/2012.

Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendment C87.

Adoption Act 1984 — No. 151/2012.

Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendment C169.

Bail Act 1977 — No. 148/2012.
County Court Act 1958 — Nos. 146 and 167/2012.

Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C132 and C167.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C258.
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendment C159.
Hepburn Planning Scheme — Amendment C38.
Hume Planning Scheme — Amendment C134.
Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C122.

County Court Act 1958 — Civil Procedure Act 2010 —
No. 166/2012.
Electricity Safety Act 1998 — No. 152/2012.
Evidence Act 2008 — No. 149/2012.
Infringements Act 2006 — No. 150/2012.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — Nos. 158 and 159/2012.
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act
2010 — No. 160/2012.

Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendment C111.

Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 155 to 157 and 162/2012.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Nos. 153, 154, 164
and 165/2012.

Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendment C169.

Supreme Court Act 1986 — No. 145/2012.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendments C110 and
C136.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 147/2012.

Moira Planning Scheme — Amendment C69.

Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 — No. 144/2012.

Moonee Valley Planning Scheme —
Amendments C102 and C127.

Wildlife Act 1975 — No. 161/2012.

Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendment C78.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Mount Alexander Planning Scheme —
Amendment C80.

Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 135, 136 and 144 to 167/2012.

Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C98.
Pyrenees Planning Scheme — Amendment C34.
Strathbogie Planning Scheme — Amendment C66.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C71
Part 3.
Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendment C40.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC93.
Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendment C75.
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendments C135
and C147.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendment C133.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C123.

Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
An Order of 19 December 2012 Fixing Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority Fees made
under the Education and Training Reform Act
2006.
Direction to governing boards of adult education
institutions on executive remuneration and
classification of 21 December 2012 made under the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006.
Direction to boards of TAFE institutes on
executive remuneration and classification of
21 December 2012 made under the Education and
Training Reform Act 2006.
Ministerial Order No. 615 for the fixing of fees
administered by The Victorian Registration and
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Qualifications Authority made under the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006.
Ministerial Order No. 632 made under the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006.
Designation of Tow Away Area in the Chapel
Street Precinct of 9 December 2012 made under
the Local Government Act 1989.
Greyhound Racing Victoria Club Bookmakers
Licence Levy Rules made under the Racing Act
1958.
Harness Racing Victoria — Adoption of
amendments to national rules of harness racing
made under the Racing Act 1958.
By-law No. 9 Recreational Areas — Gippsland and
Southern Rural Water Corporation made under the
Water Act 1989.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Civil Procedure Amendment Act 2012 — except Part 4 —
24 December 2012; Part 4 — 31 March 2013 (Gazette
No. S429, 11 December 2012).
Commission for Children and Young People Act 2012 —
1 March 2013 (Gazette No. S27, 29 January 2013).
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment Act
2012 — Remaining provisions — 13 December 2012
(Gazette No. S429, 11 December 2012).
Justice Legislation Amendment (Family Violence and Other
Matters) Act 2012 — Parts 1, 3 to 5 and 7 — 20 December
2012 (Gazette No. S444, 19 December 2012); Part 2 (except
sections 5 to 12 and 31) — 4 February 2013 (Gazette No S27,
29 January 2013).
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Amendment
Act 2012 — 1 February 2013 (Gazette No. S27, 29 January
2013).
Residential Tenancies and Other Consumer Acts Amendment
Act 2012 — Divisions 2 and 3 of Part 2 — 1 February 2013;
Remaining provisions of Division 2 of Part 3 (other than
section 21) — 31 March 2013 (Gazette No. S444,
19 December 2012).
Transport Legislation Amendment (Public Transport
Development Authority) Act 2011 — Sections 27 and 29 —
I January 2013 (Gazette No. S444, 19 December 2012).

BUDGET UPDATE
Report 2012–13
The Clerk, pursuant to section 27D(6)(c) of the
Financial Management Act 1994, presented budget
update for 2012–13.
Laid on table.
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated
4 February from the Minister for Ports headed ‘Order
for documents — channel deepening of Port Phillip
Bay’.
Letter at pages 43–44.
Ordered that letter be considered next day on
motion of Ms PENNICUIK (Southern
Metropolitan).
The Clerk — I have received the following letter
dated 4 February from the Minister for Planning headed
‘Order for documents — the Minister for Planning to
table a copy of documents in relation to the reformed
zones review on 5 February 2013’.
Letter at page 45.
Ordered that letter be considered next day on
motion of Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan).
Mr Viney — On a point of order, Acting President,
I was going to raise this while the President was in the
chair, but with the changeover it might have to wait for
the President’s response. It seems odd to me — and I
have not picked this up before so it may have occurred
on previous occasions — that the house has requested
that the Minister for Planning produce certain
documents and that the response comes in the form of a
letter to the house from the minister rather than a
statement to the house by the minister.
Hon. M. J. Guy — You want me to beat it out on a
drum?
Mr Viney — I am happy to get vitriolic if the
minister wants, but it would seem to me to be a better
process for the house if the minister is in the chamber
for the house to be advised by the minister via a
statement. I understand when it is the Minister for
Major Projects that it is perfectly appropriate for a letter
to come to the house.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order, Acting
President, as I understand it the longstanding procedure
is that these responses come via letter, and there is one
good reason for that. Ultimately when documents are
provided there is often a significant attachment that
comes with that correspondence. That was the practice
under the previous government. It is true there was a
specific sessional order then, but certainly the practice
has continued under this government.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! In relation to both points of order, it is up to the
house to change the process, but it is the process we
have at the moment. I will certainly refer it to the
President. It could be referred to the Standing Orders
Committee or to the Procedures Committee if
necessary.

fire — which commenced on 17 January and are still
running. There has been enormous community trauma;
regrettably and sadly, one death; the loss of 20 principal
places of residence and about 580 kilometres of fencing
on farms; and the loss of 285 cattle, sundry sheep and
obviously other assets, including sheds, yards,
haysheds, hay and so on.
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The community of Seaton in particular has been
traumatised, but I want to acknowledge the incredible
level of support provided not just by professional
firefighters in the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and other agencies but also by the
volunteer Country Fire Authority members, the Red
Cross and other volunteer community groups who have
provided a magnificent response to the community.
Although many land-holders will be traumatised for a
very long time to come and one life was lost, there
could have been many others lost. Some of the heroic
stories I have heard on the ground make my hair stand
on end, frankly. We have a lot more to learn about
dealing with fire impacts, but I congratulate all those
volunteers who responded and are continuing to
respond at the present time.

General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 6 February 2013:
(1) notice of motion given this day by Mr Lenders relating
to government cuts to Victoria’s education system;
(2) order of the day 1, the second reading of the Accident
Compensation Legislation (Fair Protection for
Firefighters) Bill 2011; and
(3) notice of motion given this day by Mr Barber relating to
the provision of the rolling stock procurement plan.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Bushfires: Brimbank Park
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — First, I wish
to acknowledge the State Emergency Service, police
and fire services personnel who have done their very
best to keep our state safe over the fire season,
especially given the horrendous budget cuts by the
Baillieu-Ryan administration. I rise to express my
serious concern particularly about the deliberately lit
fires in Brimbank Park and along the Maribyrnong
River in January. To be blunt and uncompromising,
what sort of sick mind deliberately risks lives in this
way? To deliberately start a fire, knowing that lives will
be placed at risk, must be a sign of a person who is unfit
to live in society with others — forget the damage to
the parks and community infrastructure and the risks to
the lives of those fighting those fires. Many homes
were at risk, and the frail residents of an aged-care
facility were placed at risk of death. I have no patience
for arsonists. I believe the laws regarding arson must be
tightened and the punishment must be very serious.

Bushfires: Gippsland
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to make
a statement relating to the Gippsland bushfires, as they
are currently known — also known as the Aberfeldy

Fire services: funding
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — As we move
nearer to the end of the bushfire season, I also wish to
express my heartfelt thanks to the countless Country
Fire Authority volunteers and other volunteers across
Victoria who risked their own homes and lives to
protect towns across the state. In my electorate of
Western Victoria Region bushfires damaged properties
and destroyed tens of thousands of hectares of land
across the Grampians and the south-west and central
Victoria regions, although not on the same scale as the
destruction in Gippsland, as Mr Davis indicated. Our
thoughts are of course with those who have lost loved
ones this fire season.
The reality of these bushfires demonstrates the
importance of proper funding of front-line services, and
it is incumbent upon all of us to ensure that the
government adequately supports our fire services. I am
sure all members would agree that this is an incredibly
important area of government responsibility. I urge the
government to properly fund fire services in the May
budget and resist any further funding cuts.

Education: funding
Ms PULFORD — On another matter, it is of course
that time of the year when school is resumed. For those
with children starting school, this is a very exciting
time, but it is important to note that Premier Ted
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Baillieu’s government has slashed $555 million from
education and a further $290 million from TAFE,
which has had terrible consequences for education
services in Victoria. These are of course impacting on
those who can least afford to be affected by government
cuts to education.

Bushfires: Gippsland
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Friday, 18 January, will live on in the memory of the
many people affected by the raging bushfires in
Gippsland which started in Aberfeldy the night before.
This is especially so for members of the Gippsland
branch of my family. My cousins David and Barry
Hollonds answered the call from their cousin, Peter
Hollonds, and his wife, Louise, when they were
struggling to beat back the fires that almost surrounded
their property at Seaton.
The four of them fought to save the property, and they
beat back the flames four times over. David, a Country
Fire Authority (CFA) veteran since 1965, and Barry are
so stoic and brave and they will hate the fuss I am
making in this statement, but their story should be told.
At the height of the fourth fire attack, David had to
stand under the deluge from the Erickson Aircrane,
Elvis, as his woollen clothes and hat were already
singeing from the intense radiant heat. In calling down
the water, he was pushed to his knees and covered with
the sludge that comes from the dams, but he was saved.
My thanks go out to all the utterly heroic firefighters of
the CFA, the Department of Sustainability and
Environment, the Red Cross — to all the volunteers and
those still standing against the fires throughout
Gippsland, in other parts of Australia and especially
those across this state. I am proud of my family’s
efforts that day. They saved Peter’s home and they
saved his shed, which holds feed that will keep him and
his cattle going this year. What an effort! Thank God
they are all safe.

Parenting payments: federal funding
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Earlier this day I was out on the steps of Parliament
House with the Single Parent Action Group, which is
justifiably concerned about the massive cut that will be
made and has been made to the single parent benefit.
Senator Rachel Siewert, who has been very active on
this issue, said in an email she sent to me:
Up to 84 000 single parents have moved from parenting
payment to Newstart since 1 January, leading to a loss in
household income …
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of between $60 and $100 per week.
Senator Siewert also said:
This cut removes important protections put in place as part of
John Howard’s Welfare to Work reforms in 2006. The
Greens strongly opposed this punitive approach to single
parents and continue to do so. Even the ALP opposed
Welfare to Work in 2006, but they’ve changed their position
in order to make budget cuts in pursuit of a surplus.

I am concerned about the long-term impacts of this
policy on parents and their children as they face the
reality of life on Newstart. We should not be
condemning them to poverty. I would also like to add a
personal note that in 1972, when Prime Minister Gough
Whitlam came to power, for the first time my mother
had a pension that she could rely on. Before that,
because of his mental illness, my father would be in and
out of the house, and sometimes my mother would not
be able to receive any government assistance for up to
five or six months because there was no overall safety
net.
What the federal government has done to women and
children by cutting this pension is absolutely diabolical.
It will make children in particular live in poverty, and
they will not be able to access the kinds of services they
are entitled to.

Belgrave Survival Day
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I had great
pleasure in participating in the sixth Belgrave Survival
Day at the Mullum Mullum Indigenous Gathering
Place on 26 January. I congratulate the organisers and
everyone who addressed the gathering, told stories,
danced and made music.
The master of ceremonies for the official proceedings
was Leila Gurruwiwi from the Marngrook Footy Show,
who did a fantastic job of making everyone feel
welcome and involved. A didgeridoo meditation was
given by Gnarnayarrahe Waitairie, otherwise known as
Uncle Joey, who released our spirits into the beauty of
the land and sky, after which Uncle Bill Nicholson
generously and warmly welcomed everyone to country
and led the smoking ceremony. Uncle Bill Nicholson
spoke of the great struggle and survival of the
Wurundjeri, the leadership of William Barak and the
settlement at Coranderrk. The Jindi Worobak Dance
Troupe performers were fantastic, bringing into vivid
life the characters of Aboriginal story and legend.
Aunty Dot Peters spoke for all of us when she reflected
on the suffering of fellow Australians confronting fire
and flood, the hard years that challenged the very
survival of the Wurundjeri people and the importance
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of including everyone in the Australian community, no
matter where they came from. Belgrave Survival Day
was a true recognition of the struggle against adversity
that we can all identify with, and it was a celebration of
survival, community and generosity.
Cr Samantha Dunn of Yarra Ranges Shire Council also
said a few words in support of the event and welcomed
this important family occasion that recognised and
celebrated Aboriginal culture and survival in the Yarra
Ranges on Australia Day.

Festival of Sails
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I was delighted to
present the Melbourne to Geelong multihull passage
race trophy at the largest annual keelboat regatta in the
Southern Hemisphere, which was held in Geelong over
the Australia Day weekend. More than
4500 competitors on 320 yachts battled it out for some
of Australia’s most prestigious sailing trophies during
Geelong’s Festival of Sails. Open to local, interstate
and overseas competitors of all ages and abilities, the
festival hosted 15 different classes of keelboats and
multihulls and included a variety of races across Port
Phillip and Corio bays.
The Baillieu government recognises the significance of
Victoria’s oldest sporting event as a standout fixture on
the Victorian sailing and tourism calendar. It provided
an investment of $1 million, which returned an
economic benefit in excess of $8 million to Geelong.
The festival, with its numerous shore-side activities,
attracted an estimated 100 000 visitors over the long
weekend. It is another reminder of the immense
popularity of the Geelong waterfront. The Festival of
Sails builds on Victoria’s success in staging world-class
international sporting events. The Baillieu government
is proud to be part of the festival’s continued growth
and success and looks forward to the Melges 24 World
Championships in January next year. It is a major win
for Victoria and Geelong that this event will be held in
that city.
My congratulations go to the Commodore of the Royal
Geelong Yacht Club, Andrew Neilson; the Festival of
Sails chairman, Ian Murray; organising committee
members; all volunteers; sponsors and the competitors
for making this a fantastic weekend for everyone in
Geelong.

