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Tuesday, 29 October 2013
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 22 October
to:
Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment Act
2013
Open Courts Act 2013
Radiation Amendment Act 2013
Succession to the Crown (Request) Act 2013
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Act
2013.

ABSENCE OF DEPUTY PRESIDENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
the Deputy President, Mr Viney, will be absent this
week. At the moment he is incapacitated by illness.
Mr Elasmar will be acting as Deputy President for this
week.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ambulance services
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. I refer to
two tragic cases that occurred over the weekend, one of
a 63-year-old man from Rochester and one of a
60-year-old man from Riddells Creek who both had
heart attacks and died after waiting 22 minutes and
18 minutes respectively for ambulance responses, to
which Ambulance Victoria general manager Tony
Walker said, ‘This is not acceptable. We did not give
these people the best chance’. I ask the minister: is not
the reason that the key performance indicator for the
ambulance service, as set in the budget, for emergency
responses to be within 15 minutes, to give patients the
best chance of survival?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. As he correctly points out,
Tony Walker has made comments about those two
cases. Obviously the community and the chamber offer
every sympathy to the families of the people involved.
What I can say is that Ambulance Victoria, in its
normal way, will investigate any case where there is an
indication that the performance was not as strong as it
could have been or should have been. As the member
indicates, there is a performance target — one of a
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battery of targets. Actually it is not 15 minutes; it is
90 per cent within 15 minutes.
Mr Jennings — That is what it is. That is exactly as
I said it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is not actually what
Mr Jennings said. I am just correcting Mr Jennings so
he understands the exact performance measure. What I
would say is that if one were to look at performance
times of this type and at performance measures, they
would find that the last change to those response-time
measures was made by Labor in the mid-2000s. Labor
went to the 1999 election with a 10-minute response
time as its policy. It did not live up to that measure; in
fact it increased what was then the measure, a
13-minute response time, to 15 minutes.
It is worth explaining the history to the chamber
because members will understand that when Daniel
Andrews, the member for Mulgrave in the Assembly,
who is the former Minister for Health, merged the parts
of Ambulance Victoria — the three ambulance
services, Alexander District Ambulance Service, Rural
Ambulance Victoria and the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service — he did not plan for that merger. He did not
undertake the preparation for the merger, and there is
no doubt that the merger was botched. In fact we are
still cleaning up the mess that was left by Daniel
Andrews.
I can also indicate strongly to the house that the
government has put more money into ambulance
services. We have increased spending by more than
17 per cent, with almost $100 million of additional
funding going to Ambulance Victoria. In addition, there
are more than 465 additional paramedics in the field
now than there were earlier.
The point to understand from this is the great
importance of having a better ambulance service, and
the government is working strongly towards that. We
are putting in the resources, we are putting in additional
personnel and we are rebuilding the clapped-out
stations that were left by the previous government. We
are putting measures in place across the state — for
example, in the last few days we announced the
government’s intention to introduce clot-busting
thrombolytic drugs into country Victoria. A trial will
begin in the Gippsland region in forthcoming weeks,
and it will run over the rest of the year. In the new
financial year there will be an extension of that trial to
the other four country regions. Equally, RefCom
referral arrangements are being put in place across
country Victoria. The RefCom system was put in place
in the Barwon-south western region in February, and it
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is now being extended to the other four country regions.
We made that announcement last week.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
believe the words of Tony Walker were quite human
and quite decent. In response to these tragedies he also
said:
Twenty-two minutes for a cardiac arrest is not an acceptable
response time; I wouldn’t even try and defend that.

Will the minister do the decent human thing and deny
or accept that that is not an acceptable time frame and
that the ambulance service must do better for Victorian
patients?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
chamber will understand the very human response of
Tony Walker, an eminent and very good and
experienced paramedic. I met with Tony Walker
yesterday to discuss these and other matters to ensure
that the ambulance service is focused on delivering the
very best outcomes for the community. As you
understand, President, the government’s job is to
provide the necessary resources to Ambulance Victoria:
the manpower and womanpower in the form of
paramedics, the ambulances, the ambulance stations,
the computer support and all of those parts. Ambulance
Victoria is seeking to deliver the very best service it
can. I strongly support the work of Tony Walker and
others at Ambulance Victoria who are seeking to
deliver the very best for our community, and I join him
in expressing my sympathies to the families involved in
a number of incidents that have occurred.

Health sector information and communications
technology
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. Can the minister
update the house on recent reports on health
information, communications and technology?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Mrs Coote for her question, and I note that one of the
previous government’s areas of repeated debacle was
information and communications technology. Not only
in the health portfolio but right across the government
there were botched ICT projects. In the health portfolio
there was a project called HealthSMART, which was
begun in 2003 by the then Parliamentary Secretary for
Health, Daniel Andrews, now the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly, and the then Minister for
Health, Bronwyn Pike. Daniel Andrews continued to
pursue the HealthSMART steps throughout his time as

Tuesday, 29 October 2013

the Minister for Health, and it is amazing to see some of
his notes on the decisions that were made about
HealthSMART. Right through his period as minister he
continued to pour public money into HealthSMART,
without a proper examination of the best outcomes for
patients.
The government commissioned a review of health
sector information and communications technology,
headed by Dr Andrew Perrignon, a former CEO of
Northern Health and a GP, but also a very experienced
person in the field of health ICT. His committee has
conducted a detailed review and interviewed many
people across the sector, both in the ICT sector and in
the health sector. It has been able to come back with an
important review, and the government has accepted the
overwhelming majority of its recommendations.
I place on record the government’s thanks to
Dr Perrignon and his committee. I can indicate that the
recommendations are firmly within government ICT
policy frameworks. The way forward for ICT within
the health sector will be to allow greater decision
making at a local level rather than having a mandated
set of products or programs that health services must
adopt. Regardless of whether they were large or small
or country or city based, they were all mandated with
the same stuff.
What the review made very clear was that the previous
government had not understood how to successfully
implement ICT policy in the health portfolio. Despite
the hundreds of millions of dollars spent, the program
that was begun in 2003 was still not complete 10 years
later. Ten years later the former government had not
completed the program that was meant to be done in
five or six years, and yet it was hundreds and hundreds
of millions of dollars over budget. What a fiasco! What
I have got to say is that the government has a better way
forward. The recommendation by the Perrignon
committee is to establish a system that will focus on
interoperability in the ICT sector in health. That system
will focus on ensuring that proper business cases are
put in place.
Let us talk about business cases. Where was the
business case for HealthSMART? Actually there was
not one. Those opposite spent hundreds of millions of
dollars of government money without even a business
case. Who was the parliamentary secretary then and
who was the Minister for Finance then? The former
finance minister, Mr Lenders, is sitting on the other side
of the chamber. He ticked off on hundreds of millions
of dollars without a business case. What a shambles!
What a rabble they were! They did not know what they
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were doing. They spent hundreds of millions of
dollars — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! When the minister
starts to say, ‘What a shambles they were!’, it really is
debating the issue. I bring him back to responding to
Mrs Coote’s question in a more apposite fashion.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — President, I accept the point
you made. I certainly did stray into debate on that
occasion. What I can indicate is that the government
does have a very sensible way forward. We are
appreciative of the advice that has come from the
Perrignon panel, and we will go forward with a sensible
ICT policy. We will not be spending tens of millions of
dollars without a proper business case or without
systems that are fully interoperable.

Ambulance services
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. As has
already been discussed today in question time, it is clear
from the words of Ambulance Victoria general
manager, Tony Walker, that Ambulance Victoria is an
organisation under pressure. He acknowledged that
over the weekend; he says he will not deny it. When the
minister is being shown cases such as that of the
75-year-old man from Molyullah, who was made to
wait in pain for 5 hours after a fall, when will he finally
stop denying that the service is in crisis and take
responsibility for fixing Ambulance Victoria?
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available in Melbourne for a number of years. It is now
available in the Barwon-south western region and in
coming months will be rolled out across the Grampians,
Loddon Mallee, Hume and Gippsland regions, taking
further loads off our paramedics and enabling them to
concentrate on the most urgent cases. The government
is determined to put the resources in place to enable our
ambulance paramedics to respond in the best way.
The government has also put in place mobile intensive
care ambulance single-responder units for the first time
in major cities in our country areas — in Mildura,
Wonthaggi, Horsham, Warrnambool, Shepparton,
Wangaratta, Wodonga, Bairnsdale, Sale and Swan Hill.
In all those cases a full mobile intensive care
ambulance single-responder unit has been put in place,
which is able to respond to cardiac events within an 80
to 100-kilometre radius of our major country cities.
This is an important step that will see better outcomes
over the long term for our paramedics and for our
patients.
The government has also reduced ambulance
membership fees. It has supported those membership
fees as a way of putting more resources into
Ambulance Victoria. That has been a very sensible and
important step that supports those who face cost of
living pressures, and it also puts in place additional
memberships that help to provide better support for our
ambulance service.
Ambulance Victoria faces challenges; there is no
question of that. We are working with the paramedics
and Ambulance Victoria to deliver good quality
services across the state — the best we can. Indeed, we
will seek to take further steps in coming months,
including the announcement last week of clot-busting
drugs for services in country Victoria, which will see
better outcomes.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question and indicate that the
government is aware of the challenges Ambulance
Victoria faces. We certainly have increased demand
and we face challenges across the system. There is no
question of that, and I agree with Tony Walker that
there are significant challenges. What I can say is that
the government, unlike the previous government, is
actually addressing those challenges squarely and is
actually putting the resources in place. There has been a
nearly $100 million increase in the Ambulance Victoria
budget. There has been a very significant increase in the
number of paramedics, with 465 additional paramedics
put on the ground in the Ambulance Victoria system
since this government came to power, which is a very
significant increase.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
his response the minister referred to 465 new
paramedics who have been employed under his watch.
Can he clarify for the chamber if that is a net figure or if
that figure of 465 paramedics represents a significant
reduction because of the churn of people leaving the
system?

The number of unfilled shifts has fallen from 1.2 per
cent under Labor to 0.3 per cent, and we have put in
place the referral service in the Barwon-south western
region to take some of the load off and enable our
highly qualified ambulance paramedics to concentrate
on the most urgent cases. The referral service has been

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I can
confirm that it is a net figure, and I will give the
member some detail on that. There are
193 metropolitan paramedics, 44 in the Loddon Mallee
region, 65 in the Hume region, 77 in the Gippsland
region, 36 in the Grampians region and 50 in

Supplementary question
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Barwon-south western region. Our election promise as
part of our $151 million package was to provide
100 paramedics in metropolitan Melbourne, 210 in
country Victoria and 30 patient transport officers in
country Victoria — that is, 6 in each of the 5 regions,
which is a total of 240 in country areas plus
100 paramedics in the city, equalling 340. We have
well exceeded that number already, and we are putting
even more paramedics into our country areas and
additional paramedics into the city areas as well. They
are all important steps. It is about giving the ambulance
service the additional resources it needs. In addition, we
are supporting the RefCom expansion — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Minister.

Dairy industry vocational training forum
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — With great
pleasure I direct a question without notice to the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills. Noting the
significance of the dairy industry in Gippsland, can the
minister update the house on recent opportunities for
the industry to talk directly with government about how
vocational training is meeting its standards?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank my colleague Mr Davis for
asking me this question, which again illustrates his
interest in the various industry sectors we share in our
electorate of Gippsland.
As part of the Refocusing Vocational Training policy,
which was announced by our government in May last
year, I indicated that a new structure for industry
engagement was going to be put in place. As part of
that industry engagement structure, I committed to meet
with different industry groups on a monthly basis to
talk about how the training system in Victoria was
meeting their needs and whether there were any issues
they wanted to raise directly with me. Since that
occasion I have chalked up 15 such engagements with
different industry groups, or groups within regions.
Last Thursday I had an opportunity to meet with the
dairy industry in a forum encompassing about 20 or so
people. The forum was convened by Dairy Australia.
We sat around the table for a couple of hours and talked
about training needs. The people represented at that
meeting ranged from dairy farmers through to dairy
factory managers, and included, I might add, a former
Minister for Higher Education and Training, Lynne
Kosky, who does a bit of work for Dairy Australia now.
It was great to have her input into those conversations
around the table.
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Paramount in those discussions was some of the good
work that is going on, and we should not forget that
good work. The group commented particularly on the
success of the National Centre for Dairy Education
Australia, which works in partnership with GOTAFE
and Advance TAFE to deliver dairy training for people
within that industry. The group also commented on the
fact that for it as an industry, quality was the prime
driver of training — that is, the industry is looking for
high-quality training. Government efforts need to be
focused on ensuring that the quality of training is
paramount in the design and management of any
training system. That is not an atypical message; that is
something that has come up in a lot of the industry
forums.
We were able to compile some statistical information
on the industry and what training activity is taking place
within the dairy industry. Mr Davis and others who
acknowledge the importance of this industry in their
electorates would be interested to know that
government-funded enrolments in dairy cattle farming
and dairy product manufacturing increased by 9 per
cent last year to over 11 000 enrolments; certificate III
in agriculture (dairy production) increased by 65 per
cent last year; certificate IV in agriculture increased by
63 per cent; and certificate III in food processing
increased by 47 per cent. The Victorian training
guarantee spending on agricultural training was
$61 million in 2012, and that assisted with training
needs within the agricultural sector.
It was a very successful forum building on previous
forums I have held with a whole range of other industry
sectors, from retail and tourism right through to areas
like forestry, manufacturing and transport, and also
building on some of the regional gatherings held in
Wodonga, Traralgon and Geelong. I find those industry
forums give invaluable feedback to me as a minister.
They complement the work being undertaken by the
department and the Industry Skills Consultative
Committee, which I also co-chair. They are the sorts of
mechanisms by which the feedback from industry is
given to me directly. It is a great help, and I appreciate
the input from those who have been part of those
forums.

Transport accident legislation
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is directed to the Assistant Treasurer. Under
the new Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2013 and
Transport Accident Further Amendment Bill 2013,
which are being debated in the Assembly, what are the
annual savings the Transport Accident Commission
(TAC) expects from denying non-working relatives of
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road trauma death victims an automatic right to lodge a
claim for common-law damages?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I do not have an answer for Mr Lenders
because that is not what the bills are doing. The bills
will ensure that the scheme remains sustainable into the
future. There are three key areas to the bills which are
in the other place. The first is to increase a range of
statutory benefits which are payable to claimants under
the TAC scheme. People who claim with respect to
injury — relating to their direct involvement in a motor
vehicle accident or a family member’s involvement in a
motor vehicle accident — will have access to increased
counselling. The cap on family counselling will
increase from around $5800 to $15 000. There will be a
range of benefits for the person who was injured in the
transport accident in terms of their transport
entitlements and transport entitlements for their family.
What we are doing is increasing the range of statutory
benefits which will be available to people making
claims under the Transport Accident Act 1986.
With respect to the common-law elements — and the
second element of the TAC scheme comes into play
where a person has a serious injury, be that physical
injury or mental injury, and they pass the threshold to
make a serious injury claim, which is either
whole-of-body impairment or through the narrative
test — what we are doing is putting in place a definition
for serious injury which ensures that those mental
injuries are dealt with on a fair basis and on a consistent
basis, reflecting the best current knowledge with respect
to mental injury.
The third element of the bill relates to legal costs in the
scheme. The TAC scheme pays out around $1 billion a
year in compensation and in medical and like
entitlements to people making claims under the scheme.
Last year around $50 million was paid out to plaintiff
lawyers with respect to common-law claims under the
scheme.
Over the last roughly five years we have seen the
average plaintiff cost with respect to the common-law
claims go from $20 000 a claim to around $40 000 a
claim. It is this government’s commitment that benefits
paid under the TAC scheme should go to injured
Victorians, not to plaintiff lawyers. What we are
seeking to do in the further amendment bill that
Mr Lenders refers to is introduce a fixed-cost model
based on the same model which was put in place by the
previous government in the WorkCover scheme. In this
piece of legislation we are seeking to introduce a
similar fixed-cost model for the TAC scheme, which
will ensure that plaintiff costs are controlled through the
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common-law mechanism in the TAC scheme so that
benefits and compensation end up with claimants rather
than with lawyers.
I call on those opposite to support the measure. The
reality is the bill for the fixed-cost model will not pass
if the opposition does not support it. It needs a statutory
majority in the other place; it will not pass without the
support of the opposition. I call on the opposition to put
injured Victorians ahead of plaintiff lawyers and
support the legislation.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
the minister’s answer that there was no quantified cost.
To my specific question about the relatives who have
lost an automatic right if they are not income-earning
relatives of a victim who has died on the road, the
minister did not answer. He referred to keeping the
scheme viable — the savings, as he referred to, from
litigation. My supplementary question to the minister is:
what are the savings from the individuals I referred
to — that is, families of victims who have not lost
income but who have had their common-law right
taken away? — to the scheme that the minister refers to
when he says ‘keeping it viable?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — Again, I reject the assertion Mr Lenders
is making that the government is seeking to take away
anyone’s common-law rights under the TAC scheme.
The intent of the amendments in the amendment bill is
to clarify the way in which common-law claims with
respect to mental injury will be handled within the TAC
scheme. This is to ensure they are dealt with
consistently and fairly within that scheme. The
requirement under the existing scheme is that there be
serious injury with respect to physical injury or serious
injury with respect to mental injury, and those
thresholds of requiring serious injury before a
common-law claim can be brought will continue.
As to the viability of the scheme, those opposite have to
understand that it is Victorian families who pay for the
TAC scheme. The typical Victorian family — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — I take up
Mr Lenders’s interjection about dividends. The
previous government, with Mr Lenders as Treasurer,
took hundreds of millions of dollars out of the TAC
scheme over its period in government, so Mr Lenders is
in no position to be criticising dividends being taken
out of the TAC scheme.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Time, thank you,
Minister.

Children’s facility funding
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Honourable Wendy Lovell, Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development. Can
the minister update the house on the implementation of
the Napthine government’s children’s facilities capital
program?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for his question and his ongoing interest in early
childhood infrastructure in his electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region. Last week I was delighted to
announce a further round of capital grants for children’s
infrastructure through the children’s facilities capital
program. This round, which I announced at the Early
Learning Association Australia’s annual general
meeting, is worth $20 million and brings the total
allocated to the children’s facilities capital program
under the Victorian coalition government to more than
$106 million. This is record funding for children’s
infrastructure in this state.
For the second time under this government the value of
the grants will be increased in all categories, and also
for the second time under this government a new
category of grant will be added. In this round the
categories for grants are: integrated children’s centres,
for funding of up to $1.6 million; new early learning
facilities, or stand-alone kindergartens, for funding of
up to $650 000; early learning facility upgrades, for
funding of up to $350 000; and the new category of
minor infrastructure is for funding of up to $10 000 per
project. The more than $80 million that has been
allocated from the fund under this government has
allowed for 26 new integrated centres and 21 new early
learning facilities or stand-alone kindergartens to be
built and 143 extensions and upgrades to existing
facilities. In total, 190 projects have been funded by this
government.
In the city of Wyndham, which is in the member’s
electorate, there has been real investment in children’s
infrastructure. Every application that has qualified for
funding has been funded. In the city of Wyndham alone
this has provided for two new integrated centres and
upgrades to four kindergartens. It has also provided an
additional 356 kindergarten places in that community.
The additional $20 million that we have announced will
allow further services to be built and further existing
services to be upgraded. This is an investment in the
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children of Victoria — not just for now but for
generations to come. I know the shadow minister does
not want us to keep allocating money. She tweeted last
year that we had allocated enough money and that we
should stop, but we are determined to continue to
improve children’s facilities and opportunities for early
learning in Victoria.

Transport accident legislation
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is again to the Assistant Treasurer. I note the
minister’s answer that no-one would be worse off under
the amendments to the Transport Accident Amendment
Bill 2013 and the Transport Accident Further
Amendment Bill 2013, and I specifically ask him: if
no-one will be worse off, what is the government policy
behind the changes that will mean that emergency
services workers who suffer post-traumatic stress
disorder as a consequence of an accident caused by a
suicide will no longer be able to claim common-law
damages?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Lenders for his subsequent
question, but again Mr Lenders is seeking to put words
in my mouth regarding my answer to the substantive
question. Emergency services workers are in no way
impacted by this legislation. Emergency services
workers who attend a transport accident are attending
as workers, and their compensation entitlements exist
under the Accident Compensation Act 1985 — the
WorkCover scheme. The history of these claims has
been that whenever an emergency services worker has
sought to make a compensation claim due to suffering a
mental injury or indeed a physical injury while
attending a transport accident, the claims have been
dealt with under the WorkCover scheme. Those claims
will continue to be dealt with under the WorkCover
scheme.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister is trying to be careful with his words. My
specific question and my supplementary follow-up
question relate to post-traumatic stress syndrome. I am
talking of a mental illness common-law claim. The
minister’s answer refers to physical claims under the
WorkCover scheme, not psychological claims under the
Transport Accident Commission scheme. My specific
supplementary question is: under the minister’s
legislation, will a single emergency services worker be
denied a common-law psychiatric claim that they are
currently entitled to?
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I reiterate to Mr Lenders that my previous
answer related to both physical injuries and mental
injuries. Both mental injuries and physical injuries
suffered by emergency services workers are handled
under the WorkCover scheme and will continue to be
handled under the WorkCover scheme.

Docklands precinct development
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to my good friend and colleague the
Minister for Planning, the Honourable Matthew Guy.
Can the minister advise the house what action the
government is taking to bring forward new hotel
accommodation in Melbourne’s booming Docklands
precinct?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Ondarchie for his important question about
Docklands, which is an important part of our electorate
of Northern Metropolitan Region.
Mr Somyurek — You’ve got the DJ voice.
Hon. M. J. GUY — That is very funny; does
Mr Somyurek do kids parties?
Recently I was in Docklands with the Lord Mayor
Robert Doyle. The key function of that visit was to
launch the brand-new Altus development, which will
be a $300 million, 41⁄2-star residential development, but
predominately a hotel development, at one of the key
intersections coming into the Docklands precinct, the
corner of Harbour Esplanade and Dudley Street. This is
very important because Docklands is actually turning
into a precinct not just for people to live and work in
but, indeed, for people to stay in. We are seeing the
revival of Docklands and the start of a precinct that is
going to help to address some of Melbourne’s shortages
when it comes hotel accommodation.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Maybe Mr Barber should visit
that part of his electorate rather than bagging it. The
Greens may not have any attraction to Docklands,
because the people down there are not your anti-G20
type. Those people might actually be interested in
building a new suburb or participating in the
government’s brand-new library constructed of timber,
which we are working on in partnership with the City
of Melbourne, or the brand-new park we are putting in
place at Dock Square or the new park the Premier and I
launched in the northern part of the precinct. All these
great developments happening in Docklands might be
news to Mr Barber, but maybe he will want to listen to
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this, because this about his electorate. It is about
making sure that Melbourne is sustainable and livable
into the future.
This investment, this $300 million drawcard to the
Docklands which the Lord Mayor and I launched last
week, will do wonders in bringing people to Docklands
as a place to stay, to invest in and to be a part of. People
want to go and experience the Docklands, and that is
because the precinct is changing.
The Plan Melbourne document that was launched by
this government clearly states that urban renewal has
got to be a part of building a sustainable city into the
future. But urban renewal is not a one-size form for
new precinct development; it is about mixing a
precinct’s development, it is about jobs, it is about
entertainment and, in an inner-city precinct like the
Docklands, it is also about hotel accommodation. That
is why the City of Melbourne and the state
government’s partnership in getting the last 50 per cent
of this precinct right, the community infrastructure side
of which had been neglected for the last 10 years, is so
important. This government is very proud to have put
the people and the facilities back into Docklands and to
be building one of the best precincts in Australia for
investment and, indeed, for hotel accommodation.

East–west link
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. It
relates to his administrative role in the approval of the
east–west road tunnel. We now know that the Linking
Melbourne Authority is putting forward one design for
the purpose of public consultation and exhibition, that
the government will be considering another design
through a separate tender process and that the two
processes will run in parallel. If it turns out that there
are important variations to the projects that arise
through the government’s selection of a preferred
tenderer, what provisions are available to the minister
under the Major Transport Projects Facilitation Act
2009 to re-exhibit this alternative design for public
viewing?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
first part of the question is wrong, and the second part is
a hypothetical.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We
should agree that the scenario I pointed to is a near
certainty; the government does have two different
processes running. The supplementary question I ask is
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this: if at the end of his decision-making process there
is significant variation to the project that has been
exhibited, will the minister undertake to make available
to the public the new alternative design that has been
approved by his government under tender before he
makes his final decision?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Sections 71 and 72 of the act allow variations to be
exhibited if necessary, but I would point out that
Mr Barber is jumping to conclusions about something
that has not even occurred.

Liquor forums
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Liquor and Gaming
Regulation, Mr O’Donohue, and I ask: can the minister
inform the house about the important work local liquor
forums are carrying out in the Victorian community?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation) — I thank Ms Crozier for her
question. As a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region I know she has a very strong interest in this
area. Melbourne and indeed Victoria are known as
great hubs for events and major activities, whether that
be the Spring Racing Carnival, the AFL Grand Final,
the Australian Formula One Grand Prix or a range of
other major events such as conferences and the like.
However, it is not just these significant sporting events
that make Victoria such a popular destination. It is all
the things that go with it — our cultural attractions, the
bars, the clubs, the hotels — that make Victoria and
Melbourne not only such a great place to visit and
reside in but also generate jobs and economic activity.
In addition to generating jobs and economic activity, I
am pleased to report to the house the wonderful work
pub and club owners across Victoria are carrying out in
their communities to curtail antisocial behaviour.
Venue operators are joining forces with police, with
councils and with the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation (VCGLR) as part of
Victoria’s liquor forums and accords. Working
together, members of the liquor forums are helping to
minimise the harm that can arise from the misuse and
abuse of alcohol throughout our great state.
Last week at the Stonnington liquor forum I was
pleased to join Ms Crozier; the member for Prahran in
the other place, Mr Newton-Brown; the mayor of
Stonnington, Cr Matthew Koce; Ms Jane Brockington,
CEO of the VCGLR; members of Victoria Police; and,
importantly, a range of bar and club licence owners. It
was fantastic to see how venue operators are creating
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positive working relationships and developing practical
responses to local issues. During their regular meetings
liquor forums discuss security, safety and issues of
common concern. At the Stonnington level I was
pleased to receive feedback from venue operators
regarding the government’s decision to extend the
freeze in the four inner city local government areas for
a further two years. This is but one example of the
government’s commitment to reducing the incidence of
alcohol-fuelled violence and antisocial behaviour across
our communities.
In January this year the government released the report
Reducing the Alcohol and Drug Toll — Victoria’s Plan
2013–2017. It was the first whole-of-government
strategy to reduce the impact of alcohol misuse and
drug abuse on the Victorian community. Liquor
accords and forums play a very important role in
delivering this plan. I have had the opportunity and the
pleasure to meet with a range of representatives from
forums and accords across Victoria, from Ballarat to
Traralgon and elsewhere, and I have received
constructive and practical feedback on the ground from
licence-holders.
To support local liquor forums the coalition
government has also taken strong action to tackle
public drunkenness. We have more than doubled the
penalties for drunk and disorderly behaviour, and for
failing to obey a direction to leave licensed premises. I
am also pleased that in my portfolio of crime
prevention we have funded CCTV camera projects,
including $250 000 in the city of Stonnington for a
CCTV project along Chapel Street, which the
Stonnington council has used to leverage additional
investment. I take this opportunity to commend all
members of liquor forums for their collaboration and
commitment to making their local communities safer
places.
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presented Alert Digest No. 14 of 2013, including
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Ballaarat General Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2012–13 report.
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Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C170.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C115.

Professional Standards Act 2003 — Institute of Chartered
Accountants in Australia (Vic) Scheme, 3 October 2013.

Beaufort and Skipton Health Service — Report, 2012–13.

Rochester and Elmore District Health Service — Report,
2012–13.

Casterton Memorial Hospital — Report, 2012–13.

Rural Northwest Health — Report, 2012–13.

Cobram District Health — Report, 2012–13.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:

Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
10 October 2013 giving approval to the granting of a lease at
Yarra Bend Park.
EastLink Project Act 2004 — EastLink Third Amending
Deed, 17 October 2013.
Edenhope and District Memorial Hospital — Report,
2012–13.
Inglewood and Districts Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 126.
Legal Services Board and the Legal Services
Commissioner — Report, 2012–13.
Lorne Community Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Mildura Cemetery Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2012–13 report.
Nathalia District Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Numurkah District Health Service — Report, 2012–13.

Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006 — No. 129.
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 — No. 125.
Major Transport Projects Facilitation Act 2009 —
No. 130.
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990 — No. 126.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — No. 127.
Subdivision Act 1988 — No. 128.
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 124.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 124 to 129.
Surveyors Registration Board of Victoria — Minister’s report
of receipt of 2012–13 report.
The Queen Elizabeth Centre — Report, 2012–13.

Omeo District Health — Report, 2012–13.

Timboon and District Healthcare Service — Report,
2012–13.

Orbost Regional Health — Report, 2012–13.

Treasury and Finance Department — Report, 2012–13.

Otway Health and Community Services — Report, 2012–13.

Upper Murray Health and Community Services — Report,
2012–13.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment Cl71.
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C146.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C87.
Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C77.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C242.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendment C219.
Melton Planning Scheme — Amendments Cl35 and
C141.
Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendment C171.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC102.
Wyndham Planning Scheme — Amendment C179.

Victoria Police — Chief Commissioner — Report under
section 21L of the Sex Work Act 1994, 2012.
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2012–13 report.
Victorian Pharmacy Authority — Minister’s report of receipt
of 2012–13 report.
West Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Yarrawonga Health — Report, 2012–13.
Yea and District Memorial Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 30 October 2013:
(1) notice of motion 653 standing in the name of
Mr Somyurek relating to manufacturing employment in
Victoria;
(2) notice of motion 621 standing in the name of Mr Tee
referring a matter to the Economy and Infrastructure
References Committee;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Mr Lenders calling
on the Minister for Higher Education and Skills to
continue advocating for Victorian educational outcomes;
(4) notice of motion 646 standing in the name of
Mr Lenders relating to new hospital beds promised at
the 2010 state election;
(5) notice of motion 615 standing in the name of
Ms Hartland relating to the production of certain
documents detailing the Country Fire Authority and
Victorian WorkCover Authority assessment for
compensation for Victoria’s firefighters; and
(6) notice of motion 595 standing in the name of
Ms Pennicuik relating to the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Climate change
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
Wednesday I joined a packed room at the Frankston
civic centre for the Australian Conservation Foundation
and the Frankston round table of the Western Port
Biosphere region’s webcast ‘24 hours of reality — the
cost of carbon’. It was the third annual live-streamed
multimedia show dedicated to sparking action on
climate change around the world, particularly in
relation to the need to put a price on carbon. Ironically
this is at a time when our federal government is getting
set to remove the price on carbon and instead rely on
the discredited direct action plan. The impact of climate
change on each continent was represented over the
24 hours — for example, in North America in terms of
ways of life and livelihood, South America and the
Caribbean in terms of water, Europe in terms of
infrastructure and adaptation, Africa in terms of food
insecurity, Asia in terms of human displacement and
Australia in terms of human health.
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Anniversary of apology for past adoption
practices
Ms PENNICUIK — On another matter, last Friday
I was pleased to attend the commemoration of the
Victorian state apology for former forced adoption
policies and practices and celebration of the launch of
the statewide workforce capacity development project.
The event was hosted by the Victorian Adoption
Network for Information and Self Help, known as
VANISH, and attended by both adopting parents and
adoptees and their families. The workforce capacity
development project includes training for relevant
professionals, the counselling service and regional
support groups. It was a great event to commemorate
the first anniversary of the Victorian apology.

Maribyrnong Aquatic Centre
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I
recently had the pleasure of attending the launch of the
water recycling facility at Maribyrnong Aquatic Centre.
More than 3 million people have used the centre since it
opened six years ago. The centre uses around 7 million
litres of water each year. The centre’s water recycling
system features a process through which both rainwater
and pool filter cleaning water is captured, treated,
stored and delivered back for use in the four swimming
pools at the centre. The centre now has a capacity to
store and recycle an impressive 64 500 litres of
rainwater and 90 000 litres of pool filter cleaning water.
In other words, the centre can capture and store around
154 500 litres of water, which would have otherwise
gone down the drain.
Currently Victoria’s water supplies sit at 79 per cent,
and many areas enjoy stage 1 water restrictions, but it
was not so long ago that we were experiencing
Victoria’s worst ever drought, with the lowest stream
flows in the state’s history. In 2004 the Bracks
government put in place a long-term plan for water,
Our Water Our Future. That plan changed the way
Victorians thought about water, changed the policy
landscape and spurred ingenuity in saving water. It
remains one of Labor’s great policy legacies. That
ingenuity is being seen at the centre, and hopefully that
ingenuity will continue to play a part in managing the
transition to a more populated Victoria, with growth
now hitting 100 000 people per year. I congratulate the
Maribyrnong Aquatic Centre on its ingenuity and
efforts in ensuring that Victoria does not waste its water
resources.
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Lesley Hall
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
pay tribute to an exceptional woman. Her name was
Lesley Hall, and sadly she died on 19 October. Lesley
was a feminist and a disability advocate with a life-long
disability. She had been involved in feminist issues
since 1972 and worked in a whole range of jobs
empowering low-income people, Indigenous people
and people with disabilities through housing,
accommodation, arts, human rights and disability
rights. She was a force in the disability movement,
holding positions all the way through the disability
sector, and she was a friend, mentor and inspiration to
many people.
In 1985 Lesley was employed by the Disability
Resources Centre to investigate and report to the
Australian Human Rights Commission on the rights of
residents in Victorian institutions. Her report entitled
Free from this Place was presented to the commission
in May 1985, which is some considerable time ago.
Lesley was instrumental in the discussion and
development of a national disability insurance scheme
and making sure that it reflected the knowledge and
experience she had gained. She supported important
issues in relation to the establishment of such a scheme.
As has been said, the scheme would not have got as far
as it has without the work of Lesley Hall. She was a
truly exceptional woman and will be missed by all who
knew her.

Hospital emergency department performance
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — We see it on
the evening news bulletins, regularly read about it in
our newspapers and hear it on our radios when talkback
callers share their horror stories. Victoria’s hospital
emergency departments are in crisis under the Napthine
coalition government. Less than two weeks ago the
Australian institute of health and wellbeing released a
report showing what Victorians already knew: the
Napthine government has comprehensively failed in
providing adequate emergency health services for
Victorians. Under the Napthine government Victoria is
falling behind other states in relation to emergency
department waiting times and elective surgery waiting
times.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member meant the Australian Institute of
Health and Welfare, not the institute of health and
wellbeing. That is not what she said.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! I thank Mr Davis. I do not believe that really
was a point of order. The member is to continue. I
apologise for the interruption.
Ms TIERNEY — It has gotten to the point that 1 in
every 15 people who present to emergency departments
leaves before they even get seen, because it takes so
long. The report also states that 27 per cent of people
are not being seen in clinically acceptable times.
However, the government is not interested in the facts;
it is interested in misleading Victorians by stating that
more people are getting surgery now, when all of the
evidence available suggests that the Napthine
government’s claim is completely wrong.
Two weeks ago a letter to the editor appeared in the
local Geelong media from a woman whose husband
had arrived at the Geelong Hospital emergency
department at 8.30 p.m. with heart problems.
According to the letter, the man waited on a trolley for
18 hours until a bed was found for him at 3.30 p.m. the
next day. Victorians, particularly those who need urgent
medical attention, deserve better. The Napthine
coalition government relies on spinning health
outcomes, when it has allowed the health system and
particularly hospital emergency departments to spin out
of control.

Eltham & District Woodworkers
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — On
Tuesday, 24 September, I had the pleasure of visiting
the Eltham & District Woodworkers club in Ironbark
Road, Yarrambat. The club has been allotted these
premises by the Nillumbik Shire Council, but many of
its members actually reside in Eltham. Members took
the time to show me their many and varied pieces of
woodwork, which included furniture, musical
instruments and toys. These pieces were all examples of
fine craftsmanship and the application of techniques
such as precision dovetailing, brilliant mitring of
corners and sublime finishes that included highlighted
grain, such as fiddleback. My thanks go to Beryl
Watling for her introduction to president Barry
McDonald — and in fact all of the Barrys — the
organising committee and the members especially for
their hospitality and warm welcome. I congratulate
them on their voluntary work and on offering their 90
or so members such a creative and extremely
safety-conscious hub and a place of friendship and
affiliation, an inspiring place that was literally abuzz.
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Taiwan national day

World Psoriasis Day

Mrs KRONBERG — I was delighted to attend the
reception by Taipei Economic and Cultural Office held
on Tuesday, 8 October, to start off the celebrations of
the 102nd anniversary of the founding of the Republic
of China on Taiwan by Dr Sun Yat Sen. The Double
Ten, or 10 October celebration, as it is also known, is
Taiwan’s national day, and celebrations continued
through that week.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased today to rise to talk about World Psoriasis Day,
which is today. There are about 125 million people
worldwide who have psoriasis, including more than
120 000 who live in Victoria, according to the Skin and
Cancer Foundation. It is a condition that affects people
in myriad ways, either as one of a range of skin
conditions or as a type of arthritis. But there is hope,
with effective treatment available for many psoriasis
conditions.

As co-chair of the Victoria-Taiwan Parliamentary
Friendship Group I was pleased to offer my public
congratulations on both occasions, where I emphasised
the economic success of Taiwan and most especially
the freedom and democracy that will ensure that the
people of Taiwan continue to flourish — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Regional and rural planning
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I draw to the
house’s attention an editorial in the Wimmera
Mail-Times recently from Keith Lockwood, the chief
subeditor. This was in response to the Napthine
government’s planning blueprint. The editorial was
simply headed ‘We cannot wait for 2050’. It put into
print what I have been hearing for nearly three years
across my electorate: this government is metro-centric.
The following quote in the editorial really crystallised
this for me. It is not me saying this; it is the editorial
from the Wimmera Mail-Times which says:
… Denis Napthine said the focus would not just be on
Melbourne, but also on regional Victoria.
But really it is just a planning blueprint for Melbourne and
environs. The rest of Victoria is left out.

Regional Victoria is suffering under this government.
There is no plan to fix regional rail or regional roads.
There is no plan to improve regional or rural schools
across my electorate and the electorates of other
regional members. I challenge any government member
to go and proudly stand out the front of the school in
Timboon and talk about what a great educational
facility that is for students to be learning in. There is no
statewide vision about fixing the health crisis that is
pervading Victoria, and there has been nothing but a
committee convened to address the ever-increasing ice
epidemic in Victoria. What the government is doing
about this is city-centric, like everything it does.

This condition can also have a range of emotional
impacts, with stigma still an issue for many. Today is
our chance to change that. Today is a chance to share
information about psoriasis. There are useful sources of
information available, and psoriasisaustralia.org.au is
one of those. The Better Health Channel that Victoria
runs is another source of information on psoriasis. The
Skin and Cancer Foundation also has useful material.
Those who have psoriasis can access information, and
the opportunity is there to receive good, quality
treatment that can manage the condition in a way that
makes it much more livable for people suffering from
psoriasis.

Ohi Day
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — In the
past few days I have had the honour of joining with
many other members for a number of events
commemorating Ohi Day. On 28 October 1940 the
Greeks stood strong against the invading Italian fascist
forces and in doing so entered the Second World War.
These many Ohi Day events around Victoria have also
honoured the more than 60 000 British and
commonwealth troops who defended Greece’s
freedom, including more than 17 000 Australian men
and women who served in Greece during the war,
including the 841 who died there.
The battles of Greece and Crete were renowned
because they were the first time since the First World
War that the Anzacs fought together, and I should
recognise the more than 16 700 New Zealanders who
also fought in those battles. The battles were
instrumental in delaying the invasion of the Soviet
Union by the Nazis and therefore changed the course of
the war. I know that Winston Churchill reflected on
this. He praised the bravery of the Greek people when
he said, ‘Hence we will not say that Greeks fight like
heroes but that heroes fight like Greeks’.
The Greek people suffered greatly under the occupation
of their country and faced severe repercussions for their

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (JUDICIAL OFFICERS) BILL 2013
Tuesday, 29 October 2013

COUNCIL

resistance. Their bravery in hiding Allied troops,
particularly on the island of Crete, has been well
recognised. I pay tribute to all the allies and the Greeks
who fought during the battles of Greece and Crete.

Regional rail link
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Last week I had
the opportunity to inspect the regional rail link project.
This project was announced under the previous federal
and state Labor governments. However, it has been
delivered by the coalition government in Victoria. The
project has been significantly widened in scope to
include grade separations in Anderson Street, as well as
flyovers in the North Melbourne and Footscray regions
to make the project even better than originally
identified.
Every day more than 3000 people from six different
subcontracting teams are working on this project,
installing new tracks and platforms at Southern Cross
station, building the new bridge over the Maribyrnong
River and laying railway lines from where the new line
breaks off and rejoins the Geelong line on the southern
side of Werribee. The project will see new stations built
at Footscray, Footscray West, Sunshine and Tottenham
to replace worn-out stations that are over 100 years old.
Brand-new stations will be built at Tarneit and
Wyndham Vale to help service the new growth areas to
the west of Werribee.
This is a huge project which will benefit the regional
cities of Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong in terms of
improved punctuality for train travellers on those lines.
As Melbourne’s west develops it will be fantastic to see
increased services in those areas. The population is
going to dramatically increase as a result of that growth.
I congratulate the Minister for Public Transport, Terry
Mulder, on his leadership of this project. The regional
rail link project is currently under budget and ahead of
schedule. Hopefully, if we can keep working on it for
another six or seven months, it will continue to come in
under budget.