Australia Day: Shire of Surf Coast
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I would like
to congratulate the Lions Club of Torquay on a well
organised and entertaining event and barbecue on
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Saturday, 26 January, at Taylor Park in Torquay. Kevin
Egan and the team reminded people of our history and
culture. In her speech Surf Coast shire mayor Libby
Coker gave the audience a timely reminder of the
importance of democracy in exercising our democratic
rights and that different styles of leadership enhance
democracy in local community groups and the three
tiers of government.
Mayor Coker then announced two great examples of
local volunteers who have made a difference, with
Michele Barnes from Breamlea awarded citizen of the
year and Stacey Godfrey young citizen of the year.
Michele is a mother of three and works as an
intervention advisor to families who have a child with
autism. She set up the Bellbrae Arts group and the
Singing for Fun group as part of her work in the
community. Stacey is a high-achieving year 9 student
who volunteers regularly in the community, including
at the Torquay Salvation Army store. She has a keen
interest in the environment and solar energy.
The awards proved to be a great segue into a touching
and at times emotional citizenship ceremony. It was
also a poignant day to remind all of us of the issues
continually faced by our Indigenous people, the oldest
indigenous peoples in the world, and of how we all
need to work harder to ensure that they have a great
future in the healthy, modern democracy of this
country.

Bully Free Australia Foundation
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Today, 5 February, is a significant day as it marks the
anniversary of the passing of Allem Halkic. Allem took
his life on 5 February 2009 after being subjected to
cyberbullying. He decided it was all too much at the
age of 17, went to the top of the West Gate Bridge and
took his life. He would have been 21 this year. Allem’s
death was recognised as an act of violence by the
Victims of Crime Assistance Tribunal. In this
Parliament we passed legislation that is known as
Brodie’s law, but putting through a bit of legislation is
not an end in itself. We put legislation through about
speed limits and a whole lot of things, but people still
break the speed limit. We have to do more to stop
bullying in this country.
With that in mind, Ali Halkic, Allem’s father, and
others, including me and my friend, the member for
Brunswick in the Assembly, Jane Garrett, have put
together a foundation called Bully Free Australia
Foundation, which is about saving Victorian lives. We
want to make bullying as abhorrent in the community
as someone parking in a disabled parking spot when
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they should not do so, as abhorrent as throwing a
cigarette butt out of a car window on a hot summer’s
day, as abhorrent as the action of someone swerving as
they drive down the road. We ring the police and say,
‘There is someone driving a car in front of me who is
not doing the right thing’. As Victorians and as
members of Parliament we have to take a stand against
bullying so that the tragedy of Allem Halkic’s death is
not repeated.

International Dairy Week
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I wish to
congratulate the organisers of International Dairy
Week 2013, which was recently held in Tatura. The
event is the largest annual dairy expo event held in
Australia and the Southern Hemisphere and rates as one
of the top five dairy cattle shows in the world. The
event attracts people from all around Australia as well
as from overseas. A panel of judges from Australia,
New Zealand, South Africa, Wales, Scotland, Northern
Ireland and the USA were kept very busy this year with
some 1150 entries.
International Dairy Week was established in 1990 and
began as a Holstein show and sale. An all-breeds youth
show was also included, with international speakers
invited to discuss global dairy trends. Interest in the
event grew very quickly, and other dairy breeds were
invited into the show ring and offered for sale. This
year a full program of seminars was arranged, with
guest speakers from Australia, USA, Canada and New
Zealand speaking about a range of relevant topics
affecting the dairy industry. There was also a strong
contingent of 120 juniors aged between 8 and 21
showing their cattle. I take this opportunity to
congratulate all those involved in this international
event.

Hospitals: federal funding
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — The
federal Minister for Health, Tanya Plibersek, should
speak with her federal colleagues Julia Gillard, the
Prime Minister, and Wayne Swan, the Treasurer, and
reverse the decision they made last November to slash
$107 million from Victorian health services. The
$107 million budget cut undertaken by the federal
government occurred during this financial year — that
is, after hospitals and health services had agreed to and
were working within their set budgets. The health
services know what the federal government has done
and so do Victorian patients. Tanya Plibersek and her
federal colleagues have totally disregarded the
May 2012 budget commitments they made to hospitals.
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To say that a cut to health services budgets was justified
due to a decrease in population displays a federal
government that thinks it can take Victorians for fools.
The federal government’s claim that in 2011 there was
a decrease of in excess of 11 000 people in the
population is absurd. Victorians know this was not the
case. Victorians should also understand that the federal
government has not only slashed $107 million from the
budgets of Victorian hospitals this financial year but
has also cut in the vicinity of $475 million over the
forward estimates. That equates directly to fewer beds
and fewer health services.
Victoria is not the only state condemning these cuts. At
a recent meeting of health ministers there was
bipartisan support amongst the six state health
ministers, including Labor ministers from Tasmania
and South Australia, in condemning the cuts. Victorians
know the federal government cannot manage money.
The Labor government here in Victoria could not
manage money. The federal government’s justification
for cutting hundreds of millions of dollars from
Victorian health services due to an alleged decrease in
population shows that it is a government that just does
not care.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Time!

Courts: legal year opening
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — On
29 January I was pleased to attend the International
Commission of Jurists (Victoria) community
observance for the opening of the legal year. This was
held at the County Court. The master of ceremonies
was the president of the International Commission of
Jurists, the Honourable Justice Lex Lasry, and speakers
included the Honourable Diana Bryant, Chief Justice of
the Family Court — —
Mrs Coote — She is fabulous.
Ms MIKAKOS — She is fabulous, Mrs Coote. She
spoke in favour of a just society. Other speakers
included adjunct professor at RMIT, Peter Norden, who
spoke about international efforts against the death
penalty, and there were speeches from a number of
inspiring students from Kew High School. Over the
years I have attended many observances of the opening
of the legal year. I congratulate the organisers yet again
on a wonderful turn out, and wish our judiciary and
legal profession all the very best for the coming year.

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT (INFORMATION DISCLOSURE) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 5 February 2013

COUNCIL

Australia Day: Greek elderly citizens picnic
Ms MIKAKOS — On 20 January I attended the
Association of Greek Elderly Citizens Clubs of
Melbourne and Victoria’s annual Australia Day picnic
held in Mornington. The event was held in partnership
with Greek radio station 3XY Radio Hellas, which was
broadcasting live all day. It was a wonderful event
attended by thousands of members of Victoria’s Greek
community. I congratulate the association’s president,
Theo Nomicos, and all the committee members and
volunteers on their efforts for what was a successful
day.

Australia Day: citizenship ceremonies
Ms MIKAKOS — I also note that on 26 January I
was pleased to attend Australia Day ceremonies in a
number of municipalities. I take this opportunity to
congratulate all our new Australian citizens and, in
particular, all the volunteers who were recognised on
the day.

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT
(INFORMATION DISCLOSURE) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 December 2012; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a brief contribution on the Retirement Villages
Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. I
indicate to the house that the Labor opposition will not
be opposing the bill.
It is a straightforward bill. I understand that many
members are proposing to speak on it, and it is a
positive thing that members of the house want to speak
on a consumer protection bill, because such bills are
important pieces of legislation. But I point out that this
is a government that has a light-on legislative agenda. It
does not seem to be doing much to generate legislative
reform at the moment. It certainly does not seem to be
doing much for the state at all, which is evident from
the front page of today’s Age, where an article talks
about the decline in jobs in this state and the fact that
our construction industry in particular is leaving the
state because of a lack of investment in major projects
by this government.
As the shadow minister for seniors and ageing,
legislation that seeks to protect senior Victorians is
important to me. In the past I have had constituents who
have had difficulties in dealing with retirement villages.
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In particular I recall relatively recently assisting one
constituent who had been trying for years to sell her late
mother’s unit in a retirement village, but who had some
real difficulties in doing that. I was pleased when she
recently contacted my office to say she had finally
managed to dispose of the unit at a lot less than the
family had paid for it, but they were relieved to be
finished with what ended up being a complex legal
mess for a number of years.
It is important that we have legislation in place to
protect senior Victorians going into what can be quite
significant financial investments in the later stages of
their lives and that they are able to make informed
decisions when they are making significant financial
outlays. I am pleased that the bill seeks to provide some
additional protections there. I understand that the
minister has flagged that there will be further changes
in this area, and I look forward to seeing what those
further reforms will be, because the bill is minor in its
nature. It essentially puts into law the requirement of
retirement village operators to provide fact sheets and
other prescribed documents to prospective retirement
village residents. I point out that there are more than
30 000 Victorians living in retirement villages across
the state, so many of our seniors will depend on the
efficacy of this legislation for their protection. It is
important that we afford them due protection and
ensure that they are making informed choices.
By and large the majority of senior Victorians in my
electorate are ageing in place — that is, living
independently in their homes, which requires that they
are provided with assistance by their local council and
other providers. Home and community care (HACC)
services are very important in that space. HACC
services are funded jointly by federal and state
governments, and traditionally the state government has
made a significant contribution to the HACC program.
However, I am concerned that recent cuts to the HACC
program by the Baillieu government will make living
independently at home more difficult for our seniors.
Before Christmas I also alluded to the blow-out of the
waiting list for personal alert devices, which also makes
it more difficult for our elderly to live at home
independently.
Despite all this, we will increasingly see more
Victorians wanting to live in retirement villages in the
future. This decision is not taken lightly, and people
need to give careful thought and consideration as to
what their financial obligations will be. Retirement
village contracts can sometimes be long and complex,
leaving seniors and their families unable to find the
information they need to assess the suitability of a
retirement village, to compare retirement villages or to
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understand their rights and responsibilities upon
entering a retirement village. I am pleased the bill seeks
to address some of these issues.
The background to the bill is a discussion paper which
the government released in October 2011 entitled
‘Retirement villages — contract and information
disclosure options’. It canvassed a range of issues for
consideration including the improvement of
information provided to prospective residents,
pre-contract disclosure, and the detail of retirement
village contracts, including standardising the contract
layout and providing condition reports on the retirement
village itself.
I understand that a number of stakeholders and others
made submissions in response to this discussion paper
and that some concerns were expressed by the sector
about the possibility of standardising the contract layout
and the provision of condition reports. I point out that
standardised contracts exist in many other areas,
particularly in the real estate sector. While some
concerns were expressed by the sector I do not think it
would have been the end of the world as we know it to
have standardised contracts, but the government has
decided not to go down this path.
The bill does not submit the requirements for the fact
sheets to be prescribed within the legislation; however,
in the second-reading speech the minister alluded to the
types of information proposed to be included in fact
sheets. These include the number and size of the units
in the retirement village; any proposals for further
development of the village; the services and facilities
available to residents; the range of entry, ongoing and
departure costs; and the financial status of the village.
This is all essential information that should be disclosed
to prospective residents. However, as I said, if this
information is not prescribed in legislation, then the
government will have to make regulations that
presumably will prescribe the types of information that
will need to go into the fact sheets. It is important that
this type of information be disclosed to prospective
residents so that people can get as much information as
possible before making these sorts of decisions.
Essentially the bill creates two basic requirements: that
a fact sheet be provided to any person considering
entering into a retirement village contract; and that a set
of prescribed documents be provided to prospective
residents before the signing of a retirement village
contract. New section 18A of the bill provides that the
fact sheet will be prescribed by the director of
consumer affairs, that it must be provided within seven
days to any person who requests it, even if not
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specifically requested by a prospective resident, and
that the fact sheet must be provided 21 days before any
contract is signed. A fact sheet can also accompany
what is referred to as ‘targeted promotional material’
sent to any retiree, but this specifically excludes a
mail-out or letterbox drop.
New section 18A(7) makes it clear that ‘targeted
promotional material’ means material given or
addressed personally to the retiree. In addition to this
fact sheet, new section 18B provides that there will also
be other specific prescribed documents which are again
to be determined by the director of consumer affairs.
These documents also must be provided free of charge
within seven days. The manager of a retirement village
must advise of the right to inspect these documents
21 days prior to a contract being signed if the retiree has
not inspected any of these prescribed documents.
These are positive steps forward, and I hope they are
embraced by this important industry. Most importantly,
senior Victorians who rely on making informed
decisions must be provided with this additional
information so that a lot of the angst can be taken out of
this sort of decision making and informed decisions can
be made more easily.
One concern I have is that as a result of the changes in
this bill there will be a wider gap between the consumer
protections afforded to residents under the Retirement
Villages Act 1986 and those afforded to residents under
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. Residents who fall
under the provisions of the Residential Tenancies Act
who live in residential parks — which in effect act as
substitute retirement villages but are not legally
classified as such — will not be afforded similar
protections. I understand that in their submissions to the
discussion paper, whilst they were supportive of this
bill overall, concerns were raised about this issue by the
Consumer Action Law Centre and the Housing for the
Aged Action Group. I know the latter in particular has
been quite active around this issue for some time. I
hope when the government moves to introduce
subsequent reforms at a later date that its members will
also look at addressing this particular issue.
As I said earlier, the Labor opposition does not oppose
this bill. We welcome any further consumer protection
that protects prospective tenants of retirement villages,
and I hope the government will move to introduce the
further reforms it has alluded to fairly soon.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — As this is
the first speech I am making for 2013, I take this
opportunity to say that I am looking forward to a lot of
robust debate this year, but I hope it occurs under the
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umbrella of respect and dignity, which I am quite
certain all members of this chamber will adhere to. I
wish everybody a successful year and say how very
pleased I am to be starting my year speaking on the
Retirement Villages Amendment (Information
Disclosure) Bill 2012.
Although Ms Mikakos said that in reality it is a very
minor bill, I would have to say it is a particularly
important bill — in fact a very important bill. The
reason it is so important is because, as Ms Mikakos
said, some 30 000 senior Victorians live in retirement
villages and they want certainty. They want to know
that they can make one of the most important decisions
of their lives with surety and that they are making a
decision based on proper facts.
This legislation comes to this place as the fulfilment of
an election promise made by the coalition, and it is very
seemly and timely that we are speaking about and
debating this bill at the beginning of 2013. This bill is
the first of many bills the coalition will bring to the
Parliament this year that reflect favourably on people’s
lives and will make a huge difference to the way people
live their lives with certainty and knowledge; that is
exactly what this bill does.
The coalition’s consumer affairs election policy
included specific policies relating to retirement villages,
because the shadow minister at that stage — now the
Minister of Consumer Affairs, Mr O’Brien — took a
lot of time in getting out and listening to stakeholders in
order to understand the key issues.
The 2010 policy statement states:
A Liberal-Nationals coalition government will:
Actively promote better understanding of retirement
village residents’ rights and obligations both prior to
entry to a village and also while a resident.

That is exactly what this piece of legislation does. The
policy goes on to state, as I have said before and as
Ms Mikakos has also said:
Victoria has approximately 30 000 seniors living in retirement
villages and similar accommodation.
Often those who manage retirement villages have budgets set
by the residents of the village. Financial issues such as these
often lead to tension, conflict and misunderstandings which
can have severe effects on the day-to-day life of village
residents.

This is an issue not to be underestimated under any
circumstances.
CAV —
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that is, Consumer Affairs Victoria —
has an important role to play in ensuring that these seniors
and those who own and manage retirement villages
understand each other’s rights and responsibilities under the
Retirement Villages Act.

That is indeed what the coalition government is doing
with this bill at this time.
Finally, I would like to quote a very important part of
the coalition’s 2010 policy document, which states:
Too many seniors complain that they were unaware of terms
and conditions in retirement village contracts that may impose
onerous financial obligations or restrict the capacity of
residents to influence the day-to-day policies of retirement
village management.

As I said earlier, choosing to go into a retirement
village is one of the most significant and challenging
decisions senior Victorians and in fact any Victorian
may make. It is an acknowledgement of a time in their
lives when they will need help and when perhaps they
will no longer be able to maintain the houses that they
have lived in for a significant time. It is a very
emotional decision based on what their needs might be
in the future. Often there are minor health issues
involved. They are very challenging issues for the
family and for the individual. At the end of the day it is
an acknowledgement that a person will be facing
end-of-life decisions down the track. There is a whole
range of very emotional decisions being made at this
time, and it is important that as this move takes place
the financial aspects are clearly and concisely
enunciated so that the individuals concerned, both the
people moving into the retirement village and their
family members, can transition seamlessly into a
positive situation. Legislation such as this enhances that
and is very important.
I dispute what Ms Mikakos says — that it is a minor
bill. It is in fact a very important bill. I take this
opportunity to talk about some of the implications of
the bill. Clause 4 inserts new sections 18A and 18B into
the Retirement Villages Act 1986 to require retirement
village operators to provide a prescribed fact sheet to
prospective residents and to allow for the inspection of
prescribed documents by retirees who request it and to
include a fact sheet in any village marketing material
sent or given to a retiree.
I remind the chamber that the overall objective of the
bill is to better enable retirees to choose a retirement
village that suits their lifestyle and budget by requiring
village operators to provide them with a fact sheet of
relevant information and to allow the inspection of
relevant documents. New sections 18A and 18B are
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very clear on what village operators are expected to do.
I have spoken to many village operators. Indeed some
time ago I had the great opportunity of opening the
Blue Hills retirement village in Rowville. The sense of
excitement and anticipation of the people moving into
that village has been realised because they have gone
on to have very productive lives there. It is important to
understand that the village operators also want clarity.
They want to know that any misunderstandings can be
properly dealt with and that people have the correct
knowledge and are moving into the villages with their
eyes open.
The bill amends section 19 of the Retirement Villages
Act to require retirement village operators to provide
fact sheet and document inspection to prospective
residents who are considering signing a village contract
unless those operators have previously provided a fact
sheet and document inspection and the information has
not materially changed. As a government we have
looked into all aspects of red tape across all portfolio
areas, and this is an indication of how that translates.
We do not expect the village operators to go through
more red tape or provide more information if the
original information has not changed substantially, and
it is important to have this stated in section 19 of the
act.
Clause 3 amends the definition of ‘disclosure
statement’ in section 3 of the act so that the form of the
statement is as approved by the director of Consumer
Affairs Victoria; clause 6 amends section 20 to make it
an offence to knowingly include a false or misleading
statement in a fact sheet or prescribed document;
clause 8 amends section 43 to permit the making of
regulations to prescribe the information to be contained
in the fact sheet and the documents made available for
inspection; and clause 7 amends section 26 by making a
technical correction to the provisions relating to refunds
of ongoing contributions.
The bill is one component of the Baillieu government’s
retirement villages commitments set out in its 2010
plan for consumer affairs, which actively promotes a
better understanding of the rights and obligations of a
retiree prior to entry and while a resident. That is also
important because people want to be able to have a say
in their village with full knowledge, which is what this
bill is about.
The other components of our first commitment will be
implemented through new regulations made under the
existing powers in the act: to enhance the current
disclosure statement required to be provided to
prospective residents; and to include critical
information about the entry costs, ongoing costs and
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departure costs that will be incurred. It is important to
understand the departure costs. People do not
understand clearly enough when they go into a
retirement village that it is quite different to how they
have managed their financial arrangements in the past.
To go back to my earlier comments, departure costs
may be incurred when a person leaves a retirement
village — it might be because of health reasons. It is
not always comfortable to consider that when you are
already making such a significant change, but these
costs need to be very clear for everybody concerned.
Once again the amended act will prescribe a basic set of
rights and responsibilities for residents, owners and
management.
The other two retirement village commitments in the
government’s 2010 plan are to improve the
effectiveness of retirement village internal dispute
resolution guidelines and to work with peak bodies
representing retirement village owners and residents to
develop protocols to encourage a more consistent
approach in dealing with contentious issues. These
commitments have already been committed to by the
revision, improvement and republication by Consumer
Affairs Victoria of its internal dispute resolution
guidelines in early 2012 and the publication of its
Retirement Villages — Good Practice to Address Key
Issues.
A number of issues came up when the minister was
dealing with stakeholders. He found that resident and
consumer groups have long complained about the
inadequacy of the existing disclosure requirements
under the act and they have insisted on the need to
ensure that any enhanced disclosure regime does not
result in retirees and prospective residents being
overwhelmed with information. Stakeholders also want
to distinguish any enhanced disclosure regime from the
information that is relevant at the stage that retirees are
investigating and comparing villages and the stage
when prospective residents are considering signing a
contract.
It is very important to understand what the consultation
process was. I commend Consumer Affairs Victoria on
the way it went about consulting the stakeholders
concerned. The consultations commenced in October
2011 through an options paper. Then consultation was
carried out by CAV with targeted industry and resident
stakeholders and at a forum in 2012 on proposals to
progress matters arising from that forum. In addition
there has been a website with the document setting out
how it was to proceed. Then in July last year CAV
tested proposals for standard layouts of village contracts
at a workshop of lawyers representing the industry and
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resident stakeholders. A regulatory impact statement is
required for the proposed regulations, including those
made under the amendments set out in this bill, and
stakeholders and the public will have an opportunity to
comment on those proposals. As Ms Mikakos
discussed, the drafts of the fact sheet and enhanced
disclosure statement have successfully been tested by
focus groups, but stakeholders will also be consulted on
the forms before they are formally approved by the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria.
Just prior to concluding my commentary, I would like
to talk about the 2011 census statistics for people living
in retirement villages the Southern Metropolitan
Region. It sets it out by electorate within Southern
Metropolitan Region. It is very important to know how
many people are living in retirement villages across the
Southern Metropolitan Region. In Burwood, there are
645 people; in Brighton, 445; in Bentleigh, 405; 301 in
Malvern; 218 in Hawthorn; 188 living in Kew; 116
living in Caulfield; 89 in Sandringham; 73 in Prahran;
and 26 living in Oakleigh in retirement villages. This
comes to a total of 2101 people living in retirement
villages in the Southern Metropolitan Region.
I have not mentioned any retirement villages in Albert
Park, but I would like to put on the record my praise for
the Claremont and SouthPort Aged Care Limited
(CASPA) and to praise its CEO, Stephanie Clark.
CASPA was formed through a merger of Claremont
Home and SouthPort nursing home, both excellent
organisations within the Albert Park electorate.
CASPA’s mission is:
… to deliver a range of services and care for older frail adults
and their families in the city of Port Phillip.

CASPA has been able to successfully lease the former
St Vincent’s Boys’ Home in Napier Street from the
Department of Health, of which the minister, David
Davis, was fully supportive. The new organisation,
CASPA, will be opening a new home on the site with
four floors, 146 beds; six rooms, with double rooms for
couples seeking care; high and low care;
dementia-specific areas; a host of other small sitting
rooms and activity areas; a library; and a balcony,
rooftop terraces and courtyard spaces. I commend
CASPA because I know what an excellent job it does.
This is the Retirement Villages Amendment
(Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. As I said earlier, it
is very welcome. I know that the sector, the
stakeholders and most importantly those considering
going into a retirement village are going to benefit from
this piece of legislation. I commend the bill to the
house.
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Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Two
previous speakers have gone over all of the technical
detail of this bill, so I am not going to go over them
again. As both Mrs Coote and Ms Mikakos have stated,
it is an important and straightforward bill. It is really
important that residents know and that older people
know what it is they are actually signing up to before
they go into a retirement village. It is important that
they know what the exit fees are. Older people need
things that are easy to read and easy to digest so that
they know exactly where they stand, especially if they
do not have family and friends to assist them.
I would also like to thank the library staff for this
excellent research brief that they have put together.
Where would we be without the library?
With those few words, the Greens will clearly be
supporting this bill.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
also rise to speak on the Retirement Villages
Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. Others
have done this bill appropriate justice in the house
today, and I am pleased that those opposite are
supporting it. My intention today is not to go through
the elements of the bill, because that has been done so
well. However, the bill does go to supporting older
Victorians, particularly vulnerable older Victorians who
often spend their life savings unaware of the contractual
and lease ramifications of some of the issues at play
when moving into a retirement village. The issues
associated with fact sheets and disclosure are important
elements of this bill, which makes it well worth
supporting, as others have done. Both the Retirement
Villages Association and the Consumer Law Centre
have supported the elements of this bill, and we are
glad to put it before the house today.
We as a government are very keen to make sure that
there is appropriate support for senior Victorians. In
fact the 2012–13 budget contains significant funding
for senior Victorians, including: an additional
$72 million over the next four years for home and
community care services to help keep senior Victorians
living independently in the community; an upgrade of
the residential aged-care facilities at Swan Hill District
Hospital, including 45 residential aged-care beds and a
purpose-built building as part of the $18 million Swan
Hill District Hospital aged-care redevelopment; a
$23 million rebuild, co-funded by the commonwealth,
of the Charlton hospital, which was damaged in the
2011 floods, which will also include some residential
aged-care facilities; and $2.6 million for the Vision
2020 initiative to ensure that preventable vision loss,
particularly prevalent amongst older Victorians, does
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not lead to blindness. We will also put in $3.8 million
over four years to maintain language services for
culturally and linguistically diverse people accessing
health services, many of whom are older Victorians.
Other assistance that this coalition government has
given to Victorian seniors includes energy concessions
on electricity and gas bills. Many of those have gone up
as a result of the carbon tax, so there is some support
for those rises caused by this great big new tax that has
been imposed on all Australians by the Gillard
government. Those opposite have not stepped away
from that, which is quite annoying for all Victorians.
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wonderful retirement villages, the residents of which
will benefit from this new legislation before the house
today. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The
Retirement Villages Amendment (Information
Disclosure) Bill 2012 is another in a series of very
narrowly focused pieces of legislation that the
government has been presenting to the Parliament on a
fairly regular basis. Nevertheless, this legislation
introduces some important reforms that will benefit
Victorians who are considering moving into a
retirement village or who already live in this type of
accommodation.

Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — And quite shameful, as
Ms Crozier points out. There has been some land
transfer duty exemption for properties valued up to
$330 000 and a concession for properties valued up to
$750 000.
There are also concession fares, currently $3.80, for
all-day travel during the week on trams, trains and
buses across zones 1 and 2, and a myki card has been
provided for free weekend travel. The free weekend
travel benefit has been in place since 1 January 2011.
There are also two off-peak travel vouchers available
each year, which can be used anywhere in Victoria and
can be exchanged for V/Line tickets. Seniors Card
holders residing in regional Victoria receive two
additional off-peak vouchers. These are other examples
of how the coalition government is supporting older
Victorians.
I think of the retirement villages in my own electorate.
Arilla Village in South Morang, not far from where I
live, is a beautiful new retirement village that will now
fall under the full disclosure provisions of this bill. I
had the privilege of opening Arilla Village with the
mayor, Cr Rex Griffin, some time ago. It is a lovely
village in South Morang, which is a beautiful part of
Victoria. Aveo Springthorpe in Macleod is a great
village, as is the Aveo Veronica Gardens property in
Northcote. There is also Bridgewater Lake Estate, a
lovely retirement village in Roxburgh Park, and
Bundoora Village, Bundoora, which is another
wonderful village. Then there is Village Latrobe in
Village Avenue, Reservoir, near La Trobe University,
which is a fantastic and beautiful retirement village, as
is Melba Vale Village in Coolaroo.
On McDonalds Road, Epping, just down from some
major residential and commercial development, is
Plenty Valley Village, which I have visited, as I have
Viewbank Gardens in Viewbank. They are all

Many members — and Mr Ondarchie has just attested
to this fact — who have visited retirement villages in
their electorates and spoken with residents will know
firsthand that residents very often feel themselves to be
disempowered by the procedures followed by
retirement village operators and managers.
It is clear that senior Victorians find it very difficult to
sift through the promotional material put out by the
many operators in which one sees the smiling and
carefree faces of extraordinarily young and fit retirees.
We see very well-appointed and often quite spectacular
apartment blocks, photographed in soft focus against
palm trees and water features. These are billed as
prestigious, vibrant, premium, magnificent and as
having a touch of luxury. They boast extensive services
such as personal care, housekeeping, laundry, transport,
meal preparation and shopping, all to promote so-called
independent living. There are gymnasiums for fitness,
hair and beauty salons, cafe lunches and delicious
dinners, but there is nothing at all about costs.
The promotional material is all about lifestyle and
obscures the fact that prospective residents are not
exactly planning an overseas holiday or buying a beach
house. Almost everyone making the move to a
retirement village would, if truth be told, rather be
younger and fitter and not have to move at all; they
would rather not feel it was time. Most people thinking
about moving into a retirement village have already had
to confront their increasing inability to manage their
day-to-day living without support, as well as their own
increasing infirmity, and will have looked very
carefully at whatever savings and assets they have.
They will have tussled with what is best to do in very
difficult circumstances for themselves and their
families.
None of this is easy, and while the information
brochures and websites produced by retirement village
operators have to have a positive tone because they

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT (INFORMATION DISCLOSURE) BILL 2012
Tuesday, 5 February 2013