Ambulance services
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — Four
Victorians died last weekend while waiting for
ambulances in what was a horror weekend for the
ambulance service. Sadly, all four of the deaths
occurred in my electorate of Northern Victoria Region.
Patients from Waggarandall, Gillieston, Riddells Creek
and Rochester waited for ambulances which took
between 18 to 24 minutes to arrive, exceeding the
15-minute target that code 1 cases require.
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News of these fatal incidents is devastating for family,
friends and colleagues wherever they occur, but in rural
and regional areas they have a profound effect on
tight-knit communities. Of concern was that the four
deaths were accompanied by a further 18 cases of
Victorians who waited in pain and too long for the care
they needed. The Napthine government is failing to
meet its own benchmark, with one in four ambulances
failing to respond to life-threatening emergencies
within the 15-minute target. Before the last election the
coalition said that Victorians deserved the highest
quality ambulance services and had the right to expect
timely responses during these difficult times. However,
now that the coalition is in government, we are seeing
ambulance response times going backwards and
Victorian lives being placed at risk. The 000 call centre
is also failing to meet its target of dispatching
emergency cases within 150 seconds.

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(JUDICIAL OFFICERS) BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation).
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a relatively brief contribution to the debate on the
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Officers) Bill
2013, and I indicate to the house that the opposition
will not be opposing the bill. This bill looks weighty in
terms of its thickness, but it is in fact a relatively
straightforward bill. It is deceptively large because it is
putting in place various amendments to our courts
legislation across several acts and multiple jurisdictions.
By way of background, I point out that reserve judges
have been used in Victoria for some time. They have
been important in that they relieve Victoria’s court
system during times of significant backlogs in cases
and temporary increases in judicial and court
workloads. It is important that there is some diversity in
the pool of experienced practitioners who can deal with
such demands and that we have people appointed to
those positions who are extremely capable and able to
fulfil what is a challenging role.
Up until 2005, reserve judges had been appointed
exclusively from the ranks of retired judges. The
previous government widened that pool to include
appointments from the ranks of senior barristers,
solicitors, legal academics and former interstate judges.
In February this year the coalition government
introduced the Courts Legislation Amendment (Reserve
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Judicial Officers) Bill 2012, which passed through the
Parliament unopposed. This had the effect of replacing
the previous government’s reforms with a system of
reserve judicial officers wherein only retired judges
could be appointed to this role.
I remember at the time members of the opposition
warned the government against this narrowing of the
pool of candidates because we were concerned that
having such a narrow field to draw reserve judicial
officers from would make the positions difficult to fill
and that this would add to the backlog which already
exists in our courts. Just a few months later our
predictions have proved to be correct and the
government is struggling to fill these positions, which is
why we now have this legislation, that seeks to extend
the eligibility for appointment as a reserve judicial
officer from the upper age of 75 years to a new limit of
78 years. Clearly this is a consequence of the
government having limited the pool that was available
to it through its earlier legislation and it has been unable
to keep up with the demand for reserve judicial officers.
We are certainly seeing the consequences of this and
other changes the government has made in the very
significant delays that have been reported.
Rather than taking the opportunity to go back to the
system the previous government had put in place and
expand the pool to allow judges from interstate, senior
barristers or academics to be appointed to the pool of
reserve judges, the government is now extending the
age to include retired judges between the ages of 76 and
78 years. The government has done this but it has not
been prepared to admit that the opposition was correct
in its prediction. I will not hold my breath waiting for
government members who speak on the bill to concede
that they got it wrong. Nevertheless we are concerned
that despite this change the government may still be
unable to fill these positions, because if it cannot find
enough reserve judicial officers between the ages of 76
and 78 years we know it will have to come back to the
Parliament and introduce further reforms. It will be
interesting to see what the government chooses to do
next.
The bill further provides that judicial officers will be
engaged for only six months, allowing their
appointment to extend beyond this period if they need
to complete minor unfinished cases. This is a sensible
reform, and it should have been put in the legislation
that went through the Parliament a few months ago.
Should this happen too often, however, the six-month
time limit will prove to be too short, and for substantial
unfinished matters the judicial officers will need to be
re-engaged for a further period.

Tuesday, 29 October 2013

The bill also makes changes to the powers of the
Attorney-General. The Courts Legislation Amendment
(Reserve Judicial Officers) Bill 2012, passed earlier this
year, gave the Attorney-General the power to determine
whether a judge may or may not earn additional income
through outside employment. At the time Labor was
very concerned about this provision and warned the
government about the dangers of investing such a
power in a minister of the Crown, arguing that it would
undermine judicial independence. In fact we moved an
amendment in this house that would have provided that
the power should sit with the head of jurisdiction;
however, the government moved to defeat that
amendment so we need to revisit the issue here today.
We are pleased that finally the government has woken
up to the problem and that this bill prohibits reserve
judges from engaging in other paid work for the
duration of their appointment except with the approval
of the head of the jurisdiction. The head of the
jurisdiction will now be invested with the responsibility
of ensuring that proper approvals have been obtained,
and I would imagine they would be pretty unusual
circumstances where that approval would be given.
However, to date the government has not provided any
explanation as to why it has changed its policy on this
issue nor has it recognised that Labor advocated for this
through its amendment in February. Nevertheless, we
are pleased that the government has sought to rectify
the issue in the bill.
The last matter I wish to address relates to part-time
judges. The bill provides that a judge or magistrate may
enter into an arrangement with the head of jurisdiction
to work part-time. The agreement must be mutual. It
need not set out the exact date or times to be worked,
but it must equate to a minimum of two days of work
out of the five-day working week. The arrangement
may specify an expiry date, but it does not have to, and
payments and superannuation calculations will be made
on a pro rata basis and adjusted accordingly. In
considering whether to agree to the arrangement the
head of the jurisdiction must have regard to the
operational needs of the court, the personal and
professional circumstances of the judge or magistrate,
equity with others and other relevant considerations.
The opposition strongly supports enabling flexibility in
the workplace, and I am personally pleased to see that
this is going to be a possibility. I hope provisions of this
bill will ensure that we have an increase in gender
balance in our judicial appointments. I was very proud
of the fact that the previous government, and in
particular Rob Hulls as Attorney-General, made a
considerable number of appointments of women to our
judiciary. Those women were all appointed on merit,
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and they have been tremendous contributors to our
judiciary. However, it has been disappointing that the
number of women appointed to judicial office has
reduced considerably under this government. By
enabling more part-time judges and magistrates I hope
this bill will address work-life balance issues,
particularly issues around looking after very young
children, and will encourage more women to consider
judicial appointments in the future. We are concerned,
however, that the bill fails to address some issues
around the possibility of a dispute occurring between
parties to an agreement where the head of jurisdiction
attempts to revoke the agreement.
In conclusion, the bill seeks to make a number of
amendments to the system of reserve judicial officers, a
system that was put in place only eight months ago. We
are here today because in February the government was
too stubborn to accept that Labor was right in raising
the issue of the inappropriateness of the
Attorney-General deciding whether judicial officers
could seek outside employment. Despite this, we
welcome the government’s support for Labor’s
amendment eight months later. This bill is about
completing unfinished business from earlier this year.
The opposition is also grateful that the bill corrects a
number of elements the coalition failed to address in the
first bill.
I also point out that in recent days and weeks a number
of very senior members of our legal profession have
raised concerns around the very significant backlogs
and delays being experienced at the moment in our
court system. We remain concerned about these delays,
and I am concerned about whether the provisions in this
bill will address them. The bill is just one part of the
jigsaw puzzle. There are many other issues that need to
be addressed in relation to fixing the backlog in our
courts. We are yet to hear the government make a
commitment to significantly address those delays. It is
often said that justice delayed is justice denied. We are
very concerned that we are seeing some very significant
delays in our court system, both in the civil jurisdiction
and in the criminal jurisdiction. With those words, I
conclude my contribution.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution to debate on
the Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Officers)
Bill 2013. This is an important bill in three principal
respects: firstly, it will reform the reserve judicial
officer scheme and expand its application, and it will
further protect the independence of reserve judicial
officers; secondly, it will introduce a consistent scheme
of part-time service across the judiciary; and thirdly, it
will introduce provisions to make funding arrangements
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for salaries of non-judicial members of the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal consistent with those
of judicial officers in all Victorian courts.
To address matters raised by Ms Mikakos on behalf of
the opposition, this bill is significant because it will
further enhance the independence of the courts and the
judiciary, and it will expand the pool of available
reserve judges and magistrates in two significant
respects. This has been touched on by Ms Mikakos.
Similar to other opposition members, Ms Mikakos is
not opposing the bill, but, as is often the case with
opposition members, while they are not opposing the
bill, they cannot go so far as to congratulate the
Attorney-General or the government for making
significant reforms in relation to matters they failed to
address in government.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — I will talk shortly about what
Labor, including Ms Mikakos, did under Labor’s failed
Attorney-General, Mr Hulls.
Firstly, I would like to talk about the positives of what
this government will do. To pick up a matter that is
often raised, through this bill the government is
acknowledging that people do not necessarily come to
the end of a useful working life at the age of 75, and as
has been picked up by certain parliamentary
inquiries — including one conducted by the Family and
Community Development Committee that I know
Mrs Coote was involved in — elderly, senior, or ‘wise’
people, as they used to be called, have valuable
contributions to make. In the system of reserve judges,
former judges and magistrates can continue to make a
contribution untainted by any suggestion that they
might have had their independence compromised in the
way that the former Attorney-General’s acting judges
scheme did. Under the acting judges scheme put in
place by Mr Hulls in relation to the Supreme Court, it
could have been said that those wanting to continue
their appointments may have been influenced more
favourably towards the government’s decisions, which
often came before the courts, and therefore that affected
either the actual independence of the court or the
perception of its independence. That was one important
change.
The second important change I want to talk about in
relation to the bill is the flexibility the bill seeks to
carefully bring to the judiciary. The bill will allow for
the appointment of part-time judges and magistrates in
a way that will carefully manage the issues of external
income in order to preserve the independence of the
judiciary. It will also allow greater flexibility that will
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potentially assist to enable more women of merit to be
appointed to the judiciary, because increasingly women
and men are seeking greater flexibility in certain
occupations for work-life balance. This bill will achieve
that, and it therefore ought to be supported by the
opposition both in words and in votes as another
significant initiative of the government.
The bill also comes on the day that the
Attorney-General has put out a media release outlining
new legislation to be introduced shortly in relation to
the new entity, Court Services Victoria, which will
further strengthen the independence of the courts. The
jurisdictions have been calling for such a change for
many years. It will allow for greater independence and
free the courts from not only the perception but also the
actuality of political and departmental control while
preserving the accountability of the new entity, Court
Services Victoria.
The amendments to the legislation in the bill before the
house continue the reforms brought in earlier this year,
and here I will respond more particularly to what
Ms Mikakos has asserted. The shadow
Attorney-General and member for Lyndhurst in the
Assembly, Mr Pakula, put it even more strongly and
called on the government to apologise for not adopting
Labor’s amendments at the start of the year. These are
extraordinary submissions from both the shadow
Attorney-General and Ms Mikakos when you consider
the criticism rightly directed at the system of acting
Supreme Court judges put in place by Labor from about
2005. This criticism was well set out by very senior
members of the legal profession. I referred to some in
my contribution on the Courts Legislation Amendment
(Reserve Judicial Officers) Bill 2012, particularly those
made by the Honourable Xavier Connor, QC, in an
article published in the Age of 16 November 2004. He
said:
These time-honoured safeguards have proven to be the best
way to secure independence from powerful government and
private influence. Acting judges have none of them … Thus,
they may have something to gain personally from deciding a
case in a particular way, namely their own reappointment as
acting judges or their potential appointment as permanent
judges.

We do not apologise for not following Labor’s acting
judges regime for two reasons. The first is that that
regime had the potential to compromise the judiciary’s
appearance of independence. Its second failing relates
to Ms Mikakos’s relatively cheap shot relating to the
time-honoured backlog in the courts.
The courts were so upset with the regime in relation to
acting judges imposed upon them against their will by
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the Labor government that the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court of Victoria, the Honourable Marilyn
Warren, decided that there would be no appointments
to the Supreme Court under the Labor Party’s regime. It
brought in a regime that could potentially have
compromised the independence of the Supreme Court,
and thankfully the court made the appropriate response,
which was not to make any appointments under that
regime. It certainly did not assist in the reduction of
backlogs — a task Ms Mikakos calls on us to perform.
The Courts Services Victoria Bill 2013, which will be
considered in this place in the next few months, and
other reforms to law and order to restore faith in the
courts and the judiciary, are all directed at supporting
the independence and impartiality of our courts.
To put our record clearly against that of the opposition,
this bill follows on from the Courts Legislation
Amendment (Reserve Judicial Officers) Act 2013, and
since February four reserve judges have been
appointed. Under Labor’s regime the number of
appointments of acting Supreme Court judges was zero.
Labor is prepared to put up spin and unsubstantiated
arguments, to potentially compromise the independence
of the judiciary and to then take cheap shots when this
government and this Attorney-General introduce sound,
considered and consulted upon legislation such as the
bill before the house. For those reasons, and given other
contributions are to come from other members of the
government, I commend the bill to the house, and I
commend the Attorney-General on his continued work.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — As we have
heard, the Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial
Officers) Bill 2013 amends five pieces of legislation:
the Constitution Act 1975, the Supreme Court Act
1986, the County Court Act 1958, the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989 and the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998. Its objectives are to
provide for the appointment of part-time judges, to
provide for the office of reserve associate judge and
reserve coroner and to provide for the remuneration of
non-judicial members under the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act. While the bill does not do
a lot, it is lengthy, as Ms Mikakos indicated in her
contribution, because to effect these changes a large
number of existing arrangements need to be adjusted in
those pieces of legislation.
Each of the divisions in part 2 of the bill makes
necessary amendments to one of the acts to bring into
effect the appointment of reserve judges or reserve
associate judges. Each of the divisions in part 3 makes
amendments to the respective court legislation to effect
adjustments to the pensions and remuneration of
judicial officers. The legislation allows the Governor in
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Council — effectively the Attorney-General — to
appoint a retired judge or magistrate as a reserve
judicial officer to the court that the retired judge or
magistrate was a member of prior to his or her
retirement.
Ms Mikakos has made the point that the bill now before
us amends the arrangements in line with Labor’s
consistent view that the function of engaging reserve
judicial officers should be the preserve of the heads of
jurisdiction rather than the Attorney-General. The bill
restricts the term for a reserve judicial officer to six
months, but it permits some flexibility in cases where
more time is needed to wrap up cases that are under
way and where it makes sense.
The root problem is that there are simply not enough
judges and magistrates to clear the backlog in the
courts. It has been noted during debate on this bill that
Labor in government, through the introduction of the
Courts Legislation (Judicial Appointments and Other
Amendments) Act 2005, sought to address the
workload problems of the courts by having barristers,
legal academics and judges from other states take up
judicial positions on an acting basis for a limited period
of time. But, as we have heard, the then opposition and
others raised concerns that the independence of such
persons would be compromised, because they would
inevitably be beholden to the executive.
In March 2005 the then Attorney-General, Rob Hulls,
wrote in the Melbourne Age that such criticism:
fails to acknowledge that the High Court of Australia, as
recently as last year, reiterated that the concept of an acting
judicial office does not undermine judicial independence. The
High Court also recognises that there is no single model of
judicial independence.
That is why the Bracks government is introducing legislation
that not only protects judicial independence but responds to
the expectations of the Victorian public for an accessible,
flexible and efficient justice system. The short-term
appointment of judges has been possible in Victoria since at
least the 1950s and acting magistrates were created in 1989.
Members of VCAT are appointed for five-year terms. Britain
has the Recorder system and acting judges can be appointed
in most other Australian jurisdictions.
This means that the government can appoint an acting judge
today. However, these provisions are rarely used as they are
inflexible and inconsistent across jurisdictions. Those who are
appointed are from an extremely limited pool of retired
judges, mainly men who are over the age of 70 years.

He said at that time that:
The legislation will broaden the pool of judicial candidates to
enable a wider range of people to be appointed, including
barristers, solicitors and academics.
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He said:
Under the legislation there are several safeguards in place to
protect judicial independence:
appointments will be for a five-year term, which is
outside the electoral cycle;
a commission to undertake judicial duties cannot be
revoked;
guidelines currently being developed will ensure that the
appointment of acting judges will not be used to replace
permanent judges.

He concluded by saying:
Let’s not forget that one of the law’s founding fathers was, at
one time, an acting justice in the Supreme Court of Victoria.
Many would say that Owen Dixon had the greatest
common-law mind ever produced in this country.

That was written by Rob Hulls in 2005.
The independence of the judiciary is a very serious
matter. The interesting thing is that even though the
coalition protested its concern that Labor’s introduction
of reserve judges had the potential to compromise the
independence of the judiciary from the executive, it has,
with minor adjustments in its legislation, substantially
maintained Labor’s 2005 reforms. The only change
made to Labor’s reforms in the coalition’s Courts
Legislation Amendment (Reserve Judicial Officers)
Bill 2012, which was passed earlier this year, was a
narrowing of the range of judges available.
The fact is that the so-called problem was not serious
enough for the coalition to deal with it in a substantial
way. It dropped barristers, solicitors, academics and
interstate judges from the eligibility list because it felt
that persons not having held a judicial commission
were unsuitable. But I believe that relying on retired
judges will not solve the root problem of not having
enough hands to deal with the overflowing workload
confronting our courts. It beggars belief that the
government thinks that increasing the maximum age
eligibility of former judges by three years — from
75 years to 78 years, which is a micro shift — will
deliver the escalated number of hands needed to stem
this massive overflow. I should also say that these
delays in the courts I refer to are not abstract; they have
direct and personal impacts on the very many
individuals who wait for months — if not years, in
some cases — for their matters to be heard, and the
distress over, for example, the refusal of legal aid
resulting from budget cuts can be extreme.
The Attorney-General said in the second-reading
speech that this bill was a further step in the
government’s reforms to strengthen the capacity of
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Victoria’s courts. By way of conclusion, let us consider
how serious the Attorney-General really is. A couple of
Fridays ago members will have seen on ABC’s 7.30 a
segment entitled ‘Concern about status of women in
Victoria’s legal system’. The program, I thought very
usefully, compared the pressure that the Abbott
coalition government was under over having appointed
one woman to the front bench with the pressure
mounting on the Victorian government over the gender
imbalance in its judicial appointments.
The program pointed out that since the beginning of
this term of government — that is, three years ago —
the Attorney-General, Robert Clark, has appointed
12 new County Court judges and not 1 is a woman; he
has appointed 5 judges to the Court of Appeal and not 1
is a woman; he has appointed 7 judges to the Supreme
Court, where 5 are men and 2 are women; and in the
Magistrates Court, where currently 43 per cent of all
magistrates are women, Robert Clark has made
21 appointments, and only 5 are women. This is a very
sorry record. I would be interested to know how this
failure to appoint women achieves the
Attorney-General’s objective, as stated in his
second-reading speech for this bill, of strengthening the
capacity of Victoria’s courts.
The dean of the Melbourne Law School, Carolyn
Evans, also appeared on the program. She said that
right across the state, and in fact across Australia as a
whole, women law students are very talented and
articulate, and they excel in the full range of academic
and law school activities. The program also reported
that there has been a steady increase in the number of
women appointed as judges in Victoria over the past
decade but not over the past three years. During that
latter period, the era of the Baillieu-Napthine coalition
governments, judicial appointments have run almost
seven-to-one in favour of men. Fiona McLeod, the
chair of the Victorian Bar Council, described the
figures as disappointing. On a personal note, I attended
the appointment of barristers at the Supreme Court last
week. It was extremely pleasing to see that just under
half of them were women. That is a good thing.
Fiona McLeod asked on the program whether women
were being considered for appointment; are they being
asked, and if not, why not? She queried what criteria
should be used by the Attorney-General, or others
involved in these appointments that could exclude
50 per cent of the population. In stark contrast, under
the former Attorney-General, Labor’s Rob Hulls,
46 per cent of all judicial appointments were women.
The Attorney-General, Robert Clark, was reported to
have said that judicial appointments were made on
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merit. These were the same words uttered by his federal
coalition partners regarding the appointment of a single
woman to the front bench. This is an appalling
indictment of the government. It clearly considers
women, in the judiciary at least and probably in other
areas as well, to have less merit than men.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Officers) Bill
2013, as has been pointed out by previous speakers, is,
at 94 pages, a large bill. However, it makes key
amendments in several different jurisdictions, which
explains the length of the bill. Although the changes it
makes are not numerous, it makes them across
jurisdictions. These include amendments to the
Constitution Act 1975. The bill amends the
Constitution Act, the Supreme Court Act 1986, the
County Court Act 1958 and the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 to provide for part-time judicial service, to
provide for the office of reserve associate judge and
reserve coroner and to further provide for reserve
judges and reserve magistrates. It also amends the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998
in relation to the remuneration of non-judicial
members.
The bill increases the maximum age of service for
reserve judicial officers from 75 to 78 years, and it also
provides that each engagement of a reserve judicial
officer is not to exceed six months unless the judicial
officer needs to complete some minor matters prior to
completing their tenure.
The bill provides for the new judicial offices of reserve
associate judge and reserve coroner. They will be
appointed by the Governor in Council for five-year
terms or until they reach retirement age. They can only
be removed from office by Parliament, in the same way
and on the same grounds as tenured judges and
magistrates.
The bill creates a uniform scheme for part-time judicial
service in all Victorian courts. All judges, associate
judges and magistrates, except those in leadership
positions, will be able to enter into an arrangement with
the relevant head of jurisdiction to serve on a part-time
basis for a specified period or on an ongoing basis.
The bill provides that reserve judicial officers are to be
engaged for active service by the relevant head of
jurisdiction rather than by the Attorney-General. This is
an important change, which has been remarked upon at
length by the opposition. There was an error in the
similar bill that came before us in February this year.
That power was vested with the Attorney-General
rather than the heads of jurisdiction.
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The ALP put forward an amendment, which we
supported because we agreed that the Attorney-General
should not be involved in the appointment of reserve
judicial officers or in deciding whether or not they
should be able to engage in other employment while
they were reserve judicial officers. We felt that that was
best dealt with by the head of jurisdiction, which is
what we have before us with this bill. Lastly, the bill
provides that the remuneration of non-judicial members
of the Victorian Civil and Administration Tribunal is to
be paid by special appropriation from the Consolidated
Fund, consistent with the payment of judicial officers in
all Victorian courts. They are the main changes that this
bill brings about.
In my contribution in February on the earlier bill I made
the point that the reason for appointing reserve judicial
officers is to deal with genuine backlogs or with
circumstances where such officers are needed on an ad
hoc basis and not on an ongoing basis to undertake a
specific task. Reserve judicial officers should not be
used or envisaged to be used to fill ongoing backlogs in
the courts or an ongoing shortage of judicial officers in
the courts. The government should be appointing more
judicial officers where they are needed. The change in
the bill to allow for part-time judicial officers is a good
initiative. This initiative will help in some way to
alleviate the lack of judicial officers who are not reserve
judicial officers — that is, ongoing judicial officers.
I feel that many people are perhaps dissuaded or
discouraged from taking up a position as a judicial
officer because of the large workload and the number of
hours that are required to be worked. The ability to
become a judicial officer on a part-time basis would be
very appealing to some people who have the skills and
experience required to take on the position of a judicial
officer. Certainly the Attorney-General has said that
this provision will be particularly attractive to women. I
would say that yes, it will be attractive to women, but it
may also be attractive to men who have family
commitments and people generally who have
commitments such as caring for elderly parents, or any
other sort of commitment that precludes them from
taking on such a position on a full-time basis. In
keeping with changes across the workforce and the
interests people have in a work-life balance, this is a
good move. Hopefully it will go some way to
populating the courts with ongoing judicial officers so
there is not the need to call upon reserve judicial
officers.
I agree that the extension of the age from 75 to 78 is not
necessarily going to result in a much larger pool of
people being available to become judicial officers.
Obviously the pool will be slightly larger, and one
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would agree that those people will be highly
experienced. You would expect that they would be
retired from the full-time workforce and involved in
other activities in the community, and they should be
available to assist the courts as reserve judges or
magistrates, as required.
I watched the 7.30 report that Mr Scheffer referred to in
his contribution. It was interesting. Mr Scheffer went
through the figures of appointments to the
jurisdictions — the County Court, the Supreme Court
and the Magistrates Court — in the last three years. I
have added them up, and of those 45 appointments to
the different jurisdictions only 7 have been women.
That really is an indictment. It is very difficult to
believe that out of 45 appointments only 7 women
could be appointed on merit. It is very difficult to
accept that. As the opposition has said, and as has been
pointed out by others in the profession, if the pool is
only drawn from the bar, then it will be a narrow pool.
There is also the issue of why many talented women
leave the legal profession. It can be due to a range of
issues, including discrimination, sexual harassment and
other issues which are covered in the report Changing
the Rules — the Experiences of Female Lawyers in
Victoria. This report is worth reading. The main
findings were around discrimination, accommodating
parental and carer responsibilities, sexual harassment
and challenges at a systemic level, including the fact
that women in the legal profession tend to earn less than
men in the legal profession. The working conditions
and the ongoing appeal of the legal profession to
women are challenges that still need to be addressed by
law firms, by the courts, by the community in general
and by the government.
It is worth mentioning again, as I did back in February,
that the United Kingdom has the Judicial Appointments
Commission, which has been in operation for 10 years
now. All appointments to the judiciary are made by that
commission, which draws candidates from the Law
Society, the Chartered Institute of Legal Executives and
the General Council of the Bar. The commission works
closely with groups representing various aspects of the
legal profession. That is a model that we in Victoria
could still look at.
While we are talking about this bill and the pressures on
the courts, the need for reserve judicial officers and the
need for more judges and more magistrates to be
appointed to deal with the backlogs in the courts, I do
not think anyone in the community could be anything
but concerned by the comments that have been made by
members of the bar and by judicial officers this week
about their grave concerns in relation to the backlog in
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the courts and overcrowding both in the prison system
and in facilities for housing prisoners who need to
appear in court. Grave concerns have been raised by the
judicial community about prisoners not appearing in
court, and there is even the prospect of habeas corpus
being invoked if this situation is not corrected.
It is all fine and well for the government to keep on
with its tough on crime and jail means jail rhetoric, but
we now have a situation where the prison system and
police cells are unsafe. We have people in vans waiting
to go into court, and we have all sorts of inappropriate
and unsafe arrangements for the housing of prisoners. It
is unsafe for the prisoners and unsafe for the
community. It is a very unsatisfactory situation. The
Attorney-General gets up and says to the community
that it is because the government has come down hard
on parole, on bail and on violent offenders. I do not
think anyone disagrees that we need to make sure the
community is safe from violent offenders, but an awful
lot of people who appear before the courts are not
violent offenders.
Everybody has been caught up in this situation, and we
need to be looking, as a community, towards the use of
community correction orders for low-level, non-violent
offenders. A way to deal with the overcrowding is to
get people who are not a threat to the community and
people who are not violent or serious offenders out of
prison. Community service orders should be invoked
more readily and more often for those types of
offenders so that they are not clogging up the prison
system. As the evidence has always shown, prison
should be a last resort, particularly for young offenders
and for people who are not violent and not a threat to
the community.
The Greens will support the bill. By and large the
amendments are good amendments. The government
should have accepted the amendments put forward by
the ALP, and supported by us, in February. Those
amendments that were put forward by the opposition
have actually been accepted this week by the
government, which is the first time in this term of
government. We have predicted that many bills will
come back to be amended as suggested by either the
opposition or the Greens, and we have one of them in
front of us now.
As I have said before, we need to examine legislation
where changes are proposed by the opposition, the
Greens or anyone else. Those bills should go, as a
matter of course, to the upper house legislation
committees to have those issues sorted out. Often that
can improve the legislation, as happens in the Senate on
a day-to-day basis. It is just ordinary day-to-day
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business in the Senate, and it ensures that legislation
does not have to keep coming back to be amended.
With those comments, the Greens will support the bill.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
listened with great interest to the contributions to the
debate on the Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial
Officers) Bill 2013. I commend Mr O’Brien for his
opening remarks on behalf of the government. He
explained that this bill is an extensive bill, containing
101 pages and an explanatory memorandum that covers
59 pages. Rather than focus on the detail of the bill as
other speakers have done, I will look at some of the
more generic issues and at what the bill actually does.
Very broadly, it improves the independence of our
judiciary. As Mr O’Brien rightly said in his
contribution, the independence of our judiciary is one
of the pillars on which our democracy is built, and we
must endeavour to make certain that every aspect of it
is supported in the best possible way.
The bill does that in three ways: it improves the manner
in which reserve judicial officers are appointed and
operate; it creates a uniform scheme for part-time
judicial officers across all levels of the Victorian
judiciary; and it changes the manner in which
non-judicial VCAT members are paid in order to
improve the tribunal’s independence, and I will come
back to that.
I will briefly refer to reserve judicial officers. This bill
improves the manner in which reserve judicial officers
are appointed and operate. It is very important to
scrutinise exactly what is happening and to make
certain that this bill tidies up and addresses some of
those issues. One element of that is the tightening of the
criteria necessary for someone to be appointed a
temporary judicial officer. At present people who have
never held a judicial commission can be appointed as a
reserve judicial officer. This is not desirable. The bill
tightens those requirements, ensuring that only people
who have already served on the judiciary are able to be
appointed as reserve judicial officers. I suspect that the
wider community thinks that already happens, so it is
important that the bill tightens up this anomaly and
makes certain that the process is transparent.
Additionally, the bill will increase the retirement age
for reserve judicial officers from 75 years of age
to 78 years. This is in line with what the rest of the
community expects across a whole range of
occupations. We have an ageing population; we do not
want to lose experience and corporate knowledge
across all sectors of our community, but most
importantly in an area such as the judiciary. It is vitally
important that we recognise the huge experience of
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some retired judges. In terms of the age being set at 78,
I think the saying goes that the closer you get to it, the
less important 78 seems to be. The Family and
Community Development Committee conducted an
inquiry on senior Victorians. As I have said in this
place before, a senior Victorian is now anyone aged
over 45. As I look around this room, I suspect that most
people in this chamber are closely heading that way.
The appointment of reserve judicial officers is designed
to relieve pressure on our courts, as Ms Pennicuik
rightly pointed out, and I reinforce that point because
there is a huge backlog in the courts. I bring to
Ms Pennicuik’s attention the enormous amount of work
that the Attorney-General, Robert Clark, has done in
this area, remembering that one of the coalition’s
mandates on being elected to government was
supporting law and order. The Attorney-General has
introduced a plethora of bills to support every level of
law and order in Victoria, including looking at judicial
issues and the pressure on our courts. As we know, in
addressing the backlog some courts will be sitting on
weekends, and this will alleviate some of that pressure.
These positions are ideal for retired judges, so
increasing this retirement age keeps the pool larger for
longer. It also allows retired judges who become
reserve judicial officers to finish hearing a case that was
only partially heard at the time they reached retirement
age, so long as it commenced prior to them reaching
retirement age. That continuity is something that the
broader community would have expected was already a
reality. That will tighten up that area, and it is very
welcome. During his second-reading speech the
Attorney-General said that the main aim of the
legislation is to only deal with minor unfinished aspects
of a case. That tidying up is an important element here.
I will briefly talk about the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) and how this bill
impacts upon it. It will improve the remuneration of
non-judicial VCAT members. The salaries of those
members will be directly paid through the Consolidated
Fund. As we know, VCAT is an independent part of the
judicial system, and this reform will reinforce this
important aspect of the tribunal.
On many occasions in contributions in this place from
members of all the four parliamentary parties in here
we hear criticism of VCAT. However, we must
remember how good the work is that is done by so
many of the people involved with VCAT. We forget
about the people and the time and effort they put in —
the long hours and their hard work and objectivity. I
think recognition in this way through improving their
remuneration is an important element of this bill. It is
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timely to put on the record on behalf of all of us the
great work that all the people at VCAT do.
In conclusion, this bill is quite extensive and yet it is
also quite simple. It reinforces the independence of the
judiciary through the appointment of reserve judicial
officers and ensures that those reserve judicial officers
have previously served as members of the judiciary. It
extends the maximum age of reserve judicial officers,
so increasing the pool of qualified people. The heads of
jurisdiction can allow judges to work on a part-time
basis, so improving the flexibility of the courts. It also
improves the operations of VCAT. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a contribution to the debate on the Courts
Legislation Amendment (Judicial Officers) Bill 2013.
As has been indicated to the house already, the
opposition is not opposing the bill. This bill is
necessary for the administration of our overburdened
court system in Victoria. It was inevitable that this
situation would arise as the expansion of the population
of Victoria and the tough-on-crime stance by this
government have increased exponentially the sheer
number of trials awaiting a hearing.
The bill makes some amendments which are important
to maintaining both the sanity of our current judicial
officers and the semblance of applied justice within our
state. One thing that is evident is that the demand for
services will only continue to increase as the prisons
and holding cells across the state are further choked
with prisoners awaiting trial.
Firstly, the bill allows the retirement age of sitting
appointees to be lifted from 75 years to 78 years of age
and provides for a retired judge to determine trials that
were begun prior to his or her retirement. Secondly, but
just as importantly, the definition of who may be
appointed a reserve judge is clarified to incorporate
only retired or former judges. The pool from which
reserve judges can be selected is small, and as the years
progress no doubt we may see judges working into their
80s, although why they would do that remains a
mystery to me. They are ordinary men and women with
exceptional skills and expertise in their field, but they
are also human beings with families and a life outside
their judicial roles. Other amendments pertain to the
Coroners Court and its capacity to appoint reserve
coroners.
The government has responded to the community’s
demands for harsher laws and sentences for criminals,
and that is okay, but the government needs to
understand that the more pressure that is applied to the
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system, the more money and resources are needed to
cope with the results.
In essence, the bill tinkers around the edges. The root
causes of crime are in the disadvantaged segments of
the community whose members are denied education
and opportunities to develop a career or a worthwhile
job that sustains them and their families. The
amendments before this chamber may ease the current
backlog of trials in the courts in the short term, but in
the long run we need a more considered long-term
strategy that will tackle crime in a preventive and
sustainable way that we can all live with.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank members for their contributions.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! I am of the opinion that the third reading of this
bill requires to be passed by an absolute majority. As
there is not an absolute majority of the members of the
house present, I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! In order to determine
that an absolute majority has been obtained, I ask
members in favour of the motion to stand in their
places.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2013 and state from
the outset that the opposition does not oppose the bill. It
gives me pleasure to speak on the bill because fishing is
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particularly popular in Western Victoria Region, and
there are a number of constituents and coastal towns in
my electorate with a very strong stake in this industry.
There are two aspects to the bill before us today. Its
primary purpose is to establish the Fisheries Advisory
Council. The 14-member advisory council has been
operating in an interim capacity for some time. It is
made up of 5 commercial fishing representatives,
5 recreational fishing representatives, an ecologist and
an economist, as well as a member representing
Indigenous fishing interests. The Fisheries Advisory
Council will provide advice to the minister and the
department in a number of areas including, but not
limited to, commercial and recreational fishing
management, access to resources, licensing, research
and compliance. I think all members of the chamber
would agree that all five areas are extremely important
to the industry, but as I said, the council will not be
restricted to those primary responsibilities.
As stated in my introductory remarks, many townships
in my electorate have recreational fishers, not only
those who live in the electorate but also those who
come to fish on weekends and on industry rostered days
off or during school holidays. The boat ramps around
western Victoria remain full throughout the day and
often for weeks on end during the holiday periods.
Fishing is popular not just with the locals but also with
visitors and tourists, whether they be regular or one-off
visits.
During the Bracks and Brumby Labor governments I
had the pleasure on many occasions of representing the
then Minister for Agriculture and the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development in announcing a
number of significant projects for the fishing industry,
which included funding for piers, marinas, fish cleaning
tables and the like, from Portland, Warrnambool, Port
Fairy and the Surf Coast. As the member for Ripon in
the other place, who is a former Minister for
Agriculture, stated during his contribution to this bill,
there are 720 000 recreational fishers across Victoria.
That is a significant number of Victorians undertaking
this activity. What I have said on previous occasions
and when there have been community events relating to
the funding of fishing infrastructure is that it is one of
the recreational pursuits that everyone can enjoy.
Fishing is a low-cost activity and it does not matter
whether you are a man or a woman, a child or an adult
or where you live, it is very accessible and a great way
for an individual to take time out to enjoy the sport and
also the environment. It is a great family activity and a
great way for parents to introduce young children to
fishing, cooking and enjoying the fresh country air.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Tuesday, 29 October 2013

COUNCIL

Many licence-holders reside in the electorate of
Western Victoria Region and there are excellent fishing
opportunities in Corio Bay, Port Fairy and even beyond
Portland. During the tuna season in Portland and the
surrounding area, we are inundated by people who have
come from interstate and are there for weeks on end.
The seals that hover around the cleaning tables put on
an enormous amount of weight during that period. It is
great to see because it brings significant tourist activity,
whether it be for accommodation, food or petrol in the
area, and it brings the townships to life leading up to the
Christmas period.
As I said, the fishing industry is important in terms of
tourism. It is important to stores that sell fishing
equipment, bait and fuel for boats and to providers of
accommodation, whether it be caravan parks, bed and
breakfasts or hotels and motels. It is estimated that
Victoria’s recreational fishing industry provides the
state with more than $3.2 billion in economic activity.
Recreational fishing is important at a state level, but it
is also important to many small townships, particularly
in the tourism off-season. The commercial fishing
industry in this state is also very strong. The Australian
Bureau of Statistics indicates that there are about
1700 Victorian jobs that are directly linked to
commercial fishing.
I note that the member for Bellarine in the Assembly,
Lisa Neville, spoke on this bill when it came before the
lower house, and she talked about how she has enjoyed
the quality of the seafood that has come from her
electorate. I must agree with her. It is true that Lisa and
I are fortunate to have electorates with highly
productive and pristine water resources. We both enjoy
the mussel festival that is held in Portarlington each
year, which is all about teaching the local community
and tourists the importance of the mussel industry, in
terms of not just mussels being a nutritious food source
but also how the mussel industry needs to be protected
at all costs. There was a problem with the mussel
industry some time ago, but government department
staff based at Queenscliff were able to work through
that problem. We now again have a very active,
prosperous and successful mussel industry around the
Bellarine Peninsula. Statistics show that commercial
fishing contributes over $60 million to the state’s
economy.
Labor is supportive of setting up the Fisheries Advisory
Council. We were also supportive of the consultation
with the industry about this initiative, and it is
supported by the industry. I am a member of the
Education and Training Committee, a joint
parliamentary committee that released a report fairly
recently on agricultural training, the major
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recommendation of which was to set up an advisory
committee for the agricultural sector. Unfortunately the
government did not see fit to support that
recommendation, saying it was going to be too costly,
too bureaucratic and a few other things. I wonder how
the government can make that argument in that case but
not in the case of the Fisheries Advisory Council.
However, Labor supports the establishment of the
Fisheries Advisory Council, the conducting of industry
consultation and for there to be mechanisms through
which consultation can be exercised on an ongoing
basis, not just through one-off round tables. The
Fisheries Advisory Council will play a serious role in
making sure that significant research is undertaken to
underpin this important industry. It is an industry that
can be quite fragile at times, whether it be because of
disease — which we have seen with the abalone
industry and the mussel industry, which had problems
some five years ago — or other factors. We need to be
ahead of the game and ensure that the Fisheries
Advisory Council is able to play a significant role in
forcing government to put adequate resources into this
area.
As we know, last year the government slashed half the
research and science positions in the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries that were stationed
at Queenscliff. Members of this chamber would be
aware that I spoke out quite vigorously on that issue,
not once but several times, as did the member for
Bellarine. It is not just the scientists and the staff who
are no longer there; the laboratories and equipment
were also cut. I hope the advisory council makes some
clear, straightforward statements to this government to
ensure that the funding is resurrected for the research to
continue. The expertise, research and science based in
Queenscliff was invaluable in terms of informing good
policy decisions, and under this government that is now
gone. If something is not done about it, a dynamic
industry that delivers so many benefits to a number of
stakeholders will be the poorer.
In conclusion, I wish the Fisheries Advisory Council
well in its responsibilities going forward. The Labor
opposition looks forward to the council having success
in informing the government about issues that affect the
industry, both commercial and recreational, such as
research and the sustainability of resources. We look
forward to the council being able to exercise cohesive
leadership. Its leadership role will bring the many
stakeholders and various parts of the fishing industry
together to have a strong and active voice that will urge
the government to do the right thing by the industry.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This bill
is about one of my favourite subjects — fishing. Earlier
this year, just after Christmas, I was out on the water, in
a boat on the Nambucca River, with my extended
family.
Mr O’Brien — And your fishing licence?
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proactive consultation with commercial fisheries and
consult all recreational fishing peak bodies.
‘Immediately’ has taken three years, but here we are;
we have this bill that proposes to set up a new form of
fisheries advisory committee. In between, of course, a
stakeholders round table has been in operation. From
what we have heard, that pre-existing model looks
similar to the model that has been proposed in this bill.

Mr BARBER — With fishing licences, of course. I
was enjoying the pursuit of fishing, as I have so many
times in that exact place, which is in fact the place
where that side of my family has grown up and farmed
for the best part of a century. For me the act of fishing
is not simply a pastime I enjoy. The entire landscape of
that area — the mudflats, the water, the other species
you see, the view to the mountains, the ocean, the river
mouth, fishing off the rocks, the waves, the salt, all of
it — is completely and utterly inseparable from my
youngest memories as a child and, when I think about
it, those of generations who came before me. For the
benefit of Mr Ramsay, they are a bunch of cow cockies
on the river along the Nambucca and Kempsey flood
plain. It is more than mere recreation to me. The whole
pastime and experience that goes with fishing and the
very deep environmental vibes one gets from it is the
perspective I bring to this bill.

In the meantime a New South Wales ministerial
fisheries advisory council has been established, which
we might also look to for comparison. It differs from
this proposal in a number of ways. First of all, there is a
formal application process for council members, and
that is now under way in New South Wales. That
means people have to go through a suitability process.
The proposed Victorian model is entirely hidden away
and at the discretion of the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security. There are regulatory requirements for
pecuniary interests to be disclosed under the New South
Wales regulations. I am presuming that with this
Victorian model it will simply be part of the normal
practice of the public service, of directors and of other
people on advisory committees which set up that
requirement.