COUNCIL

need to give a good impression of what they are selling,
some of this, in my view, rather sentimental marketing
needs to be tempered with truthful, no-nonsense
information. In that context the provisions in this bill
are welcome, so far as they go, and the opposition is
therefore supporting this legislation.
The bill amends the Retirement Villages Act 1986 to
require operators to provide prospective residents with
summary information and make certain documents
available prior to them signing a contract. As we have
heard, the legislation comes out of a consultation
undertaken in April last year on options for
strengthening contract and information disclosure in
relation to retirement villages. The options paper that
the government prepared states, quite rightly in my
view, that seniors and their families very often do not
understand that buying into a retirement village is very
different from buying a house and that significant costs
are involved. It makes the point that retirement village
contracts are long and complex, and this makes it
difficult for prospective residents to identify what is
really important and to protect their interests. It also
makes the point that there are few legal or financial
advisory professionals who have expertise in the area of
retirement village contracts. That in itself is interesting
and is perhaps something the industry could look at in
terms of training people and making this kind of
expertise available.
The minister indicates in the second-reading speech that
the legislative changes contained in the bill deliver on
the coalition’s 2010 election promise — and Mrs Coote
has made reference to this — to assist senior Victorians
and their families to better understand what is involved
when they enter into a contract to move into a
retirement village. The second-reading speech says that
an important part of this is to be able to compare what
different villages offer, to know what residents and
operator rights and obligations are, and to have the
dispute resolution processes very clearly laid out. The
second-reading speech states that the bill tackles this in
three ways: by strengthening the current disclosure
statement to include information about all the costs
involved; by standardising the contracts across the state;
and, finally, by setting out basic and mandatory rights
and responsibilities for residents, owners and managers.
I commend the government’s commitment to work
with retirement village residents and owners to develop
a more consistent approach to dealing with some of
these contentious issues. The minister cites the
marketing procedures to be followed when a resident
moves on and the fees that are charged following a
resident’s departure as examples of the kinds of issues
that need to be worked through. The commitment to
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develop a more consistent approach is fine, but I would
have thought that the object ultimately was to make
things fairer for a resident or prospective resident of a
retirement village. I would have thought the object was
to even things up a little between the owner or operator
of a retirement village and the prospective or existing
resident, and yet the words ‘justice’ and ‘fairness’ are
not used once in the second-reading speech.
Nonetheless, the requirement for owners and operators
of retirement villages to provide fact sheets that are
standard across the industry is certainly a step forward.
While the opposition supports the provisions of the
bill — as I said, they are a step forward — much
remains to be done to improve the quality of life for
retirement village residents. The opposition has drawn
attention to issues relating to residential parks. There
are a number of residential parks in the Eastern Victoria
Region. I have visited and spoken with residents about
their concerns. I have also spoken with the Housing for
the Aged Action Group, which, as we know, is a very
strong advocate for the residents of retirement villages
and residential parks. That organisation has supported
these residents for many years.
A visit to a residential park makes it crystal clear that
these parks are in effect retirement villages. Residents
are retirees who have invested financially in the facility,
but they enjoy far fewer protections than residents of
retirement villages. It is obvious when visiting a
residential park that they have come a long way from
the old idea of a caravan park, and it is clear that this is
a growing option for many retirees who either cannot
afford to buy into a retirement village or who may
prefer the residential park option. I understand there are
over 10 000 individuals living permanently in
residential parks in Victoria, and this figure could
double by the end of the decade. Across Gippsland
there are about 145 residential parks, and there are
around 49 on the Mornington Peninsula.
Probably the key issue faced by residential park
residents is the lack of security of tenure, because most
residents do not have long-term leases and there is a
great deal of uncertainty over residents’ rights if an
owner decides to sell. One park I visited was located on
prime beachfront. While it made living very difficult
during the cold winter months, the residents enjoyed the
spectacular location during the summer. However, the
residents knew that one day the market would be right
and the owner would sell to a developer, leaving them
even more vulnerable.
For some time advocacy groups such as the Housing
for the Aged Action Group and the Consumer Action
Law Centre have put the view that the legislation needs
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to be changed so that all retirement residences are
brought under the same legal framework on the basis of
function — not on the basis of ownership, as is the case
at present. The point is that while the bill is a step
forward — there is no doubt about that — a great deal
remains to be done by the government. There needs to
be a much greater focus on the big social justice issues
involved in ensuring secure, safe, quality residential
provision for Victoria’s retirees, irrespective of their
income.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to make my contribution supporting and
endorsing the government’s Retirement Villages
Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. The
contributions from both sides of the house, especially
from the opposition, have been very complimentary
about the bill that the Baillieu government has brought
forward. The reforms made by the bill are part of the
consumer affairs plan that we put to the people of
Victoria in 2010.
The bill makes a lot of sense and provides some
balance. I thought Mr Scheffer made a worthy
contribution to the debate today because he talked
about the idea of glossy magazines with cleverly
worded phraseology and things meant to impress and
dazzle. We do not want any promotional material about
retirement villages — or anything else that is put before
the people of Victoria — that can mislead or confuse,
especially when people are at a juncture when they are
making one of the most important decisions of their
lives. Quite often that decision can have far-reaching
consequences if they do not get it right. The
consequences can even cascade through the
generations, if we think about things such as legacies
and financial benefits passed on through wills.
The bill provides a practical means to address some of
the concerns that people in retirement villages have
been very forthcoming in raising in the consultation
exercises sought by the government, the minister and
his department. I like the way the bill provides balance
and some sense of assurance. It makes very practical
amendments. Through the checklist process and the fact
sheet, the bill will allow people a better way to digest
the information away from the glitz, glamour and
hyperbole that might lead to things being misconstrued.
Retirees will be able to make far-reaching decisions and
better choices about things to suit their needs, their
particular lifestyles and, importantly, their budgets. The
bill requires village operators in the future to provide
retirees with a fact sheet of relevant information and
gives them the means to inspect relevant documents
held by village operators. It will be an open and
transparent process, and it is about time.
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The two new sections that are to be inserted,
sections 18A and 18B, will require village operators to
provide to retirees — those who request information
when inquiring about a village — the prescribed fact
sheet and prescribed documents held by them for
inspection and to include the fact sheet in any village
marketing material sent or given to a retiree. Of course
this is welcome. The amendment to section 19 of the
act will require village operators to provide a fact sheet
and document inspection to prospective residents
considering signing a village contract, unless they have
previously been provided with a fact sheet or have had
the opportunity to inspect documents, when this
information has not materially changed.
The amendment to the definition of ‘disclosure
statement’ in section 3 of the act is to provide that the
form of the statement is to be as approved by the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria. The amendment
to section 20 of the act is to make it an offence to
knowingly include a false or misleading statement in a
fact sheet or a prescribed document. The amendment to
section 43 of the act is to permit the making of
regulations to prescribe the information to be contained
in the fact sheet and the documents to be made
available for inspection. The amendment to section 26
of the act is to make a technical correction to the
provisions relating to the refund of ingoing
contributions. As far as I am concerned this is a pivotal
element of the amendments to the prevailing
legislation.
We now see further evidence of the Baillieu
government moving forward to implement its election
pledges. This comes in the form of very practical means
to save anxiety and stress for those 30 000 people who
currently live in retirement villages if they need any
changes to their circumstances, and of course it will be
of benefit to the great wave of people moving into the
age group who will be seeking accommodation in
retirement villages. It is almost like a tsunami of
consumers will be coming through and experiencing
the direct benefits this legislation will bring forth. It is a
very proud moment when we see more of the Baillieu
government’s election promises being implemented in
this way.
There are two other retirement village commitments
within the plan: to improve the effectiveness of the
retirement village internal dispute resolution guidelines,
published by Consumer Affairs; and to work with peak
bodies representing retirement village owners and
residents to develop protocols to encourage a more
consistent approach to dealing with contentious issues
across Victoria’s retirement villages. These have
already been implemented with the revision,
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improvement and republication of Consumer Affairs
Victoria’s internal dispute resolution guidelines in early
2012, as well as its publication of Retirement
Villages — Good Practice to Address Key Issues,
which contains a set of protocols for retirement village
operators developed in conjunction with major resident
and industry bodies. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Retirement Villages Amendment
(Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. In doing so I note
that our population is ageing and that we as
parliamentarians must do what we can with the future
in mind. We must work with all types of retirement
facilities and with a vast array of community,
health-related and even religious bodies to assist people
in their latter years of life. I most sincerely hope that
each and every one of us will live long enough to
become elderly and thus technically qualified for
consideration for such aged-care facilities. In
recognising the value of aged care we must
acknowledge the great work of local government as
well as the host of agencies that take a great deal of the
burden off government. We should also acknowledge
the growing and appropriate trend to develop facilities
with specific groups in mind, such as certain ethnic
communities, just as we have Lions centres.
As people age, and as many develop Alzheimer’s and
other ills, sadly they can forget families, friends and
even language. One now departed elderly resident of
my electorate, who had lived in Australia for 60 years
plus, reverted to singing songs from his youth in
northern Greece that even his wife, daughters and sister
had never heard before.
There is a simple aspect that I confess I had never
considered before. One day a visitor to my office asked
me about changing building regulations to ensure that
all doorways were made wider to accommodate future
older people with walkers or wheelchairs. I passed that
on to councils within my electorate, and I am advised
that they are supportive of that idea.
This bill seeks to strengthen consumer information
about retirement centres, and thus consumer’s rights.
We on this side of the house have always believed in a
bill of rights, just as we championed a hospital patients
charter of rights in the years of the Cain government.
Requiring a variety of information sheets to be given to
prospective clients and their families is a natural
progression of what we believe in and a key reason that
we support the bill.
We should also note that the government has advised us
that it plans further changes to retirement village
legislation later in the year. I respectfully urge the
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government to consult with industry and with the
opposition so that we can arrive at the best possible
decisions for the care of those people who have
preceded us in creating the community that we now
enjoy.
Returning to the bill, we as a Parliament must also look
at providing greater protection for those who pay large
sums to live in retirement facilities, protecting their
investments and ensuring that they are treated civilly
and respectfully at all times. We must also look at how
we can help to attract more nurses and other related
staff to work in this key area to ensure the very best of
care is offered at all times. The government is doing the
right thing with this legislation, so I sincerely believe it
will do so in these other areas of relevance.
Of course, as with anything, we will need to watch as
the legislation takes effect to see how well providers
comply. If they do not — if they take shortcuts or if
they delay doing the right thing — then the government
will be expected to come down on them and to support
any aggrieved person. That stated, I believe that most
operators are honest and caring. Otherwise, they would
not be in the industry.
As I stated earlier, our population is ageing. We will
need more and more retirement facilities in the future.
We will need more services for the aged in the future.
However, the time to prepare for this growth is now and
not 20 or even 10 years from now. I commend the bill
to the house.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I too am
pleased to speak on the Retirement Villages
Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. As
various members have mentioned, the ageing of the
population is an issue affecting all levels of
government. I am pleased to say that last year the
Family and Community Development Committee
undertook an inquiry into opportunities for participation
of Victorian seniors. In the report of that inquiry this
issue of retirement villages was raised, as were the very
profound effects of an ageing population and how we
as governments need to be handling that. Mrs Kronberg
said there was a great wave of consumers coming
through and potentially needing retirement villages, and
Mr Eideh has just referred to the ageing population.
The report states:
Population ageing is a global pattern that Victoria is
experiencing alongside other states and nations.

It goes on to say:
People in Victoria are living longer than ever before. In the
early 20th century, people only expected to live till their
mid-50s. By the early 1970s, people were likely to live until

RETIREMENT VILLAGES AMENDMENT (INFORMATION DISCLOSURE) BILL 2012
26

COUNCIL
their mid-70s. In 2012, Victorians can generally expect to live
into their mid-80s.
…
Victorians who retire in their early 60s can expect to live in
retirement for over 20 years …

We are seeing a whole cohort of people who are
potentially going to be entering retirement villages and,
as members on both sides of the house have raised, this
is an important aspect for many people who are
undertaking significant decisions with their families.
Mr O’Brien, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, should
be commended for understanding that this is a real issue
for many who are currently tenants and residents of
retirement villages and some people who are entering
potential retirement village situations.
I am pleased representatives of Consumer Affairs
Victoria went out and spoke to various stakeholders.
The Consumer Action Law Centre paper states under
the heading ‘General remarks on current problems with
regulation of retirement accommodation’:
As noted by the discussion paper, retirement village contracts
can be long and complex. As well as limiting the ability of
residents to understand their rights and obligations, this
restricts the ability of prospective residents to compare
products offered by different providers and so may stifle
competition. Current disclosure requirements in the
Retirement Villages Act do not adequately assist consumers
to understand products on offer or compare competing
products.