The bill and the provisions it contains also have a little
history. In 2008 the Labor government decided to
abolish the consultation mechanisms that were written
down under law and replace them with, as I
characterise it, a ‘trust us, we’re the government’
approach to consulting all the relevant people —
commercial, recreational, management, agricultural and
even environmental interests. I am sure the minister
responsible for the bill in this place, Mr Hall, will recall
the bill that was brought to the Parliament by the Labor
government. It was an omnibus bill; it had a bunch of
provisions in it. One particular provision that I thought
was rather dubious was the removal of the requirement
for crop dusting aircraft to have insurance. That, along
with a number of other primary industry measures —
including the abolition of, if you like, the fisheries
consultative and management body — were all rolled
up into this one bill, which we were invited to vote for.

The New South Wales council has five members, one
of whom is someone ‘the Minister is satisfied has
expertise in the conservation of aquatic resources or
will represent those conservation interests’. That is
important, because the current Victorian council has
14 members, with 1 fisheries ecologist management
expert and zero conservation group representation on
the council. This is unfortunate, because the
consultation principles were inserted into the Fisheries
Act 1995 through section 3A in 2009, when the current
mechanism was set up. The council that is proposed to
be created under this bill does not follow the principles
in the act, particularly the requirement to consult
conservation groups. It is for that reason that I am
proposing an amendment — and I am happy for this
and my subsequent amendments to now be circulated,
as I believe they have been informally circulated to the
other party whips — to create a provision for the
representation on the committee of all relevant interests,
including conservation interests.

It was a Greens-Liberal-Nationals alliance that knocked
off that particular set of clauses. The bill went to the
lower house and then came back to the upper house, but
in the meantime the coalition parties had a change of
heart; they decided to vote for the provisions. The
Greens stayed the course. As I understand it, that led to
the coalition government’s commitment to restore the
original provisions. In fact in the policy document the
coalition put out at the election the coalition said it
would immediately legislate to reinstate effective and

Greens amendments and suggested amendments
circulated by Mr BARBER (Northern
Metropolitan) pursuant to standing orders.
Mr BARBER — Why would anybody object to
that? Is it really possible to separate the environmental
question, the protection of the fisheries and their
intrinsic value, from the interest in recreation? It might
even be argued that it is a false dichotomy to separate
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out the environmental interests from the recreational,
commercial and economic interests, because they are in
fact one and the same. It is after all what we are talking
about. The whole purpose of this bill is to set up a
framework in which the public interest in a good,
healthy fishery, an environmental asset, can be
managed. The government well understands that it is
not simply groups organised around the pursuit of
recreational or commercial fishing that have something
to say about that. The government well and truly
understands that there are those who take a more
environmental perspective who have something to say
on this question.
For example, the Victorian National Parks Association
(VNPA) wrote to Minister Walsh to congratulate him
on the decision to form a new Fisheries Advisory
Council and to put forward its own credentials to be a
member of the council. The VNPA wrote:
As the leading marine nature conservation organisation in
Victoria the VNPA engage in a number of fisheries
management processes and decision-making processes. We
are involved as conservation representatives on the Victorian
Abalone Fishery Management Plan steering committee and
the Victorian Fishing Research Advisory Committee,
providing valuable input from an environmental perspective.
The VNPA also published a new report in 2013, The State of
Recreational Fishing in Victoria, which provided a review of
the ecological sustainability of recreational fishing in Victoria
as well as management options. The report was written by
two independent scientists …

and it was made available to the minister via its
website. The letter goes on:
As stated in the Fisheries Act 1995, fisheries management
monitoring is to be aligned with the principles of
ecosystem-based management. The input of all sectors into
achieving this holistic framework and management is critical.

We know that this government, and the Liberal Party
more broadly — particularly when it comes to
environmental questions — has been shooting the
messenger lately. For example, in the same period that
the federal Minister for the Environment, Greg Hunt,
announced he was going to close down the senior and
well-resourced climate advisory body to the
government of the day, the minister himself had to
jump on Wikipedia to find out if there was a link
between bushfires and climate change. It certainly did
not stop the debate from continuing — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — You see, Acting President, there is
some discomfort when that is pointed out. The
members opposite are suckers for punishment. That is
why I am actually trying to be brief — so that we can
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get onto the debate later tonight, which is when we will
talk about how they think we should all roll over and
repeal the carbon tax, but I will say a bit more about
that. It was really an aside, Acting President, that this
government, now in power at both levels, likes to shoot
the messenger.
In this case the government excludes even one solitary
representative of an environmental organisation from
its body of 14. We understand fully that the
government’s policy is not to create any more
marine-protected areas, let alone no-take zones, in
Victorian waters. We understand it is a message the
government does not want to hear. The government has
locked itself into a situation where such a measure — a
protected area or a no-take zone — could never, ever be
warranted, but that would not stop the government from
putting a token greenie on its advisory committee and
letting them have their say so that the government has
got at least a formal avenue for advice.
That brings me to my second amendment, which has
already been circulated, and which relates to the fact
that the reports of this advisory committee will not
actually be made public. It is not simply a matter of
Greg Barber saying this; it was in fact members of the
coalition in the 2008 debate who were making the same
point. Mr Philip Davis, who continues as a member for
Eastern Victoria Region, made the very same point.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Not Wikipedia but in fact
Hansard. He said:
I am stunned by the government’s proposal to completely
repeal all the existing institutional arrangements, which have
been in place now for more than a decade, in relation to
consultation with all the stakeholders — the recreational
fishers, commercial fishers, environmental interests and all
those who have an interest in Victorian fisheries — given that
all the government proposes to replace the model with is a
commitment to consult.

Mr Philip Davis said those exact words on 2 December
2008 in a debate on the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2008. Mr Hall, who will be the
minister speaking on the bill before the house today,
also made the observation that reports from the new
body that Labor was setting up would not necessarily
ever see the light of day.
I have got a very simple solution for that. It is an
amendment that would mean that when the relevant
minister received the report of this formal statutory
body, which will be brought into existence today
through legislation — which I am supporting and the
Greens are supporting — that report would be tabled in
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Parliament. As an administrative step, that is basically
nothing. We know every time we walk in here on a
Tuesday there will be dozens of little reports and
various other items that have to be dropped on the table,
so I do not think that is an unreasonable requirement,
and certainly, going back to 2008, Mr Hall agreed with
me. That in a nutshell is my view of the bill and the
Greens’ view of the bill.
I am an avid participant in fishing whenever I get the
chance, which is not often. I almost reeled a couple in a
minute ago! Just talking about it I am salivating as I
imagine the taste of a flathead, one of my favourite fish
and a fish I have been eating all my life. There are a
heap of bones, a lot of tiny little bones, in a flathead.
You cannot eat it fast. If you are hungry, you actually
take in meat and spit the bones out as you go.
As an MP I do not get to go fishing very often. I watch
it on telly whenever I get a chance. There is a whole
proliferation of fishing shows now on all those various
free-to-air channels. There are so many free-to-air
channels you cannot keep track of them. There is
IFISH, there is Robson Green’s Extreme Fishing and
there is another one that seems to be about a bunch of
blokes perpetually going around Australia in a
four-wheel drive! There are at least three different
fishing shows, and on some afternoons or evenings
when I have time I actually surf from one fishing show
to the next. That is a vicarious pleasure I take in
between instances of what is now effectively a
once-a-year activity on the Nambucca River.
But I know there are tens of thousands of people who
get more opportunities to fish than I do, and I know
there is a broad and general interest in and almost an
agreement on the broad aim — that is, a healthy fishery
that is available for everybody forever. Surely, having a
well-balanced committee providing a variety of advice
to the minister is a worthwhile gesture. For that reason,
while I will support the bill overall, I have brought
forward two amendments that I think are quite
important, and I hope other members of the house will
see fit to support them.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to be able to speak to the Fisheries
Amendment Bill 2013. In doing so I note that the
opposition is not opposing the bill. However, I also note
that the Greens wish to make two sets of amendments
to it — one to have an environmentalist on the advisory
committee, and the second to have the report of the
activity of that committee tabled. I will leave it to the
minister to respond to the proposed amendments, but I
note that there is an ecologist on the advisory council,
who could well assume responsibility in relation to any
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concerns about the environment. I also note that the
activities of the committee will be posted on a website,
so there will be plenty of transparency and
accountability in relation to the activities of that
committee. This should satisfy Mr Barber in relation to
his proposed amendments.
My electorate of Western Victoria Region, like those of
other speakers who spoke on the bill, is blessed with a
number of idyllic fishing spots. In fact we have the
luxury — Mr O’Brien, as a colleague from Western
Victoria Region does as well — of having one of the
best, most historic, iconic and well-known landmarks in
Australia. A number of wonderful fishing villages
along the Great Ocean Road provide people with
abundant opportunities to fish and to enjoy fishing. My
favourite idyllic fishing spot is off the pier at Lorne,
where I learnt to fish. On that pier, not the one that is
there now, I gained a lot of experience and joy in
learning how to fish and being able to catch fish.
But I am digressing. I do not want to spend a lot of
time talking about recreational fishing and fishing
spots — —
Mr O’Brien — You wouldn’t want to stray from
the bill.
Mr RAMSAY — Quite right, Mr O’Brien. I am
actually here to speak on the bill, which is quite a
simple bill, but I wanted to take the opportunity to say
that we are well blessed in Victoria in terms of our
capacity to engage in both commercial and recreational
fishing. We have an abundant supply of good quality
fish for eating.
The bill amends the Fisheries Act 1995 and also
establishes a new Fisheries Advisory Council, which
will be a cross-sectoral, expertise-based body that will
provide advice to the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security on strategic matters relating to the
management of Victorian fisheries. The primary
purpose of the bill is to improve Victoria’s fisheries
management framework by establishing the new
Fisheries Advisory Council. The council is being
embedded in legislation to both fulfil the government’s
election commitment and demonstrate its long-term
commitment to effective consultation with commercial
and recreational fishers.
In 2010, in fulfilment of the coalition’s election
commitments, the government released its plan for
agriculture. The plan included the commitment to
amend legislation to reinstate an effective and proactive
consultation process with industry and to legislate to
reinstate a consultative process that involves all the
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peak bodies in the industry in relation to recreational
and commercial fishing. These policy commitments
will be delivered through the bill, which establishes a
Fisheries Advisory Council.
The council will build an understanding and consensus
with all fishing sectors on improvements to fisheries
management arrangements. It will also advise on means
to introduce more efficient and flexible fisheries
management arrangements, securing access to
resources, stewardship incentives and ways to optimise
value from the use of Victoria’s fisheries resources.
The council may well be put to the test in the
discussions currently occurring in relation to Corio Bay,
which I am very familiar with, where concerns have
been raised about finding an appropriate balance
between commercial and recreational fishing interests. I
am pleased to see the minister has been willing to
consult with both recreational and commercial fishers
in relation to Corio Bay, and he has noted their
concerns. He seeks to ensure that both commercial
fishers, who make a living from the stocks within the
bay, and recreational fishers can operate harmoniously
in the bay.
The advisory council will build an understanding and
consensus with all fishing sectors on improvements to
fisheries management, and it will also advise on means
to introduce more efficient and flexible fisheries
management arrangements. The council will manage
issues that arise, such as the management of
commercial fishing, recreational fishing and Aboriginal
fishing interests; the promotion of the co-management
of fisheries and improved governance; statewide
policies in relation to fisheries licensing, management,
research and compliance; matters relating to
intergovernmental agreements and arrangements
relating to fisheries; and issues relating to the security
of access to resources in particular fisheries.
The council will consist of 14 members, who will be
chosen to obtain a broad range of expertise and
experience, in order to maximise the quality of advice
provided to the minister and build an understanding and
commitment across sectors on improvements to
fisheries management arrangements. The minister will
appoint an independent chairperson; 4 members from
the Victorian commercial fishing sector; 1 member
from the commonwealth commercial fishing sector;
4 members from the Victorian recreational fishing
sector; 1 member from the Victorian recreational
fishing business sector; 1 member who represents the
interests of the Aboriginal community; 1 fisheries
ecologist; and 1 economist. Members of the council
will be appointed by the minister for up to three years.
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They will not hold office for more than two terms to
ensure a rotation of members. Funding has been
allocated for the council, and the Department of
Environment and Primary Industries will provide
secretariat support to the council.
In addition the bill makes several miscellaneous
amendments to the principal act to improve fisheries
management outcomes, including streamlining the
existing provisions, which will enable the department to
levy commercial fishers for the provision of
government services, and it will give the department
more flexibility to determine the method for calculating
levies, replacing the requirement for the minister to
publish a new fisheries notice in its entirety in a local
newspaper with a requirement to publish the notice on
the department’s website. The bill will also amend the
definition of ‘rock lobster’ to reflect new scientific
information on the classification of the species.
Fishing is a significant sector in this state, and it is
incumbent on the government to get the settings right
for the sector. Many small communities rely on it, the
state economy as a whole relies on it and many other
significant sectors interact with it. The fishing tackle
industry, for example, is a very sizeable industry in the
state, as are the boating industry and the many ancillary
industries that make up the commercial component of
the recreational fishing industry, which I believe
contributes around $2.3 billion to the economy.
The Victorian government has demonstrated its strong
commitment to improving fishing opportunities by
investing around $16 million over four years in a
recreational fishing initiative, which aims to develop
new fisheries by stocking Australian bass, estuary
perch, Macquarie perch and trout cod; to improve fish
migration by installing fish ladders and removing
in-stream barriers; to improve access for anglers; to
improve boat launching facilities; to install
fish-cleaning tables; to conduct public forums to
exchange ideas on ways to improve fishing; to increase
fisheries patrols on weekends and public holidays; and
to undertake research to support recreational fishing.
These are the ways in which this government is
continuing to invest in the fishing industry, and the
introduction by this legislation of an advisory council,
that is fully representative of the industry, to provide
advice to the minister is yet another indication of the
government’s continuing approach of consultation,
which aims to ensure that the interests of all sectors of
the industry are accommodated. It is on that basis that I
commend the bill to the house.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
speak briefly on the bill, because my colleagues
Mr Helper, the member for Ripon in the Assembly, and
Ms Tierney have covered its main provisions.
There are a couple of matters I would like to raise. I
will address Mr Barber’s proposed amendments
shortly. In the briefing the minister provided on the bill,
I addressed three questions to him, and rather than put
them again, I will invite the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills to respond to them in this place. I
am sure he will provide a satisfactory answer; he will
say it once, and then we can go into the committee
stage. I will pass on the areas that will be dealt with in
the committee stage.
However, I have another question I will put to the
minister, and rather than taking it into the committee
stage I will invite him to reply to it at the end of the
second-reading debate. It is in relation to clause 7,
which goes to an amendment that removes a
requirement from the secretary of the department. To
paraphrase the explanatory memorandum, at the
moment if there is a levy imposed to raise money for an
organisation, that money must go to the organisation.
The explanatory memorandum states that that money
can now go wherever the minister directs it, obviously
under the terms of the Financial Management Act 1994.
My question to the minister relates to the abalone
industry, where funds have been levied in the order of
$200 000 to $400 000. I ask: where has that money
gone? Has it been expended on that industry or for
other purposes? I will await the minister’s response at
the end of the second-reading debate before, perhaps,
pursuing it further in the committee stage.
But the main area I wish to address is the issue of
Mr Barber’s suggested amendment to the Assembly
and his direct amendment to the bill in the Council.
People have recapped the history of this piece of
legislation: that it was a deadlocked bill between the
houses and a whole range of things, the long history of
which has already been adequately covered. From the
Labor Party members’ perspective, we thought a
flexible approach was better than a structured
consultation process like this. We proposed that in
government, and it was ultimately adopted by the
house. We think that is a better form of consultation,
but we accept that the coalition said that if it were
elected it would bring back this structure, and it has.
Hence we are not opposing the bill, because of that
clear commitment to bring back the structure.
What Mr Barber is doing is proposing from his
perspective to improve the structure by adding a
15th board member with a conservation perspective.
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We could have a debate over whether they should be
from an ecologist group or a conservationist group, and
I am sure there could be a long debate on it if people
wanted that. But from our perspective we accept that
the government said it would bring back the structured
approach that we got rid of, so we will not be opposing
the government’s bill. In fact there are good things
about the bill. For those reasons we will not be
supporting Mr Barber’s amendment. This is not a
reflection on Mr Barber, who came in good faith with
the amendment, but if we had had more time we may
have given it more consideration. Our starting point is
that this was the government’s proposal. It was flagged
in debate in this house on several occasions back in the
last Parliament, so we will not oppose that part of the
bill — the structure.
Regarding the second of Mr Barber’s amendments,
which is essentially that this committee report to the
Parliament, we will support that. If the government
wants to have a structured, formal body, its reporting to
the Parliament is more than appropriate. We will
support Mr Barber’s amendment on reporting to the
Parliament.
In closing, the urgency of having a report of some form
obviously goes to some of my questions to Mr Hall,
which he has on notice, about the remuneration of the
committee and whether people can put things on the
agenda of the committee. There are a range of
questions, which hopefully he will address, which all
go to wanting some accountability for this formalised
committee. I will conclude my remarks on that and
reserve the right to come back in at the committee
stage, but I am very confident that this minister will
answer those questions.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I first of all want to thank all members —
Ms Tierney, Mr Barber, Mr Lenders and
Mr Ramsay — for their contributions to the debate, and
indications of support from all parties for this
legislation. I want to say a couple of things in reply. I
know we are going to go into committee and talk about
Mr Barber’s proposed amendment and suggested
amendments covering clause 4 of the bill, but I want to
cover off on a couple of other issues, particularly the
issues which Mr Lenders gave an indication of — that
is, questions that have been raised both in the debate, in
the other place and here, and also during the course of
briefings.
I have in front of me seven questions asked by
Mr Lenders. I will not read all the answers onto the
record; I might go over my 15 minutes. The first of
them relates to remuneration of directors: will Victorian
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public service bands be followed and what level of
remuneration will be provided to the Fisheries Advisory
Council members? The second one talks about the
development of the agendas of the Fisheries Advisory
Council meetings: will the council have the opportunity
to generate agenda items and the like? The third is on
the origin of the $80 000 used to fund the Fisheries
Advisory Council: where does the money come from?
The fourth question goes to how to change amendments
regarding levy collection, and why it was considered
necessary to broaden the ability to collect levies and the
like. The fifth relates to asking whether the privacy
commissioner has been fully briefed regarding the
proposal to provide licence-holder information to
representative bodies, and will the minutes of the
council be made public? There is then one further
question on where the best spots are for fishing, and
perhaps the last question might be of more interest to
Mr Barber and others.

Hon. P. R. HALL — The abalone one; let me
answer that too. Mr Lenders indeed asked me a
question, and for some reason I did not have an answer
on notice on that, regarding funds from the levies
collected from abalone licence-holders, and in
particular whether those funds collected were spent in
full or in part, or where they were spent in terms of
managing that abalone fishery, and that includes
research as well. What I am going to offer Mr Lenders
by taking this on notice is a response where I will
provide him with a full acquittal of the funds collected
through that levy and where they were spent. Again, if
other members are interested in that, then I will provide
an answer to them as well; they will just have to
indicate that to me. So I have not got a complete answer
right now, but I give a commitment to provide that full
acquittal as promised.

What I am prepared to do — and I have spoken to
Mr Lenders about this — is to provide him with a full
copy of these answers, and indeed if any other members
who have participated in this debate would like a copy
of the answers to these questions, headings of which I
have just announced, I would be happy to make those
answers available to them as well.

Read second time.

Motion agreed to.

Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 3 agreed to.
Clause 4

An honourable member interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I will put on record the
answer to no. 7, ‘Where are the fish?’:
Victoria’s fisheries are diverse and geographically extensive,
including productive coastal, bay, inlet and freshwater
fisheries.
Our bays, inlets and oceans support productive recreational
fisheries for snapper, King George whiting, flathead, bream,
sharks, tuna, calamari and Australian salmon to name a few.
Scallops, abalone and rock lobster are available.
Whiting are currently being taken off Sorrento and
Queenscliff on pippis. Squid are also being taken on lures in a
variety of colours. Salmon can be found at a number of
locations within Port Phillip Bay and coastal areas.

It goes on and includes some inland fisheries as well. I
would be happy to make all this available to interested
members upon request — a full copy of the answers to
these questions. I think it is probably more efficient if
we leave a response to the questions regarding
Mr Barber’s amendments and the Labor Party’s
indication of its support for one of those amendments to
consideration of clause 4 of the bill.
Mr LENDERS — The abalone one?

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Barber has proposed a number of
amendments in relation to clause 4, some of which can
be treated as ordinary amendments while others must
be put in the form of suggested amendments. The
suggested amendments propose an increase in the
membership of the Fisheries Advisory Council. As
members of this council are paid, any increase in its
membership would have financial implications under
section 62 of the Constitution Act 1975 and therefore
may only be considered by the Legislative Council as
suggested amendments to the Assembly.
Mr Barber’s suggested amendments will be considered
prior to his ordinary amendments, which relate to a
separate issue. Mr Barber’s suggested amendment 1 is a
test for his further suggested amendments 2 and 3. I call
Mr Barber to move his suggested amendment.
Mr Barber can move the whole three suggested
amendments if he wishes.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That it be a suggestion to the Assembly that they make the
following amendments in the Bill:
1.

Clause 4, page 3, line 12, omit “14” and insert
“15”.
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2.

Clause 4, page 4, line 20, omit “.” and insert “;”

3.

Clause 4, page 4, after line 20 insert —
“( ) one member from a relevant conservation
group who, in the opinion of the Minister,
represents the community interest in the
protection of aquatic ecosystems.”.

I will very briefly recap on the rationale for these. The
previous government amended the Fisheries Act 1995
to insert a set of consultation principles. In fact they are
at section 3A of the act, immediately below section 3,
which sets out the objects of the act. This bill has not
sought to change those original principles. They were
new principles created by the previous government;
they are apparently principles that are supported by this
government because in moving this bill it has not
sought to change those principles.
The principles include:
… be clear, open, timely and transparent;
… reflect the likely impact of decisions on persons and
fisheries resources;
… the consultation process should be adequately resourced;
… should be flexible and designed to take into account …
persons to be consulted and their ability to contribute to the
process;
… the consultation process should involve consideration of
representative advice which represents the views and values
of the persons represented …

And finally — and this is at subsection (f):
representative advice in relation to the following persons or
groups should be considered during any consultation
process —
(i)

recreational fishers;

(ii) commercial fishers;
(iii) aquaculture operators;
(iv) conservation groups;
(v) indigenous groups …

The purpose of my suggested amendments is to add to
the line-up of 14 members one member from a relevant
conservation group who, in the opinion of the minister,
represents the community interest in the protection of
aquatic ecosystems. The language I am using there and
the intent of it matches exactly the principles that were
inserted by the previous government at section 3A and
that are being endorsed by the government with this
bill.
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If it will save us time, I will quickly address my other
amendment. As I have just noted, transparency is an
intended outcome of the consultation principles, and
that is why my other amendment calls for the tabling of
the report of the work of this committee in Parliament,
where it is easily accessible to all members.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The government will not be supporting
either of these sets of amendments, but I want to extend
the courtesy to the house of giving a clear explanation
as to why. First of all, in terms of the composition of
the council, new section 93 on page 3 of the bill spells
out the composition of the council. It is very clear, if
you look at the categories of persons who will form the
council, that the government’s intention is to move to a
skills-based council — people who have the knowledge
and experience to add value to the workings of the
council.
Not in any of those categories do we suggest that
membership of an organisation is a criterion — indeed,
we have moved away from that — whereas in previous
co-management councils, bodies and the like, there was
then a requirement that some members be members of
particular named organisations. So where the bill talks
about people who have experience in commercial
fishing and represent the interests of the fishing
commercial sector, again it does not require that they
come from a particular group, nor does it do so with the
people with experience and knowledge of recreational
fishing. I particularly want to draw the attention of the
committee to new subsection 93(g), where it speaks
about:
… one fisheries ecologist who, in the opinion of the Minister,
has knowledge and experience of the sustainable use of
aquatic resources and represents the community interest in the
sustainable use of those resources …

This is in contrast to Mr Barber’s amendment, which
describes the additional person he seeks to appoint as:
one member from a relevant conservation group who, in the
opinion of the Minister, represents the community interest in
the protection of aquatic ecosystems.

We do not believe there is any substantial difference
between Mr Barber’s description and the way the
additional person is described in the bill, apart from the
fact that Mr Barber’s amendment suggests that the
person be a member of a relevant conservation group.
We believe the intent of bringing a person with the
knowledge and experience that Mr Barber seeks is
already provided for in the bill, although according to
the terms of the bill that person does not need to belong
to a particular conservation group. We are suggesting
that members of the council should be people with
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experience and knowledge rather than being members
of organisations, so for the reason of consistency we do
not support Mr Barber’s suggested amendment with
respect to the composition of the council.
One of the amendments Mr Barber proposes is that:
The Minister must lay before each House of the Parliament a
copy of a report under subsection (1) on or before the
6th sitting day after receiving that report.

I want to mention an answer I provided to Mr Lenders,
which I will make available to other members. The
answer is a response to the question: will the minutes of
the council be made public? The answer is: council
outcomes and actions rather than verbatim minutes will
be communicated on the Department of Environment
and Primary Industries website following each meeting.
In addition, annual reports will be available on the
department’s website.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I ask Mr Barber to move his proposed
amendments 1 and 2. Amendment 1 is a test for
amendment 2.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
1.

Clause 4, page 7, line 17, before “The” insert “(1)”.

2.

Clause 4, page 7, after line 20 insert —
“( ) The Minister must lay before each House of the
Parliament a copy of a report under subsection (1)
on or before the 6th sitting day after receiving that
report.”.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have already indicated that the
government will oppose these amendments, and I have
already given the reasons.
Committee divided on amendments:

The commitment I am giving to the house is that annual
reports and reports of outcomes of each of those
meetings will be made publicly available on the
department’s website. Given that this is an advisory
committee rather than one that would be described as a
statutory committee with particular functions, we
believe that the publication of these reports on the
website will provide the transparency that Mr Barber
seeks. We do not believe it is necessary to take the
additional step of having those reports tabled in the
house, given that they will be available on the website
and that this is an advisory committee rather than a
committee with statutory functions.
Committee divided on suggested amendments:
Ayes, 3
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 34
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr

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

Suggested amendments negatived.

Ayes, 17
Barber, Mr
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Melhem, Mr

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

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

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

Pairs
Broad, Ms
Viney, Mr

Atkinson, Mr
Finn, Mr

Amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 5 to 12 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT (PAROLE
REFORM) BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — While I
welcome the opportunity to speak on the bill, it comes
at a time when our corrections system is in crisis. It
comes at a time when the government has failed
Victorians when it comes to the corrections system.
Amendments to the parole system will occur as a result
of the review by former High Court Judge Ian Callinan,
which identified 23 recommendations. We now see the
fourth bill on the issue of parole. Once again it reflects a
government that has adopted a very ad hoc approach
not only to parole but to the justice system, prisons, and
corrections more generally.
When we examine the bill we see tinkering more than
anything else. There is a provision which requires that
the safety and protection of the community is
paramount when it comes to parole decisions — and we
absolutely support that sentiment and that provision,
and indeed we do not oppose the bill — but there is no
point making important statements like that unless you
back them up. There is no point going around telling
everyone that community safety and protection is
paramount, and indeed legislating for that kind of glib
clause, when you do not back it up.
What we have seen over three years is complete
neglect. An examination of the adult parole board’s
annual report shows that the parole board met on
30 more occasions last year. It examined some 10 000
cases, which is a 30 per cent increase in its workload,
yet its funding increased by only 14 per cent in actual
terms. In addition, administrative staff have been cut by
two full-time-equivalent positions. On the one hand we
have seen a 30 per cent increase in the number of
meetings and on the other hand we have seen a 14 per
cent increase in the budget, along with staff cuts.
Looking at the result of this government’s neglect over
three years, the annual report of the Department of
Justice 2012–13, which was tabled in the last sitting
week, shows that for the first time in eight years the
recidivism rate — the rate of return to prison within
two years — is increasing. It has increased from 35 per
cent in 2011–12 to nearly 37 per cent in 2012–13. The
government has a policy of no more than 100 prisoners
being held in our state cells on any given day, but
because of the overcrowding we routinely see more
than 300 prisoners being held in our cells. We see
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police resources wasted in attending to prisoners. We
see police members doing things like dispensing
medications, dealing with mental health issues and
dealing with the disabilities that are prevalent amongst
our prisoners, but we do not see our police force out on
the front line. We see a police force trying to babysit
prisoners when it should be out stopping crime. Just last
night on ABC News the Assistant Commissioner of
Police, Tim Cartwright, said that the overcrowding
issue, ‘is going to affect operational front-line policing’.
You cannot have a situation where the overcrowding in
our cells and the requirement for police to act as prison
officers impacts on front-line services. You cannot
expect the parole system to operate effectively with its
increased responsibilities and increased duties when it
is not properly funded or properly staffed. Prisoners are
now being shopped around police cells because there is
no limit on how long they can be held in a police cell
and there is nowhere else to put them. Our system is in
crisis, and there are fewer police on our streets as a
result of that crisis and mismanagement. Our
community is less safe because there are fewer police
on the front line doing what they should be doing,
which is stopping crime and catching criminals.
Instead, they are in police cells looking after prisoners.
This crisis in our system, which is the result of three
years of neglect, is now pushing into and affecting the
way in which our courts operate. The court system is
grinding to a halt because of the overcrowding of
prisoners in holding cells. Cases are being adjourned,
and that has an impact on everyone. There is an impact
on criminals when cases are adjourned, but more
importantly there is an impact on victims. People
cannot be brought in from the remand centre prior to
their case being heard because there is no holding cell
available at court to hold them, so their case cannot be
dealt with. It is a cost to the entire legal system, with the
time of lawyers and judges being wasted. Most
importantly, it is an indictment of this government, and
victims are emotionally hurt. As a result of this crisis
Corrections Victoria is being charged the costs
associated with wasting the time of the court and legal
representatives. Last night concerns were raised about
authorities being sued for contempt. The Criminal Bar
Association says there are now over 300 people who
have not appeared in court due to this issue.
As I said, we do not oppose this bill, but we are
concerned about the three years of neglect that has
occurred under this government and about the criminal
justice system effectively grinding to a halt. There are
no winners out of that; neither our court system nor the
overworked members of the parole system who are
dealing with more and more cases under more and
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more pressure, with an insufficient budget and without
the resources to do their work. This is a crisis about
which we are very concerned. We are hoping the
government takes this opportunity to take stock and that
it tries to redress some of the deficiencies that are now
starting to pile up as a result of this government’s
incompetence.
If we look back at the Callinan review, which was the
genesis of this bill, we see that it was a review
conducted in secrecy and that it failed to give
Victorians the opportunity to provide input. It was a
missed opportunity to consider the views of many
victims, experts, workers and the public more widely in
the consideration and development of that report and its
recommendations.
We are very concerned about the state of corrections in
Victoria. This bill is now the fourth attempt to make
some changes, which we do not oppose. We applaud
the recognition that community safety is paramount, but
it is clear that this government is not delivering on that.
It is clear that this government is delivering the
opposite. It is delivering increased recidivism rates and,
more alarmingly, it is taking our police off the streets
where they should be combating crime. Instead they are
acting as prison officers in our overcrowded police
cells. It is a recipe for disaster, and I urge the
government to take heed before it is too late.
We do not oppose the bill. We do not oppose the
changes. We do not oppose enshrining in legislation the
recognition that the safety and protection of the
community is paramount, but we also do not see any
evidence of that ambition being realised. In fact it is
quite clear that all the traffic is running the other way.
We urge the government to remedy that as soon as
possible because community safety is what is at stake
here.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise on behalf of the
government to make a contribution to the debate on the
Corrections Amendment (Parole Reform) Bill 2013,
and to speak in favour of the bill. I was somewhat
surprised and disappointed to hear the previous
contribution from Mr Tee, because clearly at no point
did he give any indication that he was concerned about
the functions of the Adult Parole Board of Victoria, and
at no time did I get the feeling that he was concerned
about the rights of victims. That is not surprising, given
Mr Tee worked with the former Attorney-General who,
one could say, was more interested in the rights of
offenders than the rights of victims. As a government
we have been very clear about our commitment to the
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rights of victims, and that is the reason for the
amendments in the bill before the chamber.
I must say that some of the untruths coming from the
opposite side of the chamber surprise me. This is a clear
piece of legislation. It is the first of a tranche of
legislative reforms arising out of the review of the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria by former High Court
judge Ian Callinan, AC, known as the Callinan report. It
is important to note that whilst those opposite do not
oppose the bill, the principal purpose of the bill before
the chamber is to provide that the safety and protection
of the community is the paramount consideration in all
parole decisions by the adult parole board. If this is not
the overriding principle, then everything else falls
away.
Listening to Mr Tee, it was as though the adult parole
board was operating very effectively before November
2010. The reality is that the adult parole board was in
need of review. The review that was released on
20 August 2013 identified 23 measures for
improvement to Victoria’s adult parole system. Despite
the statements made by Mr Tee in his contribution, we
have acted swiftly and decisively to implement a
number of the administrative and legislative changes
recommended in the report. Mr Callinan found that the
system had become too far skewed in favour of the
offender and away from victims, their families and the
broader community.
I was disappointed that there was no concern for those
victims in the contribution of Mr Tee. Instead he used
the time allocated to him to go on a political diatribe
about issues that could have been raised in relation to
other pieces of legislation or perhaps in other forms,
such as a members statement or an adjournment matter.
However, we have a piece of legislation before the
chamber that is concerned with the adult parole board
and reforms that we are undertaking as a result of the
Callinan report.
We make no apologies to the Victorian community that
we have acted swiftly on this. We believe the
recommendations of the Callinan review need to be
implemented quickly. As I said before, this is the first
in a tranche of legislative reforms arising from that
report. The legislation before the chamber also reforms
the membership of the adult parole board and provides
for registered victims to be notified before the release of
a prisoner on parole.
Whilst I am on the topic of the adult parole board, there
was some suggestion that the adult parole board has
been diminished by this government. I put on record the
fact that the adult parole board budget has increased
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from what was $2.5 million to what is now
$3.2 million. The number of full-time-equivalent
employees funded at the parole board has increased to
31. We have seen not only legislative reforms to
improve the administration of the adult parole board
and ensure that the paramount consideration of the
board is the safety and protection of the community but
also a commitment to fund and increase staff within the
adult parole board.
Unlike those opposite, who would like to play politics
on this issue, many in the community see this as a step
in the right direction. We have seen many newspapers
report on this issue, including an article in the Border
Mail, Albury-Wodonga, on 23 September 2013,
headlined ‘Parole system failed Jill Meagher —
Andrews’. The article quotes Victorian opposition
leader Daniel Andrews as having said:
The best way we can honour Jill Meagher’s memory and
perhaps ease the burden that Tom Meagher and Jill’s family
face every day is to ensure these failings never happen again.

I did not hear that from Mr Tee. I did not hear him
speak about the reasons the Callinan review was
undertaken. The events that led to the review were
distasteful, and I did not hear Mr Tee indicate what we
are seeing in the papers, which is support of the
government for bringing forward these legislative
changes.
In the Sunraysia Daily we saw an article in favour of
victims being given two weeks notice before the person
who hurt them is released from prison under the
changes to Victoria’s parole system. In the Ballarat
Courier of 19 September we saw an editorial headlined
‘A step in the right direction towards fixing parole
system’. If Mr Tee wants to play politics on this issue, I
remind him that we came to government promising to
fix the problems. I suggest that part of the problem
involved the adult parole board, and we are moving
swiftly to ensure that some of the shortcomings
overseen by the previous government are being dealt
with. There was even an article by Melinda Tankard
Reist in the Sunday Age of 25 August headlined ‘Parole
board failures a matter of life and death’, with the
subheading ‘Offenders’ rights shouldn’t trump victims’
rights’. There is further material from newspapers and
plenty of other literature about this issue.
As I said, the government stands proud in bringing in
the legislation before us in the chamber. This bill is
about setting up the right framework for the adult
parole board so that it understands that the safety and
protection of the community is paramount in
consideration of all parole decisions. The bill also
ensures that we reform the membership of the adult
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parole board so that it is reflective of the needs, wishes
and aspirations of the community and it takes into
account the wishes of registered victims so they can be
notified of the release on parole of a prisoner.
It was sad that in the interests of the community we had
to bring this piece of legislation to the chamber. I hope
members on the opposite side of the chamber recognise
the importance of this piece of legislation more than
was outlined in the contribution of their lead speaker.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Corrections Amendment (Parole Reform) Bill 2013
follows on from other amendments to the parole system
and corrections amendment bills we have already seen
before the Parliament. I start by complimenting the
parliamentary library on its research and the bill
backgrounder it produced on this bill, which is very
helpful to read not only for MPs but for people in the
community who want to get across the complex issues
that are involved in the public discourse that has been
carried on over the last two years or longer with regard
to heinous offences that have been committed by some
parolees and serious violence offenders who have been
released on parole or bail. We have addressed those
issues in debate on previous bills.
The bill before us now implements some of the
measures recommended by former High Court judge
Ian Callinan arising from his review of the parole
system in Victoria, which was commissioned by the
Minister for Corrections, who is sitting opposite me
today. It is worth us pointing out that the review
conducted by Justice Callinan is not the only review we
have had before us recently; there was also the review
conducted by Professor Ogloff. The last time I spoke
about the parole system in this place I mentioned the
distressing nature of Professor Ogloff’s report. There
has also been a review conducted by the Sentencing
Advisory Council.
Going to the bill, this particular bill amends the
Corrections Act 1986 to provide for a number of things,
including that the safety and protection of the
community be paramount in parole decisions. Justice
Callinan stated in his report that he believed that this
particular principle — the safety of the community —
is paramount in parole decisions and that the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria had strayed from this
principle. It is worth stating that in its response to the
Callinan report the parole board itself admitted that
mistakes had been made with particular parolees but
did not accept that it did not have this particular
principle as its paramount concern. Nevertheless, given
that there has been commentary from other
stakeholders in the community regarding this particular
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provision and whether it should be put in legislation, I
do not have a particular problem with the principle of
the safety and protection of the community being the
paramount concern of the parole board being put in
legislation.
The bill also reforms the membership of the adult
parole board to include allowing for the appointment of
a full-time chairperson to the board and introduces time
limits for appointments to the board of not more than
nine years in total. Again, these were measures
recommended by Justice Callinan. Certainly in terms of
the appointment of a full-time chair, that is widely
supported. It is a sensible measure. That would mean it
would be very unlikely that a serving Supreme Court
judge would also be a full-time chair of the parole
board, because you could not really be a full-time chair
of the parole board and a full-time judge of the
Supreme Court. Perhaps the bill that went through the
Parliament earlier today, whereby judicial officers can
be part time, will mean that a Supreme Court judge
could have a role in chairing the parole board.
The bill also introduces a measure, recommended by
Justice Callinan, for registered victims — that is,
victims who have registered on the victims register —
to be given at least 14 days notice of the release of a
prisoner on parole. That is another sensible measure
and certainly would preclude the situation where
sometimes victims are not alerted in a timely way and
often do not find out about the release of a particular
prisoner until after the prisoner has been released. They
sometimes find that out indirectly, often through the
media. This is also a sensible amendment.
The other major change provided for in the bill is that
the board is required to include in its annual report the
number of persons convicted of a serious offence while
on parole during the reporting period. That is an
essential measure. I raised this in debate on the last two
bills on parole and bail that came before us. The
chamber may remember that I asked the minister in
committee how many people had committed offences
while on parole or bail, and the minister informed me
that that information was not collected by Corrections
Victoria. That goes to the crux of the problem we have
witnessed, and this has been covered in contributions to
debate on previous bills.
There has been a lack of coordinated information
between Corrections Victoria, the police and the adult
parole board as to the history of parolees and bailees on
whether they had committed crimes whilst on parole or
bail. It has, in some cases, led to dreadful consequences,
which we all know about.
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The minister also mentioned in his second-reading
speech that the government is committed to quickly
implementing a number of the 23 measures
recommended by former Justice Callinan, but that other
measures require further detailed consideration. This is
being undertaken by a cabinet task force established to
consider complex legal challenges. While I accept that,
I would also encourage the government to be more
open and not to limit the task force to cabinet
deliberations. There should be public input into this
process, and the government should make its intentions
clear and public before it introduces another bill. There
are many stakeholders, including the Law Institute of
Victoria, the Federation of Community Legal Centres
Victoria, the Victorian Bar and the parole board itself,
as well as the general public, that need to have input
into these decisions.
Given that the operation of the parole system, its
deficiencies and the need for improvement are now a
subject of wide public debate, it is no longer acceptable
for the government to proceed in a secretive way with
any improvements or changes to the parole system. It
should be open and transparent. Mr Dalla-Riva talked
about the protection of the community, and I fully agree
with him, but any further improvements or changes to
the parole system need to be open, transparent and
given a full public airing.
It is worth saying that one of the shortcomings of the
parole system identified by former Justice Callinan was
the unbearable workload of the adult parole board, the
obvious need for additional staff in Corrections Victoria
and the parole system and the need for more IT
resources and equipment so that the parole board does
not have to deal just with paper records. The parole
board challenged that finding of the Callinan report,
suggesting that it did not agree with some of Justice
Callinan’s remarks about the records of certain
parolees.
As I have said previously, it is fair to say that the adult
parole board has worn most of the public criticism
about the failures of the parole system, and it has
admitted it has made mistakes. It also agreed with
Mr Callinan’s observation that its workload is
unbearable, and if you look at the statistics, you have to
agree. The parole board’s workload has grown with the
general population increase, and the changes to
sentencing arrangements that have been brought in by
this government have put more and more pressure on
the board.
Professor Ogloff recommended that there be separate
categories of prisoners. I made the same suggestion in
Parliament before I knew about Professor Ogloff’s
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report. It seems to me that there needs to be a different
stream for prisoners who have been convicted of lesser
offences to the stream for serious violent offenders, or
what Mr Callinan is now calling ‘potentially dangerous
parolees’. I believe that measure is being instituted. I
encourage the government to be open about its
proposed changes to the parole system. Certainly
changes need to be made, but at the core is the need for
more resourcing. I heard the minister say funding has
increased from $2.5 million to $3.2 million, but that is
still a lot less than the New South Wales parole board,
for example, receives in funding.
The minister said there had been an increase of
31 full-time-equivalent staff, but it is difficult to know
whether that is going to be adequate. Certainly all the
reviews have pointed to the problems that Corrections
Victoria has had with staff retention, particularly in the
parole area, and to the fact that serious violent offenders
have often been supervised by inexperienced staff, and
measures were recommended to change that. There is
still a lot to be done — a lot of which is not
legislative — and I encourage the minister to be open
and transparent about what is happening. I also
encourage the parole board to be comprehensive in its
next annual report as to whether the changes that have
been put in place in terms of legislation, administration
and resources are working and to make its own
recommendations about what needs to be done to
ensure that the parole system works the way it is meant
to work.
The parole system is meant to provide an opportunity
for offenders who have served a non-parole period and
then been given the opportunity or the privilege of
parole to make the best use of it. Prisoners are released
with parole conditions imposed upon them, and they
are supervised. Notwithstanding, former
Justice Callinan stated that the parole board needs to be
cognisant of whether the supervision that is realistically
able to be applied to serious violent offenders is enough
to protect the community. Organisations such as the
Federation of Community Legal Centres Victoria and
the law institute have rightly pointed out the benefits of
and the reasons for parole. They have pointed out that if
prisoners are not released on parole, they are not
supervised. Of course if they are serious sexual
offenders, they should be placed on the register and on
supervision orders when they are released. I would
advocate more use of supervision orders for those types
of prisoners.
It is a complicated issue. The government needs to put
more resources into it. I encourage the government to
be open and transparent about non-legislative changes
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to the parole system as we go forward. With those
remarks, I note that we will support the legislation.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It is a
great honour to speak on the Corrections Amendment
(Parole Reform) Bill 2013 because it reflects the
coalition government at its very best. There was a huge
outcry over the murder of Jill Meagher and over a
number of other parole-related crimes, as my colleague
Mr Dalla-Riva said in his contribution. The public
focused on the Adult Parole Board of Victoria and its
operations and had a very good look at what the board
did and did not do. As a consequence the Premier
commissioned former High Court judge Ian Callinan to
prepare a report, and on 30 August Ian Callinan
reported his findings. This is the first piece of
legislation as a consequence of that report, and it comes
only three months later. The recommendations in the
Callinan report, which was prepared in response to
what has been a serious issue for the community of
Victoria, are here before us in legislative form three
months later.
I was going to say in my contribution how pleasing it is
to see that there is support for this legislation across the
Parliament, and if members read the contributions to
the second-reading debate in the lower house, they will
see some very good contributions from the members
for Lyndhurst, Altona and Eltham, Martin Pakula, Jill
Hennessey and Steve Herbert respectively, in which
they say community safety is essential and that this is a
good piece of legislation. I was particularly
disappointed to hear Mr Tee make some cheap political
points on something that his own party colleagues in
their speeches in the Assembly actually supported and
agreed was very important. Those comments were
totally beneath Mr Tee.
There are some issues we deal with in this place on
which it is really important that we take a united
approach, and this is one of those issues. Mr Tee’s own
party thinks that. It is a pity he is out of step and out of
line. One of the criticisms he made of the coalition was
that the adult parole board had not been given any
increase in resources. Ms Pennicuik also made that
claim in her speech. I would like to assure both
Ms Pennicuik and Mr Tee that there have been
significant additional resources given to the parole
board — not just money but staff support as well. I
would like that clearly on the record.
I pick up Mr Tee on another point. He said there was an
ad hoc approach to this issue. Nothing could be further
from the truth. As I said, the Callinan report was only
presented on 20 August, and here we are just three
months later with legislation responding to it — and I
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understand this is the first piece of a lot more legislation
that will come before us in this place to address those
issues. We are taking a systemic, thorough approach to
the whole issue. This issue should not be responded to
with a knee-jerk reaction; it needs to be thought
through, and I commend the minister for the very
thorough and systemic approach he is taking.
Ms Pennicuik also made a claim that there is secrecy
and a lack of transparency. I remind her that at the time
the Premier announced the Callinan report he also
announced an opportunity for people to give their
feedback online. This was an opportunity for the public
to talk about the parole system. The email address, for
those who are interested, was
parolecomments@justice.vic.gov.au. Members of the
public were asked what their points of view were and
were definitely encouraged to have their say.
Ms Pennicuik also questioned the openness and
transparency of the minister, and I would have to
suggest that Ms Pennicuik was confusing this minister
with the minister from the former government. She may
have noticed that this is a different government. This is
a coalition government, and openness and transparency
is a hallmark of a coalition government. I would
suggest the minister is doing everything to achieve
openness and transparency.
I refer to the explanatory memorandum for the bill,
which sets out three principal amendments made by this
legislation. I would like to reiterate them so that we all
know what we are speaking about. They are to reform
the membership of the adult parole board; to provide
for registered victims to be notified before the release of
a prisoner on parole; and perhaps most importantly, to
provide that the safety and protection of the community
is the paramount consideration in all parole decisions
by the adult parole board. That last principle reflects
what our community expects of us as legislators.
Community members want to know that their lives are
cared about and that their safety is supported at every
turn.
The Callinan report, as the Premier has said, was a
comprehensive review of the adult parole board. The
Premier is on the record as saying that community
safety is this government’s first, second and third
priority. It is so important to us. This bill goes a long
way towards addressing some of the issues. Justice
Callinan said in his report that many offenders suffer
mental disabilities, which are not always self-inflicted.
He said there were some very sad stories of children
affected in the womb by the alcoholism or drug
addiction of their mothers. He said that offenders
included children from both dysfunctional and drug or
alcohol-affected households and that violence occurs
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routinely in some households. He went on to discuss
how difficult the job is and how complex some of these
people’s lives are.
Like many members, I know that dealing with people
on parole is not a straightforward issue; it is very
complicated. Something that was pleasing to see
recently was the implementation by the Department of
Human Services of Services Connect. The department
has recognised that many fragile families are being
dealt with, or in the past have been dealt with, by up to
10 case managers. With Services Connect, the
department has a holistic approach — one case
manager looks after and understands every other
element. Hopefully this will go some way towards
resolving these complexities — how some of these
people end up in the justice system and how important
it is to have a consolidated approach in order to help
them to, first and foremost, avoid reoffending.
The primary consideration of the protection of the
community is one of the most important reforms in this
bill. That the protection of the community is to be the
paramount consideration of the parole board is
enshrined in the legislation. This is reflected in
measure 7 of the Callinan report, which states:
The legislation should also specify the paramountcy of the
safety and protection of the community in all considerations
for parole or at least in consideration of parole for PDPs —