As I said, the minister should be commended for
fulfilling this commitment that was identified when we
were in opposition. It is another area where the Baillieu
government is endeavouring to improve the lives of
many Victorians, especially in their senior years, and
for their families who might be confused or unable to
understand the complexities of the contracts they are
entering into, whether going into or exiting retirement
homes.
As most members have indicated, the technical aspects
of this bill have been gone through. The bill will make
amendments to the Retirement Villages Act 1986 in
order to require operators of retirement villages to give
prospective clients a prescribed fact sheet as well as the
right to inspect certain prescribed documents held by an
operator before a contract to enter the retirement village
is entered into. This is an important aspect of the
legislation that underpins this issue, and it will provide
more certainty and clarity for people entering
retirement villages, particularly in their later years when
this is sometimes a very big decision. Some will
embrace going into a retirement village with great
enthusiasm and look forward to entering that new
sphere in their life. For others it could be quite
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daunting, and this legislation will help to remove any
complexity or confusion in marketing material or fact
sheets that might be provided and ensure those people
have greater certainty.
I am pleased, along with my colleagues, to commend
the bill to the house, and I again commend the minister
for taking this issue up in opposition and following
through in government to ensure this piece of
legislation will get through.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise and make a few comments on the
Retirement Villages Amendment (Information
Disclosure) Bill 2012. I am always happy to speak on
legislation that is going to do more to protect our
seniors. After all, our population is getting older, and in
the future more of us will be looking at the option of a
retirement village, so the more information we have the
better we are able to understand the contracts and the
payment schedules and we will be in a much better
position to make an informed decision. We will not
only be able to make an informed decision but actually
make a decision about going into a retirement village.
Most of us think that what we would like to do is stay
in our own home and be able to age at home, and for
many people that is a very real option — with the right
sort of support they are able to do that — but for a lot of
people a retirement village is an option and a place
where they are able to do that ageing. The retirement
village becomes their new home and they are able to
stay there and be as independent as possible for perhaps
a much longer time than they would otherwise have
been able to do if they had stayed in their family home
where there were steps, bathrooms that did not have
rails, baths and the other obstacles of an everyday
family home that are difficult for an aged person to
negotiate. Retirement villages are purpose-built
facilities that mean these obstacles no longer exist and it
is much easier for people as they age to be able to get
around and live their lives very independently for
longer.
Usually the people who make the decision to go into a
retirement village fall into two groups. There are those
of us who plan very early in our lives for our future.
Before there is any major catastrophe we make a
decision that we will move into a retirement village and
take advantage of the facilities and support it has to
offer. We might not need a lot of that support when we
first move in, but we know that as we age we will need
more support and it will be there at our doorstep. Some
of us have the foresight to do that.
What we want to do and what this legislation does —
and this is why I am pleased to speak on it — is provide
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people with all the facts and information, which makes
it easier for people to make a decision earlier. The
complexity will not be a barrier. Sometimes I think
people would like to take the step and move into a
retirement village, but because of the complexity of the
contracts, the various modes by which you can enter a
retirement village and the various ways that you pay for
it, including ongoing payments, it all becomes a bit
much, so they put it off. The complexity is a barrier, so
having the fact sheets and providing the information
that this bill requires will perhaps make it that much
easier for people to plan to move into a retirement
village.
Another group that enters into a retirement village
involves those affected by a disaster — for example,
when a spouse dies; when there is either a terminal
illness or chronic illness that becomes more difficult to
manage; or when there is a fall involving broken bones,
resulting in rehabilitation and the person not having the
same sort of mobility. A disaster of some sort strikes
the family or the spouse, so these decisions have to be
made at a time of absolute distress, when people are
least able to be making decisions about downsizing
their house, packing up and deciding what they want to
keep and what they do not want to keep. The sorts of
complexities around the contract and the payments just
add to the angst, anxiety and trauma that that group
experiences. Although I have no proof of this, I think
we often wait until disaster strikes before we make
those decisions.
Having this sort of information available to us is really
important in both the situations I referred to. We will
make it easier for those who want to plan ahead so that
they can get ready by putting their house and their lives
in order. We will not put obstacles in their way. It will
be easier for those who are faced with dealing with
some other major trauma in their lives.
I will briefly run through some of the complexities
around contracts for retirement villages. A number of
different contractual arrangements can be offered, even
within the same retirement village. This is what people
are dealing with. The most common types of contracts
for retirement villages are strata titles. They can be
long-term leases or licences. They can be a company
title, a unit trust or a periodic tenancy. Those moving
into a retirement village face very different contractual
arrangements.
The fees and charges are quite different too. There are
different types of fees and charges that may be payable
when a person is entering a retirement village. There
are fees to join and even fees to join a waiting list for a
retirement village. There are incoming contributions.
There are maintenance charges. There are deferred
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management fees. There can be owner-corporation
fees, recurrent charges for assisted living or personal
services and charges for metered services and
insurance. Ongoing contributions might be required
when you go into the village, and they can often be the
largest single payment a resident makes to secure the
right to actually occupy the premises. Of course a
resident may face substantial costs when they leave the
village, and there may be fees as part of the purchase
price of the unit which are deferred until the end of the
occupancy — they are departure fees, if you like.
There are issues even if you are just looking at which
retirement village to go into and what options you have.
After all, people generally look for a retirement village
that is close to where there have lived or close to where
their families live, close to the shops they know, close
to the hospitals they attend, close to the doctors they see
and close to where their friends are. You are making
decisions about which area you are going to look in
based on these personal criteria in addition to what
looks nice and what services are offered. It is very
confusing and complicated to then compare and
contrast the different contractual arrangements and the
different fee structures of different properties.
The bill we have before us today will create two basic
requirements: that a fact sheet be provided to those who
are considering a retirement village and that a set of
prescribed documents be provided before signing a
retirement village contract. That is certainly welcomed,
and I am sure that it will be very helpful to people who
are making an important decision about a major move
in their lives, a move to a place where they are going to
be spending, hopefully, a considerable time.
However, provided that the retiree has at some point
seen a fact sheet and inspected the prescribed
documents, providers have met their duties under this
bill. It seems highly unlikely that any village owner will
be able to be prosecuted under these laws, given that
the retiree simply has to be given a fact sheet and be
provided with the documents at some stage. As
Mr Scheffer pointed out, from a legal perspective there
are generally very few people available to give advice
during this important decision-making process.
However, this legislation is certainly a step in the right
direction, and I am sure that many people will find it
very helpful. As members of Parliament we need to
ensure that members of our ageing population have as
few obstacles as possible in the way of their making
choices so that they have the best support and the best
care in their senior years.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It gives me a
great deal of pleasure on this first day of Parliament in
2013 to rise to support the Retirement Villages
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Amendment (Information Disclosure) Bill 2012. In
particular I commend the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, who I have to say is doing an outstanding job in
this area, as he is in his other portfolio areas. This bill in
particular is something that will endear him to many.
There is one thing that upsets me more than anything
else, and that is to see the vulnerable taken advantage
of — that is, to see those who are not in a position to
properly defend themselves exploited and used by those
who perhaps do not have the same degree of ethical
standards that many of us have. It has to be said that I
have no personal experience of procuring a retirement
home for my parents as they passed away when they
were quite young. I have no experience in that regard,
but that does not stop me from being aware of the very
real challenges involved in growing old. I am very
hopeful that one day I might be in that situation,
although it cannot be said that that is a unanimous wish.
It is something I am hoping I might be able to get to at
some stage.
There are real challenges for those who are growing old
and challenges for those whose parents are growing old,
but we should not under any circumstances allow the
challenges to move to being a burden, because those
who may have problems associated with old age
deserve our support. We owe them. In most instances
they have built for us the life we have today. We owe
them, and we have a great opportunity in their twilight
years to repay them in a way that we ourselves will
hopefully one day be repaid.
Aged people should not have to worry about things like
money. They should not have to worry about pensions
or unexpected expenses — things like the carbon tax,
for example. These things affect people and they should
concern us all. To quote the motto of a school out my
way in Gladstone Park, ‘Knowledge is power’. The
knowledge that is provided by this legislation today
gives retirees and their families a degree of warning and
a degree of power that is much needed and, I am sure,
much appreciated.
Unfortunately, as I alluded to before, there are people in
our community who will go after a cheap buck. There
are people who do not have any ethics at all, quite
frankly. There are people who will rip off old people,
young people or any people they can. They think that
the world owes them a living, and as such they will do
whatever is in their power to bring themselves the
standard of living that they would deny others. To a
very large extent this legislation will provide protection
against such people.
Once again I commend the minister. We have a huge
responsibility toward the aged members of our
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community, particularly those who are frail, and those
who are in a state of confusion and who have perhaps
seen better days, if I can put it that way. We owe them
big-time, as I mentioned earlier, and I believe this
legislation goes some way towards ensuring that our
debt is paid to those who have built our society before
us. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I will
be very brief in my contribution to the debate on the
Retirement Villages Amendment (Information
Disclosure) Bill 2012. The purpose of the bill is to
provide protection to members of the aged community
who reside within retirement villages currently
operating in Victoria. The objectives of this bill are
easily understood by all families who are concerned by
the prospective move to a retirement village and those
who are already residents.
The bill facilitates open communication with
prospective tenants. It will enable them to choose a
retirement village that they can afford and that suits
their needs. Elderly people can become confused and
their memory can play tricks with their capacity to
reason and recall. This bill provides a protection for
village operators as well, because we know that
forgetfulness is a part of the ageing process. Nothing
beats information in writing that plainly spells out the
rights, duties and obligations of everyone involved in
the retirement village community.
Under the provisions of this bill information will be
provided on request at no charge to the applicant, and
this must be forthcoming within seven days of the
request. Requests may be in writing or expressed
verbally. Often it is difficult for retiree tenants to avail
themselves of writing materials.
Many of us in this chamber may be faced with the
scenario of retirement village living. It is good to set in
place provisions that will benefit the frail and
defenceless within our community. It does not matter
how powerful or even how rich a person has been in
their youth or middle age, it all comes down to
enforceable legislative measures that provide protection
for everyone. As we have indicated, we do not oppose
this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 December 2012; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! Happy new year, Ms Pulford.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Happy new
year, Acting President. Since it is a new year, it is
appropriate that we are here talking about liquor
control, because a lot of people see the new year in with
a lack of liquor control while others have reasonable
liquor control.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PULFORD — That is right, Mr Finn. The last
time we were here was in December, a time at which
some people probably do not practise liquor control as
they ought because they enjoy a tipple at that time of
year.
However, this is a serious matter, and this legislation
mainly relates to alcohol use by under-age drinkers.
Whilst members of our culture certainly enjoy a drink
on social occasions, it is important that as legislators we
work to minimise harmful drinking and minimise its
risks, particularly for young people. Heavy drinking is
of great risk to anyone at any age, but in a developing
body, and in particular a developing brain, the risks are
far more significant.
This is a very straightforward piece of legislation. It
runs to all of three pages and makes a couple of
amendments. One relates to the closure and evacuation
of licensed premises for fire and emergency purposes to
reverse a planned sunsetting of those arrangements,
which the government considers are working well and
need to continue in a way not envisaged in earlier
legislation. The bill also enables the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation to delegate
powers under part 8B to a single commissioner. This is
very much a question of the operation and function of
the existing legislation.
There are a couple of bits of administrative tidying up,
but the main function of this bill relates to the tipping
out of alcohol seized by police and protective services
officers (PSOs). The bill provides authority to Victoria
Police members, PSOs on duty at a designated place
and gambling and liquor inspectors to tip out alcohol,
whether it is in an opened or unopened container. That
is pretty much what this bill does, and I could go on
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about this aspect in some detail. I imagine that for
people seizing alcohol — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PULFORD — I will not take up that
interjection, Acting President — do not worry about
that! For police officers and others the power to seize
liquor in an open container from minors can be
troublesome — for example, the seized product spilling
all over the back of the car. This is a fairly practical
measure to enable the seized alcohol to be disposed of
in the most practical way possible. I note that since
Ms D’Ambrosio, the member for Mill Park in the other
house, spoke on this matter on behalf of the Labor
Party, the government has released its alcohol and drug
action plan. During the debate in the Assembly she
remarked that, like most things the government does,
the plan was running about a year late, but I note it has
now been released.
In general terms this bill is something we can agree on
across divisions existing on other issues in this
Parliament. Reducing harmful drinking behaviour is
something we should be working on together. Reducing
risky alcohol and drug behaviour in young people is
something that needs a consistent approach and a
whole-of-government approach. The Labor opposition
will not be opposing this bill and the couple of minor
administrative amendments it makes to the functioning
of the existing legislative framework. The tipping-out
provision is reasonable and seems to make good sense,
even though it is being proposed by a government that
does not have much good sense the rest of the time. On
this occasion the Liquor Control Reform Amendment
Bill 2012 will not be opposed by the Labor Party in the
Legislative Council.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is with
great pleasure that I rise in support of the Liquor
Control Reform Amendment Bill 2012. With the
tranche of liquor legislation this government has
introduced it is clear we are serious about the control of
liquor in this state, be it through enforcement with the
integration of gaming inspectors into the liquor
licensing regime or the introduction of secondary
supplier laws to restrict the access of alcohol to minors,
unless they have permission from a parent or guardian.
We have made major inroads in trying to curb the
drink-yourself-into-a-stupor culture that some parts of
the world — in fact some parts of Australia — are
having to deal with. This legislation seeks to further
improve Victoria’s liquor laws by taking liquor out of
minors’ hands, and it also seeks to reaffirm the fire
safety regulations of licensed premises to ensure
continued public safety at those premises.
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The first action this bill creates is to allow police,
protective service officers (PSOs) or gambling and
liquor inspectors to tip out liquor held by a person who
they reasonably believe is under age. To prove a
person’s age is normally a fairly simple matter. You
can have a proof of age card, show a driver’s permit,
learner’s permit or perhaps a drivers licence, or there is
a process I observed when I was out on a train station
with PSOs. Some gentlemen had containers of alcohol.
The containers were not open but there was some
concern those people were under age. They were asked
a few questions — getting an address and a name — a
few inquiries were made back at the station, and we had
to wait around for a little while because D24 was a bit
busy that particular evening, and Bob’s your uncle, all
came through with flying colours. They were 18 years
of age and off they went about their business, which is
what you would hope would be happening, because to
get access to alcohol you need to prove you are
18 years of age or that you have received it from
someone, and, as we know, secondary supply is not
allowed in this state.
Once your details are verified, if you are over the age of
18, everything is under control, but if you are not, then
the PSO, police officer or the gambling and liquor
inspector may choose to tip out the liquor, removing it
from you. The ability to tip out liquor allows for
improved efficiency in enforcement of the laws.
Currently police, PSOs and gambling and liquor
inspectors may seize the liquor if they feel it is being
held by an individual they believe to be under 18 years
of age. However, that seized liquor must then be
retained and stored until a court determines whether
there has been a contravention of the act.
As I am sure most people will appreciate, the
transporting of an open container of liquor, or any
liquid for that matter, can be a challenge at times. If you
do not have a cap to put back on the container when
transporting it to a court, it is not a good prospect. As I
was about to point out, and as has been put eloquently
by you, Acting President, it will go flat — it will lose
some of its lustre — over the time it takes for a court to
decide whether a person should be in possession of the
alcohol.
Instead, if you are under age, your liquor will be
disposed of. The law will be changed so that the
possession of the liquor is given to the Crown at the
time it is being confiscated, and then it will be tipped
out. The tip-out powers are an extension of section 128
of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998, which allows
officers to seize liquor from minors. However, officers
will have discretion to determine, in the best interests of
the child, whether the bottle should be tipped out. If
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Jack has gone off and taken his mum’s best bottle of
sparkling wine or Jenny has taken her dad’s favourite
single malt, it might not be in their best interests for the
officer to dispose of that item lest there be other
ramifications at home, so the officer may choose not to
tip it out on an operational basis, but it is at their
discretion. Police, protective services officers and
gambling and liquor inspectors will be given additional
operational instructions and training to guide them
through the use of these new tip-out laws.
The second element of the bill is intended to maintain
the strong fire safety provision under part 8B of the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to make permanent
the fire safety measures that are due to sunset on
22 March. The provision, which was initially inserted
into the act in 2010, allows for the closure of nightclubs
or other licensed premises that do not adhere to fire
safety regulations such as keeping exits and doorways
clear. All too often we hear in the news of disastrous
fires at nightclubs overseas that kill many dozens of
people. My heart drops whenever I hear that young
people just enjoying themselves, wherever they may
have been have lost their lives because some dope
locked a door that they should not have. The bill will
remove the sunset clause of 22 March and extend the
operation of part 8B as a permanent part of the
legislation.
The bill allows for the delegation of powers to a single
commissioner of the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation. This change of
delegation of powers brings that part of the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 into line with the Victorian
Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation Act
2011. When we have laws that make sense and work as
a uniform group of laws, it makes the jobs of those we
expect to enforce the laws and make decisions on this
legislation that much easier.
With that, I commend the bill. I am glad to hear that the
Labor Party will not be opposing the bill, and I hope
that other members will follow that lead.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting the bill. It is logical and