potentially dangerous parolees.
As I said, the Premier has made this an absolute
priority. He has said that community safety is of
paramount importance. We have seen numerous pieces
of legislation to support this. This bill is another step in
the right direction, and I commend it to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on the Corrections Amendment
(Parole Reform) Bill 2013. I will make my contribution
concise and to the point. The legislation before the
house has arisen as a result of the review of the
operation of the Adult Parole Board of Victoria
conducted by former High Court judge Ian Callinan,
AC. We all understand the community’s anger and
grief at the murder of Jill Meagher by a vicious sex
offender who had been freed on parole. It is my belief
that this bill is supported by members on all sides of
this chamber because it makes an amendment that
touches all our hearts.
This bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 to ensure
that the safety and protection of the community is of
paramount consideration in considering whether parole
should be granted, varied, revoked or cancelled, or
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whether the granting of parole should be revoked
entirely. The bill should put the minds of members of
the community relatively at ease because it addresses
key concerns that were made apparent after several
high-profile murder cases brought to light the fact that
the offenders were actually on parole and were violent
criminal offenders known to the police and the justice
system.
The bill provides for the appointment of a full-time
chairperson to the Adult Parole Board of Victoria. In all
honesty, this is something that should have occurred
decades ago. The bill will set a time limit for the
appointment of members of the board of not more than
nine years in total. The bill ensures that the board will
include in its annual report the number of persons
convicted of serious offences during the reporting
period. This is right and proper, because one would
think that after almost a decade of sitting on the parole
board a person may become hardened or insensitive to
the community’s expectations. Although, I have to say,
in fairness to the present parole board, the calculations
in decisions to grant parole were made up of factors that
included administrative or financial aspects and were
not done solely on the grounds of what the community
considers appropriate.
The bill also provides that registered victims are to be
given at least 14 days notice of a prisoner’s release on
parole. This will give peace of mind to victims of crime
that they will not bump into or see their tormentors
without prior notice — forewarned is forearmed. As I
have indicated, the opposition will not be opposing this
bill.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak on the Corrections Amendment
(Parole Reform) Bill 2013, which will amend the
Corrections Act 1986 and implement new measures to
keep Victorians safe from serious offenders seeking
parole. We on this side of the house support this bill
because we believe, as I am sure all members of this
Parliament do, that the safety of our communities
should be any government’s first priority. Recently the
adult parole system has let us down: it has let down the
victims of horrific crimes; it has let down families who
have lost their loved ones at the hands of senseless
criminals; and it has let down Victorians who believe in
our justice system. That is why this amending bill is so
important. Parole is not a given; criminals should not
assume that parole will be granted on their earliest
release date. Parole is a privilege.
It is terrible to think that the parole system, which was
designed to integrate criminal offenders back into the
community, has in fact created opportunities for
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offenders to reoffend. This was seen in the shocking
cases of Jill Meagher and Sarah Cafferkey, who lost
their lives at the hands of criminals who, despite their
histories of violence against women and contempt for
the law, manipulated the adult parole board, and led its
members to believe that they were rehabilitated and
should be eligible for parole. It is the deaths of these
innocent women, the memories of the lives they led and
the life sentences of suffering that their families will
face, that make this amendment so vital.
In the 2012–13 annual report of the Adult Parole Board
of Victoria, the former chairperson, Justice Simon
Whelan, said:
If a prisoner gets to the end of his or her sentence without
parole, they walk out the prison gate and there is no power to
supervise them or restrict or monitor their behaviour in any
way. They have served the full penalty imposed on them. The
correctional system has no power over them anymore.

Given the events of the recent year and the extremely
serious offences committed by parolees, the current
system of parole seems to have lost its ability to control
whether parole is granted. Whilst I acknowledge that
parole may be appropriate for one-time offenders who
are truly sorry for their errors in judgement and
law-breaking behaviour, the system seems to have been
fooled by those who have exploited the judgement of
the underresourced board. Justice Whelan stated that
parole offers supervision and support to offenders, but
we on this side of the house think that that support
should focus on victims and their families as opposed to
the offenders, because our state does not tolerate
vicious crimes in our communities.
That leads me to my next point in considering this bill.
Justice Callinan’s report on the adult parole system
highlighted some disconcerting facts, in particular the
chapter entitled ‘The victims’ perspective’. The
opening sentence of that chapter at page 80 reads:
I have no doubt that many of the victims of serious violent
and sexual crimes do not believe that their concerns are fully
taken into account by the ‘authorities’ of which the parole
board is one.

In addition to this, he stated that:
The second theme which was consistently repeated was that
victims were not given notice, either at all or in a timely way,
of the release of a serious violent or serious sexual offender
on parole.

These excerpts indicate that the current processes, for
whatever reason, are failing to protect and consider
those who have been damaged the most by these
criminals. Callinan also indicated that based on his
consultation with Victoria Police, in many instances
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they had not been consulted before parole had been
granted either. He indicated that the stretched service of
Victoria Police is spending a great deal of time finding
and arresting offending parolees. Whilst the parole
board is struggling to cope with the number of prisoners
facing parole, it is not engaging with victims. The
police are not being informed and are underresourced
themselves to monitor parolees.
I believe Justice Callinan’s recommendations will make
a significant difference to the way parole is considered
and granted, in particular recommendation 12, which
indicates the need to have the voices of victims heard
by the board and for the victims to be informed of the
release date no fewer than 14 days prior. Whilst all of
these recommendations are to be implemented by this
government, I hope that it fully funds the board —
which is, as highlighted in Justice Callinan’s report,
struggling to cope with the high influx of cases being
presented to it — so our community can restore its trust
in the parole board and our justice system. We support
the bill.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for
Corrections) — I would like to take this opportunity to
thank the members of the house for their contributions
on this bill, the Corrections Amendment (Parole
Reform) Bill 2013, and for the support of all parties for
the passage of this legislation. I would like to thank
Mr Tee, Ms Pennicuik, Mr Dalla-Riva, Mrs Coote,
Mr Elasmar and Mr Eideh for their contributions on this
bill. This is indeed a very important piece of legislation.
It is the first tranche of legislation to implement the
23 recommendations or measures, as he referred to
them, made by Mr Callinan in his review of the Adult
Parole Board of Victoria and its functions and of the
parole system. This legislation implements measures 7,
9, 10, 12 and 21C, each and every one of them being of
significant importance. I acknowledge the contribution
of members of the Assembly, from the opposition and
from the government, in their very measured
contributions to debate on this legislation.
I wish to respond to some matters regrettably raised by
Mr Tee. In debate on the previous parole legislation, the
Corrections Amendment (Breach of Parole) Bill 2013,
which passed this place recently, Mr Tee had clearly
failed to open the Callinan report, because he said in his
contribution that the terms of reference were secret. If
he had turned to page 3 of the report, he would have
seen there the terms of reference which I provided to
Mr Callinan. He also referred to the Gray report, which
of course was erroneous; he was referring to the Ogloff
report.
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Today in his contribution Mr Tee has regrettably sought
to play politics about a matter which should be above
politics. He has made false assertions about a reduction
in staffing at the adult parole board when indeed
funding of the adult parole board has provided for an
increase in staff numbers to 31. Funding provided by
this government to the board has increased from
$2.5 million to $3.2 million. Mr Tee made reference to
the paramount nature of community safety, which is
one of the measures implemented by this legislation, as
a ‘glib clause’. It is not a glib clause; it is a very clear
statement by the Parliament of the priorities of the adult
parole board and the expectations of this place — and,
through this place, the Victorian community — when it
comes to matters of parole.
Ms Pennicuik also made reference to transparency and
not being secretive. When I commissioned the Callinan
review, Mr Callinan consulted widely, including with
victims of crime, the heads of the jurisdictions,
including the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, and a
range of other stakeholders. When the Premier and I
released the Callinan report it was made public. We
also worked to have the Ogloff report released, and the
Ogloff report, as members would be aware, related to
parolee murders up until the end of 2010. So we have
been absolutely transparent. Since the release of the
Callinan review we have sought community feedback
from the organisations that Ms Pennicuik referred to
and any others wishing to make comment to the task
force at parolecomments@justice.vic.gov.au. Any
submissions received are very carefully considered.
There are some very significant matters that
Mr Callinan refers to in his report that are challenging
for the system, and we welcome the feedback from
those who have an interest in this matter.
I take this opportunity to congratulate the Corrections
Victoria team and those in the Department of Justice for
the way they have worked to implement these
recommendations. I am very pleased that with the
passage of this legislation we are implementing some
very important measures from the Callinan review. We
are working to implement a range of other measures
from the Callinan review that do not require legislative
change.
I foreshadow that at a future time further legislation
may be required to implement other measures of the
Callinan review. The cabinet task force, ably supported
by the Department of Justice and Corrections Victoria,
is working diligently to implement and consider the
recommendations that Mr Callinan has made.
Let me conclude by saying again that the government
welcomes the support of the Labor Party and the
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Australian Greens. I acknowledge the measured
contributions by people like Mr Eideh and the
contributions by members of the Assembly. It is
regrettable that Mr Tee has decided to play politics with
what is a most serious matter.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Sitting suspended 6.34 p.m. until 8.06 p.m.

CARBON TAX
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That this house —
(1) notes the clear election commitments of the new
federal coalition government and its mandate to
implement those commitments with respect to the
carbon tax;
(2) notes that any unreasonable delay in the
implementation of this commitment will
detrimentally impact —
(a) individuals, families, senior citizens and
businesses; and
(b) hospitals, health services and other providers
including public, private and not-for-profit
health services;
(3) supports the federal government’s election
commitment to abolish the carbon tax as soon as
possible; and
(4) calls on the federal opposition, other
non-government parties and Independents in the
federal Parliament to support the early abolition of
the carbon tax.

We have discussed the carbon tax in this chamber many
times. We have discussed the impact of the carbon tax
on Victoria, and its merits and demerits, particularly its
impact on individuals, families and businesses,
including small businesses. I have discussed many
times its impact on our hospitals and health services,
both public and private.
Former Prime Minister Julia Gillard broke her promise
on the carbon tax. She promised at the 2010 federal
election not to introduce a carbon tax, but then she
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introduced it, which had a serious impact on our
hospitals and health services and on individuals,
businesses and families. However, leaving aside the
broken promise the impact is still there. We have now
had more than a year of the carbon tax, including a full
financial year and we are now into the new financial
year, and the impact on many of our services is very
significant. It has hit our manufacturing industry and
many small businesses are suffering.
At the recent federal election, the former federal Leader
of the Opposition and now Prime Minister, Tony
Abbott, and his coalition team took a policy to abolish
the carbon tax to the people of Australia. Never in the
history of the Australian federation has there been a
clearer and sharper mandate delivered to a federal
government than the one that was delivered at the
election. I understand that people of goodwill and
genuine commitment to the community can have a
different view on the carbon tax to the view that is
taken by Tony Abbott and held by many in the
Liberal-Nationals coalition. I accept that, and I accept
that other parties went to the federal election with
different policies. That is quite legitimate. However,
elections are held in our democratic system, and where
there are clear items of policy, the parties that are
successful at an election have a mandate to implement
the items of policy that they took in clear and
unarguable form to that election.
To many in the Labor Party and the Greens movement,
Tony Abbott became a figure of attack for using
three-word slogans and distilling things to very clear
positions. He said, ‘Stop the boats’. That was a clear
slogan, and he intends to implement it. But let me be
clear: one of the things he also indicated was that he
would abolish the carbon tax, which was another
three-word slogan. No-one amongst the millions of
Australians who voted at the election could doubt that
Tony Abbott and the coalition government were going
to abolish the carbon tax. However, its impact
continues because the carbon tax is still in place, and it
is clear that when the federal Parliament resumes the
new Prime Minister and his government will introduce
a bill to abolish it.
In health services in Victoria, the carbon tax bills are in.
Those health services are receiving their electricity and
gas bills from their utility providers, and all of them
articulate clearly the carbon tax that our hospitals are
paying.
I have said in this chamber before that this could not be
in more stark contrast to what happened when the GST
came in. When John Howard introduced the GST he
went to an election and he got a mandate, but he took
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health care out of the GST. He said, ‘You will pay the
tax, but you will be able to recoup it from the tax
office’, so health, education and other key services were
taken out of the GST.
By contrast, they were put into the carbon tax and they
got the full clobber, the full treatment, the full thump,
the full tax — a tax on health care, a tax on small
business and a tax on patients. It is extraordinary that
no-one in the Labor Party or the Greens would stand up
to Julia Gillard on this.
Others will say that it is up to all segments of the
economy, including education and health, to lower their
carbon output, and I do not disagree with that. In fact
the state has gone to enormous efforts to lower the
carbon intensity of our hospitals. We do that for good
reason — because it is good business practice. If you
lower your input costs, you have more money to spend
on services. We are going to continue lowering our
input costs, because it is good business practice to do
so.
I was up in Yarrawonga recently opening an installed
solar panel system on the roof of a health service. That
system will lower the energy costs for the health service
forever and into the future. It is a good source of
energy, and the state government funded it. It makes
sense; it is good business practice. But let me say that
for that health service at Yarrawonga, whatever level of
energy efficiency it puts in place — it does not matter
how good it is if it gets the energy costs down — you
get to a level where whatever your energy consumption
the carbon tax is still imposed on top. You pay the tax.
It does not matter how efficient you become, you still
get a carbon tax on top, meaning that you pay more
than you would without the carbon tax. Let us be quite
clear about this: we are talking about a tax on hospitals,
a tax on health services and a tax on health providers,
public and private.
The costs are very significant. In Ballarat the carbon
costs in the last financial year were $502 000. That is
the carbon tax impost on Ballarat Health Services.
Mr O’Brien — Health care should not be clobbered
with the carbon tax.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I do not think it should be
either. The former federal government should have put
in a system like the GST, where a rebate was put in
place so that the tax was taken off health care. Yes, they
paid it, but then they claimed it back. That was not the
system that Julia Gillard, the Labor Party and the
Greens in the federal Parliament put in place. They put
in place a tax on health care.
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The carbon tax cost Albury Wodonga Health
$208 000, and it cost Western Health $785 000. I
know Bernie Finn would be making this point if he
were here in the chamber today; he would be making
this point very strongly. The cost at Monash Health
was $1.299 million which is almost $1.3 million. The
cost of the carbon tax was $462 000 at Peninsula
Health and $494 120 at Barwon Health. These are
very precise figures. Austin Health was clobbered
with $1.440 million. These are very significant hits
for our major health services. Alfred Health was
clobbered with $814 000. These are very significant
impacts, costing more than $13.5 million across the
public system. That is before starting on the private
system, before starting on our community health
sector, and before starting on — —
Mr Ondarchie — Victorian families.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — That is about the impact on
patients. That is before even talking about the
non-hospital health services that have been clobbered.
Our ambulance service will pay hundreds of thousands
of dollars.
I have made the point in the chamber before that the
carbon tax was put on aviation spirit. If you are
operating an air ambulance and you go to fill up, you
pay carbon tax. Every time the emergency air
ambulance needs to fill up, it pays carbon tax to
Canberra, for which there is no rebate to Victoria and
no rebate to our ambulance service. There are hundreds
of thousands of dollars in the tax on air ambulances
around Australia. It is an extraordinary tax to put on all
health services.
I have made my point. This is an outrageous
imposition. It ought to have been modulated and
implemented differently, but now we have moved
beyond that. We have moved to the point where there
has been an election, and the newly elected federal
government has a clear mandate. All parties in the
federal Parliament ought now to respect the will and the
intention of the Australian people. Millions of people
voted with their pencils, making the decision to abolish
the carbon tax, and now is the time for Labor and the
Greens to decide whether they are democrats first or
whether they are prepared to be ideologues first and
stand against the will and decisions of the Australian
people. Even as I say that, if you are a person of
goodwill, you can see that others have a different view,
but in a democracy the vote is taken, the vote is held
and the vote is in. The vote is clear and the mandate is
clear, and it is time that the new Leader of the
Opposition at a federal level made a clear decision and
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came out and said, ‘I am somebody who will respect
the decision of the Australian people’.
Mr Leane — He has.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have to say that he has not
actually said that clearly yet. If he is prepared to say
that clearly, that will be a step in the right direction. I
will look forward to the full support of the Labor Party
on this matter of respecting the mandate, respecting the
decision of the Australian people and supporting the
clear abolition of the carbon tax at a federal level. This
motion is clear, and it is appropriate for the chamber to
take a clear position on it tonight, a clear position
through which we can send a signal to all members of
the federal Parliament. They can then understand that at
a state level there is support and respect for the
decisions of the Australian people, and a wish to take
this tax off so many of our services, our pensioners, our
seniors and our health services.
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yet just in the last week it has hiked it right up. If he
wants us to talk about mandates, let us talk about the
complete mandate that the Baillieu government came to
office with — promises like building a rail line to
Doncaster. That is something in which I was very
interested at the time. The previous Leader of the
Opposition, who went on to become Premier,
Mr Baillieu, went out to Doncaster and said, ‘We will
build this rail line. There is no more waiting. We will
plan it, we will get the funds and we will build it’. If
that is not a clear mandate for the people of Doncaster, I
do not know what is.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr LEANE — I suppose members of the
government would be embarrassed about their
commitments that they would reform Parliament and
that there would be no Dorothy Dixers. I have seen you,
Mr Ondarchie, and I have seen your Whip hand you a
Dorothy Dixer at question time — —

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is
interesting that the Victorian Minister for Health comes
to this chamber with a motion regarding a mandate in a
different jurisdiction when we really need to revisit the
mandate the Baillieu-Napthine governments has had in
a number of areas.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Leane and Mr Ondarchie! Mr Leane,
through the Chair, please.

Let us start with health. If Mr Davis wants to talk about
health, I have with me an extract that appeared on every
Liberal Party how-to-vote card in 2010 regarding
health. It talks about, in dot point form, the $1 billion
health infrastructure fund. It talks about the delivery of
1600 new hospital beds statewide, and part of that was
100 new hospital beds in the first year. When the
minister who has brought the motion to the chamber
was asked to identify where those 100 new hospital
beds were that formed part of his mandate from his own
policy, he could not do it. The dot point says there will
be 1600 new hospital beds statewide, and if he cannot
identify the first 100, I say good luck with identifying
the next 1500 and completing the mandate — the
promise he took to the election.

Mr LEANE — If government MPs want to
concentrate on mandates, what they should do is call on
their health minister to fulfil the mandate they went to
the election with, as set out on their how-to-vote card,
on what they would do in health alone. They should
forget all the other rubbish about reducing the cost of
living, which they have also not delivered on; they
should forget about the other garbage that some of them
went to the electorate with, such as eliminating graffiti,
even though I think that is also a mandate — if you say
you will eliminate graffiti, you should do it; and they
should talk to their health minister about the
$825 million in cuts to health. If their issue is about
producing good outcomes in health, they should talk to
their minister about the $825 million in cuts to health.

In terms of slashing hospital waiting lists we all know
this minister is presiding over a crisis in emergency
departments and hospitals. We all know he currently
has ownership of a crisis in ambulance delivery, and
every day we read about how in this area he has failed
remarkably. Yet the best way the minister can see to
use his time in the chamber, rather than fixing the issues
and delivering on his mandate, is to bring forward a
motion about a mandate in another jurisdiction.

As far as the opposition is concerned this motion is just
a sad stunt which will take the government nowhere.
Rather than the health minister coming in here and
performing stunts, he ought to fulfil the mandate he has
to deliver the 1600 beds statewide, to slash hospital
waiting lists and to fix the ambulance system, which is
in absolute crisis. We are not interested in stunts. We
want this minister to fulfil his mandate. We want every
government member to fulfil what they put on their
how-to-vote cards. On their how-to-vote cards they said
they would deliver 1600 new hospital beds statewide,
and their minister cannot even identify the first 100.

In speaking about that jurisdiction he is cherry picking,
because his government promised to lower federal debt,

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
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They said they would slash hospital waiting lists, and
emergency departments are under all sorts of pressure.
If the minister wants to come in here and talk about
mandates, the debate would be endless in terms of the
mandates he has not delivered. If he wants to bring in
motions about mandates, he should keep bringing them,
because we will keep bringing up the promises and
commitments the minister made to the electorate which
he has not fulfilled.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This
motion was introduced by the Minister for Health, and
lined up with him I see Mrs Millar, Mr Drum,
Mr O’Brien, Mrs Peulich and Mr Ramsay, all ready to
say that they support getting rid of the carbon tax. What
we will not get from a single one of these members
today is an alternative plan to combat climate change.
Mr Ondarchie, who has just re-entered the chamber, is
also a starter. They will not be able to articulate even
their own stated so-called ‘direct action plan’ —
another term for ‘paying polluters’. They will not be
able to articulate, nor will they try, the likely impact of
climate change on the state of Victoria, on its economy,
on human health, on ecosystems, on livability, on
essential services, on the electricity supply and on the
water supply — and it is not that they will not be able
to do this because they lack access to information. In
fact their own government, in the time it has been in
office, has published papers on these very things. The
reason they will not be able to mount an argument for a
better way to deal with climate change is that they are
afraid to do so.
They are now in government at both the state and the
federal levels, and on this question — the single biggest
challenge that humanity has ever faced, the most
pervasive, the widest ranging, the most pernicious and
the most deadly — you will not get a straight word out
of these people.
They are cowering, they are afraid. They are cowering
from the denialists in their own party. It has been noted
that we are not blessed with the presence of Mr Finn
today. Mr Davis, the mover of this motion, understands
exactly what climate change is, exactly what impact it
will have, what is driving it and how far it is likely to
go. It is a fair bet that Mr Davis, after the many
different shadow portfolios he held in opposition, could
tell you what the necessary steps are to combat climate
change, but Mr Davis is not allowed to talk about that
because the person who writes climate change policy
for the Victorian Liberal government is that selfsame
Mr Finn, who is not here tonight but whose spectre is
haunting us.
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When Mr Finn comes in here, yells and blusters and
shows his particular version of the very thing that we
know just does not work in politics, and that is bluster
and bravado, he leaves the rest of his party cowering.
They are completely incapable of taking him on. He is
the most radically rabid, anti-environment member of
the Liberal Party, and he is the one ruling the roost,
leaving Mr Davis with nothing else to talk about,
completely constrained and completely incapable of
setting a new direction for his party. All he can talk
about is a 0.1 per cent increase to the cost base of the
hospital system. We are talking about 0.1 per cent
increase to the cost base of the health system here in
Victoria, but the phrase ‘0.1 per cent’ will not come out
of the mouths of Mr Davis, Mrs Millar, Mr Ondarchie,
Mr Drum, Mr Ramsay or Mrs Peulich because they
cannot face reality. They cannot talk about anything
that is real any more. They are cowering from this
issue. Despite being in government at both state and
federal levels, all they can do is hide in the bushes and
throw rocks at other people. They cannot govern.
They say a week is a long time in politics, and it is true
that a week can be a very long time in politics. When it
came to last week, it was a very long time for the new
federal government. At the beginning of that week we
were facing, as everyone understands, a highly unusual
phenomenon for October, which was severe fire
conditions in New South Wales. Federal Greens
member Adam Bandt came out and said what is
completely obvious and completely uncontroversial,
which was that the impact of climate change and the
warming of Australia has already driven more severe
fire weather, a fire season that is more intense and
longer running and that has a huge impact on our
emergency services. Of course the Liberal Party
members went absolutely off their nuts. To those
head-in-the-sand ostriches, this was completely new
information.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — Because in the 1990s I had
already read the CSIRO’s research modelling the likely
impacts of climate change on fire danger. As long ago
as 1990, if Mr Ondarchie had wanted to inform himself,
he could have understood exactly the impact of the
global warming hazards rolling out in Australia on fire
danger weather.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr BARBER — Go ahead. I hear Mr O’Brien
wants to contest that claim, and he will have his chance
to propose an alternative, denialist view, a view that
warming is not happening, or if it is happening, it is not
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driven by humans. In any case, he should look at the
biophysical reality and the scientific information that
has been presented to him by the CSIRO as long ago as
the 1990s and as recently as in the updated research in
2007. Or if Mr O’Brien would like to, he could read the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) internal discussion paper
in which it discusses the challenges for its future
operations. Mr Ondarchie would never seek a copy
because, like Galileo’s telescope, he is unwilling to
look at anything that might tell him something he is not
yet ready to believe. Mr O’Brien could obtain for
himself a copy of the CFA’s current discussion paper
on those likely impacts, and he would see that the CFA
has set out very clearly and in simple terms that the
bushfire weather we are experiencing is as a result of
climate change, including in the summer just gone,
which was Australia’s hottest summer on record.
Mr Ramsay — This is about the carbon tax, not
climate change.
Mr BARBER — I am sorry. Mr Ramsay just said
that this is not about climate change, that it is about the
carbon tax and that I am the one confusing the issue.
This is in fact my very point and Mr Ramsay is another
person who is quite capable of talking about the carbon
tax but who cannot talk about climate change. He will
not come in here and articulate his party’s plan to
combat climate change. Nor will he talk about what he
believes to be the impacts of climate change on the
citizenry of Victoria.
Mr Davis, the Minister for Health, already knows this,
because he sat in on a parliamentary inquiry. He
understood very well what the heatwave of 2009 did to
Victoria’s hospitals. It filled our emergency rooms with
people who were suffering the acute effects of that
heatwave. It impacted on ambulances, it impacted on
emergency systems, it impacted on GPs and it impacted
on local community health centres. The next time a
heatwave comes around — and those heatwaves will be
more severe and more frequent, as a result of climate
change — the cost will be felt in Mr Davis’s health
system.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — I hear Mr Ondarchie saying
something about data, that he cannot wait to see the
data. If Mr Davis wanted to cut costs in the health
system and he said to his health managers — and for
that matter, to every health professional — ‘I want to
lead a charge to reduce both the resource use and the
energy use across the health system’, he would have
every health professional in the system wanting to join
his crusade. Mr Davis will not do that, because he finds
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it easier, more convenient and less demanding on his
scarce political capital to come in here and prattle on
about the carbon tax.
The coalition parties federally collected 46 per cent of
the vote across the Australian electorate and their
members believe that that gives them 100 per cent of
the power to decide what happens in Victoria and,
apparently, to make decisions for future generations of
voters, although the impact of climate change is not just
coming; it is right here, right now. The fires in New
South Wales, the record hot summer that we have just
experienced, the record warm winter that we have just
experienced and the follow-through effects on all the
essential survival systems that will be felt is a function
of the rise in greenhouse gases and this government has
no plan to do anything about it.
By the way, this government has no plan for what it
will do about electricity bills generally. There are a few
coalition members, and I presume that new state and
federal energy ministers are amongst them, who
actually understand what is driving up the price of
electricity bills. It is what is being done by the
uncontrolled private monopoly distribution
businesses — their gold plating and their predatory
behaviour — and their ability to hold governments of
the day to ransom, as they did over the question of
smart meters with this government when it came to
power. Quite simply, they threatened the incoming
government, which rolled over and gave them more
money to pay for more smart meters that so far have
been of little or no benefit to the community.
The reason that coalition members all look so scared —
that is, the Prime Minister, Mr Abbott, the Minister for
Energy, Mr Kotsiras, the Premier, Dr Napthine, and
especially the federal Minister for the Environment,
Mr Hunt, who will never live down his gormless
statement that he looked it all up on Wikipedia and so
he knew the answers — is because they know that these
problems, such as the problem of rising energy bills, are
now problems for them to solve. They know the driver
of the problem of rising energy bills is the structure of
the electricity industry, as bequeathed by Jeff Kennett
after he flogged it all off to the private sector.
Frankly, coalition members are not ready to take on the
challenges. They will cower in the bushes and they will
throw rocks at alternative policies such as a carbon tax,
a carbon trading scheme, an energy efficiency scheme
or the renewable energy target. They will throw rocks
at wind farms and at the people who want to develop
them and they will come out with more hocus-pocus
and nonsense about their health impacts. They will not
articulate an alternative policy. They have no direction
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in which they want to take the energy system. They just
want to hide.
Coalition members are afraid. They are not up to the
challenge that climate change presents to them. That is
why we saw members of the West Australian branch of
the Liberal Party moving that there be a royal
commission into the science of climate change. If that
were ever to eventuate, I think those same West
Australian Liberals would be rather shocked when they
read the report. What that says about them is that they
would rather thrust rocks at the science than face up to
what they have to do.
Then we have the Tasmanian Liberal Party branches.
This just goes to show the kinds of feral people that
Liberal Party MPs have to answer to when they go back
to their branches. The Tasmanian Liberals just want to
pass a motion saying that the science is not there. By
the way, the Tasmanian government will certainly lose
a significant dividend from its clean green sources of
power, being power generated by Hydro Tasmania,
when this carbon tax is scrapped. If anybody wants
compensation for the tax, I am sure that there will be a
couple of parties down in Tasmania saying that Hydro
Tasmania got a windfall as a result of the carbon tax,
that it got to sell more of its product, and that those who
bought it avoided the carbon tax. This is a tax they want
us to avoid.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — I do not pay the carbon tax. I am
on 100 per cent green power. I purchase green electrons
for my house and therefore there is no carbon tax on my
electricity. I just want to hear Mr Davis acknowledge
one simple, unarguable fact from his own report. He
spent a year doing a dance around this report. That is
what coalition members do: they dance. They cannot
face facts. Let us hear Mr Davis say that the impact of
the carbon tax on his health system is 0.1 per cent to the
cost base. He should not dance and throw different
figures around. He should just throw around the one
figure that is unarguable — that is, that it led to 0.1 per
cent inflation, if you like, in the cost inputs to the health
system.
We know the impact on electricity bills. It came out
exactly the way that Treasury estimated it. We were
told by various loopy members of the coalition that the
cost of lamb roasts would double, that whole towns
would be wiped off the map and that small businesses
would close. They still have not come in here and
named one. What about Mr O’Brien’s friend at Dex?
Has his business closed? How much was his last power
bill? Has he brought Mr O’Brien his power bill?
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Mr O’Brien made a big thing of it. They all have their
talking points about small business, but I am yet to
hear — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — Is Mr Ondarchie trying to change
the subject? Does he want to get off the subject of
climate change? I can imagine Mr Ondarchie would
like to get off this subject as quickly as possible. He is
like Mr Ramsay. Mr Ramsay says it is not fair. He
came here to talk about the carbon tax, and I am talking
about climate change. Those evil Greens they are
changing the rules on coalition members. We are
making them talk about things they do not want to talk
about. They are quaking in their boots. I want to talk
about small business. What is the impact on the small
business electricity bill?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BARBER — Listen to them. Are they going to
drown me out? Is that how it is going to work? If they
are going to try to drown me out, why do they not
develop a chant or something? They should chant in
unison and drown me out that way, because when they
all say different things simultaneously it just sounds
like, ‘Rhubarb, rhubarb, rhubarb’. They should get a bit
of a soccer chant going or something. If the last shot in
the locker is to drown me out, they should try to be a bit
organised about the way they do it. Do they think this
issue is going away?
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — How many friends did you lose on
Black Saturday?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Eideh) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — Do you really want to make it a
competition about who lost friends on Black Saturday?
Acting President, you can see that the impacts of
climate change, which we are experiencing right now
and which are coming down the line, are a very
uncomfortable subject. That was my point about Adam
Bandt’s comments, which were uncontroversial.
Whether you choose the research of the CSIRO, the
research of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change or the detailed information presented in the
CFA’s current discussion paper that talks about the
future operational challenges it is facing, it is absolutely
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uncontroversial that climate change is leading to an
increased severity and length of fire season.

budget to pour into health, it is always going to be an
area where we could do with more.

It would be much better if in this place there could be a
debate on that very subject, because weighed up against
the cost of the carbon tax — and the impact it has had
on the use of electricity, the source of electricity
provided to the grid and some related issues such as
waste disposal and certain industries — is the very real
cost of climate change, not 100 years from now, not in
2050, but right now. These are very uncomfortable
facts, scientific certainties, that many people are
debating right now in Australia and around the world.
The Greens do not shirk from debating them. Tonight
and over the last week we have seen exactly what
happens when the Greens raise these issues: some
people find them very, very confronting.

As Mr Barber was saying throughout his entire
contribution, it is only 0.1 per cent of the total cost of
the health budget that goes into the carbon tax.
However, the CEOs I know who run health services
around the state have a rough rule of thumb about
operations: as a rule of thumb, elective surgery costs
around $5000 per operation, so every time they can
save $5000 they equate it to an elective surgery they
can get done as opposed to the scenario where another
person is added to the waiting list. We all know how
tough it is for every government — federal or state,
Labor or Liberal — to provide the money needed to
keep hospital waiting lists under control.

That is why the most important point I have made
tonight is that one realises when looking at Mr Davis’s
motion that the coalition is afraid to tackle the challenge
of climate change. Despite being in government at both
state and federal levels, the coalition is still running a
completely negative discourse against someone else’s
policy. The coalition has no policy of its own, it can
articulate no policy of its own, it is hopelessly internally
divided on this question and it is working very hard to
export its internal divisions to Australia as a whole.
While that may be enough to get the coalition the few
extra per cent it needs to take government at the federal
level, it is not enough and it is not going to help it to
govern the country. The coalition can take its internal
divisions on this question and export them to Australia
as a whole, but then it cannot govern a country that is
divided in this way. Members of the coalition can get
the numbers in the Senate from a temporary majority to
wind back a comprehensive program of action on
climate in a way that no other country in the world is
doing, with the exception of their fellow ostriches, the
Canadian Conservatives, but how long will it last? How
long will it be until members of this government and
the political grouping that goes with them find
themselves even more divided, paralysed and fearful
than they already are, as exemplified by this wholly
negative motion that does not in any way address the
challenge?
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is an
interesting motion the Minister for Health has put on
the table today. Obviously this is based solely on the
health minister wanting to be able to provide the health
budget that his hospitals are always going to cry out for.
It does not matter how much we try to scrounge from
our budget and it does not matter what moneys the
previous state government tried to scrounge from its

We have a list here. We do not talk in percentages, like
0.1 per cent; we talk in real dollar terms. For the
Bendigo Health group we are talking about over
$400 000, for the Mildura Base Hospital it is over
$100 000, and on it goes. I am not going to go through
the state and start reading out how many millions of
dollars are being taken out of elective surgeries and
taken out of health budgets to pay for energy costs that
Mr Barber says he does not pay for.
One thing about being in this house is that you should
always try to put yourself in the shoes of the people you
represent. Unfortunately many of the people I represent
are not very well off. Those people feel every little bit
of pain. There is no doubt that the worst bit of pain they
can feel is when they lose their job, but you never hear
Labor or the Greens talk about the cost of the carbon
tax on jobs. Whether it be a food manufacturer in the
Goulburn Valley closing down or the car industry
closing down, you never hear any sort of admission that
this carbon tax has been a burden on competitiveness
that was cast upon Australia not by an overseas
country, not by some evil regime from overseas but by
our own people.
Sometimes you have ‘rich’ debates in this country. We
have ‘rich’ arguments — arguments that only rich
people have. The carbon tax is a ‘rich’ tax; it is one we
put on ourselves to make ourselves feel good. It has not
done anything to climate change, it has not done
anything to lower the temperature of the world we live
in and it has not done anything to lower emissions, but
it has certainly made the Greens feel good. This is the
issue. We had a Prime Minister who gave us a solemn
pledge that there would be no carbon tax under any
government she led, and then she gave us a carbon tax.
And it was not just a carbon tax; she went so far out in
front of our competitors and so far out in front of the
rest of the world — the world we compete with on a
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daily basis to drive our industry — that she put this
noose around our neck which we have been battling
with in addition to battling our competitors over the last
two to three years.
As I say, we need to be aware of the cost of doing
business and the cost of one person losing his job and
having to go home to his kids. That would be the worst
feeling, and it is something we should all think about.
We should think about what it costs when people lose
their jobs. I have never heard Mr Barber’s party come
out and argue about the damage to families in this
country caused by stopping the live cattle trade to
Indonesia and the contribution that made to
unemployment and to reduced sales on an annual basis.
We have had trade mission after trade mission going
back to Indonesia trying to fix up that abysmal bit of
Labor Party management from a federal Minister for
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry who came out of the
middle of Sydney and had no idea what he was talking
about. We had one TV show, and he shut down a
$100 million to $200 million industry overnight,
thinking, ‘When it suits us, we’ll start up again’.
Mr Barber — You said emissions didn’t go down.
Emissions went down, Mr Drum.
Mr DRUM — The only reason emissions have
gone down in this country is that we no longer clearfell
our forests. Mr Barber can go and mix his figures
whichever way he likes. I have always said that humans
are playing a role when it comes to global warming, but
now the Greens political party has changed its tack. It
used to just be a conversation about global warming
and how it was never going to rain again. Then, when it
started to rain, all of a sudden the Greens political party
started changing its language and started talking about
‘extreme weather events’. Now it is talking about
‘climate change’. If it rains, if it is a tornado or if it is
four days of drizzling rain, it is an ‘extreme weather
event’ because we have mucked up the climate. This is
Labor and the Greens at their best, making sure that
everybody else is to blame for whatever it is.
I say to Mr Barber that I do not know. I acknowledge
that the science tells us that we are playing a role in
global warming, but to effectively blame humans for
every adverse weather event is just being a little bit
opportunistic — as was Adam Bandt two weeks ago.
He was being opportunistic in the face of some of the
greatest tragedies — —
Mr Barber — Is he right or is he wrong?
Mr DRUM — He is neither right nor wrong; he is
just being opportunistic. That is all it is. It is disgraceful
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and disgusting, and Mr Barber knows it is — or he
might not. There is no doubt that our health minister
has this motion on the table tonight because he knows
what this tax did to our health system.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr DRUM — It has also happened on top of
reduced federal funding from Mr Leane’s Labor
colleagues in Canberra, based on dodgy population
figures. Mr Leane even voted in favour of the health
cuts. We had a discussion on it in this chamber, and
Mr Leane voted in favour of those cuts to the Victorian
health system based on what he knows to be dodgy
population figures. We have had cuts to the health
system based on dodgy population figures and we have
had an increased cost of running health services in this
state based on a carbon tax that we were told we would
never have — a carbon tax that is so far out in front of
the rest of the world that even the Labor Party
eventually realised it had to scrap it.
Then we get around to the hardened facts, and they
include that at that time we had a federal Leader of the
Opposition, Mr Abbott, who had the courage and the
conviction to go out and say, ‘If you vote for me, I’m
going to scrap the carbon tax’. Ultimately he put all the
Greens offside. He put everybody who firmly believes
in the carbon tax offside before the event, and he asked
the people to go to the election with his mandate on the
books. He was granted that mandate. That is what this
is about. Never more clearly has a Prime Minister been
given a mandate in Australian political history than
Mr Abbott was on this issue. Now we have Labor and
Greens members posturing as to whether or not they are
going to allow it through in the Senate, because they
still control the Senate numbers.
This is what we are trying to get through. Again this is
something that has impacted on the average dairy
farm’s energy costs. The average school has had to
wear this, as well as the average everyday
supermarket — so food has been a victim of the tax.
Transport costs have been — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr DRUM — I do not know what the increase in
the price of food is, but I can tell Mr Barber that the
average cost of running a fridge in a local supermarket
is about $150 000 per month.
Mr Barber — You said it is putting the price of
food up. I am asking: how much?
Mr DRUM — Okay, Mr Barber wins; I do not
know.
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Federal Labor agreed to get rid of the carbon tax and it
has not done that. We have witnessed an awful lot of
pain associated with this tax and yet no one in the
Greens or the Labor Party has had the courage to
connect the tax with jobs being lost in our industries.
They have conveniently failed to make the link. In his
contribution Mr Leane said that the coalition was given
a mandate when we were elected to government and
that we have not done anything about that. Let us go
back and review the mandate that we were in fact
given. We were given a mandate to fix the problems
and to stop the spiralling debt, and we have done an
enormous amount in this area. We were given a
mandate to stop the waste and as yet — touch wood —
we do not have a myki hanging over our heads or a
desalination plant or a north–south pipeline. We have
not had a regional fast rail project or a HealthSMART;
we have not had any of these absolute failures.
In fact I cannot think of one project that Labor started
and finished that was not a financial disaster. We said
we would deliver responsible financial management.
We said we would deliver over 400 paramedics, which
we have done. We said we would give record funding
to our Country Fire Authority brigades so that they
could be better prepared than ever before to fight
bushfires, and we have delivered on that. We said we
would provide record funding for our schools, and the
funding arrangement that we put in place is something
that has never been seen anywhere before.
I would like to touch on one thing that Mr Barber also
spoke about and that is ‘gold plating’. I agree with him
that a certain portion of the increased cost of energy has
been due to gold plating. But if he wants to blame
former Premier Jeff Kennett for selling the State
Electricity Commission of Victoria (SEC), I would ask
him to think about the times when, again, this state was
crippled by Labor debt. Mr Kennett sold the SEC for
$23 billion, with which he repaid Labor’s debt, and this
state has been $800 million a year better off every year
since. That was the cost of Labor, and that is what we
had to pay to effectively get this state moving again.
Mr Barber cherry picks when it suits him. He believes
what he wants to believe and cherry picks various
aspects from the whole. Yes, we wish we could have
more control over wholesalers who may, in
Mr Barber’s words, gold plate. However, what was
done was done for a reason and it will continue to be
done.
I commend the health minister for bringing this motion
forward. I commend the work he is doing in health in
this state. It is an incredibly difficult job and he has
done it with one hand tied behind his back because of
what federal Labor has been doing in Canberra over the
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last two years. Hopefully we will now be in a position
to get some clear air, and some of the plans we have put
in place will bear fruit. Certainly the first thing we need
to do is repeal the carbon tax so that we can all get on
with the job of making Australia more competitive.
When we do put a carbon emission system in place we
will do it at a speed equivalent to that of our
competitors on the world market.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is a great
pleasure to speak on this motion. It is a very important
motion for all of our health services, particularly those
that I represent in the Western Victoria region. I note
the lament of the Minister for Health, Mr Davis, that it
was a pity Mr Finn is not here. I am sure he would have
liked to make a contribution, but we are blessed in that
Mr Drum elevated himself and gave a powerful
contribution on the various reasons why this motion
should be supported and why the position of the Labor
Party on this issue has been to flip-flop, tax, promise
not to tax, then tax again. Now we have more
flip-flopping occurring between the federal Leader of
the Opposition, Mr Shorten, and the federal shadow
Minister for Infrastructure and Transport, Mr Albanese.
I think the latest is that Mr Shorten agrees that he ought
to respect the Abbott coalition government’s mandate,
and we hope that position will prevail through the more
sensible members of the failed former federal Labor
government.
We could not expect such sense to prevail in the
Greens, and we have heard a rather mischievous
contribution from Mr Barber, which was quite
inflammatory in part. I think if Mr Ondarchie gets an
opportunity, he will address those aspects.
I would like to talk particularly about the important
issues facing the hospitals in the region that I represent
and the concerns that have been raised with me no less
recently than about an hour ago by representatives of
the West Wimmera Health Service. It has to pay a
carbon tax on its health services, as do all health
services in Victoria — in response to Mr Barber’s
criticism — no matter how efficient they are with
energy. This point was well made by Mr Davis. If one
is to look at this tax in economic terms, which is how
one must look at a tax, there can be two extreme
assumptions in relation to taxation. One is that a tax
raises revenue on goods or services where behaviour
does not change, and that is often said to be an aspect
of, say, cigarette taxes, where there is no so-called price
elasticity between the behaviour of the taxpayer and
that of the government. The other assumption is that a
tax will seek to change behaviour, and some taxes have
elements of things between.
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Mr Barber — Which one is this?
Mr O’BRIEN — Mr Barber asks which one this is.
The point I am making is that Mr Barber seeks to have
it both ways. He says that it has only a small impact on
our health services, only 0.01 per cent. We have the
bills, and by way of an example I can tell the house that
Ballarat Health Services had a carbon cost of $502 000.
In terms of smaller health services, Casterton Memorial
Hospital had a bill of $15 000, Edenhope and District
Memorial Hospital of $12 000, West Wimmera Health
Service of $79 000 and Western District Health Service
of $145 000. That is revenue raised. That is what a tax
does, but will it change behaviour? Will it change the
behaviour of hospitals in relation to what they have to
do, which is to roll out electricity for patient delivery?
No, it will not, because they have to use the electricity
supplied through our electricity providers, as has been
put so well by Mr Drum. What you have is a situation
where that tax is raised but there is no ability for all
those people who are being charged to change
behaviour, even if that was to be desired.
This is where you get this ridiculous and extreme
argument put by Labor and the Greens, because not
only did Ms Gillard break a promise not to bring in a
carbon tax — a promise that was made to match the
promise and the mandate sought by the coalition in the
2010 election — but she also imposed the highest
carbon tax in the known world. That is why in relative
terms it is a major impost on our businesses as well as
our hospitals, manufacturers and farmers. As I
understand it, the average dairy farmer paid
approximately $7000 in carbon tax. It is an impact upon
our — —
Mr Barber — Where did you get that stat from?
Mr O’BRIEN — I got that stat from Senator
McKenzie, who no doubt got it from Barnaby Joyce,
the federal member for New England, who was well
ahead of the Labor Party and the Greens on this, and
who together with Prime Minister Tony Abbott has
made a very clear decision that this is a tax — I think
the words were, ‘A great big tax on everything’ and that
was absolutely right. The aspect that has been lost in the
Labor-Greens debate is that this has had an impact on
manufacturing, it has had an impact on jobs and it has
had an impact on the health services, because it is a tax
that has to be paid. It does not change your behaviour in
relation to your need for electricity. There are
efficiencies that can be gained.
Mr Barber — So there is elasticity?
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Mr O’BRIEN — No, Mr Barber, you have got it all
wrong. There are efficiencies that need to be gained in
hospitals, and in fact this government, through the
Minister for Health, Mr Davis, has been an important
initiator of energy-efficient programs through the
Greener Government Buildings program. Those
programs are progressing. As has been outlined by
Mr Davis, in places such as Yarrawonga an effort has
been made to save power. Every business seeks to save
power. Every business seeks to save energy. That is
something that is already being pursued by hospitals, it
is something that is already being pursued by
manufacturers and it is something that is already being
pursued by commuters. In fact saving energy and
saving costs is something that all businesspeople
pursue.
The irony of the carbon tax is that even if they are
pursuing those laudable efficiency gains, as has been
pointed out by Minister Davis, they still had to pay the
highest carbon tax in the world — or the second-highest
or whatever Mr Barber says it is — at $23 a tonne,
when Europe was trading at between $7 and $4. That is
a ridiculously high reverse tariff, as Barnaby Joyce and
Tony Abbott have said. It is a reverse tariff on our jobs,
on our hospitals, on our dairy farmers, on our producers
and on Victorians in a situation where Ms Gillard had
promised the exact opposite. If you talk about
mandates, you see that some promises are more
difficult to keep than others, but a promise that is really
easy to break is when you promise not to do something
and then you go ahead and do it, when you promise not
to bring in a carbon tax two or three days before an
election and then two or three days after it you change
your mind and do a deal with the Greens and the
Independents.
To finish off my contribution to this debate, I commend
Barnaby Joyce, the federal Minister for Agriculture, for
winning the seat of New England back for The
Nationals, for delivering it back to the coalition
government, for putting Mr Windsor where he
belonged in relation to his lack of mandate to go against
the wishes of his constituency in putting in place the
now-failed Gillard government. I commend this motion
to the house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to contribute to this motion by the Minister for Health,
David Davis. In essence Mr Davis brought this motion
to the house because he wanted to make sure that the
Victorian Parliament endorsed and supported the
mandate of the Abbott government in relation to
repealing the carbon tax, and that it was on record. In
doing so he has highlighted the significant costs
imposed on the health system by the carbon tax.
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I put on record that I am totally disgusted with the
Greens, and in particular Mr Barber, for the way they
have sought to confuse the issue by using the climate
change debate in this motion. It is not dissimilar to the
disgusting behaviour of his federal colleague Adam
Bandt, who used the climate change debate in relation
to Greens policy by inferring that the New South Wales
Blue Mountains bushfires were the direct result of
climate change. I am going to have more to say about
that later.
I can go back — I remember it very clearly — to when
then opposition leader Tony Abbott at a meeting in
Beaufort which I attended made his position very clear
in relation to the drivel that was coming out from the
Greens at the time about a proposed carbon tax. In fact
Labor got so confused it did not know what to do or
what sort of mechanism to use to address potential
carbon pollution in the atmosphere. They started with
an emissions trading scheme, which did not get
industry support. They then went to a new name, which
was the carbon pollution reduction scheme, which
again floundered through lack of support. They finally
arrived at a carbon tax, which they told the Australian
people they were not going to introduce, and they
stuffed that up again by imposing a $23 per tonne
charge on industries.
That is world best practice — a tax that no other
country in the world inflicted on its industry base or its
communities. There was not one thing that Labor or the
Greens managed to get right in responding to the
increase in carbon pollution or greenhouse gases.
The one thing we all agreed on was a renewable energy
target, but what we did not agree on was the manner in
which we would arrive at that target. Tonight we have
heard an extraordinary contribution from Mr Barber on
this motion and his views in relation to climate change
and the impacts it is having, and I am not sure whether
his comments represent his party’s views on these
matters. In debating this motion we are discussing the
impact of the carbon tax on the health system, which
has been clearly identified by earlier contributors to the
debate. I shall refer to some figures, as there are some
hospitals in my electorate that have incurred significant
costs due to the carbon tax.
The Ballarat Hospital has incurred costs of over
$500 000 associated with the carbon tax; the Colac
hospital, my own local hospital, has incurred costs of
$60 000; Beaufort and Skipton Health Services, $8000;
Stawell, $36 000; and Barwon Health, $500 000. The
manufacturing industries of Geelong — where I live —
including Alcoa, Ford, Shell, Avalon Airport, the
processing and agricultural industries and others have
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incurred significant costs to their businesses as a result
of the carbon tax.
I fully support the motion put forward by the Minister
for Health, the Honourable David Davis, in that, firstly,
this Parliament strongly supports the Abbott
government in relation to the repeal of the carbon tax;
secondly, we acknowledge the significant costs to
Victoria’s health system in relation to the imposition of
a carbon tax; and, thirdly, we absolutely debunk the
contribution of the Greens to this debate and their
opportunistic remarks about climate change in relation
to the Abbott government’s moves to repeal the carbon
tax: the federal government has received a very strong
mandate from the Australian people to repeal this tax.
The pathway that Labor and the Greens took in
responding to an increase in greenhouse gases globally,
and in relation to an emissions trading scheme, a carbon
pollution reduction scheme and a carbon tax, has
created huge uncertainty in the business world in
Australia. It has created a whole range of broken
promises, confusion, economic instability, rising energy
costs and increased costs in manufacturing. However,
the most critical thing it has done is create an
opportunity for the Greens to spin their nonsense in
relation to climate change. They have used climate
change as an explanation for natural disasters that have
been occurring over many centuries.
For the record, once again I indicate that I am
absolutely disappointed and ashamed that I had to bear
witness to a discussion between Mr Ondarchie and
Mr Barber in relation to Mr Barber’s comments about
his party’s stance on climate change. The Greens would
say that climate change has a direct link to the bushfires
in New South Wales and to the impacts those fires have
had on the community of New South Wales. Mr Barber
should hang his head in shame, as should Adam Bandt.
It was disgraceful and opportunistic of the Greens to
push their nonsense about climate change policy in
relation to those bushfires.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
join my colleagues in supporting the motion of the
Minister for Health, Mr Davis, that this house:
(1) notes the clear election commitments of the new federal
coalition government and their mandate to implement
those commitments with respect to the carbon tax;
(2) notes that any unreasonable delay in the implementation
of this commitment will detrimentally impact —

and obviously this is in reference to the way in which
the Labor Party and the Greens will vote in the Senate
on the federal government’s legislation —
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(a) individuals, families, senior citizens and
businesses; and
(b) hospitals, health services and other providers
including public, private and not-for-profit health
services;
(3) supports the federal government’s election commitment
to abolish the carbon tax as soon as possible; and
(4) calls on the federal opposition, other non-government
parties and Independents in the federal Parliament to
support the early abolition of the carbon tax.

Victorian and other Australian voters have had their
say, and in this debate there has been a struggle for the
major political parties to capture the environmental
ideologues and hang on to them. However, those
ideologues have been found wanting in relation to this
particular area of policy and in the schemes they have
devised to raise revenue under the misguided
assumption that somehow human behaviour will
change so dramatically that climate change will turn
around significantly. Indeed we are only talking about
anthropogenic climate change, which is the human
contribution to what is a significant phenomenon, one
that is largely attributed to biotic processes, variations
in solar radiation received by the earth, plate tectonics
and volcanic eruptions.
The concept of climate change does exist, and it always
has existed; it is part of the history of the world and our
universe. However, the Greens have been trying to
create an ideology or mythology that captures the
imaginations and votes of the young and those who
wish to have causes for which to fight. It now appears
that the cause in which the Greens have been placing all
their electoral fortunes is going to be ditched by the
federal Labor Party under the leadership of the new
federal Leader of the Opposition, ‘Electricity’ Bill
Shorten, and the Greens will be left high and dry.
A lie has been put to the sorts of commitments that
federal Labor has expressed in the past. There have
been comments such as, ‘There will be no carbon tax
under the government I lead’, by former Prime Minister
Julia Gillard and comments by the former Prime
Minister, Kevin Rudd, saying that climate change is the
greatest moral challenge of our times, and yet it is likely
that federal Labor will not oppose the repeal of the
carbon tax legislation, and of course that is with good
cause. We know what hardship has been caused as a
result of Labor’s carbon tax to industry, to
manufacturing, to the cost of electricity, to the cost of
household goods and to health, which is the subject of
the motion before us today.
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The energy bills that have been provided to the
government by Victorian health services show that for
the first year of the scheme, the impact of the
commonwealth’s carbon tax pricing scheme on public
hospitals and hospital energy use, was $13.5 million in
total. Ambulance Victoria incurred additional costs of
$0.3 million for aviation fuel and energy. The carbon
price has increased the energy costs of health services
in the range of 9 per cent to 23 per cent, with an
average increase of 15 per cent in energy costs across
all public health services. As Mr Drum said, the
average cost of surgery is approximately $5000 per
procedure, but a lot of surgery has been forfeited as a
result of these health services having to pay for
increased energy costs.
Commonwealth funding provides no adjustment or
compensation for the impact of the carbon price. The
carbon tax has had an impact on some of the hospitals
in South Eastern Metropolitan Region, which has also
been hit very substantially in its manufacturing sector
and businesses.
One of the two major health providers, Monash Health,
is looking at a cost of the carbon tax of $1 299 009,
which is a 15 per cent hit on its budget. This particular
health service provides for much of the south-east.
Hong Lim, the member for Clayton in the Assembly,
has been silent on this issue; he has turned a blind eye
to it, and he is sticking his head in the sand. Numerous
surgeries could be forfeited as a result of Monash
Health having to pay this increased energy bill. For
Peninsula Health, which provides health services to the
Mornington Peninsula and the Frankston electorate, the
total bill for one year is $462 535, or 18 per cent of the
total budget. That is a very substantial hit on those
important health providers.
With those few words, I call upon the Greens to stop
scaremongering and to find another cause. Much of
Europe is pulling out of renewable energy because it
has realised that renewable energy has been unreliable.
It has been heavily subsidised and it can no longer
afford the subsidies. Businesses are relocating in
significant numbers, to the United States in particular,
where there are cheaper sources of energy that are
wooing businesses across the sea.
Mr Barber — Their energy is dearer than ours.
Mrs PEULICH — Mr Barber, get your facts right. I
will say in closing that I have always had significant
admiration for what I have thought until this point was
Mr Barber’s fairly practical, common-sense, measured
perspective, notwithstanding he is part of a party that
often lacks balance. Today he has proven me wrong. I
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have never seen a sorrier performance than the
desperate, arrogant, ignorant, one-eyed performance —
driven by a mythology and an ideology that voters have
rebuffed — than that of Mr Barber tonight. It is out of
character and I hope it is a one-off, but I certainly found
no joy in Mr Barber attempting to attribute blame for
the deaths and destruction in the New South Wales
bushfires to coalition policies on climate change. We
know full well, for example, that Black Saturday would
have been far less destructive to life and to property if
there had been better forest fuel management in place
and a reduction in fuel on the forest floors, which
contributed substantially to the intensity and
destructiveness of those fires.
We chose not to make a lot of those tragedies.
Mr Barber has shown no such hesitation. It is
deplorable. He owes this chamber and his colleagues an
apology. I urge him to at least absent himself from the
chamber rather than voting this down, because this
position has already been rebuffed by federal Labor,
which I believe will support the repeal of the carbon
tax. It has certainly been rebuffed by Victorian voters
and by voters across the nation. With those few words,
I support the motion brought before the house by the
Minister for Health.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
Tonight I rise to speak in support of Mr Davis’s
motion 639. It talks about noting the election
commitment of the federal coalition government to
abandon the carbon tax. It talks about the effect the
carbon tax has had on hospitals and health services and,
moreover, on individuals, families, senior citizens,
businesses and Victorian patients. It supports the
federal election commitment to abolish the carbon tax
as soon as possible. The motion also calls on the federal
opposition, other non-government parties and the
Independents to support the early abolition of the
carbon tax. Mr Leane’s contribution today was fair and
reasonable from the ALP’s perspective. Mr Leane put
his case and I respect him for doing that.
I could stand here tonight and run through the
bottom-line financial impact that the carbon tax has had
on health services and health providers in my electorate
of Northern Metropolitan Region — St Vincent’s
Hospital, the Royal Melbourne Hospital, the Royal
Children’s Hospital, Northern Health, the Royal
Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital and the Royal
Women’s. I could run through them all, but I choose
not to do so at this time because tonight I have heard
the lowest contribution that I have heard in my 2 years
and 10 months in this place.
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Frankly, as a member of Parliament I am embarrassed
by Mr Barber’s contribution tonight, because
Mr Barber drew a parallel between his perception of a
lack of action on climate change and the New South
Wales bushfires and the deaths on Black Saturday. Not
even his wannabe federal Australian Greens leader
Adam Bandt stooped that low. How dare he, in the
Parliament of Victoria, the people’s house, which
represents all the people of Victoria, use this
opportunity to run the Greens manifesto and tie it to the
deaths of Victorians on Black Saturday? That is the
lowest performance I have ever seen. People died on
Black Saturday. Families lost loved ones. My children
lost friends. As I said to Mr Barber by way of
interjection, he should try explaining to his kids how
their friends died in the Black Saturday bushfires.
Mr Barber used his contribution in the Parliament of
Victoria tonight to tie the Greens manifesto on a lack of
action on climate change to those deaths. That is the
lowest performance I have seen in my 2 years and
10 months in this place.
Victorians expect better from their members of
Parliament. They expect us to rise above that sort of
behaviour. I am embarrassed for our profession, I am
embarrassed as a member of Parliament, I am
embarrassed as a Victorian and I am embarrassed as a
father that the Greens would do that in the Parliament
of Victoria tonight. Mrs Peulich called on Mr Barber to
apologise to this chamber. Quite frankly that is not
good enough for me. I say to Mr Barber that that is not
what MPs are made of. I call on the leader of the
Australian Greens in the Victorian Parliament, Mr Greg
Barber, MLC, to resign.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — This
has been a very instructive debate in the chamber
tonight. This is a very straightforward motion. It
recognises the outcome of the recent federal election,
and it notes the very clear mandate that the Australian
people have given the Abbott government in Canberra
to abolish the carbon tax. Nothing could be clearer.
Nothing could have been better understood by the
Australian people as they went into booths poised with
their pencils to make a decision about the future of our
country than that abolishing the carbon tax was at the
top of the list.
I do not believe that Mr Barber — somebody who has
some capacity — covered himself in glory today. He
should not have drawn the parallels he did. He should
not have made the comments he did about the Black
Saturday bushfires. Aside from that, he failed to engage
with the fact that the federal government now has a
mandate to abolish the carbon tax. He seems to believe
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that he can spout whatever he wants to in defiance of
the Australian people — and that is what he did.
The Labor Party is missing in action today. I note that
Mr Leane spoke in this debate, but he did not engage
with the substance of this motion.
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prepared to act as democrats and respect the wishes of
the Australian people and remove the carbon tax — and
remove it from our health services and hospitals.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 19

Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — He did not engage with the
substance of this motion, which is about the mandate
the Abbott government has to abolish the carbon tax.
He was not supported by any member in this chamber;
he spoke alone. It was a paltry contribution in which he
failed to engage with the fact that there has been a
federal election and that the new federal government
has a mandate. He did not speak about the fact that
hospitals are being clobbered hard. Key hospitals across
our state are paying a big price — a carbon price. There
is a carbon tax on every hospital and health service in
this state — a carbon tax imposed by the Labor Party
and the Greens in Canberra, a carbon tax that should be
removed and a carbon tax without which every hospital
in this state would be able to deliver more services to
patients.
I agree there should be more energy efficiency, and I
gave examples in the chamber of energy efficiency. At
Yarrawonga recently we put solar panels across the top
of the hospital. That will make the hospital more
efficient. It will cuts costs, and patients will benefit
from that. That is what should be done; I agree. But
whatever level of energy efficiency you get to, if there
is a carbon tax on the energy you are purchasing from
the grid, you pay the carbon tax, and that is money that
could have gone to patients.
This motion also makes the point that seniors, families
and small businesses will be hit. It is now time to
remove that tax. Prime Minister Tony Abbott and the
new federal government have a mandate. Labor is yet
to fully recognise that mandate. With their absence in
the chamber here tonight — missing in action is what
they are — I have to say the community will judge its
members very harshly. On an earlier occasion in this
chamber they voted in favour of putting a carbon tax on
hospitals. Every Labor member in this chamber lined
up to vote for an extra tax on patients and hospitals. It
was disgraceful. It was a vote of shame.
I do not know what they are going to do today. Will
they vote in favour of the mandate that the Australian
people have given Tony Abbott and his government,
will they vote against the Australian people and that
mandate or will they flee the chamber? I do not know
what they are going to do. We will see whether they are
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Motion agreed to.

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

Boundary–Fellmongers–Townsend–St Albans
roads, Geelong
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads, Terry
Mulder, and is in relation to Breakwater Road in
Geelong. The minister would be aware of the
$65 million upgrade and realignment to Breakwater
Road in Geelong, which was one of many road
infrastructure investments the previous government
funded in Victoria. The project included a new bridge
over the existing rail line connecting South Geelong
station to Marshall station, as the original crossing
under the railway line was constantly subject to
flooding from the Barwon River. The new double-lane
bridge and new road alignment also removed the height
restriction that was in place from the original rail
underpass crossing.
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The new road also includes dedicated bike lanes and a
pedestrian path on the north side of the bridge. The
project was well received by the community, resulting
in an instant increase in usage and opening up
opportunities for commercial vehicles to access
Geelong’s east and the Bellarine Peninsula. However,
the increased usage has resulted in issues a little further
up the road at the roundabout intersection of Boundary,
Fellmongers, Townsend and St Albans roads. This
5-point-entry roundabout is only one lane, and vehicles
using this intersection are experiencing significant
congestion during the morning and afternoon peaks.
The estimated cost for the upgrade is $10 million, and
VicRoads advises that there is no low-cost option to
reduce the congestion. As Geelong continues to grow,
this route will increasingly be used by larger trucks as it
is a key freight route, providing access from the west to
the east. I know the City of Greater Geelong has
recognised this as a major issue and is lobbying the
state government to fund this intersection upgrade. I
urge the minister to look upon this project favourably
and provide the $10 million required to upgrade this
intersection.

Protective services officers
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I address
my adjournment matter to Kim Wells, the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. On 21 October I had
the great pleasure of joining with the minister, the
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, David Southwick, and my parliamentary
colleague Georgie Crozier at Elsternwick railway
station on the corner of Glen Huntly Road and Horne
Street, Elsternwick, for the announcement of another
successful story about protective services officers
(PSOs) on railway stations. On 22 October this year
79 railway stations had a PSO presence. Fortunately
many of those are in Southern Metropolitan Region.
These include both Oakleigh and Ormond, which is
very pleasing, as well as the extra PSOs in Elsternwick.
I remind the chamber of the budget for the PSO
program. In the 2011–12 budget $212 million was
allocated over four years for the recruitment, training
and deployment of 940 PSOs. This includes their
salaries, on-costs and allowances and associated
operational support equipment and transportation costs.
In the same budget the government allocated an
additional $21.9 million for the upgrade of an initial set
of railway stations to support the deployment of PSOs.
The budget also provided $56.4 million to upgrade
police stations to support the deployment of both the
1700 additional police and the 940 PSOs. This is a real
commitment to safety on our public transport system. It
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was pleasing to see the public support for this at
Elsternwick and to know that people want to feel
comfortable and safe as they catch trains. This is the
feedback that we are getting all the time. People are
pleased to know that the PSOs are there to help and
assist them.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mrs COOTE — Mr O’Brien rightly asks, ‘Did
Labor support it?’. Labor did not support it. Labor
members do not care enough for community safety.
They do not care about community safety on our public
transport system. Mr O’Brien is so right.
This has been an excellent initiative. I am pleased to
know that PSOs will now escort people who are feeling
unsafe to their cars. My request of the minister is that
he announce this more widely and help the public to
better understand this additional service that PSOs on
railway stations will be able to conduct. I know it will
be very welcome in Southern Metropolitan Region.

East Werribee railway station
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport, Terry Mulder. It concerns rail
infrastructure funding for the City of Wyndham, and in
particular funding for a future station at Derrimut Road.
The action I seek is that funding be brought forward for
the Derrimut Road station to service the newly
announced East Werribee employment precinct.
The City of Wyndham in its recent strategy for
managing growth noted that growth projections on the
Werribee line to 2020–21 stand at 8 per cent per
annum, which is the highest of all rail lines in
Melbourne. The regional rail link, which was a project
envisaged, planned and funded by the previous
government, will see greater capacity available on
metropolitan rail lines in the west. It will increase peak
period services on the Werribee line to 26 services
every 2 hours, and see the construction of Wyndham
Vale and Tarneit stations, providing better V/Line
access for residents in Wyndham. However, more
funding is required from the state government to ensure
public transport options are available to residents and
workers across Wyndham. This is especially true for
the newly announced East Werribee employment
precinct. While the Premier and the Minister for
Planning, Matthew Guy, were happy to announce the
East Werribee employment precinct, the City of
Wyndham notes that the development of this precinct
will require a station at Derrimut Road to promote
growth and reduce congestion in the area.

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 29 October 2013

COUNCIL

A lack of public transport infrastructure in growth areas
is continuing to create car dependency on already
congested and underfunded arterial roads, making life
harder for residents. Part of the solution to reducing
congestion is better public transport access. However,
the Public Transport Victoria network development
plan does not envisage a Derrimut Road station being
built for another 15 years, which I believe risks the
viability and capacity of the East Werribee employment
precinct. The City of Wyndham notes that the
development of the station is not reliant on any other
part of the network development plan. All it needs is
funding to be made available by the state government. I
understand that the planning minister committed further
infrastructure funding in 2012 from the proceeds of
government land sales. It is important that finance is
made available for a Derrimut Road station to service
the East Werribee employment precinct sooner rather
than later.

Abortion legislation
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My matter
this evening is for the attention of the Minister for
Health, David Davis, and it relates to the Abortion Law
Reform Act 2008. I have received a number of emails
in recent weeks from people campaigning for the repeal
of section 8 of the act. As the minister will be aware,
section 8 relates to the obligations of a registered
medical practitioner who has a conscientious objection
to abortion. This campaign has come about in support
of Dr Mark Hobart, who is being investigated by the
Victorian Board of the Medical Board of Australia for
refusing to comply with section 8. Section 8 of the
Victorian law requires a doctor in this position to
provide an effective referral — that is, a referral to
another medical practitioner who is known to the
referring doctor to not share the same objection. In my
view the legislation strikes the right balance between a
woman’s right to choose and a doctor’s right to refuse,
while ensuring access to medical services.
The action I seek from the minister is to provide an
assurance to Victorian women that the government has
no intention of changing the Abortion Law Reform Act.
I note that the minister is not in the house this evening,
but I invite him to take the opportunity on another
occasion in the Parliament this week, by way of a
member’s statement or otherwise, to convey his
response to my question in writing to women’s health
organisations across Victoria. I know how he responds
is entirely a matter for the minister, but I think women
in Victoria would appreciate a statement from the
government on this important matter.
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Woorndoo native vegetation removal
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Planning, who happens to be in the chamber. It relates
to the destructive practices of Powercor in ruining
some important protected native grasslands on the
Mortlake-Ararat Road at Woorndoo. We all
understand that it is important and routine for
Powercor to trim and remove trees to protect its
powerlines and prevent fires. However, as reported by
members of the Woorndoo Land Protection Group,
Powercor has gone in and destroyed native grassland
understorey with bulldozers, leaving a muddy mess
which will soon be growing as high as your eyeball
with weeds and creating an even greater fire hazard,
which in future will be almost impossible to manage.
Local residents who have worked very hard to protect
and restore native grasslands that are all but extinct on
the western plains and which extend out to that area are
absolutely devastated that a body like Powercor, which
has clear legal responsibilities and at the moment is
generally required to produce an annual plan, could
have got it so wrong at this particular site. Tree-clearing
activities and native vegetation removal do not require a
planning permit when they occur under the protection
of a code of practice under the Electricity Industry Act
2000. I am asking the minister to make a determination
through Department of Planning and Community
Development enforcement staff as to whether the
destruction of native grasslands that occurred in this
case was in line with the code of practice and in line
with the annual plan that Powercor is required to
prepare and, if not, whether planning enforcement
action should be taken against it.
As the concerned group president, Susan Bosch, said in
the Mortlake Dispatch of Thursday, 17 October:
We aren’t against clearing at all, if it’s done in the correct
way — everyone in our group are members of the Woorndoo
CFA …

I concur with that. We have had many debates in this
chamber about the necessity for rules on powerline
clearance. However, in this instance the works that
were undertaken were destructive for no good reason,
and the minister should endeavour to ensure that this
does not happen again.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Ms Tierney had a matter for the Minister for Roads,
Terry Mulder, around Breakwater Road, Geelong, and I
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will refer that to him so that he can respond to her
directly.
Mr Melhem had a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport, Terry Mulder, about the city of Wyndham
rail infrastructure in relation to Derrimut Road railway
station. While the government is examining the use of
development contributions in relation to that station
being brought forward, I will send the matter to
Minister Mulder to provide a proper written response to
Mr Melhem.
Mrs Coote had a matter for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Kim Wells, in relation to
protective services officers at Elsternwick railway
station, a very good policy position of the
Liberal-Nationals government which is working
exceedingly well.
Ms Pulford had a matter for the Minister for Health,
David Davis, in relation to abortion law reform. I will
have him respond to her directly in writing.
Mr Barber raised a matter for me in relation to
Mortlake-Ararat Road in Woorndoo. Mr Barber does
get around; I will give him that. It is a shame he does
not go to Docklands as opposed to Warndoo, but that
aside, I will take some advice on the matter and provide
a written response. I am not sure if some of the matters
relating to native grasslands come under the jurisdiction
of the Department of Environment and Primary
Industries as well, but I will take some advice on that
and get a proper response to Mr Barber.
I have six written responses to adjournment matters: for
Mr Eideh on 12 June and 27 June, for Ms Broad on
21 August, for Mrs Coote on 17 September, for
Mr Somyurek on 17 September and for Mr Barber on
19 September.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.01 p.m.
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Wednesday, 30 October 2013
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am advised that the
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee will be
meeting this day following the conclusion of the sitting
of the Council.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 130.
The Kilmore and District Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service — Minister’s
report of receipt of 2012–13 report.
Western District Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Wimmera Health Care Group — Report, 2012–13.
Yarram and District Health Service — Report, 2012–13.

NOTICES OF MOTION

Alexandra District Hospital — Report, 2012–13.

Notices of motion given.

Auditor-General’s Reports on —

Mr LENDERS having given notice of motion:

Clinical ICT Systems in the Victorian Public Health
Sector, October 2013.
Implementation of the Government Risk Management
Framework, October 2013.
Beechworth Health Service — Report, 2012–13.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I appreciate the spirit
of the motion, but it was a frivolous one, and I will not
accept it on the notice paper.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Benalla Health — Report, 2012–13.

Australian Greek Ex-Servicemen’s Association

Calvary Health Care Bethlehem Ltd — Report, 2012–13.

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Sunday, 20 October, I attended a memorial service to
commemorate the 73rd anniversary of the 28 October
1940 Greek Remembrance Day for World War II. The
event was auspiced by the Australian Greek
Ex-servicemen’s Association, and it was held at the
Axion Estin Greek Orthodox Church in Northcote.
Along with others I laid a wreath in commemoration of
those sad events. I commend the executive committee
of the association for an extremely well organised
event.

Colac Area Health — Report, 2012–13.
Dunmunkle Health Services — Report, 2012–13.
East Grampians Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
East Wimmera Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Echuca Regional Health — Report, 2012–13.
Gippsland Southern Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Hepburn Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Hesse Rural Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Heywood Rural Health — Report, 2012–13.
Kerang District Health — Report, 2012–13.
Kooweerup Regional Health Service — Report, 2012–13.

City of Darebin information session
Mr ELASMAR — Together with several of my
parliamentary colleagues I attended Darebin City
Council’s government briefing, which was held on the
evening of Wednesday, 23 October. The council gave a
professional and interesting presentation.

Mansfield District Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Maryborough District Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Moyne Health Services — Report, 2012–13.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
Response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2011–12 Financial and Performance Outcomes.
Portland District Health — Report, 2012–13.

Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ELASMAR — I know Mr Barber was also
there. The presentation related to the council’s future
plans for the city’s residents and ratepayers. I thank the
council officers and councillors for organising this
information session.

Anna-Teresa Fakhry and Haydar Wassouf

South Gippsland Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Stawell Regional Health — Report, 2012–13.

Mr ELASMAR — On Friday, 25 October, I was
delighted to attend a very special graduation ceremony
organised by the Antonine College. It was my pleasure
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to present the Victorian certificate of education 2013
academic diligence awards to Anna-Teresa Fakhry and
Haydar Wassouf. I established this award some years
ago in an effort to encourage young students to aspire to
academic excellence.

Northern Victoria Region roads
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to speak today on some of the infrastructure
investments and upgrades in Northern Victoria Region
which have been announced over the past few weeks.
In so doing, I note that the coalition government is
getting on with the job of fixing the problems left after
11 years of Labor mismanagement and is delivering the
services and infrastructure our regional communities
need. Without a plan of their own, those opposite say
that building the major infrastructure that Victoria
needs means rural and regional communities will miss
out. Nothing could be further from the truth in northern
Victoria.
Through the Transport Accident Commission Safer
Roads Infrastructure program, an unprecedented
$1 billion investment is to be made over 10 years. That
is an increase of more than 30 per cent a year on the
previous road safety program. Last week I announced a
$l million upgrade to Tylden-Woodend Road, just
outside Woodend, which will improve road safety and
which has been very much welcomed by the local
communities of Woodend, Tylden, Springhill,
Trentham and Glenlyon. This section of road has a
history of crashes, with four serious incidents in a
five-year period. One of those crashes resulted in a
fatality.
On the same day I announced a $l million upgrade to
the Lancefield-Tooborac Road just north of Lancefield.
The safety improvement works include road shoulder
widening and sealing, new guardrails, drainage works
and some hazardous tree removal.

Northern Victoria Region sporting clubs
Mrs MILLAR — I had the very great pleasure of
joining the Minister for Sport and Recreation, Hugh
Delahunty, to announce a $59 000 upgrade of the courts
and facilities of the Woodend District Netball Club and
the Macedon Ranges Basketball Association last
Tuesday. I was thrilled to see the excitement on the
faces of the Woodend junior netballers and
basketballers who joined us for this very welcome
announcement. This state coalition government is
delivering for regional Victorians and for northern
Victoria.
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Barmah National Park camping fees
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — The
introduction by the Liberal-Nationals state government
of camping fees for the Barmah National Park is an
ill-conceived notion that has not been thought through
properly. Under the proposal, a camping permit system
that requires visitors to the park to pay for the privilege
of camping will be introduced. Victorian National
Parks Association spokesman Nick Roberts recently
told the Shepparton News that permits would be
difficult to enforce at the Barmah National Park as there
are 112 kilometres of river frontage within the park.
Mr Roberts also questioned what people camping in
natural bush would be paying for, as there are no
facilities within the park. The Barmah National Park is
public land which many argue is already maintained
through taxpayer funds.
One of the risks is that the introduction of fees will keep
people from visiting this wonderful park. A recent
survey found that park users overwhelmingly support
fees and charges, as long as the revenue is poured back
into the parks and they can see a return on their money.
The previous government looked at the issue of
charging camping fees and found that it would cost
more to collect and administer the fees than the amount
that fees would bring in for the parks, and so it would
do little to actually protect and develop our parks. This
is just another revenue-making idea. It shows clearly
that the Liberal-Nationals state government fails to
grasp issues in rural and regional Victoria.

City of Casey roads
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The coalition government is getting on with the job of
fixing the problems left after 11 years of neglect of the
south-east. In doing so it is delivering the services that
communities need, as well as the infrastructure. This is
particularly the case in the city of Casey, where the
coalition government is doing its utmost to catch up on
a significant backlog left by Labor in relation to road
infrastructure.
Through the Transport Accident Commission Safer
Roads Infrastructure program, an unprecedented
$1 billion investment is to be made in road safety over
10 years. That is an increase of more than 30 per cent
on the previous road safety program. In Casey the
coalition government is investing $800 000 to improve
road safety on the Princes Highway between Overland
Drive and Webb Street. Another $905 000 will be
invested to deliver safety upgrades along Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road in Cranbourne East. Both of
these projects have been identified by unacceptable
crash data. In many instances, causality accidents have
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occurred on these stretches of road. The coalition is
making the investment required to ensure that the
families of Casey remain safe on our roads. That is in
contrast to the huge backlog that has been allowed to
accumulate over 11 years of a Labor government.