straightforward. It allows police and protective services
officers to tip out liquor rather than having to confiscate
it and take it back to a police station. It is perfectly
logical, and we will support it.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a short contribution to the debate on the Liquor
Control Reform Amendment Bill 2012. To make
Mr Elsbury happy, I confirm that the opposition is not
opposing the bill.
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The reforms contained in the bill are sensible and
logical. The bill allows members of Victoria Police,
protective services officers and gambling and liquor
inspectors who are on duty at nightspots frequented by
under-age revellers to tip out alcohol that is being
consumed by people under the age of 18 instead of
following the current practice of storing confiscated
alcohol prior to it being exhibited as evidence before
the courts. The logistics of the exercise of carrying this
alcohol in some instances is downright silly, time
consuming and wasteful of resources. Police have been
known to carry these alcoholic drinks around with them
for their entire shift for safekeeping.
As we all know, binge drinking is a big problem for our
younger generation. It is up to us to show leadership
both in the legislature and in the wider community. It
must be heartbreaking for parents to see their children
drunk and disorderly. We need to do more to educate
our children to show them how ridiculous or menacing
they look and behave under the influence of alcohol.
Alcohol is expensive, especially in nightclubs. I am
reliably informed that kids are half full of alcohol
before they even arrive at these clubs, so parents need
to be vigilant and responsible too because ultimately
under-age drinking will have a long-term negative
health impact on these young people, their families and
eventually the entire community.
However, there is another important aspect of the
bill — that is, effective fire safety provisions for public
venues. The previous Labor government began these
reforms by putting in place a sunset clause for new
provisions that will enhance fire safety. This bill
provides for the removal of the sunset clause and will
empower a single commissioner, rather than a meeting
of a number of commissioners — as existed
previously — to make an immediate decision to close a
venue deemed unsafe by Metropolitan Fire Brigade or
Country Fire Authority officers.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak to the Liquor Control Reform Amendment
Bill 2012. In their contributions other members in the
chamber have done this bill justice, and members of the
coalition are grateful that opposition members and the
Greens support the bill, because it is a very good piece
of legislation. As others have described, this bill is
about making sure that we bring the consumption of
liquor et cetera under control in this state. This
legislation goes to the heart of what this coalition
government is working towards in terms of reducing
the alcohol and drug toll in Victoria and our plan for
doing so.
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I refer to the launch of Reducing the Alcohol and Drug
Toll — Victoria’s Plan for 2013–2017 by the Minister
for Mental Health, Mary Wooldridge. She talked about
the fact that the coalition government is committed to
reducing the rates of risky drinking, tackling the misuse
of pharmaceutical drugs and reducing illegal drug use
and harm in Victoria. The plan incorporates our major
coalition government initiatives for vulnerable families
as well as preventing family violence. The plan
includes a new partnership with VicHealth to develop
and deliver a cultural change program to promote
healthier attitudes to excessive drinking and drunk
behaviour in our community. We have to do this, and
this bill goes a long way to sorting out the issues.
As I have gone to pick up my adult children from
various venues around Melbourne at night, I have
observed the use of alcohol in our community, and I
have to say that under-age drinking is prevalent in our
society. I have seen instances of under-age drinking not
only as I have picked up my adult children at venues
but through my involvement in sporting clubs as well.
I note the material issued by DrinkWise Australia,
which refers to the fact that the average Australian
starts drinking at about 15 and a half years of age. More
than a quarter of 14 to 19-year-olds put themselves at
risk of harm from under-age drinking and binge
drinking at least once a month. There is some data and
evidence that suggests that between the ages of 12 and
13 years and the early 20s a young person’s brain is in a
state of intense development, being moulded and
hard-wired to prepare for adulthood. Alcohol disrupts
brain development during this critical phase, which
could mean that an alcohol-affected teenage brain may
never reach its full capacity, which in turn means that
kids will never reach their full potential.
We have to do more. I am supportive of things like the
Good Sports program being used at sporting clubs to
explain the use of alcohol, particularly amongst our
vulnerable kids, so they can understand that it is not all
about just playing sport and having a beer. I get high on
life, and I do not think we need the attractions of
alcohol to reach that high. In my time in sporting clubs
I have introduced the Good Sports program into at least
two or three sporting clubs, and the program helps
people to understand what the consumption of alcohol
is all about. The tip-out power introduced by this bill
and other key elements make this bill well worth
supporting. I know that members in this house will
work together — collaboratively — to ensure that we
deal with under-age drinking and avoid making alcohol
the prime focus of our community. I commend the bill
to the house.
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Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
address the house on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment Bill 2012. In doing so, as did my
colleagues, I advise that I am not opposing the bill.
Before I begin my contribution to the debate, I stress
that I am not seeking to ruin jobs within the liquor
industry, in which there are thousands upon thousands
of jobs across the state and to which are aligned even
more secondary jobs dependent upon that industry.
However, that does not mean that the industry does not
require some reform, most importantly when it comes
to the abuse of alcohol by some people and the
consumption of alcohol by those under the age of
18 years.
I must state that I admire those European cultures that
slowly and steadily introduce their children to alcohol
in such a way that young people do not seek to drink
excessively, do not seek to drink alone and who thus do
not generally cause problems within their own
societies. In Victoria we have problems with those who
drink to excess and who drink without concern for their
own health or the effects it may have on their families.
There is also a serious issue with young people doing
the wrong thing, and that is why I understand those
communities within Victoria that prefer to be
alcohol-free zones. I am referring to municipalities in
conservative electorates. Hopefully the reforms in this
bill will help to reduce these problems to a very large
degree.
This bill will allow protective services officers,
gambling and liquor inspectors, and members of the
Victoria Police to confiscate and dispose of alcohol
when it is found in the hands of people under the age of
18 years. This will be a thankless task for police and
other people, but I have been advised it is a measure
that they are willing to accept, and I wish to thank them
in anticipation of what they will be doing, because the
opposition will support any sensible and reasonable
measures that reduce the abuse of alcohol by those who
are under the age of 18 years. At the same time, those
who sell alcohol to young people under the age of
18 years should be prepared to accept harsh punishment
at law.
Having said all this — and I mean no disrespect to the
minister or the government — I am concerned about
how clearly these measures will be understood and
what inspectors and other officers will be able to do,
including how and when. We do not wish to place any
of them in any legal jeopardy if they act in a manner
that the courts may later query, which is possible.
I have also heard stories of parents of school students
becoming vocally angry at teachers who confiscate
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alcohol and cigarettes from their children instead of
saying a very big thankyou, yet in the future we may
have to think about giving teachers the same tip-out
powers, as some students will take alcohol to school.
I must further express deep concern about how slowly
the government has come out with its
whole-of-government alcohol and drug strategy, which
is something it promised early in 2012, but, like so
many other promises, it largely disappeared into thin
air. If members of this government were to come out
with a sensible policy, they might be surprised to find
opposition members supporting it, but it would have to
be sensible and involve the whole of government.
In a similar way, I am advised that the Baillieu
administration has not bothered to call a meeting of the
Liquor Control Advisory Council for two years.
Experts who would be invaluable are being ignored,
and I do not understand why this is so.
There is much more I could say. Indeed on such issues
it would be possible to filibuster, as our American
colleagues would say, because there is so much to say.
The abuse of alcohol and drugs harms families, leads to
violence, creates obesity and liver disease and destroys
lives — a long list indeed. Labor is about the
responsible consumption of alcohol or, if you prefer,
about moderation, avoiding excess and, as I have stated,
when it comes to those under the age of 18 years,
stopping them from harming themselves.
I wish to praise those retailers who are tough on alcohol
sales not only to anyone who looks remotely under age
and demanding the strongest proof of age but also when
they suspect young people of sending adults into shops
to buy alcohol for them. Hopefully this bill will be a
solid step forward, but the Baillieu-Ryan government
needs to consult with industry, utilise its advisory
council and talk with the opposition so that together we
can establish an environment with the right laws and
the important advertising and educational program that
will lead to greater safety for young people and less
abuse of alcohol by those who simply cannot manage it.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I must begin
my contribution to the debate on the Liquor Control
Reform Amendment Bill 2012 by declaring an
interest — that is, on a warm day I have been known to
enjoy a cold beer. Some days I have had two. In fact
last Sunday I was seen down at the Black Horse Hotel
in Bulla having an ale with an old mate who was
visiting from overseas. It was very enjoyable, and a
great deal of responsible activity was going on down at
that particular locale.
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In my experience, it is safe to say that over the last 25
or 30 years Melbourne has gone from one extreme to
the other. I remember back in the late 70s and early 80s
leaving meetings at 10.30 p.m. and having to hold
further discussions on the street because there was
nowhere to go. I recall friends and colleagues flying in
from interstate for such meetings, and when those
meetings finished at 10.30 p.m. they would say, ‘Let’s
go for a drink’. I would say, ‘Well, you’ll have to get
back on the plane and fly back to wherever you came
from, because there is no drinking here’. That is what
Melbourne was like. I cannot go back to the 6 o’clock
swill, but I can certainly go back to the days when there
was very little drinking beyond 10.00 p.m. I well recall
the great excitement when a venue in Exhibition Street
opened a supper club. Unfortunately it is no longer
there, but it was just down the road from Liberal Party
headquarters and gained a good deal of patronage from
a number of us who spent a good deal of time at that
particular venue.
We have gone from a time all those years ago when
basically you could not get a drink after 10 o’clock at
night to the point now where booze is everywhere. You
just cannot get away from it. It does not matter whether
you set out deliberately to go to a place where they
serve alcohol or you are just walking down the street —
it is everywhere. I am sure every member of this house
has had the experience of walking through the streets
after a function at maybe 2 or 3 in the morning and
finding Melbourne absolutely full of drunks.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — I do not know whether they are
Victorians but they are certainly drunks. I have to agree
with the 3AW broadcaster Ross Stevenson, who says
on a regular basis that no good ever comes after
2 o’clock in the morning. I think that is true, and this
bill today will go some way towards ensuring that we
have some degree of law and order and control on the
streets after 2 in the morning and hopefully before then
as well. This bill not only gives the police and
protective services officers the powers to tip alcohol out
in front of the — generally — lads who are drinking it
but also instils in those people a degree of respect that
has perhaps not been there for the last decade or so.
Respect for authority and, in particular, respect for the
police has been sadly lacking among many young
people over recent times. The legislation before us
today gives police the power to remove alcohol from
young people and tip it out in front of them and will
certainly make those individuals aware that the police
do have the authority to exert some control over the
way they carry on.
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This is a very important and very good bill. I commend
the government for its introduction, and I wish it a
speedy passage through this house.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak on the Liquor Control
Reform Amendment Bill 2012. It is part of a suite of
changes that the Baillieu government has introduced to
assist in what is perhaps a cultural shift. Mr Finn spoke
about the 6 o’clock swill, and we have come a long way
since then.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mrs PETROVICH — I think we have to look at
where we have gone. The government’s commitment to
delivering a system of responsible liquor licensing to
contribute to a safer and more responsible community
is a good thing. Reforms have been introduced by us to
improve how the alcohol industry is regulated and
encourage industry participants to consume and act
responsibly. Significant reforms to date have been the
transfer of liquor licensing functions to an independent
regulator; the introduction of a 5-star rating system and
a demerit point system for liquor licensees; a new wine
and beer producers licence; actions to recognise the
importance of the live music industry, which is a very
vibrant part of Melbourne culture; action to address
inequalities in the supply of packaged liquor; action to
tackle public drunkenness; and the prohibition of the
secondary supply of alcohol to children without
parental consent.
Whilst we have moved away from the 6 o’clock swill, I
would like to talk about young people and the place of
alcohol in their culture. I am the mother of not so young
people anymore — an 18-year-old and a 23-year-old —
but I see through their social interactions the pressure
that is put on young people to consume alcohol. It is
very much the norm for young people to take half a
dozen coolers or premixed drinks to a party. I have to
say that if I drank half a dozen mixed drinks at my age
and given my weight, I would not be too sober either. I
think we really have to consider body weight,
particularly that of young women, and how the
consumption of alcohol impacts on them in relation to
their safety and their ability to protect themselves in
many cases. That is very important.
Mr Ondarchie spoke about the Good Sports program
and how it encourages young people not to participate
in the consumption of alcohol. It was the culture not so
long ago that if you hit a century in cricket, you got a
slab. That is certainly not where we want to head any
more.
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Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Mrs PETROVICH — Whilst it is an admirable
thing to hit 100, you might not hit 100 the next day. We
are heading in the right direction with these issues.
It is great to see that this bill gives tip-out powers so
Victoria Police members and protective service officers
as well as gambling and liquor inspectors who are on
duty at a designated place. Whether the container is
opened or unopened, if it has been seized from a person
the officers believe is under the age of 18, they have
power to tip it out. The bill introduces double penalties
for drunk and disorderly behaviour and failure to obey a
direction to leave licensed premises. It also introduces a
new offence for patrons who remain in the immediate
vicinity of licensed premises to which they have been
refused entry.
The bill makes it easier for licensees to act responsibly
in their serving of alcohol. It sets the bar a little higher
for patrons. They have clear directions on what can
occur. As Mr Finn has said, drunkenness in a public
place is not pretty and it is not always safe. Many
young people, and some older ones as well, end up
behind the wheel of a car. They are not in a fit state to
make judgements about whether they should drive or
not if they have consumed too much alcohol. This is a
suite of protections and law and order enforcement
opportunities that sets the tone and works hand in glove
with the protection of the Victorian community into the
future. As Mr Finn has said, places at the other end of
town are not always charming after 2.00 a.m. I recently
had exposure to that myself. This is a great city and we
need to ensure that it is safe at any time of the day or
night for everybody who wants to venture out to enjoy
Melbourne and all its attractions.
The 5-star rating system rewards licensees who have a
good compliance history with a discount on their
annual fees. Licensees who obtain a 4-star rating will
not receive that same discount. The demerit point
system targets licensees who repeatedly flout the law.
Bad publicans are being watched and they can now
receive demerit points if they commit one of the six
most serious offences under the Liquor Control Reform
Act 1998. These offences relate to supplying liquor to
an intoxicated person, supplying liquor or permitting
liquor to be supplied to an under-age person and
permitting a drunk or disorderly person or an under-age
person onto licensed premises.
On that note, the Liquor Control Reform Amendment
Bill 2012 seems to have the support of all members in
the house, and I commend the bill to the house.
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Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Stormwater: management
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Water, Peter Walsh. It
relates to his media statements over the last few days
about stormwater recycling in Melbourne and the
government’s ambitious plan to recycle 450 gigalitres
of stormwater as an alternative for Melbourne’s water
use. Stormwater predominantly comes off the roofs of
houses. It takes in bird faeces, dog faeces and oil from
cars; in fact it takes in an amazing amount of unclean
substances. It also comes in very erratic bursts. We on
this side are supportive of all means to diversify
Melbourne’s water supply. However, Melbourne’s
water comes in a surge. The proposition to pump it into
storage upstream somewhere and then to treat it
somewhere is admirable in its attempt to use recycled
water; 450 gigalitres is three times the amount of water
that goes through the desalination plant, and it probably
requires treatment more exacting than a desalination
plant.
The action that I seek from the minister tonight is that
he outline where in water plan 3, which covers the next
five years, are the multibillion dollars that will be
required to recycle and clean up 450 gigalitres of water,
as the minister has been spouting in the media? The
action I seek is for the minister to outline in the water
plan where the funding for this major capital work will
be. Secondly, I ask that he put a business case forward
as to why this amount of recycling is preferred to
infrastructure projects that are already in place. I repeat
that I welcome any diversification of the water supply
of a city of 4 million people, but the action I seek from
this minister is that he link his rhetoric with economics.
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Bushfires: fuel reduction
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I direct a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change regarding the bushfires in Victoria in
recent weeks. They include the Aberfeldy fire in
Gippsland and the Harrietville-Feathertop fire, which
are ongoing.
The impact of these fires on communities has been well
covered in the general and popular media to an extent,
but what is not understood is the incredible
discombobulation caused to communities. The
Aberfeldy fire led to a tragic death, the loss of
20 principal places of residence, and had a significant
impact on farming property with the loss of 285 capital
cattle and sheep, 580 kilometres of fencing and many
sheds, yards and conserved fodder, but the impact of
the Gippsland fires is also felt in terms of our natural
land estate.
The matter I raise for the attention of the house and the
minister in particular is the need for us to develop a
much better understanding of fire behaviour based on
fuel loads and weather events. I am sure that there will
be a comprehensive analysis undertaken as to the cause
of the spread of the Aberfeldy fire, which was quite
dramatic and far beyond the scope of the understanding
of the fire agencies on the night. My recollection is that
when the fire started on Thursday, 17 January, the
predicted expansion of the fire front was significantly
underestimated — that is, in about 4 hours overnight
the fire moved a distance that the authorities generally
thought would have taken a couple of days, and
therefore at 4.00 a.m. the communities adjacent to the
town of Heyfield were warned by telephone to get out.
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encounters with asbestos materials and that very
occasional exposure is unlikely to be harmful.
I will not go over the points I made in my previous
adjournment matter, but I asked the minister to advise
me of the government’s position on the guide and to
write to the federal Minister for Health, Tanya
Plibersek, asking her to withdraw the document. Since I
made that request of the minister I have obtained advice
that SafeWork SA has removed the link to the enHealth
guide from the SafeWork SA website until further
notice. I ask the minister to seek advice from SafeWork
SA on its views on the enHealth guide and to have the
link to the document removed from official websites in
Victoria.
I also reiterate my request to the minister made in
November last year that he urge the federal Minister for
Health to have the guide recalled. I believe this matter
is urgent and that the enHealth guide on asbestos should
be recalled, just as other faulty products are. Recently
there have been two stories in the media reporting that
certain brands of cheese have been recalled due to a
listeria outbreak and that Cotton On was fined
$1 million for selling an unsafe product, which was
highly flammable children’s pyjamas.
The impacts of these products on community safety can
be almost immediate, whereas the impact on the
estimated tens of thousands of people from exposure to
asbestos during home renovations is decades away. It
seems to me that the enHealth guide is no less a
consumer product that carries a danger to the public,
and it should be recalled on the basis that there is at
least a level of concern — this is acknowledged —
about which there is no dispute.