Diwali festival
Mrs PEULICH — I would also like to congratulate
AIII on another successful staging of the Diwali festival
at Sandown Racecourse. I congratulate in particular the
board of trustees: Babu Akula, Vernon Da Gama and
Yogan Lakshman. It was a wonderful event.

Marymede Catholic College world record
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Thursday, 24 October, Marymede Catholic College in
South Morang attempted to break a world record. It was
a world record for the most number of participants in
what is known as the beep test, where they run between
lines marking 20-metre zones in an accorded time
schedule. Over 400 students at Marymede attempted
the tests. On Thursday at 11.30 a.m. they started test 1.
At that time the weather conditions changed. The
temperature dropped and there were very cold winds,
and 53 of the participants dropped out. Bless their little
hearts; they tried really well, and I am appreciative of
their efforts.
I was there in my capacity as the independent witness
for the world record test. The second test began a little
later, with 345 participants on the start line. Sixteen of
those participants did not make it all the way through
but did a wonderful job. In the end I, together with
another independent witness, was able to confirm that
Marymede Catholic College had met the requirements
set down by Guinness World Records and had
successfully completed the record attempt with 329
participants, therefore becoming — subject to approval
by Guinness World Records in London — the new
world record holder for the most participants
performing a beep test in a single venue. I congratulate
all involved. I particularly make special mention of the
teacher who led the whole thing, Derek McConn, who
did a wonderful job coordinating not only the
participants but also the staff, the participating stewards
and the 500 kids who sat around and watched and
supported their school mates. I am very proud of
Marymede Catholic College in South Morang.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you,
Mr Ondarchie. I am always interested in the Guinness
book of records. In 1969 I was actually in the book as a
world seesaw champion. I did it with a friend of mine
for 91 hours to raise money for Freedom from Hunger,
so we were in the Guinness book of records.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — No, we are not still there.
Someone else went 115 hours, but they took breaks, or
added up their breaks. They had 5-minute breaks, and
so they took some sleep. The reason we stopped at
91 hours is that I fell asleep and fell off the seesaw!

Mortlake Country Fire Authority brigade
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I would like to
congratulate the Mortlake community, the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) and the state government on working
together to celebrate a new $1.5 million fire station at
Mortlake, which I had the pleasure of opening last
Sunday. Not only did the brigade under Captain Ray
Edwards receive a new state-of-the-art fire station, but
it also celebrated its centenary, ably captured in a book
launch by Craige Proctor. Craig Lapsley, the fire
services commissioner, was in attendance. It gave me
an opportunity to congratulate and to pass on our thanks
to the Country Fire Authority volunteers who helped
their New South Wales colleagues in fighting the fires
in the Blue Mountains of New South Wales and to pass
on our thoughts and best wishes to the communities and
firefighting volunteers impacted by the fires.
Despite the sabre rattling, misinformation and distress
being caused to volunteers by the United Firefighters
Union and its executive, led by Peter Marshall, and
aided and abetted by Labor and the Greens, the
Napthine government is committed to providing our
firefighting volunteers with resources — be it new fire
stations, appliances, training or safety equipment —
and committed to fuel reduction burns, reducing fire
risk and providing a safe working environment for
firefighters and communities alike. This is despite the
Greens environmental policies that are endangering life
and their insensitive and outlandish self-serving claims
of blaming the carbon tax policies of the coalition for
the ferocity of the fires. They should hang their heads in
shame for their political bastardry.

Ron Yeates
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I take the
opportunity to pay tribute to a great East Gippslander,
Mr Ron Yeates. Mr Yeates was a Walkley
award-winning journalist who had a stellar career as a
journalist, editor and managing director of the East
Gippsland Newspapers group. He was a very active
community citizen and member of two Rotary clubs in
the Bairnsdale area: the Rotary Club of Mitchell River
and the Rotary Club of Bairnsdale. He was recently
recognised as a Paul Harris Fellow. Those who are
connected with Rotary would know that is a singular
honour.
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Ron was active in the East Gippsland Historical
Society, the Victorian Eastern Development
Association, the Mitchell Gardens Holiday Park, the
East Gippsland water security working party, the
Mitchell River Water Utilisation Committee and
Bairnsdale Adult Community Education. He was also
vitally engaged in the development of the Beaufort
Gardens as a memorial to the 191 servicemen and
1 servicewoman who died in the Second World War
during training at East Gippsland RAAF bases.
Ron Yeates was also my electorate officer for six years.
He provided great advice to me and represented the
views of East Gippsland throughout the community. I
was much saddened to give the eulogy for him last
Friday.

LeadWest
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I would
like to take this opportunity to highlight the fact that
members of local advocacy group LeadWest will be in
the Parliament today meeting with members of the
cabinet. LeadWest is led by its new CEO, Craig
Rowley, who takes over from Anton Mayer. Members
of the Wyndham, Hobsons Bay, Melton, Brimbank,
Maribyrnong and Moonee Valley councils will be in
attendance to discuss issues that are important for
Melbourne’s west.

Movember
Mr ELSBURY — I would like to warn members of
the house that I will be committing a further offence
against grooming and good fashion sense by
participating in this year’s Movember. I ask that
members donate and give support to this great cause.
As someone who lost his father as a result of prostate
cancer, this is an issue that is close to my heart.

Glenroy Private
Mr ELSBURY — I would like to congratulate
Glenroy Private Islamic college on establishing a new
campus in Glenroy. This campus will cater for the
needs of people in the Glenroy area who want their
children to undertake values-based education. I was
able to join with members of the Glenroy Private
Islamic college on Sunday at the Moslem Welfare Trust
in Victoria’s Multicultural Eid Festival and Fair, which
was held on the grounds of the college.

Macedonian Food Festival
Mr ELSBURY — I would like to congratulate the
organisers of the Macedonian Food Festival, which was
held in Williamstown on Sunday. It attracted thousands
of visitors to the region across the day.
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World War I centenary
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — As the
Anzac centenary commemoration nears, many
Victorians have discovered the enormous commitment
to World War I made by their ancestors. The
commemoration has enabled Victorians to share their
ancestors’ stories and experiences on the official
website, Anzac Centenary 2014–18 — Sharing
Victoria’s Stories.
At Princes Pier last week I joined with the Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs, the Honourable Hugh Delahunty, the
former Premier and member for Hawthorn in the
Assembly, Ted Baillieu, and my colleague Mrs Coote,
a member for Southern Metropolitan Region, to mark
the countdown towards the Anzac centenary. We were
there with some of the descendants of the many
servicemen and women who left Port Melbourne bound
for Gallipoli on HMAT Orvieto. There were
1457 servicemen and women who formed one of the
largest troopship contingents to leave Victoria for
overseas service. Amongst them were five nurses. At
the commemorative event a photo of the five women
was displayed. In attendance representing the RSL
nurses was Colonel Jan McCarthy, herself a returned
nurse who served in Vietnam from 1968 to 1969. We
spoke of her experience and the experiences of the
many nurses who served alongside the thousands of
Australian troops in World War I.
The Oxford Companion to Australian Military History
states that:
In the First World War, nurses were recruited from both the
nursing service and the civilian profession and served as an
integral part of the AIF. They served in Egypt and Lemnos
during the Gallipoli campaign, in England, France and
Belgium in support of the fighting on the Western front, and
in Greece Salonika, Palestine, Mesopotamia and India. At
least 2139 nurses served abroad between 1914 and 1919, and
a further 423 worked in military hospitals in Australia, while
29 died on active service.

I am sure that over the next year much will be said
about the extraordinary dedication and service by many
during World War I. I am very pleased that our
Australian nurses will be amongst those recognised for
their service.

Lesley Hall
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Yesterday I had the honour of attending the memorial
service for Lesley Hall. Many people may know Lesley
as a fierce warrior for people in the disability
community. Lesley had lived with a lifelong disability
that she never allowed to get in her way.
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It is a week now since Lesley died very suddenly and
unexpectedly, and in remembering her I kept thinking
about an amazing photo, which I will just hold up;
people can come and have a look at it later if they want
to. Lesley was one of those disabled women who
challenged Yooralla in the early 1980s over the issues
of the Miss Victoria beauty quest. She was the bold
woman who stood on the stage and forced Yooralla to
actually look at the way they were treating disabled
people. She has been pivotal in advocacy for the
national disability insurance scheme.
Yesterday’s service was really beautiful. Lesley had
been very strict in her instructions about how it would
be conducted. There was to be no music and no
overwhelming and soppy speeches. Everybody stuck to
what Lesley wanted because we all knew that if we did
not do exactly what Lesley said, she could possibly
come in and whack us at any moment with her sticks.
My condolences go to her family and particularly her
huge range of friends who were there yesterday. There
were 400 or 500 people there yesterday to celebrate
Lesley’s life and all her amazing achievements in her
57 years.

Monbulk regional soccer hub
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor and
Gaming Regulation) — It was a great pleasure on
Monday to join the member for Evelyn in the other
place, Mrs Fyffe, and the Premier to announce
$650 000 to develop stage 1 of a new $9.8 million
regional soccer hub on Emerald Road in Monbulk. In
addition to the state government funding that was
announced by the Premier on Monday, the Shire of
Yarra Ranges is contributing $7.1 million and the
commonwealth government $2 million. It is a fantastic
project that has been through a lengthy planning
process. I pay tribute to Lisa Doolan and the
600-member strong Monbulk Rangers Soccer Club for
their dedication and perseverance in working through
all the processes to see this project come to fruition. It is
exciting that now, with the state government
contribution, the project will start construction in early
2014. It is a very exciting project.

Ron Yeates
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — Like my colleague
Mr Philip Davis, I was privileged to be at the memorial
service last Friday for Ron Yeates, a former newspaper
editor, a journalist, a Walkley award winner, a
community volunteer across a range of different
groups, a passionate East Gippslander and a man of
integrity, intelligence and humility.
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Coimadai Primary School
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — On Saturday,
19 October, I was pleased to represent the Minister for
Education, the Honourable Martin Dixon, at a
commemorative ceremony for the 150th anniversary of
the Coimadai Primary School. The school is about
10 kilometres north-east of Bacchus Marsh off the
Gisborne Road, overlooking Lake Merrimu, and is in
the heart of the local rural community. Facilities include
a heritage building, an art room and two modern
classrooms. The school’s motto, ‘The rural school that
works’, is supported by strong values of respect,
honesty, caring and citizenship.
Coimadai Primary School has a proud and long history
of education, commencing in 1863 with a head teacher
and 60 students. Originally named the Pyrete Common
School, the name was changed to Coimadai Primary
School in 1867. In 1869 the school closed due to the
lack of a teacher but reopened in 1870. In the 1920s the
school was rebuilt and a cloakroom added, and in 1963
extensive work was undertaken in preparation for the
school centenary. Further refurbishments have been
carried out in the past five years. Since 1977 the school
has had two or more teachers. Enrolments peaked in
2002 with 97 students, and today there are 62 students.
My congratulations go to the 250 in attendance on this
day, including the school community, past and present
teachers, students and parents, who celebrated the
wonderful achievements of 150 years of quality
education at Coimadai Primary School.

MANUFACTURING SECTOR
EMPLOYMENT
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I move:
That this house —
(1) notes that total manufacturing employment in Victoria
fell by 7.8 per cent (23 900 jobs) over the 12-month
period ending 31 August 2013; and
(2) condemns the coalition government for failing to utilise
the policy instruments it has at its disposal to drive the
Victorian manufacturing sector, thereby contributing
significantly to its decline.

Over a number of years I have talked in this place about
the importance of the Victorian manufacturing sector to
the health of the economy, and I will continue to
introduce motions such as this until the government
gets serious about fixing the plight of the state’s
manufacturing sector.
Australian Bureau of Statistics data, which is included
in the motion, clearly states that 23 900 jobs were lost
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between the August quarter 2012 and the August
quarter 2013. In other words, in the space of one year
23 900 Victorians working in the manufacturing
industry lost their jobs. I admit that the enormous loss
of jobs is not entirely the fault of the state government. I
concede there are other external factors at play, which
this government cannot influence. I understand that the
Minister for Manufacturing, the Treasurer and the
Premier do not have access to the macroeconomic
levers of our national economy — —
Mr Barber — Joe Hockey does.
Mr SOMYUREK — Indeed he does. I understand
they do not have enough influence with the Chinese
government to suggest that it floats the yuan, and they
cannot do much about demands in the international
marketplace. I understand all of that. However, there is
a lot more the state government could do. It has policy
instruments at its disposal to drive the economy and the
manufacturing sector, and it can drive productivity,
which it believes is a panacea for all that is wrong in the
economy and in manufacturing, but I will talk about
what it can do a little later in my contribution.
Our manufacturing sector is facing serious challenges.
We have had a mining boom triggered by the booming
Asian economies and their demand for our natural
resources, and although the mining boom has tapered
off and is going through the next phase, the Australian
dollar, although currently just below parity, is still very
high. This means that in a decade mining has increased
from representing 5 per cent of our national economy to
representing 10 per cent. In approximately the same
period manufacturing has decreased from around 20 per
cent of our national economy to 10 per cent. Therefore,
both the manufacturing sector and the mining sector are
producing the same output for our national economy.
However, there is one problem with that, which is that
the mining sector employs 200 000 Australians and the
manufacturing sector employs 1 million Australians.
The phenomenon of the Australian dollar going up —
the value of our currency increasing — is in turn having
a deleterious effect on the manufacturing sector. We
call it the two-speed or patchwork economy;
international economists refer to it as the Dutch disease.
No matter what label you put on it, our manufacturing
sector is going through some very tough times at the
moment, and it is during these tough times that
governments need to show leadership and inspire
confidence in the business community and the
workforce, as well as potential investors. Governments
need to utilise the policy instruments they have at their
disposal to drive the sector and cushion it against
external matters.
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When times are tough, I believe governments need to
be interventionist. If the economy is going gangbusters,
it is quite reasonable for the government not to
intervene and to let market forces dictate what is
produced. Under those circumstances government
intervention causes inefficiencies. But when things are
going bad in the economy or in certain critical sections
of the economy there is room for government to
intervene strategically to assist and thereby save jobs.
That is lost on the Baillieu and Napthine governments.
To back up what I have been saying about government
intervention, there are the examples of policies during
the global financial crisis affecting the situation in
Australia. The Rudd government injected an immense
amount of stimulus funding into the economy, as did
the Brumby government on a smaller scale, and
compared to similar nations the Australian economy
did marvellously well. We did not technically go into
recession. In Victoria we came out of that period with
our economy intact when measured against the
economies of comparable nations throughout the world.
The same approach should apply to the crisis in the
Victorian manufacturing sector. We have a sector that
is under siege, and jobs are being lost. As I said,
23 900 jobs have been lost in the space of a year. It is
clear that the manufacturing sector is under siege. The
government, rather than being non-interventionist, as it
has been, needs to get active, become galvanised, roll
up its sleeves and be creative in order to start to drive
the manufacturing sector, and indeed, the whole
economy, and I will go through some of those drivers
shortly. The government needs to do all those things
because the alternative of not driving the economy and
the manufacturing sector by cushioning the sector
against the deleterious effects of those externalities is
that there will be huge economic and social costs,
which could result in our manufacturing sector going to
the wall.
How important is the manufacturing sector to the
economy? It is still the largest employer of Victorians
in full-time positions. There are 244 000 Victorians
employed full time and 40 200 Victorians employed
part time in the manufacturing sector. In total that
equates to 284 200 Victorians employed in the
Victorian manufacturing sector. That equals 10.7 per
cent of Victoria’s workforce and 31.8 per cent of the
national manufacturing workforce; and, for good
measure, 25 000 manufacturing businesses operate in
Victoria.
I have just given some data explaining the importance
of the Victorian manufacturing sector to this state. After
coalition members had heard Labor members, read
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Hansard and got an understanding of how important
and critical our manufacturing sector is to the prosperity
of our state and the jobs of tens of thousands of
Victorians, it was an absolute disgrace that the coalition
came into government with no manufacturing plan or
policy. Because the coalition had no plan or policy, one
of the first things it did was to call on the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission (VCEC), a
body within the department that the coalition had
bagged on a number of occasions. The coalition then
decided to become a convert to VCEC and asked the
commission to hold an inquiry into the Victorian
manufacturing sector.
I have to say that was strange and wasteful. It was
wasteful because a similar inquiry had already been
undertaken for two years. As you would know,
President, some very good people worked on that
parliamentary committee inquiry. The Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee had some
very high profile and smart members from both sides of
Parliament. It was one of the best parliamentary
committee reports I have ever read. It was very
informative and made some relevant and robust
recommendations. That report was two years in the
making, and committee members had to travel to
various places overseas to more closely examine what
was happening. Judging from the report, it was all
worthwhile. It is one of the best manufacturing reports
that has been handed down in this place. That report
was handed down in about August 2010. The Labor
government was thrown out in November 2010, so it
did not get to respond to those recommendations.
I would have thought, coming into government, not
having done the hard policy work but having this great
resource in front of it with all these recommendations,
the coalition would not choose to do a manufacturing
report itself. However, the coalition decided to go down
the costly and time-wasting path of calling in VCEC to
do another manufacturing report. You can see it from
the number of submissions. The Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee inquiry into
manufacturing received around 100 submissions, but
when VCEC did another manufacturing report a few
months later it received only 20-something
submissions. People were basically saying, ‘Why are
we doing this? We have already submitted’. It was a
waste of time.
It took VCEC about six months to come up with a draft
copy. It took further submissions based on that draft
copy, and then that went to government for a response.
Finally, the government came up with what it called a
manufacturing policy. It is a bit rich calling the
document it presented a manufacturing policy. It was a

3335

glossy 20-page panacea for the manufacturing sector,
with all the sector’s ills appearing to be productivity. I
will talk about that a bit later. In other words, it was a
waste of time for VCEC and a waste of money.
As time was being wasted the Australian dollar reached
the historically high level of US$1.11, and in the
meantime the government went off and gave VCEC an
inquiry. It thought that it did not have to answer any
questions because the matter was being investigated by
VCEC. It decided it would form its own policies, and
would decide on those policies when the VCEC process
was finished. That is fine. That is a good cop-out; that is
a good handball. The problem was that the Australian
dollar during that time went up to the historical high
US$1.11. As a result jobs were being lost left, right and
centre. There were jobs being lost en masse — National
Foods, Bosch, Ford, Viridian, Heinz, SPC Ardmona,
BlueScope Steel, Toyota, Shell, Alcoa et cetera. The
management of all those companies had lost confidence
in the leadership of the Victorian government and
decided to either shut down operations altogether or
close down parts of their operations. In doing so, they
retrenched thousands of Victorians employed in the
Victorian manufacturing sector.
Reading between the lines, it is obvious that the
government has been having to sit back and blame
external forces. I am not saying that the external forces
are not there; external forces have contributed in a big
way to the plight of our manufacturing sector, but the
government has been hiding behind that. External
forces are one thing, and the high Australian dollar, the
lack of demand in the international marketplace, the
yuan not being floated et cetera are all problems that
have contributed to the problems our manufacturing
sector has been going through, but the fact of the matter
is that this government sees itself as being an impotent
observer. It seems not to believe in itself. It seems to
think that it has no control over the economy at all. It is
no good the government throwing up its hands and
asking what it can do about it because it is merely a
state government and all it does is provide services.
There are policy levers it can pull. There are buttons it
can push. There are things that can be done. These
policy instruments are at the disposal of the state
government, but it seems not to want to use them.
The policy instruments I have been talking about are
also the drivers of the manufacturing sector, and they
are as follows: investing in infrastructure; investing in
skills, education and training; investing in innovation
and research and development; investing in targeted
industry assistance; and maximising local content in
government procurement. The first three — investing in
infrastructure, investing in skills, education and
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training, and investing in innovation and research and
development — are key drivers of the economy and
key drivers of productivity.

to make sure our competitive advantages in skills,
education and training and in innovation and research
and development are maintained.

The government likes to wax lyrical and lecture
members in this place about productivity. By and large
productivity is a matter for CEOs, not ministers.
Ministers can influence productivity by investing in the
right infrastructure and by giving Victorian businesses a
better skilled, educated and trained workforce, which
also happens to be one of the drivers of the economy
and the manufacturing sector. Government members
eternally debate productivity among themselves but, as
I have just outlined, there are only certain things a state
government can do about productivity.

When our firms go out into the international
marketplace they need to know they have access to the
best skilled, trained and educated workforce, because
that is their competitive advantage. That is the
advantage they have over competitor SMEs in the
international marketplace. When our SMEs are
competing against foreign-made products in the
international or local marketplace they need to be able
to call on innovation and research and development.
Traditionally Victorian governments have been very
good at giving assistance in terms of research and
development and innovation, and we need to keep that
up because that is a key competitive advantage for our
firms, which are doing it tough at the moment.

This government has failed to deliver on the five key
areas which are the drivers of manufacturing. The
government has failed to invest in infrastructure. As I
said, infrastructure projects are the key drivers of not
only the manufacturing sector but of the state’s
economy. The government has been in office for three
years, and while we have seen nation-building-type
plans — I will give it that — the fact is that after three
years there has been no economic activity. There are no
infrastructure projects being carried out at the moment,
and the only projects that have been carried out are the
unfinished projects left by the Brumby government. As
a result, during these tough times our small and
medium enterprises (SMEs) have been disadvantaged
compared to other states and provinces internationally
where governments have engaged in big
nation-building projects and small to medium
enterprises have reaped the benefits. Our SMEs have
not been so fortunate and are therefore retrenching
Victorians.

Investment in industry is another issue. Investing in
industry gets a bad rap in the community. The tendency
of those on the other side is probably to think it is a
dirty word, but no-one can criticise well-targeted
industry assistance when it is attached to key
performance indicators which bring about good
outcomes. We are not the only ones who provide
industry assistance. Every serious advanced economy
that wants to retain its manufacturing sector assists its
industry in some shape or form.

Investing in skills, education and training and investing
in innovation and research and development critically
important to the future of our manufacturing sector and
to our economy. The manufacturing sector has almost
completed the transition from being a mass production,
low skill and low-tech sector to being a niche
production, high skill and high-tech sector. In other
words, the sector has not been able to compete with
low-cost economies, particularly in our region, and in
order to survive it has had to move up the value chain.
That is the future of manufacturing and it is where we
are at the moment.

What has this government done in these areas? In skills,
training and education what has it done? Rather than
committing funding to skills, education and training it
has ripped out $90 million from the TAFE system. This
does not help our SMEs when they are competing in
the international global marketplace. In the areas of
research and development and innovation, what have
the Liberals done? Liberal members mouth platitudes
about how we need to move on from being low cost to
high tech et cetera. Essentially what they say is right,
but unfortunately what they do is in complete contrast
to what they say about how we can improve the
Victorian manufacturing sector. They talk about us
going up the value chain, having to be a lot more
innovative and a lot more clever and not being able to
compete in making low-cost, mass-produced goods in
our region. They are saying all the right things, but
when it comes to implementation clearly their actions
do not match their rhetoric.

Why am I telling members? As I said, we have had to
move up the value chain because we could not compete
with low-cost competitors. In order for us to be able to
compete internationally with other comparable
advanced economies also being squeezed out of the
mass-production, low-cost, low-tech markets, we need