The matter I am putting to the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change is that he undertake,
through his department, further investigations about
fuel and weather impacts and in particular further
measures to reduce fuel loads, in a conventional and
unconventional sense, to make our communities safer.

I am deeply concerned about the potential health
detriments and deaths that we know are caused by any
level of exposure to asbestos.

Asbestos: non-occupational exposure

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Thank
you, Deputy President; I would like to wish you all the
best for 2013. This evening my adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Local Government, the
Honourable Jeanette Powell, and it is a really good
news story. It concerns a letter written by the chief
executive officer of Glen Eira City Council, Andrew
Newton, to Mrs Powell, on which I was copied in. It
talks about the Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre
(GESAC) in East Bentleigh. I am going to read from
this letter because it is a really important story.
Mr Newton states:

Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — On
27 November last year I raised a matter with the
Minister for Health concerning the content of a
commonwealth government publication entitled
Asbestos — A Guide for Householders and the General
Public by enHealth. I drew the minister’s attention to
concerns raised by experts and organisations such as
the Gippsland Asbestos Related Diseases Support Inc.
that the guide states that householders can sensibly and
safely manage the risks arising from any occasional

Glen Eira Sports and Aquatic Centre: disability
services
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The Victorian government contributed $4.5 million towards
the construction of GESAC and $0.5 million for disability
services based at GESAC.
You may be interested in the attached letter from a resident
who has used GESAC to help recover his health.
GESAC has been open for nine months. It has just passed
10 000 members. More than 4000 are aged under 12
(learn-to-swim) or over 50. The gender distribution is
52 percent female, 48 per cent male. On average, 3000 people
use the facilities each day and half-a-dozen schools from the
south-eastern suburbs each school week. The physiotherapy
clinic, contracted to the private sector, is also helping
residents pursue their health goals.
GESAC’s financial performance has been strong. Against a
construction contract of $41.2 million, council spent
$39.9 million. The centre is covering all its direct costs and all
its interest costs and is providing part-time jobs for more than
250 people, many of them putting themselves through tertiary
education. The extra staffing is entirely funded by users and
has no impact on rates.
Thank you again for the support provided by the state
government.

The resident who wrote the letter to the mayor of the
City of Glen Eira thanked him for providing this
fantastic service, saying how it has helped him get over
a hip replacement.
The action I am seeking is for Minister Powell to stay
in regular contact with the chief executive officer of
Glen Eira City Council, Mr Andrew Newton, who is
very professional and someone with whom I work very
closely, to ensure that she gets a six-monthly update on
the statistics provided in this letter. I believe that would
be very constructive.
I thank Mr Newton for copying me in on the letter and
congratulate Minister Powell and Ms Wooldridge, the
Minister for Community Services, who put in $500 000
for disability services at GESAC. These services are
operated by Marriott Support Services, which does a
sensational job helping people understand how to deal
with people who have a disability. In addition people
with a disability work at GESAC to help and guide
people through this excellent facility. Congratulations
to everyone. I look forward to the minister’s answer.

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Planning. In January 2013 VicRoads published
documents about the Wallan-Kilmore bypass which
advised that detailed planning investigations have been
completed, that the Minister for Planning will now
determine the formal planning process to be followed
and that the priority of VicRoads is to achieve planning
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approvals by early 2014. The Minister for Roads,
Mr Mulder, has issued a media release confirming these
decisions.
A number of options have been eliminated, including
the Wallan-Kilmore Bypass Group’s northern option,
which most closely approximates the election promise
of the Premier and the member for Seymour, in the
Assembly, Ms McLeish, to deliver a bypass to the north
of Kilmore. Mr Mulder has short-listed an option
identified as Quinns Road, also referred to as the
Monument Hill Reserve route by locals because it
affects the historic Monument Hill, as well as rural and
residential properties, the thoroughbred racing and
trotting precinct and recreational and sporting areas. As
local resident Ms Anne Gobel has pointed out, this
route was opposed by thousands of people, and by
including the route for planning approval Mr Mulder is
treating residents with contempt.
Mr Mulder has also short-listed a western option that
mysteriously does not remove any truck traffic from the
main street of Kilmore, according to recent studies. As
local resident and professional truck operator Mr Kevin
Butler has pointed out, just five years ago VicRoads
and independent infrastructure consultants found that a
western route would cut truck traffic in Kilmore by
over 50 per cent. Local residents do not think recent
studies are believable and are justifiably concerned that
a western route does not stand a chance in the planning
process unless the studies are challenged.
In October 2012, in response to my call for the planning
minister to meet with the Wallan-Kilmore Bypass
Group, Mr Guy advised that the bypass was not yet a
planning matter for him to deal with. Now that the
bypass is a planning matter I believe local residents
deserve an opportunity to put their views and concerns
directly to Mr Guy. I call on the minister to give them
that opportunity, and I remind him that in the
communities affected there are land-holders who are
sick with worry about the prospect of losing their
homes and land-holders who are building homes and
wondering if their efforts will be ruined.

Rail: St Albans level crossing
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter in the adjournment debate this evening for the
attention of the Minister for Roads, who is also the
Minister for Public Transport concerning the ongoing
issue of the St Albans railway line. For the benefit of
members, this issue goes back many years, in fact to
my first term in the Parliament, back in the 1990s.
Some members will recall that the Kennett government
committed to fixing the problem that is the St Albans
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railway crossing back in 1999. Unfortunately, as a
result of an electoral hiccup, it did not get the
opportunity to fix the railway line in St Albans.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn
should be careful that he does not mislead the house.
Mr FINN — It was perhaps more than a hiccup,
Deputy President — in fact some of us actually choked
on that occasion.
The Labor government came in promising to fix the
level crossing, but after 11 years it still was not done.
My understanding is that after the election of the
Bracks government in 1999 all works were put on hold.
Here we are in 2013, and we still have this St Albans
level crossing problem, which has claimed 16 lives.
The government has made a firm commitment to solve
it once and for all, and we will do that.
The thing that confuses me is that recently Mr Elsbury
and I were at the St Albans Lunar New Year Festival.
The federal member for Maribyrnong and Minister for
Getting the Numbers, Bill Shorten, was there. He said
he believed that the level crossing solution should be a
bipartisan issue. In fact I thanked him in my speech for
the contribution that the federal government would
make. As I recall, Mr Eideh also thanked Mr Shorten in
his speech for the financial contribution that the federal
government would make.
Ms Pulford — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I was not here at the commencement of the
adjournment debate, but I believe we are on the
adjournment debate because the bells rang. I wonder
how Mr Finn’s conversational reports relate to his
raising a matter of government administration with the
minister.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I think the
member has plenty of time to make his request of the
minister, and he is able to make his contribution in his
own particular way.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Deputy President. I was
quite excited about the financial contribution the federal
government was apparently going to make, but
unfortunately within days of making that offer
Mr Shorten withdrew it. This past Sunday the federal
Minister for Infrastructure and Transport, Mr Albanese,
was in St Albans making the same offer. I am very
confused. Is the federal government going to put new
money into this project? Is the federal government
going to make this a bipartisan effort or not? Do we
believe Mr Shorten the first time, Mr Shorten the
second time or Mr Albanese now?
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I know the minister, Mr Mulder, is very firmly
committed to solving this dreadful problem in
St Albans, and I ask him to approach his federal
colleague with a view to ascertaining exactly how much
the federal government is prepared to put on the table
so that at long last we can solve this problem.

Bushfires: emergency communications
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and Minister for Bushfire
Response, and it is in regard to emergency services
communications. I take this opportunity to say that
whilst my adjournment matter this evening is about my
electorate, I want to acknowledge that there are fires
still raging in other parts of the state. I thank those who
are involved: the emergency services personnel, the
firefighters and all of the support staff who are waging
wars against those blazes.
Getting back to western Victoria, in January this year
there were two major fires, one west of Ballarat and the
other west of Portland, which threatened a number of
local communities. West of Ballarat, hundreds of
residents in small communities such as Chepstowe,
Snake Valley and Carngham had to flee as fire
destroyed the historic Carngham station and nine family
homes. Six people were treated for minor injuries and
smoke inhalation; however, fortunately, no-one lost
their life.
West of Portland, 20 campers were evacuated from the
Great South West Walk because of a very large fire
which blackened about 7000 hectares of native forest,
pine and blue gum plantations between Portland and
Dartmoor and through to the South Australian border.
The communities of Drik Drik, Mumbannar and those
along the Princes Highway, such as Lyons and
Greenwald, were alerted; however, thankfully the fire
did not reach those communities. Due to the dedication
and hard work of Country Fire Authority and
Department of Sustainability and Environment officers
and volunteers there were only minor injuries as a result
of those fires.
More than 200 people packed into the Snake Valley
community hall to learn the full extent of the damage
done west of Ballarat. During this meeting a number of
people made comments and complaints about the
communication services at the height of the fire, some
stating that they were left in communication black
holes. The action I seek from the minister this evening
is for him to advise me of the most recent audit
conducted in respect of emergency services
communication facilities and their effectiveness during
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the height of emergency situations and in particular
what happened during the fires in Chepstowe, Snake
Valley and Carngham. If there has not been a recent
audit, why not, when will it happen and what will the
action plan entail?