In innovation and research and development, for
example, they have ripped a billion dollars out of the
biotechnology grants programs and refused to fund the
synchrotron. You cannot talk about advanced
manufacturing, about making Victoria a clever state,
about value adding and manufacturing higher-end
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products and then go off and defund the biotech
programs and refuse to fund the synchrotron. That just
does not match.
In terms of industry assistance, which I just mentioned
the importance of, I take the house back to what I was
saying about governments essentially needing to stay
out of the economy when it is going well. I gave the
example of former federal and state Labor
governments, the Rudd and Brumby governments,
essentially saving the Australian economy during the
global financial crisis. Let us face it: as a nation we
dodged a bullet in terms of the economy. Tens of
thousands of Australians and thousands of Victorians
would have lost their jobs, perhaps hundreds of
thousands of Australians might have lost their jobs, so
my point is this: when things are going badly in the
economy there is a role for government to intervene,
but when things are going well the government should
get out and let the market do its thing.
Clearly because of externalities things are going badly
at the moment in one section of the economy in
particular, and that is the manufacturing sector. I have
just talked about how targeted industry assistance can
be a driver of manufacturing. In this environment with
the dollar at US$1.11, a historically high level, what did
the government do? It decided to rip $60 million
annually out of government assistance for industry. By
doing that the government was essentially saying it was
not interested in the Victorian manufacturing sector. In
effect it cut loose the Victorian manufacturing sector,
and we are seeing the consequences of that now. That is
why we are here debating this motion, which points out
that 23 900 Victorians have been left without work in
the space of a year.
Maximising local government procurement is another
significant driver of the manufacturing sector and the
economy. The Victorian state government is an
important purchaser of goods and services. It purchases
$15.2 billion worth of goods and services per annum.
This important spend should be harnessed to drive the
local manufacturing sector by maximising local content
in these purchases and in doing so give a bit of a push
to and support for our small and medium size
enterprises.
Unfortunately for the manufacturing sector, when the
Baillieu government came to office one of the first
things it did was do away with local content targets. As
a result we have a manufacturing sector that is under
siege and fighting for its life. This sector is the biggest
full-time employer of Victorians. In the second year of
the Baillieu government the Australian dollar went up
to US$1.11, which was a historical high, and under the
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Baillieu government — in this climate, in this milieu —
for some bizarre reason thousands of jobs were lost.
The Baillieu government cut assistance to industry, cut
back on training, cut back on innovation and research
and development, and did not instigate any
infrastructure projects. I am not sure how inaction is
supposed to help the manufacturing industry when it is
in such a terrible condition.
Procurement is obviously an important area. When in
government the opposition did some work in relation to
procurement. Clearly it is an underutilised and critical
area, and we think more should be done. We recognise
the importance of government procurement. In fact we
believe it is so important that we have made it one of
the six sections of our jobs and growth plan. As
outlined in our jobs and growth plan, we aim to undo
the damage done by the Baillieu government by
emphasising the importance of the Victorian industry
participation policy (VIPP) and by reinstating local
targets. The Baillieu government’s move to do away
with local targets was not a benign decision, and it did
not go unnoticed by industry. This move was a signal to
industry that the Baillieu and Napthine governments
were not interested in helping to save the Victorian
manufacturing sector. It was taken as a sign that the
Baillieu government was going to cut the
manufacturing sector loose. Now, a year or two down
the track, we are seeing the damage that decision has
done to the Victorian manufacturing sector.
We aim to undo that damage by reinstating local
targets. We will introduce a formal weighting system
for the evaluation of local content, including a
minimum weighting of 10 per cent for all VIPP
projects. Further, we will lower thresholds for strategic
projects and refocus the calculation of local content
based on up-front costs rather than whole-of-life costs.
Previously, elements of projects such as digging holes
and doing maintenance work would be added to their
overall cost. Clearly that work has to be done, but it
should not be categorised as local content, because
local content has to have been produced in Australia.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — There were problems with
VIPP at its inception, but over time we got it right. As
Mr Barber said, the Labor Party introduced VIPP in
2001, and since then it has facilitated the employment
of more than 27 000 Victorians and facilitated average
local content of 85.7 per cent.
Our proposed reforms will further strengthen VIPP.
The coalition government is welcome to take on these
reforms. We have released them so they can help to
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arrest the tide of jobs being lost in the Victorian
manufacturing sector. Our reforms will further
strengthen VIPP and ensure that local jobs remain in
Victoria rather than being exported overseas. Besides
strengthening VIPP, we have mandated that all sections
of the Victorian government, including all departments,
agencies, statutory bodies and local government
authorities, purchase locally manufactured vehicles. At
the moment, 59 per cent or so of Victorian government
purchases are local, and an average of 23 per cent of
Victorian local government purchases are also local.
The Victorian government’s purchasing of locally
manufactured vehicles is very good compared to other
states, but we need to understand that this state’s
economy relies on the auto industry. Victoria is
essentially the hub of the auto industry, and we need to
do much better than the other states. Quite frankly,
places like Queensland are pathetic and un-Australian.
They are the worst; they are not interested at all.
Mr Ondarchie — Tell Anna Bligh that.
Mr SOMYUREK — Both sides. Neither Labor nor
Liberal have done us any favours. Component
manufacturers do operate in Queensland. Maybe there
should be more. Maybe that state would then be a little
more sensitive to what we are saying. When we talk
about local jobs and local production we are not just
talking about Victoria, we are talking about all of
Australia and New Zealand. Let us get this right.
We have also made a commitment for our rolling stock
industry, as Victoria is home to some of the most
innovative and significant rolling stock manufacturers. I
hope the things we have put out there in the
procurement space will galvanize the government into
action. I do not want the government to feel that it is
ethically precluded from adopting these policies
because we have put them up, or that it would be in any
way wrong to do so. I encourage the government to
adopt these policies because they will drive the
Victorian manufacturing sector, and in doing so
cushion that sector from the deleterious effects of the
externalities that are currently at play.
I will conclude with a few words about our jobs and
growth plan, since I have touched on it. For the last
couple of decades, Victoria has been the jobs creation
engine room of the Australian economy despite the fact
that we are not blessed with the natural resources that
other states have. When I say ‘the last couple of
decades’, I include the Kennett government in that.
However, since the advent of the coalition government
the Victorian economy has stalled. Our export
industries are under pressure, state infrastructure
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projects are at a standstill — I know that will change
when the $8 billion tunnel gets going — and our
building and construction sector is on the verge of
collapse. The consequence is that unemployment has
been rising and our manufacturing sector and various
others, such as the service sector, are under siege.
I call on the Victorian government to do more. I
understand there are strong pressures, with 23 900
Victorian manufacturing jobs lost in a year. I am fair; I
understand that it is not all due to the negligence of the
government. I understand the high Australian dollar. I
understand that the government does not have access to
the macroeconomic levers of this country. I understand
that it does not have a direct line to the Chinese
government to float the yuan. I understand that it does
not have any control over demand in the international
marketplace. What I also understand is that while this
government thinks it is impotent, it is not; it is defeatist.
This government has policy instruments at its disposal
to enable it to drive the Victorian manufacturing sector,
and in driving that sector it will drive the Victorian
economy, and guess what? It will actually drive
productivity as well. With that I conclude my short
contribution.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
What a delight to follow Mr Somyurek this morning
and to speak on his motion regarding manufacturing in
Victoria. I concur with Mr Somyurek’s opening
statement, in which he said that it is not the state
government’s fault. He talked about international
influence. He talked about the fact that the Aussie
dollar ebbs and flows very close to parity, trading at just
over US95 cents this morning off US96.05 cents
yesterday. It dropped back to about US95.2 cents when
the Reserve Bank governor, Glenn Stevens, talked
about the fact that it was likely to depreciate over the
forward period. It was only a week ago that the
Australian dollar was trading at US97.45 cents, and it
has now dropped back to its current level of about
US95.005 cents to US95.009 cents this morning.
Against the pound sterling it is trading at about
59 British pence, and against the euro it is trading at
about 69 euro cents today.
It is a fluctuating high Australian dollar, and it does put
pressure, as Mr Somyurek well recognises, on a
company’s profit and loss account. To be fair to
Mr Somyurek, he understands what the key economic
drivers are for companies to be successful in
manufacturing, and he recognises that not all of them
are controlled by the state of Victoria. I thank him for
that recognition this morning.
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I try to visit at least one manufacturer or business every
week, and I spend time with a business leader at least
every week to try to glean what is happening out there.
I would concur that manufacturing is a major
contributor to the Victorian economy. It attracts
investment and it generates jobs. Currently it employs
about 284 200 people, or about 10 per cent of the state’s
workforce, and contributes $27.2 billion, or 8.3 per cent
of gross state product, to the Victorian economy.
However, Victorian manufacturers face serious
challenges due to the strength of the high Australian
dollar, the carbon tax, the inflexible workplace laws put
in place by the Rudd-Gillard-Rudd federal
governments, and intense global competition.
There was no clear and coherent strategy by the
previous government to support a productive and
competitive manufacturing sector. That is why this
coalition government, when it came to office in
November 2010, had a clear policy commitment to
revitalise manufacturing. We delivered that with our
manufacturing strategy in December 2011. That
strategy is based on sound economic fundamentals, and
it has been informed by discussions with Victorian
manufacturers — lots of them.
As Mr Somyurek pointed out today, we also had the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
conduct a wide-scale review into the state of
manufacturing to inform and guide our policy
development. The $58 million Victorian manufacturing
strategy includes the $24.8 million Investing in
Manufacturing Technology program, which to date has
awarded a total of $6.6 million in grants to
40 businesses to support investment in new technology,
processes and equipment, resulting in the creation of
new jobs.
In my contribution today it is timely that I talk about
jobs. The Napthine coalition government is all about
creating jobs. Therefore it saddens me that the state
opposition is not getting behind one of the big job
creation programs in this state — the east–west link. I
wonder why Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the
Opposition and member for Mulgrave in the Assembly,
is not behind the east–west link when all his union
mates are? The Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union is saying this is a good project for
Victoria and it will create jobs; the Australian Workers
Union has said this is a good project for Victoria and it
will create jobs. Mr Melhem was behind the east–west
link project — —
Mr Melhem interjected.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — But now that he has come to
Parliament he is not behind the project any more. The
Electrical Trades Union is behind the project. The
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry is behind building the east–west link; the
Australian Logistics Council is behind building the
east–west link; the Australian Industry Group is behind
the east–west link; and Infrastructure Partnerships
Australia is behind the east–west link.
This is a good project for Victoria. It will move people
around Melbourne and the regions much more
efficiently. Parents of, let us say, children from Ivanhoe
Grammar School might find it easier to go about their
business by using the east–west link from time to time.
But the state opposition is against this major game
changer for Victoria. It is all about putting politics over
people. The Master Builders Association of Victoria is
behind the east–west link; the RACV is behind the
east–west link. David Purchase and his team at the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce are
behind this project. The Committee for Melbourne is
behind this project, and even the Committee for
Gippsland understands how important this project is to
the regions.
Previously the Honourable Bill Shorten, MHR, Leader
of the Opposition in the federal Parliament, said the
east–west link was a good project. As I indicated,
Mr Melhem was a fan of the east–west link in his
previous life; the member for Williamstown in the
Assembly, Wade Noonan, was behind it; Adem
Somyurek was behind it; and the member for Footscray
in the Assembly, Marsha Thomson, was behind it.
There are loads and loads of people behind this project.
Why is Daniel Andrews not behind the east–west link?
It will create thousands of jobs for Victoria — more
than 3200. It is a job creation project, and the
Australian Labor Party is standing against it. Why is
that? Because it is more about politics than it is about
the people.
Our strategy includes manufacturing productivity
networks, for which $7.5 million has been allocated to
undertake productivity enhancing activities which are
expected to assist the productivity and competitiveness
of around 636 businesses and which to date have
awarded 20 applicants for business network projects; a
$13.7 million specialist manufacturing service to help
manufacturers overcome market failures and barriers
and raise productivity and competitiveness; and
$9 million for the Building Innovative Small
Manufacturers initiative to provide more targeted
assistance to small manufacturers through specialised
workshops. This is about improving productivity, this is
about making Victorian business more efficient and
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innovative, and this is about creating jobs. The strategy
includes a program to manage transition for retrenched
workers. An amount of $3 million has been allocated to
reduce the adverse effects of retrenchments.
We know it is tough out there. We know it is tough for
Victorian manufacturers. They have had to contend not
only with a high Australian dollar but with the
job-eliminating carbon tax — a carbon tax put in place
by a Prime Minister who said there would never be a
carbon tax under a government she led. Does the Labor
Party have any credibility at all? It has driven down
jobs in this country.
Mr Ramsay — Driven out jobs.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It has driven jobs out of this
country, as my colleague Mr Ramsay says. Last night
in this Parliament, the people’s place, members
opposite had the opportunity to join with the Napthine
coalition government in condemning the carbon tax and
calling for it to be abolished as soon as possible. What
did they do? They stood up and supported the carbon
tax — politics over people; politics over jobs; politics
over working Australian families; politics over the
manufacturing sector; politics over ordinary people
going about their daily lives trying to retain their jobs.
Members opposite chose to support the carbon tax.
The Napthine coalition government is committed to a
strong and successful manufacturing sector for Victoria.
Today this sector remains the state’s single largest
full-time employer and a significant source of exports
and investment. But we know times are tough for this
sector. I am aware of the August quarterly data released
by the Australian Bureau of Statistics, which shows the
challenges facing manufacturing. I spoke about that
earlier. The Australian Bureau of Statistics data also
shows that Victoria remains the leader for
manufacturing employment in Australia. I will not talk
down manufacturing in the state, but we do get some of
that from those opposite. To be fair, Mr Somyurek did
not do that today.
The Australian Industry Group recently issued its
performance of manufacturing index for the month of
September. The latest seasonally adjusted data for the
performance of manufacturing index improved by
5.3 points in September, rising to 51.7 points. The
headline for the performance of manufacturing index
results for September was ‘Manufacturing expands in
September’. The same report also showed expansion in
our food and beverage sector, which is one of
Victoria’s fastest-growing export sectors, so it is not all
doom and gloom.
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The Australian newspaper reported on 1 October that
Australian Industry Group chief executive Innes Willox
said the lift in manufacturing was welcome news for a
sector of the economy that has been under pressure
from a high exchange rate and high energy cost as a
result of the carbon tax. He went on to say that the clear
outcome of the federal election, along with the easing
of the dollar and low interest rates, was lifting business
sentiment. Furthermore, the Herald Sun reported on the
PMI results, saying there has been a lift in services,
manufacturing and confidence.
Those opposite can dwell on the negatives if they
choose to, but Victorian manufacturing is showing
great strength and resilience in a very challenging
economic time. With commitment and vision, we can
secure and strengthen the state’s prosperity and produce
jobs and opportunities for the future. The Victorian
coalition government is building for growth. Victoria is
now the only jurisdiction in Australia forecasting a
budget surplus for every year over the forward
estimates period. As a result Victoria’s public finances
are now the strongest in Australia. This is reflected by
Victoria holding its AAA credit rating with a stable
outlook from both major international credit rating
agencies. It is the only state in Australia to do so. The
government’s commitment to a strong financial
position provides a foundation for ongoing investment
in Victorian infrastructure.
It is worth noting that the budget surplus in 2012–13
was $316 million. That is $139 million higher than the
revised 2012–13 estimates of $177 million, which were
published in the budget. The Napthine coalition
government also delivered on its commitment to
prudent expenditure and restraint. Expenses growth was
2.1 per cent for the financial year. This is the lowest
annual growth rate since 1998–99. It contrasts with an
increase in expenses of 8 per cent over a decade of
Labor in office from 1999 to 2010. The net investment
in infrastructure by the general government sector of
$5.2 billion in 2012–13 was equal to 1.5 per cent of
GST. Net debt for the general government sector of
$19.8 million, as at 30 June this year, was in line with
the revised budget estimates that we had produced.
After 11 years of Labor’s mismanagement the budget is
now under control. The Labor Party showed no
credibility in managing Victoria’s finances or in
managing budgets. Under Labor the state budget
showed an annual average growth rate of 8 per cent in
expenses but only 7.3 per cent growth in revenue. We
can do the math — 8 per cent growth in expenditure but
only 7.3 per cent growth in revenue. You would not run
your household budget that way. Why did the Labor
Party run the state that way?
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The coalition government has put in place a number of
initiatives to grow jobs and opportunities. This year the
Urban Development Institute of Australia said the boost
that we put in place for the first home owner grant —
focused on new construction — would maximise
employment potential of the industry at a time when
every new job counts in the Victorian economy. The
Urban Development Institute of Australia has supported
the government’s initiative. The Housing Industry
Association has supported the strong focus on
improving and developing road, rail and community
infrastructure. Housing Industry Australia Victorian
executive director Gil King has welcomed the
government’s 2013–14 budget and recent
announcements around housing for first home buyers
and road, rail and community infrastructure. It supports
what this government is doing. It also welcomes
funding announcements for East Werribee, Frankston,
E-Gate and the east–west link project.
This government has set record numbers for trade and
investment missions across the globe: to China, Japan,
South-East Asia, the Middle East and India. There have
been record numbers of trade missions led by premiers
and ministers accompanied by Victorian companies
seeking trade and investment opportunities that result in
jobs. The Labor Party should sit and watch, because
this is leadership. Business confidence is up.
Business has reacted very well to the new planning
blueprint for Melbourne for 2050 called Plan
Melbourne. This is a strategy projected to
accommodate growth and integrate housing with jobs,
investment and transport. It is also planning to redirect
growth to regional Victoria, strengthening our regions
and protecting our state’s heritage, environment and
livability. The key aspects of Plan Melbourne include
fixing a defined urban growth boundary to prevent
continued sprawl and protecting much of Melbourne’s
residential land from high-rise development with the
neighbourhood residential zone. It is creating — and
the Minister for Planning is to be commended for his
stewardship on this — a state of cities by unlocking the
growth potential of regional Victoria with improved
transport and communication links and by opening up
greater employment opportunities and lifestyle options.
It is going to expand Melbourne’s CBD into Australia’s
largest jobs centre, with urban renewal precincts like
Docklands, Fishermans Bend, E-gate and the
Arden-Macauley structure plan. It is about creating
jobs.
To pick up Mr Somyurek’s question in the house
today — what is the government doing to create
jobs? — this is what we are doing. Plan Melbourne has
been developed with extensive community consultation
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led by a ministerial advisory committee. People have
had a chance to have their say, and they can still have
their say by going to the Plan Melbourne website and
making a contribution before 6 December.
Mr Somyurek talked about training, or skill
development, and its relationship to industry. This
government, under the stewardship in this particular
area of the Minister for Higher Education and Skills,
Peter Hall, has done an amazing job in collaborating
and consulting with industry. As he has talked to
industry regularly in his strategy of meeting the market,
Minister Hall has been able to develop with his
portfolio a sector that is creating skills and training to
meet jobs. We are redefining the way we train and
educate people in Victoria to make sure that there is an
end result for them — that there is a job at the end. We
are taking the outcome and working backwards here so
that there are jobs for people.
When we talked to industry representatives they
identified a number of key challenges. They identified
skill shortages in occupations like aircraft maintenance
engineering, avionics; aircraft maintenance
engineering, mechanical; and aircraft maintenance
engineering, structures. They identified shortages of
bakers and pastrycooks, locksmiths, cabinet-makers,
general electricians, metal fabricators and sheet metal
trades workers. These challenges mean that significant
structural adjustment is required in industry, including
technological advancements. The ageing workforce
means that industry requires some pretty rapid
cross-skilling and some upskilling in new
manufacturing techniques and equipment.
Another challenge identified for industry is the high
cost of equipment and facilities required for training in
manufacturing, because this can act as a deterrent to the
training provision. And of course, as I outlined earlier
in my contribution, the high Australian dollar puts some
pressures on competitiveness within the Victorian
manufacturing industry and creates a need for more
innovative and adventurous skill development. We also
need to improve the quality of training and
apprenticeship programs available to industry. Through
his extensive consultation Mr Hall has put things in
place, and it is working.
According to the Victorian Training Market Quarterly
Report Full Year 2012, the one I have at hand, a total of
41 800 government-subsidised enrolments were
reported in the manufacturing sector in 2012.
Government-subsidised enrolments in 2012 had risen
by 24 per cent since 2011. TAFE fee-for-service
enrolments made up 14 per cent of all enrolments
within the manufacturing industry and rose by 20 per
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cent over 2011–12. Some 51 per cent of enrolments in
this particular industry were for apprenticeships and
traineeships. In 2012, 8800 government-subsidised
enrolments, or 21 per cent, were in occupations
identified as having skill shortages. That was up 20 per
cent on the previous year, and 11 per cent of
enrolments, 4800, were in occupations categorised as
specialised. Sheet metal trades workers, an employment
category which I identified earlier as being one of the
challenges for industry, were almost half of those
specialised enrolments. We are building a system that
meets the market.
If we look at the Napthine coalition government’s
investment in vocational education and training, we see
that it is at record levels. There was a 57 per cent
increase in government-funded enrolments to 670 000
in 2012; a 7 per cent increase in TAFE enrolments, plus
a 20 per cent increase in TAFE fee-for-service
enrolments; a 26 per cent increase in adult and
community education enrolments; a 209 per cent
increase in private enrolments; a 90 per cent increase in
enrolments of unemployed students; a 48 per cent
increase in enrolments of students reporting a disability;
a 29 per cent increase in enrolments of Indigenous
students; a 79 per cent increase in enrolments of
culturally and linguistically diverse students; a 6 per
cent increase in apprenticeships; and a 55 per cent
increase in trainees.
The quality of our training is very high. The data
indicates that 88 per cent of employers are very
satisfied with the training that has been delivered. As I
mentioned, most of the enrolments are in areas of skills
shortages and high industry need. Enrolments were up
from 49 per cent to 65 per cent in 2012, and there is
now a high demonstrable correlation between
employment and training delivery in Victoria’s largest
industries. In health care and social assistance, which is
Victoria’s largest employing industry, enrolments are
up by 69 per cent. Construction enrolments are up by
22 per cent, manufacturing enrolments are up by 54 per
cent, transport enrolments are up by 122 per cent, retail
enrolments are up by 54 per cent and agriculture
enrolments are up by 24 per cent.
If Mr Somyurek were to suggest that there is no
correlation between the training effort in Victoria and
jobs, he would be wrong. The Australian Labor Party
has to go away and think about what it is doing to
support Victorian manufacturing. Despite the tough
conditions of the high Australian dollar and the tough
competitiveness that our manufacturing industry is
facing, the government is supporting Victorian
manufacturing.
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Mr Somyurek talked about Australian manufacturing
being more competitive and efficient, and one of the
ways that is done in a price-driven market is by
ensuring that its costs are as low as possible, but the
Australian Labor Party does not care about that,
because it continues to support the carbon tax, as do the
Australian Greens. They talk about supporting
Australian jobs, yet they will not speak against the
carbon tax, which is one of the biggest anti-job
strategies ever seen in this country.
Last night opposition members had the opportunity to
denounce the carbon tax, but they failed to stand up for
Australian workers, Australian jobs and Australian
families, because they put politics over people. It is
high time they stopped the rhetoric and got behind
Australian jobs. If they are true to their word about
supporting Victorian workers, they will get on the
phone today, ring ‘Electricity Bill’ Shorten and say,
‘Mate, get rid of this carbon tax. It’s not only hurting us
politically’ — which is one of their key concerns —
‘but it’s hurting Victorian families, it’s hurting
Australian jobs and it’s hurting mums and dads’. The
government opposes Mr Somyurek’s motion, and I
condemn the opposition’s strategy in continuing to
support this job-killing tax.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I was
listening carefully to contributions from both
Mr Somyurek and Mr Ondarchie, except for a brief
10 minutes when I was out in the foyer of Parliament
having a very interesting discussion about the need for
state taxation reform and the impact that might have on
the competitiveness of the Victorian economy — but I
intend to return to that point in a moment.
Whatever it was that Mr Somyurek was putting
forward, I do not think it will go down in history
alongside the Button plan. The Somyurek plan is
unlikely to have its own Wikipedia article anytime in
the future. The initial proposition he put forward was
that when the economy is going gang busters, the
government should chill out and let the free market do
its thing; alternatively, when things are bad — and he
said things are bad now — that is when the government
should intervene. That is not a proposition we should all
subscribe to. In fact we hope there are long periods of
prosperity in Australia, but we do not want a
government that takes its eye off the ball and forgets
about structural reform when bad economic headlines
have temporarily receded. They seem to come around
with increasing frequency these days, and when you
allow for the lags between the changes of
government — between state and federal, Labor and
Liberal and the inevitable blame-shifting exercise that
happens every time the government changes — the
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conclusion is that there is no good time to sit back and
relax on economic reform.
Mr Somyurek referred to a parliamentary committee
inquiry into economic development and the fact that it
took a number of overseas trips and came up with a
number of relevant recommendations. I had the
opportunity to scan those dozens of recommendations,
and nothing jumped out at me, with the exception of a
few small matters that Mr Somyurek raised in his
supposed plan. One of those related to local content.
There has been some progress in this area when it
comes to government procurement and the amount of
local content, typically of heavy rolling stock for public
transport. However, if Mr Somyurek or the current
government wants to improve things further, the easiest
way to do that is not simply with a tweaking of local
content guidelines but rather with an announcement of
a plan for the future growth and development of
Victoria’s public transport system and then a
commitment to stick to that plan.
At the moment the metropolitan public transport plan
from Public Transport Victoria has no costing, no
funding, no time line and not even an official
endorsement from the government, and the V/Line
version of the plan is a secret development plan — or at
least it was secret until I obtained it under the Freedom
of Information Act 1982 and put it on my website. If
there could be a government commitment and a
long-term investment in the growth and development of
public transport, the local content issues would virtually
take care of themselves. The difficulty with obtaining
local content is that the Victorian government never
seems to get serious about a long-term pipeline of
investment in rolling stock and therefore large parts of
our rail carriage construction — tram and train for both
city and country use — have tended to come in from
overseas factories where, like in Europe, development
of rail is continuous.
I visited the Bombardier factory when it was delivering
some rail vehicles for the V/Line network. At that
point, a few years ago, it was producing about one a
month. When I asked what its development capacity
would be if it were given the orders, the answer was
about one a week. Local industry just cannot survive
and be competitive on a random drip-feed of
investment from the state government.
On tram procurement, which is happening right now,
under the government contract we were promised
6 trams prior to last Christmas, a period of testing and
then 10 new trams a year for five years. In fact that has
been delayed. We have a few trams being tested on the
network, but what we need is a commitment from all
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parties that we are going to continue to roll out new
trams to meet the need for increased frequency due to
the massive overcrowding on our tram networks, never
mind the legal requirement under the federal Disability
Discrimination Act 1992 for transport vehicles to meet
a certain standard. It is a target that the previous
Victorian government failed to meet, and a target the
present Victorian government is failing miserably to
meet.
Mr Somyurek also made the statement that Victoria is
not blessed with natural resources. I think he was
referring to iron ore and heavy minerals. There is no
doubt that we have a huge amount of coal, but it is so
polluting and of such poor quality that nobody wants to
buy it from us, let alone there being any opportunity for
the so-called clean coal industry to ever become a
serious proposition here in Victoria.
Mr Ramsay — Timber?
Mr BARBER — On timber, as Mr Ramsay points
out, we are blessed with a huge plantation estate, and in
many areas, particularly around plantation pine, there is
a value-added manufacturing industry that goes with
that. For native forest logging there will never be such
an industry. Even the Maryvale pulp mill, which takes
some native timber component, has rapidly been
increasing its plantation component in recent years.
If you want investment in value-adding manufactured
wood products, you need a secure, reliable and
affordable supply of timber. You will never get that
from native forests. Native forest wood is highly
subsidised, it is expensive and dangerous to harvest,
and it has huge environmental downsides. When you
look at the manufacturing of wood products or even
manufacturing of preprepared building products, such
as frames that are manufactured in factories and
delivered to building sites, you see that it is all based on
our plantation base here in Victoria. It is the growing
segment of the wood products industry.
Victoria is blessed with natural resources, which is
contradicting what Mr Somyurek said. They are our
renewable energy resources such as solar, wind,
geothermal down the line, tidal and even bioenergy
from our agricultural sector. The policy settings to
develop an industry, not only in energy production but
in the manufacturing that goes along with it, are just
dead wrong. With the total hostility of the state and
federal governments to wind farm development, it is
going to be a long time before there are secure
manufacturing jobs based around the components of a
wind energy industry.
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Mr Ramsay — It is not the state government; it is
about finance. They cannot get finance.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay says it is because they
cannot get finance. They cannot get finance because the
renewable energy target, which used to be a bipartisan
target, has been under constant attack from the loopy,
anti-environment end of the Liberal Party. If I were a
bank looking at investment in the renewable energy
industry and I read the loopy statements that come from
certain Liberal MPs and considered the fact that they
have just been elected as part of the federal
government, I would be saying that we need to wait and
see. That is the highly effective and pernicious nature of
the anti-wind lobby. They are deliberately targeting
investor confidence at the same time as they are
increasing red tape. They are targeting investor
confidence and they are increasing red tape.
The Liberal Party loves red tape. It has stopped wind
development, and in the process has destroyed energy
and manufacturing jobs that could be rolling out in
Victoria, and all because of the weasel words coming
from the mouth of the federal Minister for the
Environment, Greg Hunt, that he supports a renewable
energy target of 20 percent by 2020. In fact we have
never had a target that is denominated in 20 per cent
units. The denomination for the production of energy
that is to come from renewable sources is in the form of
terawatt hours. When Mr Hunt says he is going to
support 20 percent by 2020, what he is actually saying
is that he supports cutting back the renewable energy
target. It is that clear message that has scared investors
from going into the wind industry for the present time.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Which has allowed Mr Ramsay’s
crew, the anti-wind lobby, to run in there and create its
scare campaign, its anti-science campaign, to scare
people into believing that their property values will
drop.
Mr Ramsay — True!
Mr BARBER — False, Mr Ramsay. Most recently
we saw another screaming headline about the loss of
property values that was based on a survey of just three
properties, one of which was adjacent to a wind farm. A
valuer claimed there had been a 30 per cent drop in the
value of that particular property. It turns out that the
property in question is swampy, badly fenced, next to a
giant highway and has two 220-kilovolt powerlines
running across the top of it but does not have its own
residential power connection. Yet it must be the
proposal for the wind farm that has caused the value of
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that property to drop. Nonsense! It has been proven
time and again by official reports and even the survey I
did using published data on land value — —
Mr Ramsay — How many wind farms around your
house in Melbourne?
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay wants to know how
many wind farms are near my house in Melbourne. The
answer is, just one, and it is the wind turbine that has
been at the Centre for Education and Research in
Environmental Strategies, known as the CERES
environmental park, for about 30 years. You would not
be able to build it today under Mr Ramsay’s rules,
because a whole heap of town houses look straight onto
that wind turbine. With the assistance of Mr Ramsay I
have just proven my point. Coalition members will
throw any argument they can at this. It really does not
matter what the argument is, provided it creates a lot of
noise — ‘Where there is smoke, there is fire’. It scares
the hell out of everybody who does not have the time to
run down these crazy claims and check them for
themselves.
At the same time it is absolutely clear from the words
of Greg Hunt, the federal Minister for the Environment,
that he is in favour of cutting back the renewable
energy target. There is plenty of industry analysis out
there that shows the direct impact that will have on
wind farm development, and it is quite likely that
another project will not get up and running in the next
five years as a result. There are no immediate prospects
for the development of a new industry to take
advantage of the natural resources that we are blessed
with here in Victoria.
We then move to the government’s response on the
question of what to do about manufacturing. Not
surprisingly, the government speaker wanted to blame
the carbon tax and labour laws. I think the labour laws
in this country are a pretty good balance, in particular
when we are talking about the types of challenges that
manufacturing enterprises face. Enterprise bargaining is
a model that allows workers and enterprise owners to
sit down and bargain over productivity to keep that
enterprise afloat.
I do not know what the government’s preferred
alternative is. Perhaps it is individual contracts for
every worker who would have to come in, sit down and
sign their contract, and if they do not, they are out the
door. It does not sound like a recipe for industrial
harmony or even good dialogue between workers and
managers to change and modify over time the work
practices in a given manufacturing operation that may
be unique to that operation, that market, that product
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and that time period. Government members should
have a look at the other countries whose economic
performances we aspire to. If they look at other
countries that we might see as our economic
competitors, or perhaps the countries that have already
lapped us in the economic race, they will see that is
exactly how those countries approach it. Hairy-chested
warfare, coming from either side, is not going to help us
address the real challenges of the manufacturing sector,
or subsectors within that, and of, in certain cases,
individual product markets.
Then there is the carbon tax, the government’s
favourite. I do not know what government members
will do when it is gone. No doubt they are keen to get in
a few more whacks at it before it disappears, because
once they are in charge at state and federal levels with
no-one else to blame, they may need to come up with
some answers.
In all the talk of manufacturing this morning I did not
hear much about the question of our manufactured food
products. Australia, as I understand it — and I have not
run down this statistic yet — feeds two other Australias
with the output of our farms. One of the biggest parts of
our manufacturing sector in Victoria, up there with
steel, aluminium and cars, is manufactured food
products. Those manufacturers are really suffering. One
of the problems they are suffering from is cheap
imports from countries where there are subsidies, many
of them hidden. It makes it almost impossible for
Australian food manufacturers to compete in our
domestic market, let alone get out there in the world.
That is why both sides of this debate, the Labor and
Liberal parties, ought to get behind the Greens plan for
country-of-origin labelling. So far both major parties
have been unable to form a view on that, even though
the Greens have put forward a very clear, simple and
effective model, and practically everybody I speak to
says they are in favour of it. Last week I was at a dinner
with the owner of a fast-growing wholesale
manufactured food products company; I think
Mr Elasmar was at the same dinner. The owner was
very keen to hear what the Greens had to say about
promoting Australian content in food manufacturing.
That is from a business that is growing very fast and
providing manufactured food products, mostly desserts,
into the Australian market but that is already looking
for export markets.
That would then bring you to the issue of the transport
logistics chain between a Melbourne-based business, a
country-based food manufacturing business or a
country-based food producer and the port of
Melbourne. We know that there has been little action to
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promote rail and develop the system and catch up with
the results of the years of neglect in Victoria. We are
now coming up to another grain harvest season. It will
not be a record season but it certainly will be a high
yield one. The government has very little to point to in
what it has done over the past three years to take out the
biggest bottleneck in the whole chain, which is rail
itself.
The Premier, Dr Napthine, was good enough to admit
some years ago that it was probably a mistake to have
flogged off the V/Line system under Jeff Kennett.
Recognition is good but that mistake has not been
corrected, and the neglect for many years under private
company Pacific National has not been corrected. The
debate that has been put forward today has been highly
selective. Members of the Labor Party talked a little bit
about local content, but they did not want to talk about
the massive neglect of the public transport system over
their years in government. Members of the Liberal
Party like to talk on their favourite topics, labour
relations and the carbon tax, but they could not talk
about anything else that might be a barrier to a local
manufacturer.
Members heard that the state government is running a
tight balance sheet. That is a good thing to have, but not
if in the process the government is running down the
very basis of the economy. Members heard that
government members have been on a lot of overseas
trade missions. I have seen some of the Premier’s
holiday snaps, including those of him clowning with
Japanese tourists in a subway. He has not been talking
about what this matter means to him. He has been the
guy to announce good news overseas, but he is not
prepared to talk about what the challenge is back at
home.
We heard that Plan Melbourne, the urban development
plan for Melbourne, has apparently got something to do
with the transport logistics chain. At the moment it is a
plan for endless sprawl, with vehicles clogging up our
roads. There is no hope that commercial vehicles will
get more space on the roads because they will fill up
with commuter cars, which is the inevitable result of an
endlessly sprawling city.
On skills development, the government speaker
certainly had some helpful contributions to make. He
pointed out the rapid growth in enrolments in the skills
system. That is common ground. What is not common
ground — that is, where the Greens differ from the
Labor and Liberal parties — is the method of both
planning for and providing those future skills needs. In
Victoria we had a very good system by which
representatives of industry and unions and other
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interested parties could get around a table and talk
about the challenges for industry and future skills
needs. It almost sounds like something that Senator
John Button, as the then industry minister, might have
thought up when the federal Labor government saw
itself as having a continuous role in helpful
interventions in the manufacturing sector. Members
heard from Mr Somyurek that that is not something that
is worried about during the good times. The Brumby
government abolished that system to replace it with a
laissez-faire system under the invisible hand of the
market, hoping that it would all work out well in the
end.
Mr Ondarchie quoted big numbers of growth in the
skills sector. I absolutely concur with him when he said
that the economy and this particular part of it, the
manufacturing sector, will be sucking in huge numbers
of skilled workers. It will need even more workers and
the skills level required of those workers will grow and
grow. Once upon a time the manufacturing sector
would have been the home of the unskilled worker,
such as the assembly line worker who learnt on the job.
These days, when you look at who in the
manufacturing sector is getting a big pay rise, you see
that it is the people who are adding to their skills base.
Clearly, if individual firms value a person’s skills
enough to pay them extra to obtain them, then the
economy as a whole must value those same skills. It is
probably the case — I would say it is certainly the
case — that we are not yet investing enough in skills
development. It must be the single biggest lever of
policy that we can use to boost our skills-based, our
knowledge-based, our learning-based manufacturing
sector.
Then there is the topic that nobody mentioned — that
is, tax reform and its impact on the Victorian
manufacturing sector. Victoria is widely recognised —
I think by even the Victorian government — as having
the most inefficient set of state taxes of any Australian
state. We are the worst performer and report after report
after report has come out saying this. Probably the
worst tax of all is stamp duty on insurance. As a
member of the house informed us last night, you either
tax something to encourage people to use less of that
thing, in which case your tax base starts to be eroded
and your economic base starts to shift, or you tax
something that people cannot avoid producing or using,
in which case you have a sustainable tax base.
Consider, then, the impact of putting stamp duty on
insurance policies. Insurance is not something we want
people to avoid; insurance is something we want people
to embrace. Having insurance is not an economic bad;
if anything, we would subsidise insurance for people.
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We have already set up statutory schemes for
WorkCover and road accidents, so it is completely
illogical that we put tax on insurance.
The government — I will give it credit — took the fire
levy off insurance and put it on to a property-based tax.
We need to do the same with stamp duty. About
$1 billion on insurance policies is raised here in
Victoria, and it should clearly be put onto other forms
of state taxation. At one point it was talked about as a
state-federal reform. You would think that with a
Liberal federal government and a Liberal state
government this would be the ideal time for such a
reform to commence. I predict it will never happen
under those circumstances, because both the Liberal
federal and state governments will hide in the bushes
and throw rocks at other people’s proposals rather than
take on that serious reform.
There might be some possibility for a state going it
alone and reforming its own taxes within its own
revenue base and needs. Victoria, with the worst and
most inefficient state taxation base, would be the ideal
candidate. In fact I think it was the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission which argued
that Victoria’s inefficient tax base was reducing our
state gross domestic product by the equivalent of
0.4 per cent annually. By any standard that is a rather
large economic dividend to be harnessed if a state
government were willing to pick up and run with that
particular reform agenda.
At the other end of the spectrum there are taxes which
are considered to be quite efficient, at least when they
are well designed. No. 1 amongst them is land tax, and
the Henry review proposed a broadbased land tax. This
government has gone a slight step in that direction by
levying the fire services levy across most properties in
Victoria. What is really needed with payroll tax is a
redesign. Some people say payroll tax is a job stopper,
but the alternative argument is that if it is sufficiently
spread across a good part of our employment base, then
it acts more like an income tax, and an income tax is
considered to be quite an efficient tax — for example, a
worker is unlikely to change states so as to avoid the
payroll tax that is put on them. What we need, of
course, is similar payroll tax systems across all states, in
which case there would be no incentive for industries to
move from state to state.
We should also avoid state governments doing special
secret deals with businesses in order to reduce payroll
tax or land tax in return for them moving to one
particular state. It might be tempting for state premiers
to want to offer those concessions, but overall it is a
loss to the economy because it simply encourages
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people to gain different tax rates in different states.
Most state premiers are Liberal now, and pretty soon
close to all of them will be Liberal, perhaps when
Mr Somyurek raises this matter for debate again in
another six months. That would be the chance for a
courageous federal Liberal government to get together
with the Liberal state premiers to reform the state
taxation system, to harness an immediate economic
dividend that would particularly go to the
manufacturing sector. Report after report to a whole
series of governments, Labor and Liberal, have said the
same thing — economic opportunities are being lost by
the failure to address the ad hoc tax system. I am
mighty surprised that no speaker from either the Labor
or Liberal parties even dared broach the topic of state
taxation reform.
Mr Ramsay — We haven’t finished yet.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ramsay says, ‘We haven’t
finished yet’. Yes, but we are running out of time,
because we are facing an election in 12 months.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr BARBER — Let us not waste any more time.
Let us hear from Mr Ramsay about his government’s
secret plan for state taxation reform, because at the end
of it I may actually be in a position to say that we
endorse it, that we should go forward and work
together. I know Mr Ramsay has some understanding
about this area of policy. We could work together to
take on the big reforms that could have a big and
long-lasting impact and would be to the benefit of our
manufacturing sector.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — This is an
interesting motion which has been put forward by
Mr Somyurek. He would have us believe that the house
is condemning the coalition government for failing to
utilise the policy instruments it has at its disposal. It is
quite amazing that Mr Somyurek would go down this
path when you consider that in government the Labor
Party did not have a minister for the manufacturing
portfolio.
The last time the Labor Party saw fit to allocate a
portfolio to manufacturing in this state was when it
appointed André Haermeyer as Minister for
Manufacturing and Export. It is somewhat surprising
that in the four years leading up to the 2010 election the
then Labor government thought manufacturing was not
an important enough sector in this state to have its own
portfolio and its own minister. Talk about political
opportunism. Talk about political selective memory.
Labor was in government for 11 years, decided the
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manufacturing sector was not important enough to have
a portfolio and a minister and then lost government. All
of a sudden it was critical of the new government that
immediately acknowledged the importance of the
sector, gave that sector its own portfolio and its own
minister and allocated hundreds of millions of dollars to
it — $58 million alone was directed to the Victorian
manufacturing strategy. Again, the hypocrisy of these
Wednesday morning motions that come before this
house is quite staggering.
We all acknowledge that manufacturing in this state is
going through a reasonably tough time. There are
serious challenges arising at the moment, and they are
largely to do with the very high Australian dollar and
some extremely rigid workplace laws that really do
impact on our competitiveness. This is an issue that we
must acknowledge whether we like it or not. Anybody
who wants to argue against the serious impact of those
two issues on our manufacturing industry is not looking
at this with any sense of reality at all. Certainly we
understand the critical importance of the manufacturing
sector and what a significant historical role it has played
in making the state what it is today. We also understand
how diverse and varied the manufacturing sector is. As
I said, a $58-million strategy has been put in place by
this government, and within that strategy there are a
range of initiatives that are already achieving results.
I spoke only last week to a group of Bendigo
manufacturers who are looking to take advantage of the
$7.5 million available through the Manufacturing
Productivity Networks program, including Andy’s
Earthmovers, Australian Turntable Company, B. Keogh
& Sons, Bendigo Engineering Services, Hofmann
Engineering Pty Ltd, Industrial Conveying Australia,
Keech, Mancala Pty Ltd, McCullochs Hydraulics
Engineers, Motherson Elastomers, Southern Shorthaul
Railroad, Spoutvac Australia, UME Australia and
Universal Manufacturing Australia. So it goes to show:
we have a situation where 14 of the biggest employers
in the city of greater Bendigo are coming together to
look at ways to increase their capacity and are working
together on potential joint ventures to be able to secure
some serious tenders. They can see that this sector has a
very bright future. They know that if their businesses
are to continue to grow at the same rate, they are going
to have to find ways to feed off each other and work in
cooperative opposition to each other — that is, they will
work together as a cooperative, then they will work
individually to get their piece of the pie. It is another
example of businesses in the regions across Victoria
working in conjunction with this government to access
a large part of the funding that has been made available
to them.
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As part of that strategy there is also $13.7 million for
specialist manufacturing services to help manufacturers
overcome specific market failures and $9 million for
building innovative small manufacturers. There is a
range of businesses also looking to form joint ventures
and cooperatives in order to take advantage of the
$630 million Bendigo Hospital project — again, they
are working together to win those tenders.
There is no doubting the government’s commitment to
the manufacturing industry. If opposition members
want to question that commitment, they need only look
at the Regional Growth Fund. The food manufacturing
industry has also benefited from serious financial
assistance we have poured into the fund. One example
of a company that has benefitted from the Regional
Growth Fund is True Foods, which has recently
relocated to Maryborough. True Foods brought 30 to 50
of its own workers from Bayswater to Maryborough
and has also employed close to 200 additional workers
to drive its productivity forward. It is certainly an
outstanding success for the town of Maryborough. The
company was able to move into the old Nestlé site, and
it has been going ahead in leaps and bounds, all thanks
to the investment by this government in the food
manufacturing sector. This coalition government really
is committed to a strong and successful manufacturing
sector here in Victoria.
We understand the problems, and we understand the
challenges. The Australian dollar, even though it is
fluctuating as we speak, is still extremely high by
historical standards, and we understand that is going to
cause a problem. We understand the added expense
associated with the carbon tax and what that has done
to a whole range of jobs within the manufacturing
sector. But again, we never get any sense of an
understanding of those added costs when we hear from
Labor or the Greens. We never hear Labor or the
Greens talk about the damage of the carbon tax to the
motor vehicle industry, where jobs have been lost and
will be lost into the future. Ford has in effect
foreshadowed that it will pull out of this country, and
that is certainly going to do damage to Geelong and
Broadmeadows. But the price of the carbon tax and the
price of high wages in this area never makes it to the
front pages.
Before finishing my contribution I want to reinforce a
point that I find totally unbelievable. The Labor Party
was in government for 11 years. In that time, from 2006
through to 2010, it did not have a manufacturing
minister and refused to have a manufacturing portfolio.
Within six months of finding itself in opposition it
wants to know why all of a sudden there are certain
indicators suggesting that this sector may be facing
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some challenges. Those challenges are very real. We do
not resile from that fact, although we understand there
have been recent positive developments, such as the
rapid growth in new opportunities for Victorian
automotive companies represented by Ford’s
Asia-Pacific supply chains.
I also mention the myriad trade missions this
government has led overseas. If there is one direct
action that any government can take it is to try to assist
in the creation of new markets, whether they be in the
food and fibre or the manufacturing sector. We know
that the Minister for Manufacturing, Mr Hodgett, has
recently returned from meeting with a range of Asian
governments. He has been looking at ways we can
increase our sales into those areas. The Premier has
visited Toyota’s manufacturing plants looking at ways
we can secure Toyota’s ongoing operations in Victoria.
Employment in regional Victoria has increased over the
last three months.
There have been some very strong indicators that
positive things are going on in the manufacturing
sector. The government is committed to the sector, as
opposed to the previous government, which did not
even see fit to have a portfolio or a minister for this
important area. It is incredibly hypocritical of Labor to
bring this sort of motion before the house today, and
Labor should be condemned for taking pot shots at a
government that is at least in there allocating funds
from Victorian taxpayers, allocating ministers and
allocating departments to try to grow this sector, that is
taking trade mission after trade mission into these new
markets, creating the one-on-one relationships that are
needed to increase the markets and to open up new
options for our manufacturing sector, a government that
is putting its money where its mouth is. That is what
this government is doing. The previous government is
full of talk now, but when it had the opportunity to do
this, it was nowhere to be seen. With those few words, I
indicate that I oppose this motion.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Brunswick terminal station
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. I refer to the minister’s
approval of amendment C140 to the Moreland planning
scheme on 3 February to enable a fourfold expansion of
the Brunswick terminal station. As the minister knows,
the community was anxious about this project and was
concerned that the process, including the failure to have
an independent panel, would result in a deficient
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outcome. I ask the minister: is C140 incomplete and
inadequate, and as a result have works on the site
ceased?
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fault, when he has not even looked at the conditions of
the federal government at the time. If any material
comes to me, I will respond to it at a time that is
appropriate.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! There may have been more than one question
there, but I will let the minister answer in the way he
sees fit.

Health sector information and communications
technology

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Mr Tee
might be aware that it is SP AusNet which owns the
site and is the proponent. I am not SP AusNet, and I am
not responsible for its construction, so maybe his
question is actually directed to the wrong person.

Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Health, the Honourable David Davis.
I ask: will the minister update the house on the
government’s concerns about large and expensive ICT
projects that have not been delivered to the level
promised?

Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — SP AusNet and
others wrote to the minister in July and in June, asking
him to amend the planning scheme, C140, because they
said the minister’s planning scheme was inadequate —
and I have got the letter here if it would assist — that it
was incomplete and that as a result works on the site
would have to stop. As the minister knows, the
provision of an independent panel process could have
avoided this deficiency. My question is: in view of
community concerns, will the minister appoint an
independent panel to consider this request by
SP AusNet, CitiPower, Powercor and others?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Even
Mr Tee’s mediocrity is mediocre.
Mr Tee — I’ve got the letter for you.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Tee might have the letter.
Good for him!
Mr Tee — What do you need? They have asked you
to amend it. Will you refer it to a panel?
Hon. M. J. GUY — The guidelines that were met
on the initial amendment through the first process
actually met those of the federal Labor government, so
if Mr Tee has a problem with guidelines that were set
by the previous federal Labor government — —
Mr Tee — It is the planning scheme.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Tee did not say that. It is
okay to come in and give a tenth of the story or to come
in and give a hundredth of the story. If they met the
guidelines of the federal Labor government — and the
former federal member from across the river,
Mr Ferguson, was the energy minister at one time — I
am quite surprised that Mr Tee would try to lay the
blame, saying that it is all the Victorian government’s

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. I note that yesterday in
this chamber I was also asked a question about ICT,
and at that time I indicated that the state government
had released its ministerial review of HealthSMART
and related matters and, if I can describe it as such, the
way forward. Today I was very pleased to see the
release of the Auditor-General’s report Clinical ICT
Systems in the Victorian Public Health Sector. I thank
the Auditor-General for this report and for the work he
has done. The government has been very respectful of
the work done by the Auditor-General in this area both
recently and back in 2008 and also the work done by
the Ombudsman in unscrambling the HealthSMART
omelette.
This system has been a disaster for Victoria; it has not
delivered the value it should have delivered. Hundreds
of million dollars were spent by the previous state
government on the system. In 2003 the HealthSMART
project went forward. About $300 million was allocated
to complete a series of clinical rollouts and other ICT
projects, and after 10 years the ICT money for
HealthSMART has run out. What I can say also is that
the project is not even remotely finished, and the
Auditor-General makes that very clear in his report, as
does Dr Perrignon in his review which was released in
recent days.
It is very clear that there are significant challenges for
ICT into the future. The government is determined to
put in place a proper governance panel that will ensure
solid business cases are in place, unlike the previous
system where the former finance minister, who later
became Treasurer, ticked off on hundreds of billions of
dollars of ICT spending without even having a business
case. I have to say it — what a clown!
Before 2010 the then health minister worked furiously
to try to unscramble this. I have the notes he made as he
went through the documentation week after week and
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month after month trying to work out what was
happening. Clearly he did not understand what was
happening or how to manage the project. He has to take
a fair bit of responsibility. He was the Parliamentary
Secretary for Health from December 2002 all the way
through to when he became the Minister for Health.
Mr Drum — Who?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Who was it? It was Daniel
Andrews, the member for Mulgrave in the Assembly,
who became the health minister. He was trying to work
his way through what to do with this system and how
he was going to get a grip on it — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
Mr Davis, if I understood him correctly, said he had the
notes, which he was quoting from, of a previous
minister relating to a project. It is unusual, because
under the Westminster conventions, every
cabinet-in-confidence document from a previous
government is secured. I ask the minister to table that
document in order to assure me and the house that he is
not in breach of Victorian law.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, there is no requirement to table such
documents, but I can tell the member that it was an
FOI — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! What is the point of
order?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am happy to be quite clear
that this was an FOI request made in 2009 There is no
breach of any convention. There is in fact no
requirement to table documents in that way.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I must admit that
when the minister referred to having notes from a
member of the executive of the previous government, I
was also concerned about where it was leading, because
there is a need for ministers to tread warily when it
comes to referring to documents that may well be
cabinet in confidence or working notes that could be
taken out of context. This is a fairly dangerous area to
be entering into. I heard from the Leader of the
Government that the notes he referred to were obtained
through a freedom of information application, and
therefore they have been released, presumably to the
minister or certainly to somebody in the then opposition
on that FOI application, and therefore the documents
can be referred to in this instance.
At the same time I caution ministers about material they
refer to that comes from previous governments. Clearly
there are opportunities to consider and reflect on
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decisions that have been made and to reflect on
documentation that may have supported those
decisions, but we also need to be mindful of cabinet
confidentiality, and we particularly also need to ensure
that matters that are referred to are placed in their
proper context. All of us have working notes that might
fall into other hands and be subject to reference out of
context by other members of Parliament, the media or
such like, and that can place a very different
complexion on what may have been the actual
circumstances at the time they were created.
I ask members to exercise some caution in this matter.
In that sense I shared some of the surprise of the Leader
of the Opposition in the remarks made by the Leader of
the Government. Nonetheless, as I said, in this instance
if I take the assurance of the Leader of the Government
that these documents were released under FOI, then I
assume they are documents that the Leader of the
Government has the prerogative of referring to. But I
request that he refers to them in a way that conveys
their proper context and that the documents are not
referenced in a way that is subject to debate in
answering the question as distinct from perhaps
providing some factual support to the comments he
makes.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, could
I take up the minister’s offer for the documents to be
tabled and request that he leave them with the Clerk for
other members and me to peruse at the end of question
time?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I am not going to be verballed by the Leader
of the Opposition. I do not intend to table these
documents. There is no principle of requiring the
tabling of documents. Mr Lenders will just have to
guess what is in them.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In my hearing the
Leader of the Government did not offer to table the
documents. That was certainly the request the Leader of
the Opposition made, but it was not a request that was
agreed to by the Leader of the Government. There is
not a requirement for a document to be tabled as such.
A minister is able to indicate that he is not prepared to
table a document, but in my view there is a requirement
for a minister to accurately reference where that
document has come from — in other words, the source
of the document, be it a newspaper article or be it
particular notes. It might be helpful if the minister were
able to give a time frame for when those documents
were created without having to table those documents.
That would certainly suffice in terms of providing the
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opposition with some opportunity to check that
reference.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am very happy to indicate
that these documents are FOI documents from the
pre-2010 period. They relate directly to the activities of
the then Minister for Health, Daniel Andrews, and his
hopeless attempts to try to get a grip on the
HealthSMART system as hundreds of millions of
dollars of government money flooded out and the
former government could not deliver the system. I can
tell you that it is still not delivered because the scoping
was wrong in the first place. Who was the finance
minister — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am concerned that
the minister is debating the answer, and I am concerned
that Mr Jennings is really cheering in a way that would
be best reserved for a Victory football match rather than
for this place. The minister, without debating, to
continue the response.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I note that this is a matter of
some importance because the ICT systems in hospitals
have a very important role. What is clear is that over the
period of the last government there was no proper
scoping, no proper business case and no proper baseline
assessment of the ICT projects. The Auditor-General
gave a warning in 2008, which was clearly not heeded
by the then government. We have come to government
to inherit a system that we need to work with. The fact
is that the significant expenditure that has been put into
the system did not deliver even remotely the original
scope.

Reg Geary House
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is for the Minister for Ageing.
Last Friday, 25 October, residents and their families
and staff at Reg Geary House were called to a meeting
and advised by Western Health that this 30-bed
high-care facility in Melton South will be closing in
June next year. This is the seventh closure of a public
aged-care facility to occur under the minister’s
government. I understand that at Friday’s meeting
Russell Harrison, on behalf of Western Health, was
asked what other options were looked into aside from
closing the facility, to which he responded, ‘None’. Did
the minister or his department give approval to Western
Health for the closure of Reg Geary House — yes or
no — and were any alternative options considered to
keep this important facility open?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I
thank the member for her question. I can indicate to the
house that Western Health wrote to the government
telling us that it intended to take this step. It had looked
at a number of different options for the future of Reg
Geary House. As I understand it, there are around
28 residents currently at Reg Geary House. Western
Health made an announcement to staff on Friday and
also to residents that it would, over time, close the
service. It has made a number of commitments to the
residents, most importantly that each of those residents
would be provided with assistance for alternative
placements. I am informed that there are a number of
alternative placements possible in the near vicinity.
Mr Jennings — The staff don’t matter?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am coming to the staff
now. I indicate that the government is confident that
Western Health has a satisfactory plan to ensure that the
residents of Reg Geary House are in fact going to be
provided with a better quality service. One of the
problems with the service is that there are multiple
people in some rooms, and there is obviously a problem
with the quality of the fabric of the facility in the longer
haul. If I go a little bit further to explain the
commitments that were provided to us by Western
Health about the staff, I understand that every member
of staff will be offered alternative employment within
Western Health and that there will be jobs available for
those staff members. I have spoken directly to the CEO,
Professor Cockram, about my concern to see that all
staff were offered alternative employment.
Ms Mikakos — All the staff?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — That is what I am informed.
I am telling you what I have been informed. I have
asked the question directly and personally of the CEO
of the health service. I understand that through the
period of the last few days there have actually been a
number of contacts by Professor Cockram with the
department to confirm those points and to provide
assurance that each of the residents will be given a
satisfactory alternative location. I can also indicate that
in my conversation with Professor Cockram she
assured me that local MPs have also been informed of
relevant changes. The chair of the board, Ralph Willis,
has made those calls so that people are very aware and
fully in the picture of Western Health’s plans for Reg
Geary House. A proper process has been put in place. I
understand that the member is trying to make
something from this where there is nothing
unreasonable to be made of it. Western Health has
obviously made a — —
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Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
minister is setting out some information relating to the
closure which may well anticipate some further
questions that I may have had, but it is not pertinent to
the question that he was specifically asked. The
minister was specifically asked whether he or his
department approved the closure and whether
alternative options were considered to keep the facility
open. The minister has alluded to the fact that Western
Health had considered alternative options. He has not
indicated whether those options were discussed with
him or his department or what those alternative options
were. I ask that the minister actually address the
questions that he was specifically asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos was
actually quite specific in seeking a yes or no answer and
in asking about options, so I accept the context in which
she has raised the point of order. I am obviously not in
a position to direct the minister on how he should
answer the question. He still has 58 seconds in which to
address what Ms Mikakos would see as the key element
of her question. But certainly the minister has been
providing some helpful context. He has indicated to the
house that he has a good understanding of the
circumstances leading to this. Perhaps the minister is
also trying to explain the respective roles of the health
agency and his own powers, or jurisdiction, if you like.
He has gone to that matter, and he has 58 seconds in
which to continue to address those points.
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One could understand from this that he is but a mere
bystander in the public aged-care system. In his
response he indicated that Western Health looked at
different options. Will the minister commit to raising
these various options in discussions with Western
Health, to work through these options to keep Reg
Geary House open, which is in fact in the best interests
of the residents?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — The
member asserts that something is in the best interests of
the residents, but I accept that the health service is
actually better placed to work out what is in the best
interests of the residents than the shadow minister. I can
indicate that I am satisfied that the health service has
gone through a diligent process. As I say, I have made
direct inquiries to ensure that there is a satisfactory
process in place for each and every resident, and I am
satisfied that that is the case. I am satisfied that the
board has examined this closely and that the board has
actually come to a sensible decision. I understand from
the CEO that there is a plan in place to ensure that
everyone is properly and safely placed.
Equally, I understand the guarantees that have been
provided to staff that they will be offered alternative
positions within Western Health. I am satisfied that the
best outcome for the residents and for the service long
term is to ensure that there is a proper process in place.
Questions interrupted.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Obviously a decision by a
health service to close one aspect of its operation, in
this case an aged-care facility — which, as I understand
it, last Friday had 28 residents in the facility — is
driven by a number of factors. The key factor, as it has
been put to me, is the fabric of the building and the
long-term viability of that facility. Western Health has
obviously made that decision. It has informed the
department. I have, in a sense to ensure that there is a
good outcome for the residents, made a number of
contacts with Western Health, and I can assure the
member that the indications given to me are that it has a
very clear plan to ensure that each resident is provided
with a satisfactory outcome.

The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my pleasure to
bring to the attention of the house some guests in the
public gallery today. They are part of a delegation, led
by Mr Suzuki, of members of the Aichi prefectural
government in Japan — Aichi Prefecture, of course, is
our sister state in Japan. Mr Suzuki leads a very
distinguished delegation, which includes a number of
party leaders from various parties within the prefecture.
They are visiting Australia on an official delegation and
have included Victoria in their visit. We certainly
extend a very warm welcome to them on this occasion.

Supplementary question
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I refer
the minister to comments made by his spokesperson
reported in yesterday’s Melton Weekly:
Western Health have made decisions that are clearly in the
best interest of the residents and the government will not
stand in its way.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS

Questions resumed.