Glen Devon Primary School site: future
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is with
great pleasure that I rise this evening to raise a matter
with the Minister for Education, the Honourable Martin
Dixon. This matter relates to the former Glen Devon
Primary School site in Market Road, Werribee. The site
was vacated when the Labor government closed the
school and it had no plan for what it was going to do
with the site. It had no funding available for demolition
of the school: there was no funding for any new project
to occur at the school and instead that particular
property was left abandoned.
I have raised this issue in the past and I am pleased to
have learnt recently that demolition will be occurring at
the site of the remaining school building. Unfortunately
half of the school was burnt down after an arson attack
last year and that left us with very few options for what
we could do with the remaining building. I have been in
contact with a number of community groups and
various organisations that have put forward suggestions
about what should be done with the site. One of the
most interesting is one that has been powering on from
almost day one. It is a proposal put forward in
conjunction with the Wyndham City Council and the
Wyndham Community and Education Centre.
The proposal is to construct a community learning hub
in an area that does not possess any sort of community
infrastructure in terms of meeting rooms or potential
classrooms that could be utilised by a community
learning centre. It would certainly become the central
hub from which the Wyndham Community and
Education Centre could continue to undertake the great
work it does in providing educational opportunities for
people in the city of Wyndham.
What I ask is that the minister or someone from his
office arrange a meeting with the Wyndham City
Council and possibly representatives of the Wyndham
Community and Education Centre to discuss this great
proposal, because it is something that I believe will be
of great benefit to the community. It utilises a
community asset for which there were no plans — it
was going to be sold off, as far as I know, by the
previous government. It will deliver back to the
community benefits that a community organisation like
the Wyndham Community Learning Centre and the
Wyndham City Council can deliver.
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Mitcham Senior Citizens Centre: relocation
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Local
Government. It is about the Mitcham Senior Citizens
Centre located in Brunswick Road, Mitcham, which
will have to be acquired by VicRoads for a grade
separation at the rail crossing on Mitcham Road. The
Mitcham Senior Citizens Centre will therefore need to
be relocated. For that reason I am requesting that the
Minister for Local Government assist the City of
Whitehorse to ensure there is an appropriate location
for the Mitcham Senior Citizens Centre to move to and
if need be to assist the council and the senior citizens
group if there is any funding needed for relocation.

Teachers: enterprise bargaining
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Premier. It relates to the
government’s pre-election commitment to make
Victorian teachers the highest paid in Australia. Instead
of approaching a new school year with optimism,
teachers throughout Victoria are frustrated as the
Australian Education Union remains embroiled with
the state government in a long-running pay dispute.
The union has said if it cannot broker an agreement,
then its members will strike on 14 February. This now
looks likely as the state government has refused to
budge on its offer of an annual pay rise of 2.5 per cent,
with any further increases to be offset by productivity
gains. The state government has dragged this dispute
out for over two years by refusing to listen to the
concerns of education staff, parents and the broader
community. Enough is enough. Teachers, school staff,
families and the community are sick of the
government’s spin and sick of being hoodwinked. They
want the issue resolved immediately.
The uncertainty over pay conditions is bad enough, but
teachers are also dealing with the fallout from the
current government’s savage funding cuts to the sector,
such as the abolition of the School Start bonus. This
program provided a $300 grant to help parents cover
school costs for prep and year 7 students. The schools
portion of the education maintenance allowance has
been cut. This provided help to needy kids. For
example, it helped to pay for breakfast clubs and cover
costs for excursions. Funding for student support
services officers has been slashed by $29 million over
the next four years. Support for services such as speech
therapists and social workers has also been slashed.
There is also the $12 million, or $48 million over four
years, cut in coordination funding for the Victorian
certificate of applied learning. On top of all this many
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school projects have received only a fraction of the
required sum and there is no information available on
when they will be fully funded.
The specific action I seek from the Premier is that he
immediately make it clear to the Victorian teaching
profession how he will resolve this dispute and honour
his pre-election commitment. When this commitment
was made by the then opposition Mr Baillieu was very
vocal in saying that our teachers need to be the best
paid in the country. Teachers are buckling under the
pressure being placed on them by this government, and
parents are fed up. Teachers’ strict overtime bans are
currently affecting excursions, school camps, school
fetes, musical productions and sporting activities.
Action certainly needs to be taken to resolve this
dispute.

Big Hill goldmine: future
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Energy and
Resources, and I seek information from the minister as
to actions proposed by the government to assess the
planned commencement of mining at the Big Hill site
near Stawell. I say this in the context of an ABC news
article headed ‘Council backs Big Hill goldmine plans’,
posted earlier today — 3 hours and 43 minutes from the
time of printing. The article says:
A western Victorian council has backed plans to develop a
controversial open-cut goldmine at Stawell.
The Northern Grampians shire voted to support the Big Hill
mine at its council meeting last night.
The project is awaiting state government approval and a
report on the environmental effects of the mine.

Current underground mining activity at Stawell
goldmine has been reported to be scaling down, and
significant job losses have been flagged by the mining
company. The parent company has therefore been
exploring options to provide a safe, environmentally
acceptable and economically prosperous project that
will benefit the local community and may ameliorate
some of these job losses. A similar proposal in relation
to Big Hill was not approved by the former government
in the early part of the last decade, and this process,
which had been to an environment effects statement
panel, ended with the then Minister for Environment
and Climate Change advising the council that the
decision not to proceed with the mine would not be
reviewed.
The proposal in 2013 is a four to five-year project with
a shorter duration and a smaller footprint than the
previous proposals, minimising the impact on the
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community and native vegetation. It is expected to
create 80 to 100 jobs. Gold worth more than
$40 million will be recovered. It was reported in the
Weekly Times of 1 February that the company plans to
process 2.3 million tonnes of ore to recover more than
108 000 ounces of gold. The project also is designed to
assist that community to deal with these important
transitions.
It is also important to refute statements that were made
last year to this Parliament by opposition member
Ms Tierney, who was critical of the government’s
efforts to engage with the mine and suggested that
somehow Stawell was not on the government’s radar.
Nothing could be further from the truth. Meetings had
already been convened between me, other members of
the government and mining representatives both here in
Australia and in Canada. The government has been
working closely with the goldmine and Northern
Grampians Shire Council to progress this important
application, which will need to be given due
consideration and obviously put through the formal
processes that are in place, pursuant to the statutes.
Importantly, nothing I say is to pre-empt the outcome
of that, except that we will not be engaging in political
interference to undermine those processes, as may have
been suggested in relation to the previous application. I
seek the minister’s advice in relation to this important
matter.

Healesville freeway reservation: future
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads, and it
relates to the Healesville freeway reservation. It was an
election commitment by the Liberal Party to keep the
reserve as open space. This matter now has a long
history. In March 2011 the member for Forest Hill in
the Assembly, Mr Angus, told a local paper that
resolving the issues surrounding the Healesville
freeway reservation was his priority for that year. That
was 2011. Nothing happened in 2011, nothing
happened in 2012 and now we are into 2013.
The community is concerned about what is going to
occur at that site, and VicRoads has engaged in a
process which has really inflamed those concerns,
because as part of its consultation process VicRoads
indicated that one of the options is that there may be
development at that site. The community is concerned
about the impact this will have on wildlife habitat.
Also, at Nadrasca there is a community farm which
helps people living with mental or physical disability. It
is a farm which has proven to be incredibly successful,
and any development that might require the farm
community to be moved will be disruptive to this very
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vulnerable group. There is also a community garden —
one of the first community gardens — at the site, which
has a two or three-year waiting list. There is great
concern that the VicRoads process will see
development at the site and a destruction of that land.
Part of this concern has been heightened by the failure
of the Minister for Roads to act on this matter. In March
2011 he received a letter from the local council asking
him to outline the state government’s plans for the site.
To date there has been no response. My request to the
minister is that he honour the election commitment that
was made, that he once and for all preserve the
Healesville freeway reservation, as the Liberal Party
promised, and that he do so expeditiously. It has been
more than two years. There is no reason why this could
not have been done already, and this delay and the
comments by VicRoads are inflaming community
concerns about the government’s intentions for this site.

Colac Area Health: services
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The
adjournment matter I wish to raise this evening is for
the attention of the Minister for Health and relates to a
very serious matter in Colac, in my electorate. The
Baillieu government has been using the federal-state
health funding dispute as an excuse to make an initial
decision to close the after-hours emergency department
at Colac Area Health. Of course the local emergency
department being under threat of closure is a very
serious matter for any community, but for a community
that is 1 hour or more away by car or ambulance from
the next emergency department it is an incredibly
serious matter and in some circumstances life
threatening.
It is important to note that the Colac Area Health
services recorded a combined operating loss of
$1.7 million over the last two financial years. The
Victorian Auditor-General rated the Colac health
service as high risk in an audit that was undertaken in
2012. The emergency department operating hours are
being reduced because of the government’s
$616 million health cuts.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PULFORD — Over the last two years Colac
Area Health has lost $1.7 million. It is there to be seen
in the annual reports of the health service.
Colac health service is undeniably in a quite precarious
financial position. I call on the Minister for Health to
respond to this hospital in crisis by using section 40C of
the Health Services Act 1988, which is headed
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‘Appointment of delegate to board’. This section of the
act enables the minister to appoint an individual to
assist the board to improve the performance of the
hospital. The act spells out some circumstances in
which this can occur, and the functions — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! So far
everyone has been listened to in silence. I expect
members to continue that courtesy to the final
adjournment speaker.
Ms PULFORD — Section 40D of the act is headed
‘Functions of delegate’ and states that the functions of a
delegate to the board appointed by the minister are:
(a) to attend meetings of the board and observe its
decision-making processes; and
(b) to provide advice or information to the board to assist
it …
(c) to advise the Minister and the Secretary on any matter
relating to the public hospital or the board.

This crisis at Colac Area Health has been some two
years in the making. I call on the minister to take this
unusual but important action to assist Colac health to
recover to a better position so that the people of Colac
can have more confidence in their health service.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Responses
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Tonight I have adjournment responses
for 36 adjournment items, which are of varying dates
and all from 2012, bar one. I am not sure if this is a
misprint, but I am told that there is an adjournment
debate response to a matter raised by Ms Broad on
17 August 2011. She will be pleased to receive that
tonight.
The other adjournment items have 2012 dates: on
20 June, Ms Pennicuik; on 14 August, Ms Broad; on
28 August, Ms Darveniza and Ms Pulford; on
12 September, Mr Finn and Mr Leane; on
13 September, Mr Ramsay; on 10 October, Ms Tierney;
on 24 October, Ms Darveniza, Mr Pakula and
Mr Ramsay; on 25 October, Mr Pakula; on
14 November, Ms Crozier, Ms Darveniza, Mr Eideh
and Ms Mikakos; on 15 November, Mr Leane,
Ms Mikakos and Mr Ramsay; on 27 November,
Ms Broad, Mrs Coote, Mr Elsbury, Mr Leane and
Ms Tierney; on 28 November, Ms Darveniza,
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Mr O’Donohue, Mr Tarlamis and Mr Viney; on
29 November, Mr Drum and Mr Ramsay; on
11 December, Ms Broad, Mr O’Brien and
Mr Ondarchie; and on 13 December, Mrs Kronberg and
Mr Somyurek.
In addition 13 items have been raised tonight in the
adjournment debate. First, Mr Lenders raised a matter
for the Minister for Water, Mr Walsh, regarding where
the minister will find funds to treat the stormwater that
he proposes could well be harvested for the use of
Melburnians, particularly to water parks and gardens.
While I will pass this on to the minister for a more
detailed response, I can say the cost of treating that
stormwater will surely beat the $650 million per annum
cost for a desalination plant that is being applied to the
state at this particular time. However, I am sure
Mr Walsh will identify how that particular stormwater
will be treated.
Mr Philip Davis raised a matter for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change. He asked the
minister to further investigate the impact that fuel loads
and the reduction of fuel loads have on the
environment, but also particularly on community
safety. Unfortunately we are still currently experiencing
bushfires in Victoria.
Mr Scheffer raised a matter for the Minister for Health.
He seeks the withdrawal of an asbestos health guide,
which I understand was published by the
commonwealth. He believes that it is dangerous and
therefore should be withdrawn. I will pass that on.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government regarding the Glen Eira Sports and
Aquatic Centre. She suggested that the Minister for
Local Government keep herself well informed of the
great value of this particular project.
Ms Broad raised a matter for the Minister for Planning
regarding planning matters associated with the
Wallan-Kilmore bypass. I will pass that matter on to
Mr Guy.
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Mr Elsbury raised a matter for the Minister for
Education regarding the Glen Devon school site in
Werribee. In particular he asked whether the minister
would meet with local authorities, including the
Wyndham City Council and Wyndham Community
and Education Centre, regarding the potential future use
of that site. I visited that site with Mr Elsbury, and what
has been proposed there has great merit.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Local
Government. He had a seniors moment there, but he
was talking about a seniors centre. He sought advice
from the Minister for Local Government about whether
there might be financial assistance or a program that
might help the good people of Mitcham in the
relocation of their senior citizens centre. I will pass that
on.
Ms Darveniza raised a matter for the Premier, and I
think she had a bit of a rehearsal for tomorrow’s debate.
Particularly she urged the Premier to resolve the current
enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations with the
Australian Education Union and the Australian
Principals Federation. Ms Darveniza would be pleased,
as I am, to know that discussions are back on track.
They will be ongoing through the course of this week.
Hopefully there may be some resolution to that matter.
Mr O’Brien raised a matter for the Minister for Energy
and Resources concerning the Stawell goldmine, and in
particular the Big Hill extension to that mine. He asked
the minister whether there was anything he could do to
assist in the creation of that extension. I am sure that the
minister, cognisant of the situation as he is, will try to
facilitate the proper process to see if that can be brought
about.
Mr Tee raised a matter for the Minister for Roads. It
was a plea that the government reserve the Healesville
freeway reservation. I will pass that request on to the
Minister for Roads.

Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Roads, who
is also the Minister for Public Transport, regarding the
St Albans rail crossing. That is a very important project
in his electorate. I will pass that request on to the
minister.

Ms Pulford raised a matter for the Minister for Health,
and it concerned the after-hours emergency department
closure at Colac hospital. In particular she asked if the
minister could consider appointing a person to assist the
hospital in its administration, as he is able to under
provisions of the Health Services Act 1988, as I
understand it. I will pass that particular request on to the
Minister for Health.

Ms Tierney raised a matter for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, and Minister for Bushfire
Response. She seeks an update on the situation
regarding emergency services communication facilities
in her electorate. I will pass that on.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I have a number
of outstanding adjournment matters, and through the
Deputy President I wish to ask the minister if any
progress has been made on them. They are for the
Minister for Planning and are dated: 15 March,
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27 March, 29 March, 2 May, 30 August and
12 December 2012.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I was going pretty well there with
responses for 36 matters and 13 matters passed on to
ministers tonight, but obviously there are a further six,
which are all for the Minister for Planning. I will raise
those six adjournment matters with the Minister for
Planning and seek advice as to where they are up to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.14 p.m.
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