Parole reform
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections, the
Honourable Ed O’Donohue. Northern Metropolitan
Region has been tragically affected by the passing of
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Jill Meagher. I know that this house and the community
that I share with Mr Guy have been quite moved by
what has happened, as all Australians have been. Can
the minister update the house about the reforms the
coalition is undertaking to the Adult Parole Board of
Victoria?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for
Corrections) — I thank Mr Ondarchie for his question
about what is a most serious and important issue. In
May this year I commissioned former High Court judge
Ian Callinan to conduct a thorough review of the parole
system and the operations of the parole board in
Victoria. In August the Premier and I released the
report that Mr Callinan had written, including the
23 measures, as he called them, or recommendations
for reform of the parole system in Victoria. On that day
in August the Premier told Victorians that the culture of
parole in this state must change.
I am very pleased to update the house and say that
cultural change is well under way. As stated previously,
the government accepts the thrust and tenor of the
23 recommendations made by Mr Callinan. Yesterday
the house passed the Corrections Amendment (Parole
Reform) Bill 2013 — another key piece of legislation
as part of the government’s parole reforms. This
legislation implements a number of Mr Callinan’s
recommendations, perhaps principally of enshrining in
law that community safety is the paramount
consideration in all parole decisions. It was most
distressing and most disturbing that Mr Tee would refer
to that as a glib matter.
The legislation also paves the way for the chair of the
Adult Parole Board of Victoria to be a full-time
position; it mandates that registered victims be given at
least 14 days notice of a prisoner’s release on parole; it
introduces a nine-year limit for adult parole board
members; and it increases transparency by requiring the
board to detail in its annual report serious violent
offences committed by people while on parole.
In addition to those changes which this house passed
yesterday, I am pleased to report on further
recommendations the coalition has implemented from
the Callinan review. These include: approving a
10-year exemption for the adult board from the Charter
of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006;
increasing the adult parole board’s full-time
membership from 2 to 4 and increasing the number of
funded employees from 22, under Labor, to 31 now —
an increase of 40 per cent; increasing the budget of the
adult parole board from $2.5 million to $3.2 million;
continuing implementation work on a new IT system;
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and providing a police presence at the parole board on
sitting days.
On this side of the house we recognise and hear the
grave concerns the Victorian community has held about
the adult parole system. We have acted swiftly to
introduce laws to make our parole system the toughest
in Australia. We have passed cancellation of parole
legislation so that a serious violent or sex offender who
is convicted of further similar crimes while on parole
goes straight back to jail. This is the kind of approach
that Victorians and the broader community expect.
These reforms have been undertaken on the principle
that parole is a privilege, not a right, and that
community safety must be the first consideration in
parole matters. Community safety is of the utmost
importance to this government, and that is why we are
taking the necessary action to keep Victorians safe. I
call on members of the opposition to approach these
matters in a bipartisan way.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate to the house
that clarification was sought from me from one member
as to whether or not there were any concerns with
respect to the anticipation rule, given that the question
related to a bill that had been before the house
yesterday. For clarification purposes, I indicate that
where a bill has been dealt with and dispatched by this
house by way of the third reading, I believe the
anticipation rule is satisfied. I refer to the fact that our
message may not have been considered by the
Assembly or that the bill might not have been signed
off at this stage by the Governor.
Was that a flash from the gallery? Photographs are not
allowed to be taken. I told our Japanese guests
photography was not allowed, and then someone from
the other side has taken photographs.
Referring to the fact that the Governor may not have
signed the legislation at this point, the fact is that it has
passed this house on the third reading. This house has
made its determination on the legislation, and therefore
there is no problem with that anticipation rule.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms PENNICUIK (Southern
Metropolitan).

Reg Geary House
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Ageing. I again refer the
minister to the announced closure of Reg Geary House
in Melton. I specifically refer to comments reported in
yesterday’s Melton Weekly by Mr Joe Coyne, whose
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86-year-old wife with severe dementia is being cared
for at this facility. The proximity of the facility to Joe’s
home allows him to visit his wife twice a day. The
information sheet Western Health provided to residents
on Friday stated:
Western Health will ensure that every resident has a suitable
relocation option with the choice of a number of new facilities
in the area.

Western Health’s other public aged-care facility has
also closed under the minister’s watch, and it will no
longer have a public aged-care facility. It is my
understanding that the alternative private aged-care
facilities in Melton do not have sufficient capacity to
accommodate all these residents — for example,
Trinity House has a waiting list of 30. Given his earlier
response that he is not prepared to assist residents to
stay at Reg Geary House — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you,
Ms Mikakos.
Ms MIKAKOS — Will the minister guarantee
Joe’s wife and other residents — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos!
Particularly as Ms Mikakos persisted with her question,
I rule the question out.

Plan Melbourne
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed to the Minister
for Planning, Mr Guy, and I ask: can the minister
advise the house what action the government is taking
to give the community and councils a say on Plan
Melbourne and its implementation?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mrs Peulich for her important question in relation to the
community consultation that has occurred leading up to
Plan Melbourne and what is happening now that Plan
Melbourne is available for public comment until
6 December. The government is proud of the level of
community engagement and discussion around the
principles that have built Plan Melbourne around a state
of cities, urban renewal, strategic sites, complementary
regional growth plans and how this city is planning for
the long term.
It is not a new concept that we need to be smarter about
how we are building and planning our state into the
future. Indeed one of the key aspects of the Plan
Melbourne document, as many would know, is around
the concept of building a state of cities. The coalition
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government has been exceptionally focused on
ensuring that we are putting in place planning policies
for the future that build a sustainable city of the future.
A document I read this morning reflects interestingly
on this matter. I will read some comments from June
1976, when I was only two years old. It says:
… Melbourne’s rapid growth has still produced
disadvantages such as a backlog of uncompleted community
services, housing shortages, inadequate open space and severe
transport problems. As a result, people now living in
Melbourne may not wish to do so. Surveys show that many of
Melbourne’s residents would consider Victoria’s country
towns and cities a preferable alternative if employment were
available.

Too true. It also states:
There is a definite need for decentralisation because the
problems we are trying to solve are not produced by
population growth alone. More important are considerations
of population density and location …

That was from a very wise man, the then Minister of
State Development, Decentralisation and Tourism,
Mr Digby Crozier. He was a very wise man indeed —
and the genes obviously run strong! As the minister
responsible for state development and decentralisation
he made some important points around building the
concept of a state of cities way back in the 1970s. The
concept that was put forward by the Hamer government
and included in planning schemes in regional Victoria
since the 1970s has now been put forward by this
government through the Plan Melbourne document and
the metropolitan planning scheme. What Mrs Peulich
asks about is very important. It concerns the
consultation discussion that has led up to Plan
Melbourne and what is happening until 6 December.
I encourage all Melburnians, and indeed all Victorians,
to be a part of this discussion, whether it is at Werribee,
Frankston, Ringwood, in the city or online. They
should be part of the Plan Melbourne discussion about
the document that will be in place by 1 January 2014. It
will guide strategic principles, building on principles of
the past, whether these are around a growth boundary,
strategic sites or, as Digby Crozier said in 1976, around
decentralisation and regionalisation to make sure that
we are building a livable and sustainable state. I
encourage all Victorians to be part of that conversation.
I thank Mrs Peulich for what is an important question,
not just for the south-eastern suburbs but for all
Victoria.

Dairy industry vocational training forum
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills,
Mr Hall. Yesterday, in response to a question from
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Mr Philip Davis, the minister outlined what
Gippsland’s dairy industry has told him that it needs in
the way of TAFE training. What has western Victoria’s
dairy industry told him that it needs in the way of
TAFE training?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Ms Tierney for her question. If
she goes back and carefully reads my answer in
Hansard, she will find that the answer contained advice
I received from the dairy industry across the state.
Dairy Australia convened the forum, and indeed the
majority of contributors were from Ms Tierney’s
electorate in the western part of the state. I was pleased
to receive feedback from a number of dairy farmers and
from people located in western Victoria. As I said
yesterday, it was a very positive discussion. The work
that was undertaken between Dairy Australia and the
National Centre for Dairy Education in conjunction
with GOTAFE was very positive. I welcome the
feedback that I received at that meeting from dairy
farmers and dairy manufacturers from across Victoria.
Supplementary question
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer and the comments that he made
yesterday as well as today. However, in particular I am
interested in the specific needs and requirements that
western Victorians farmers have laid out to him. My
supplementary question is: given that South West
TAFE’s position is well known in the media, will the
minister now direct it to reverse its decision to cease
training at Glenormiston?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I am not sure that the supplementary
question relates directly to the original question, but let
me say this: present at that forum I had with the dairy
industry were people who were involved with WestVic
Dairy, and they certainly informed me of needs in the
area.
With respect to whether I am directing South West
Institute of TAFE to reconsider its decision to
discontinue training at Glenormiston College, let me
say to Ms Tierney that in relation to its training
operations, particularly in the agricultural sector, the
vast majority of the programs that South West currently
delivers at the Glenormiston site will continue to be
delivered at locations in western Victoria where that
training is needed. I have no hesitation and no doubt in
saying that. I think that of the 18 courses that are likely
be discontinued, 12 of those have had less than five
enrolments.
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Koori vocational education and training
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — My question
is also to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills,
Mr Hall. Can the minister update the house on any
recent events that have celebrated Koori achievements
in vocational education and training?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mrs Millar for her question. I
think all members would be very interested to learn
about the achievements of Koori people and their levels
of participation in training and indeed in all forms of
education in Victoria. I think the opposition would be
particularly pleased to learn of this, given that last
Thursday night I had occasion to go to Northcote town
hall as a guest of the Victorian Aboriginal Education
Association Incorporated, hereafter referred to as
VAEAI, to celebrate the Wurreker awards. The
Wurreker awards are an outcome of the Wurreker
strategy, a strategy that is now celebrating its
10th anniversary. It was implemented in 2002 by the
then Minister for Education and Training, Lynne
Kosky. She originated this particular strategy, and I
give credit to her for that initiative. I have been pleased
to continue the support of the current government for
that excellent partnership which the department enjoys
with VAEAI. Therefore there is an opportunity
annually to celebrate the achievements of the Wurreker
strategy.
Members would be interested to know some of the
training participation rates of Koori people in Victoria.
Koori enrolments have increased by 42 per cent since
2008, and equally pleasing is that in 2012 half of the
course enrolments undertaken by Koori students were
at certificate III and IV levels or above. That is a really
good outcome. There are a number of others features to
note. Koori enrolments in vocational training have
increased by 42 per cent, as I said, and many of those
are in areas such as health care and social assistance,
building and construction, and transport. Those three
areas coincide with areas of greatest employment
opportunities in Victoria, so this is relevant training that
will lead to some good outcomes.
It is also interesting to note that Koori students are
choosing to study with private and community
providers in almost equal numbers as those choosing
TAFE providers. The level of enrolments with local
providers has increased by 35 per cent since 2008.
Some of those outcomes are exceptionally good, and
they are something we continue to be pleased to support
and encourage. I remind members that part of that
encouragement is achieved through a 50 per cent
subsidy loading for Koori students enrolled in training
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programs throughout the state. I think that has been of
significant benefit.
While this not directly part of the Wurreker strategy, I
might also add that the government is also making
strides in other areas of education. In early childhood
education, for example, the participation rate for Koori
four-year-olds rose from 59 per cent in 2007 to 73 per
cent in 2012. The completion rates for the Victorian
certificate of education and the Victorian certificate of
applied learning by Koori students have also shown
significant increases in recent years.
That is not to say that there is not work to be done. We
are always looking to help those groups that seem to
participate in education at lesser rates or have particular
needs in terms of participation. In particular, we will be
working with VAEAI and other organisations to try to
increase participation rates in the area of higher
education as well. The outcomes of that strategy have
been positive. It was nice to sit down with VAEAI and
its membership last Thursday to celebrate some of
those successful outcomes of the Wurreker strategy.
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in the Assembly, Steve Herbert. Mr Herbert likes to
comment publicly about matters and to inform us that
he is the one who has referred this matter to the
Ombudsman, but he also throws mud. He has thrown
mud at a very fine bureaucrat, Kym Peake, a deputy
secretary of the department, impugning her in some
way or implying that she is biased or shows favouritism
towards her former employer, KPMG.
This is disgraceful behaviour by the opposition, which
seeks to besmirch the character and reputation of good
people who have served all sides of politics extremely
well in their roles as public servants of the state. I am
happy to put publicly on record, whether it be to a
newspaper or in the chamber, that I am extremely well
served by and have confidence in the people who work
in my department, particularly Mr Bolt and Ms Peake,
who are public servants.
I might add a personal view. Ms Lourey was the right
person for the job. She is doing a fine task as a
contractor to the department in the work that her
employer, ACIL Allen, has undertaken her to do.

TAFE Transition Taskforce consultant

Supplementary question

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is also to the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, Mr Hall. I refer to yesterday’s media reports
in the Australian and the Age that the Ombudsman is
investigating the $1 million TAFE consultancy of
Marianne Lourey, which I have asked about in this
house on a number of occasions, and to the minister’s
statement expressing full confidence in the Secretary
and the deputy secretary of the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development. Is it now
government policy to pre-empt the findings of an
Ombudsman’s inquiry?

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer and his confidence in the
secretary and deputy secretary, but my question was
about government policy on commenting on
Ombudsman reports. The Minister for Local
Government, when asked about the former Mayor of
Casey, Lorraine Wreford — now the member for
Mordialloc in the Assembly — said it was not
government policy to comment on an Ombudsman’s
report, that it was inappropriate. My supplementary
question to the minister, therefore, is to ask him to
affirm whether it is government policy to comment on
the outcome of an Ombudsman’s report — yes or no?

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — What a cheek of the Leader of the
Opposition to ask such a question! Government policy,
in particular our government’s policy, is that we
comply absolutely and totally with any investigation
being undertaken by the Ombudsman or indeed any
organisation charged with responsibilities for
investigations here in Victoria. Comments are certainly
not designed to circumvent or influence any of those
outcomes at all.
Mr Lenders asked whether my comments suggested a
change in policy about pre-empting outcomes. If
Mr Lenders wants to see pre-empted outcomes, I
suggest he look back to the Age of Monday,
28 October — just this week — which quotes a
spokesman for the opposition, the member for Eltham

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — First of all, the commentary on this
particular matter is that contained in the Age of last
Monday, and it was from the opposition. I have always
said that we cooperate with reports of investigatory
bodies like the Ombudsman’s office and others, and
that will continue. My comments about being well
served and having confidence in the ability of public
servants in no way go to a commentary on a particular
matter that I understand the Ombudsman is
investigating. It is simply a matter of an expression of
view about the quality of the people who serve me, and
I do not back down from that. They are good people
who do not deserve to have their reputations
besmirched by the opposition.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 30 October 2013

COUNCIL

Biotechnology sector investment
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question without notice is to
Mr Rich-Phillips, the Minister for Technology, and I
ask: how is the Victorian government assisting the
biotechnology industry to attract investment in
Victoria?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr Dalla-Riva for his question
and his continuing interest in biotechnology in Victoria.
Biotechnology is one of the great success stories of the
Victorian economy. It is a sector which now has around
170 individual enterprises employing around
22 000 people in Victoria. Considering some of the
large-scale enterprises that operate in biotechnology
and life sciences in this state, it is not surprising that the
market capitalisation of that sector in Victoria is around
$35 billion. It is a very substantial sector of the
Victorian economy and one that the government is
committed to see growing further in the future.
It is not by accident that biotechnology and life sciences
are so strong and regarded as so significant in Victoria.
At a time when hubs in other jurisdictions are talking
about their investment in biotechnology, such as Boston
and the investment of $1 billion over 10 years through
the Massachusetts Life Sciences Center, we see that
successive Victorian governments over the last two
decades have invested more than $1.8 billion in
infrastructure and programs to support the development
of our life sciences sector. We have a good story to tell
around our capability and some of the innovations
being created in life sciences in this state.
However, the challenge is getting visibility for our
sector in an international market, and particularly one
focused around Boston in Massachusetts. We have
been seeking to create those opportunities. One of those
opportunities was through the Building Global Bridges
program, which pairs Victorian companies with
companies in Massachusetts to provide opportunities
for interaction and exchange of intellectual property,
and to give exposure to Victorian companies in that
market.
On Tuesday I was pleased to open the Australian
Biotech Invest 2013 conference, which was an
opportunity for international and interstate investors to
meet with Victorian and Australian biotechnology
companies in Melbourne to look at investment
opportunities. As part of that conference I was pleased
to join AusBiotech in launching the new Guide for Life
Science Company Directors, which has been put
together by AusBiotech, supported by the Victorian
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government and endorsed by the Australian Institute of
Company Directors to ensure that those companies
seeking engagement with international financiers do so
in a way that reflects best corporate governance. We
accept that our biotech companies are very strong in
research and development, but the big challenge is
when they are seeking to commercialise.
The Guide for Life Science Company Directors
program will give companies the skills and knowledge
to bridge the gap between their profession in research
and development, particularly in the medical field, and
give them the skills they require to interact and engage
with the corporate sector and demonstrate the types of
skills that the corporate and investment sectors are
looking for when they are investing in biotechnology
companies. It joins a guide released earlier this year, the
Code of Best Practice for Reporting by Life Sciences
Companies, which is targeted at creating and
encouraging life science companies to put in place the
types of reporting structures which are recognised by
the investment community, to give confidence to the
investment community that we have a rigorous
framework for corporate governance and corporate
reporting in our life sciences sector, and ensure that we
get the overseas investment and the interstate
investment we need to continue to grow our life
sciences sector in Victoria.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan).
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I
refer you to my second substantive question earlier. I
want to make it clear that it was not my intention to
speak over you. In fact I was trying to speak over the
interjections that were coming from the other side of
the house, so it was not clear to me whether the time
had run out on the clock. I certainly would not be taking
the interjections from Mrs Peulich or any other
government member’s word for that. I just wanted to
make that clear and seek an opportunity to rephrase my
question to the minister.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Ms Mikakos
for her explanation. I can understand that that may well
have been the case, but one of the issues involved —
and I have touched on this before — is that when
certain members run a fair amount of commentary as
part of the context for their question, they run the risk of
being beaten by the clock, and I think that was the case
today. Irrespective of whether you were upset in terms
of your ability to put the question because of the
interjections — which were significant but not over the
top compared with some other occasions — the fact is
that you had tried to cram too much into that question.
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My concern was, as a matter of principle, that where I
was suggesting that time had elapsed, you continued to
persist in trying to put that question. I understand that
might have been because you were unsure of what was
happening as a result of the interjections, but on this
occasion I felt it was important to uphold that principle.
Today I am not prepared to accept a rephrase of that
question, but I thank Ms Mikakos for her explanation.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I
have a number of questions on notice that are overdue.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There are a number of
answers to questions to be tabled today, as I understand
it, so let us go through that process first. I am not sure
how deft Ms Mikakos will be on her feet in terms of
picking up whether some of her questions are covered
today.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
the following answers to questions on notice: 9199,
9287, 9336, 9472, 9484, 9511, 9562, 9582, 9590–783,
9789–93, 9807, 9808, 9838. I do not have the details,
but it is possible that answers to Ms Mikakos’s
questions are included. I know that some of them are in
train.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The standing orders
for Wednesday allow Ms Mikakos to ask about
outstanding answers to questions. A substantial number
of them may well have been answered, but I will allow
Ms Mikakos to pursue her query.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Those
answers only relate to questions on notice for the
Minister for Ageing. I ask the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development about a number of
outstanding answers to questions on notice, which are:
8476–84, 8591, 8595, 8596, 8993, 9285, 9286, 9464,
9521–25, 9551–58 and 9840. I ask the minister to
provide an explanation as to when the answers might be
received.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos, have
you written to the minister to follow-up those questions
and again seek responses, indicating they have not yet
been received?
Ms MIKAKOS — No.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development, as a
matter of courtesy, if she would give Ms Mikakos a
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response to those outstanding questions, but members
need to understand the process. If there are outstanding
questions, they should write to the minister or advise
the minister’s office that answers to questions have not
yet been received. In the event members do not get a
satisfactory response, it is quite in order to raise it in the
house. Standing order 8.12(8) states:
A member intending to ask for an explanation as to why an
answer has not been provided in response to a question
should acquaint the minister or his or her office of that
intention the day before failure to supply an answer is to be
raised in the Council.

Is the minister in a position to reply?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — Thank you,
President, for your comments on that standing order.
Notwithstanding that, if the member supplies me with
the list she went through, I am happy to follow them up
for her.
Mr Lenders — My point of order, President, is on
your interpretation of the standing order you quoted.
There have been a number of occasions when members
on this side of the house have provided a minister with
a request — from the Labor Party and the Greens; I am
speaking for the Greens because Ms Pennicuik is
nodding — and there has been no response. President,
is your interpretation of this standing order that if there
is no response this week, then the following week I
would have to re-issue requests for outstanding answers
to questions on notice?
Hypothetically, if I lodge a question this week with
Mr Rich-Phillips, who has actually been quite a diligent
minister in replying, and if he does not reply, then the
following Wednesday I would need to write to him
again. I put it to you, President, that on numerous
occasions that is what has happened with three
ministers. An opposition member has asked a minister
for an answer to a question, there is no reply and then
the following week when we ask again, we are then
being told to resubmit the request. I ask you to take that
on notice, but I put it to you, President, that it is an
abuse of process.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition raises a valid point, and in fact, our process
for answers to questions is a matter that has been
referred to the Standing Orders Committee for
consideration as to whether or not we need to have a
tighter standing order that meets the expectation of the
house in terms of responses to questions that have been
asked. What I would say to Mr Lenders, because it is a
valid point, is that it could well be an abuse of process
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if a member was unreasonably required to continue to
alert a minister’s office without getting a satisfactory
response, either by way of explanation perhaps on the
occasion when the minister’s office was contacted or
subsequently when the minister responded in the house
as to the reason why an answer had not been given.
My position, as Presiding Officer, would be that I
would have a judgement of what is reasonable in that
respect. I take the view that at least on the first
occasion, provided the request was made in accordance
with the standing orders, it would be reasonable to
expect that if the answer was not provided in that week,
and was subject to an explanation in which a minister
said they would follow it up further, that perhaps for
two or three further sitting weeks that initial process
would cover what I believe to be a reasonable response
period. Subject to that, perhaps members who are in
some difficulty could contact me and we could discuss
the process going forward to try to get some satisfaction
for members.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Further to the point of order
that was raised, President, and the relevant matters that
have just been discussed, we would certainly agree with
your view that reasonableness is a good test. It is a little
rich to hear the Leader of the Opposition’s comments
when I have details from 31 October 2010 listing
unanswered questions including a question from
Mr Dalla-Riva on 31 October 2007, which was still
unanswered after three years. I think reasonableness is a
good test, but there is some practice to this issue, and as
far as I understand it, there has been no change of
substance in the standing orders from the last
Parliament to this one in that regard.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That was not a point
of order; we will treat it as a matter of information to
the house. At any rate, I propose to use a test of
reasonableness, and I hope that that will at least be
sufficient for members and that they will have
confidence in that test at this point. As I said, the
Standing Orders Committee has been asked to consider
this matter.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, I was
going to take the option under the standing orders of
taking note of Minister Davis’s statement to the house,
only to make two points. Firstly, there has been a
discussion in this place over reasonableness in asking
questions on notice. At the risk of embarrassing another
minister by praising him, Mr Hall drew the attention of
this house, probably a year and a half ago, to the
thousands of questions on notice that the opposition
was putting. As a response to that, on the opposition
side we undertook not to duplicate questions across

3359

both houses and to try to reduce the number of
questions so that we could get responses from the
government. I put on the record in terms of the
reasonableness test that this side of the house has
delivered on that.
The second thing I would say in noting the minister’s
answer is that if he says in opposition he wants a better
standard and he does not apply it in government, it is a
fairly feeble response to wave a notice paper from the
last Parliament and say, ‘You should have done
something else’. People have been elected on a promise
of being different, and all that this side of the house is
asking is for those people to deal with the issue. The
third point I would make in noting the minister’s
statement is that if he is so concerned about
Mr Dalla-Riva’s question on notice not being given an
answer, the minister of the day, if he wishes, can
answer Mr Dalla-Riva’s question now and discharge it
from the notice paper.
Sitting suspended 1.04 p.m until 2.07 p.m.

MANUFACTURING SECTOR
EMPLOYMENT
Debate resumed.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise and make some comments on
Mr Somyurek’s motion that we have before the house.
It deals with a very important issue, which is jobs in
manufacturing and industry, or rather the lack of jobs,
when you look at what is happening in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region and in fact right across the
state. We have grave concerns in northern Victoria
about the number of jobs that are being lost from the
manufacturing sector, particularly in food production,
whether that be in our canneries, our cheese and milk
production facilities or companies such as Heinz.
One of the things we know about this Liberal-Nationals
government is that although it talks a lot about jobs and
the way it cares about and looks after rural and regional
Victoria, in fact we find that talk is cheap and that
action on the ground is pretty thin. We have seen
numerous job losses, particularly around the Goulburn
Valley, which has been touted by governments both at a
federal and state level as being the food bowl, providing
food not only for our own nation but also food that will
help feed the world. Not only are we able to produce
enough food for Australians, but we are also able to
process enough food to be able to export around the
world, which we have done for a very long time.
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In northern Victoria the manufacturing sector plays a
very significant role in our local economy, and job
losses are keenly felt not only in agriculture and the
food processing sector but also right across all
businesses. If those sectors are failing and on a
downturn, then every other business, no matter what
that business is — no matter whether it is a business in
the high street that is selling groceries, clothing or
footwear or whether it provides a service — will
experience a downturn. Everyone will experience a
downturn in their business if the agricultural sector and
the food production sector are experiencing a downturn.
Everything in rural and regional Victoria is related to
everything else. If you feel the pinch in one place, you
are going to feel it in the next place of business. It is
very keenly felt when there are job losses because
people do not have disposable income. If they are not
able to get out and spend their money in local
businesses and avail themselves of local services, the
whole community suffers.
All members would have heard of the manufacturing
company SPC Ardmona, not only from the numerous
statements I have made in this house regarding the
challenges facing that company and the assistance the
community around the Goulburn Valley is seeking
from both federal and state governments, but also
because all members at some stage would have
partaken of some of the products produced by SPC
Ardmona.
Mr Barber interjected.
Ms DARVENIZA — There we go! Many of us
were raised on it, and all of us at some stage would
have eaten tins of fruit or vegetables produced by SPC
Ardmona. The company has a very strong, long and
proud history in Shepparton, and it is facing a very
bleak future if it cannot secure state and federal
funding. I have to say that no-one from the state
government or federal government has been very
forthcoming with the $50 million that is needed by SPC
Ardmona to secure its future. In fact the situation is so
dire that Peter Kelly, chief executive of SPC Ardmona,
said:
I can’t see a viable way for SPC to keep operating in the
future if we don’t invest this money. I can’t say it any clearer
than that.

It is a dire situation we are facing in the Goulburn
Valley. The Weekly Times recently revealed an
Essential Economics Pty Ltd report that said that the
Goulburn Valley would lose more than 2000 jobs and
$155 million a year from its economy if the Shepparton
cannery closed. That is a very significant amount of
money. It is a blow to all those businesses in the
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Goulburn Valley. No regional town can sustain that
kind of loss. It is a very desperate situation if the state
and federal governments do not put their money where
their mouths are and support jobs and industry in rural
and regional Victoria.
The report by Essential Economics was commissioned
by the Greater Shepparton City Council. It reveals that
unemployment in the area would rise from 8.6 per cent
to 11 per cent and that the council’s rate base would
take a hit of $700 000 a year. That is $700 000 out of
the council’s coffers — $700 000 out of its budget.
That is money that would not be going into the city of
Greater Shepparton to provide the services the
community needs. That community cannot afford to
take that sort of hit at its rate base. It is $700 000 a year.
It is not good news for a region that already has a
higher than average welfare payment rate and a high
unemployment level. This is a community that is ill
equipped to take such a hit; it is not starting at a high
base. A large percentage of the population are welfare
recipients, and the unemployment rate is already higher
than the state average. The Goulburn Valley and the
Greater Shepparton area will be severely hit if the
Liberal-Nationals state government and the Abbott
federal government refuse to put any money into
supporting SPC Ardmona.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms DARVENIZA — I know members on the other
side do not like to hear about this. They use strong
rhetoric when they say they are going to stand up for
people in rural and regional Victoria. They say they are
about jobs for rural and regional Victoria; they say they
are about education and health care and services for
rural and regional Victoria. But what have they done?
They should take a look at the city of Greater
Shepparton and the hits it has received. The
government has simply stood by and let it happen. It
allowed the Heinz factory to close with the attendant
loss of jobs. That was another hit to businesses as the
unemployment rate grows, but this government stood
by and let it happen.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Ms DARVENIZA — Rather than screaming at me
across the chamber, government members should be
screaming at members on their own side of the house.
They should be screaming at the Treasurer to make
$25 million available to support SPC Ardmona and
support the jobs, businesses and community in the
Goulburn Valley. When they have done that they
should head up to Canberra and talk to their mates in
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the Abbott government and get them to put in
$25 million as well to meet the commitment that the
federal Labor government made before the last election.
Labor made a commitment to support SPC Ardmona
and to support those jobs, businesses and communities.
This Liberal-Nationals coalition government has done
nothing to support jobs in rural and regional Victoria.
In the last two years of the Labor government
44 600 jobs were created in rural and regional Victoria
alone, and 39 000 of those were full-time jobs. What
has this lot done? From August 2012 to August 2013,
23 600 workers in manufacturing alone have lost their
jobs. The government needs a jobs plan. It needs to get
behind people in rural and regional Victoria. It needs to
be supporting those rural and regional communities, not
just in northern Victoria but right across the state.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I thank my
parliamentary colleague Mrs Peulich for allowing me
the opportunity to briefly speak to Mr Somyurek’s
motion. Listening to Mr Somyurek’s presentation in
relation to his motion I was confused about what
exactly he was seeking by putting this on the notice
paper, because it made no sense to me. Equally, the
contribution from the opposition made no sense to me
except as a series of rants blaming the state government
for all the ills of manufacturing in Victoria. We know
that manufacturing is facing significant challenges, but
it has nothing to do with state governments. It has
everything to do with the global financial economy, the
price of the dollar, the cost of labour and competition in
the marketplace. The only solution that opposition
members have offered is that the state government
should be giving these companies more money. That is
not my understanding of the request from SPC
Ardmona or the other companies that are facing similar
challenges.
I want to talk about some of the good things that are
happening in manufacturing in my own electorate of
Western Victoria Region. However, before I do I would
like to respond to Mr Barber’s comments on this
motion. Predictably he sought to confuse the issue, as
he did last night when he decided to debate climate
change instead of the issue being debated, which was
the impact and cost of the carbon tax on health services.
Last night he managed — ashamedly — to conflate his
climate change ideology to the bushfires in New South
Wales. He went so far as to draw parallels to Black
Saturday and the unfortunate deaths as a result of those
fires. The whole bizarre contribution from Mr Barber
last night was a low point in this chamber, certainly
since I have been here.
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Another thing Mr Barber predictably wanted to
mention was the state government’s new guidelines in
relation to planning permits and wind farms. It is
interesting to remember that when I first came into this
place I was accused of having some conflict of interest
in relation to the proposed new guidelines because of
the fact that I live close to a proposed wind farm that
held a permit under the old planning regime of the then
Minister for Planning, Rob Hulls. I look at where we
are now, two and a half years later. Acciona, the holder
of that permit, and the previous tenants of the permit
from nine years ago, came to this house to request an
extension of the permit from the minister, which was
granted on the basis that construction would start. The
only thing that has actually happened in relation to that
particular planning permit is that four portables have
been placed together with a wire fence around them,
but there is absolutely no signs of construction.
While Mr Barber sheds crocodile tears in this place in
relation to the state government’s wind farm permit
guidelines stemming the growth of the wind farm
industry the fact is that there is nothing stopping the
erection of over 1200 turbines, because they are all
sitting under existing permits. The issue of course is the
viability and profitability of wind farms, even though
they are heavily subsidised by the renewable energy
target that requires 20 per cent of energy to come from
renewables by 2020. What a leg-up! What more could
any industry possibly hope for? The wind industry, as a
renewable energy source, has got a fantastic subsidised
leg-up and yet it is still unable to provide any sort of
viability of supply.
While I am on the subject and I have the opportunity, I
note that we have seen more childish and puerile
activity from Mr Barber in relation to a relocation of
office notification through the parliamentary email
system. He has seen fit to respond to the email in his
normal childish and puerile manner by making the sort
of derogatory comments that we expect from his
normal social media activity — which is an issue I will
take up at another time and place.
Returning to the motion, which really has little
relevance to manufacturing; it is more an opportunity to
have a bit of a rant against the state government during
opposition business.
Mr Barber — State taxation reform?
Mr RAMSAY — I am going to get to that,
Mr Barber.
The manufacturing industry is a major contributor to
the Victorian economy, attracting investment and
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generating jobs. Manufacturing is also central to
innovation, accounting for over one-quarter or over
$4.8 billion of all business expenditure in research and
development in 2010–11. In Geelong and Ballarat we
are well represented within various industry sectors and
companies, including Ford, Shell, Alcoa, Alstom in
Ballarat, AME Systems in Ararat, Keppel Prince
Engineering in Warrnambool, and CMI Industrial to list
a few.
The emergence of carbon fibre manufacturing in
Geelong is particularly interesting. It is being driven by
Carbon Nexus, a Deakin University initiative, which
has been supported by both state and federal
governments. It is creating an international centre of
excellence for fibre science, materials and
manufacturing research and enhancing Australia’s
capacity in the carbon fibre industry. I know that
recently the industry has fallen on hard times with a
decrease of 7.8 per cent in manufacturing jobs over the
last 12 months. However, based on the figures released
in the 2012–13 budget I have confidence that things are
improving. In fact the team at Deakin University that
operates the Carbon Nexus program with other local
partners is undertaking talks with international carbon
fibre manufacturer DowAksa about a $220 million
project, which would create up to 250 production line
jobs and 1000 other jobs in the city of Geelong.
One of the key findings of the Treasurer’s 2012–13
financial report was that employment is growing,
inflation is low and the unemployment rate, while
having increased slightly over the past year, remains at
historically low levels. This is good news for our
manufacturing industry, which as at March employed
approximately 941 400 people. The state government
has a number of initiatives set up to support the
manufacturing industry, such as Support for Advanced
Manufacturing; the Victorian Centre for Advanced
Materials Manufacturing; the Australian Carbon Fibre
Research Facility; the Advanced Centre for Automotive
Research and Testing; the Geelong Advancement Fund
and the Industry Innovation program — all of which
offer help to improve manufacturing processes and
practices, technology, education, finance, renewable
energy and partnerships. Further, a ministerial task
force was established to look at manufacturing
opportunities in Geelong.
The state government has also shown its support with
its contribution to the bailout of Ford in July this year in
a bid to save 440 jobs, as well as with support provided
to Alcoa in June 2012. It is important to note that
Victoria is not the only state to experience job losses in
the manufacturing industry. With the world economy
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still recovering from recession, this is a far-reaching
issue which has affected a number of people globally.
The carbon tax, which was introduced under the Labor
government, has also played its role in the drop in
manufacturing due to increased production costs. This
year a number of Australian-owned companies have
been forced to close or make significant redundancies
due to the carbon tax. The last wholly
Australian-owned cannery, Cowra’s Windsor Farm
Foods factory, was placed into voluntary administration
with 70 jobs lost. CSR’s Viridian put off 150 jobs and
iconic soup manufacturer Rosella shut down with the
loss of 70 jobs. Amcor announced that over 300 jobs
would be lost and Penrice Soda announced that it
would cease soda ash production and cited the carbon
tax as having had a big bearing on its decision. Boral
announced job losses of 790 jobs, as did BlueScope
Steel, which had to cut 170 jobs. This is just a short list
of companies affected by the carbon tax that had to
either close or make significant redundancies.
As it has done in the past, the Victorian state
government will continue to provide support to the
manufacturing industry. Despite the rhetoric of the
opposition in this chamber in relation to difficulties at
SPC Ardmona — which I might add was owned by
members of my extended family when it first started —
it is not the fault of the state government; it is in fact
due to global competition, the cost of labour and the
high Australian dollar. It is that which is having a
significant impact on SPC Ardmona rather than any of
this government’s policies.
I want to touch on three things. One is the trade
missions, which have been hugely successful — and I
speak from personal experience. A number of members
who represent western Victoria were involved in the
Premier’s super trade missions — those of both former
Premier Ted Baillieu and current Premier Denis
Napthine. A number of agricultural representatives
from Warrnambool accompanied the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security, Mr Walsh, on one of
the trade missions, which resulted in significant
contracts written to provide food and fibre into the
international marketplace. A lot of business has been
written on the back of the success of the trade missions.
I will signal a couple of concerns I have. There is no
doubt that food processing companies around Victoria
are facing huge challenges, and SPC Ardmona is
certainly one of those companies. However, there are a
number of processing facilities that are facing
significant challenges moving forward, and we have to
plan how we will deal with the stability and viability of
our food processing industries and food production as a
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whole. I am somewhat concerned that some
municipalities are developing food plans that have no
real cohesion with any state-based plans that deal with
the continued profitability and viability of food
production. We need to ensure that we have a cohesive
state approach rather than a municipal one in relation to
our supply chain industries, such as our processing
industry and potentially our export markets.
Another issue I want to raise is tax reform. Mr Barber
touched on this issue in his contribution.
Mr Barber interjected.

3363

sector that is very dear to me — the food production
and agricultural sector.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LEANE
(Eastern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

MAJOR HAZARD FACILITIES
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I move:
That this house —
(1) notes —

Mr RAMSAY — I have to say to Mr Barber that
over the last 24 hours there has been very little in
anything he has contributed in this chamber that I
would agree with, but I have some sympathy in relation
to his commentary around tax reform. I am pleased to
see that the government has taken a significant step in
relation to the fire services property levy. There are
opportunities to continue with some significant tax
reforms in the future, but where there is a loss of
revenue over the displacement of a tax, there needs to
be a recompense through other opportunities for
revenue. I will raise the issue of payroll tax, and I am
only speaking personally here. Business owners have
come to me saying that the threshold in relation to
payroll tax for small companies is a significant impost
on their businesses. I am yet to understand from a
philosophical point of view why a government would
tax businesses on the people they employ. However, I
fully understand that state governments have very
limited opportunities to gain revenue through taxes;
those opportunities for revenue are getting smaller and
smaller, and it does worry me that we are becoming
more dependent on what I would call non-core tax
revenue — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, parking fines, speeding fines
and others. We need to take a more holistic approach in
relation to how the federal government provides the
state government with supplementary funding so that
we can alleviate some of the bureaucratic costs and
taxes associated with running a small business. That
will support the manufacturing sector.
We have a good future in manufacturing in Victoria.
The state government has been a very strong supporter
of manufacturing. There are a number of challenges
within the sector that are outside the control of the state
government. We look forward to ongoing significant
investment in research and development, particularly,
but we also look forward to planning for the future of a

(a) the increased inner urban housing development in
Melbourne close to major hazard facilities (MHF)
including hundreds of new dwellings in the inner
western region of Melbourne within 300 metres of
a MHF;
(b) that since the 2005 explosion at a MHF in
Buncefield, UK, where more than 40 people were
injured, some seriously, thousands of people were
evacuated, and property damage was recorded
several kilometres from the scene, there has been
increased recognition of the need for buffers for
residential and other developments;
(c) that there is only limited guidance from WorkSafe
Victoria to help planning authorities assess the
risks of new residential developments close to
MHFs and that this material does not consider the
risks associated with shipping, including the
discharge and loading of vessels at MHFs, such as
Point Gellibrand in Williamstown;
(d) that the Hobsons Bay City Council, covering at
least eight MHFs, has stated, ‘There is no clear
state government planning policy around MHF in
Victoria’, and has asked for an urgent risk
assessment;
(e) that at least one MHF operator has raised concerns
regarding the issues of people safety in relation to
hundreds of new dwellings planned within
300 metres of Mobil’s Point Gellibrand MHF; and
(f)

the local community, local councils, MHF
operators and others are concerned about the
adequacy of existing regulation concerning the
risks imposed by housing developments close to
major hazard facilities; and

(2) requires the Economy and Infrastructure References
Committee to inquire into, consider and report by
11 March 2014 on the adequacy of existing planning
and other regulations in Victoria to safeguard and
protect residents living near major hazard facilities,
including recommending any changes and
improvements to buffers and other legislative and
regulatory changes.

I note that this is a referral motion to the Economy and
Infrastructure References Committee.
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Mr Barber interjected.
Mr TEE — Yes, it will give the committee
something to do. The original date for the committee to
report back was December 2013, and I have taken the
liberty of pushing that back to March 2014. That minor
change is reflected in the motion.
The matter the motion seeks to address is important.
When it comes to the issue of the siting of housing
developments near major hazard facilities, what is
remarkable is the recognition across the board that there
is very little that we should be debating. The
community, businesses and even the Minister for
Planning have all at some stage acknowledged that we
need to reconsider our approach to planning and the
way in which we are allowing housing to encroach on
areas close to major hazard facilities. No-one disputes
that. Everybody acknowledges that we need to have
another look at the encroachment of housing on areas
near major hazard facilities. Between the minister and
his department, it is difficult to find anyone who has a
contrary view. What is of concern is that while the
minister has acknowledged the problem and has
promised to do something about it, he has not lifted a
finger. He has not done one thing to address this very
critical issue.
As we saw in the United Kingdom with the Buncefield
explosion, this is a serious issue. Major hazard facility
operators have written to the minister urging him to act.
Local communities are anxious about developments
abutting major hazard facilities. Local councils have put
forward discussion papers, alternatives and proposals to
try to get the minister to engage with this issue and to
get some traction with him, but all that anyone has had
over a number of years is a wall of silence. The minister
has acknowledged there is a problem, he has said there
is an issue, he has said there is a deficiency and he has
said he is working on it, but literally years have gone by
and nothing has been done. The community is
increasingly concerned that in the minds of this minister
and other members of this government, those living in
the west simply do not matter. The pleas, concerns and
arguments of those people are completely irrelevant for
this minister, who has done nothing to protect the health
and welfare of people living near major hazard
facilities.
The approach of the Minister for Planning contrasts
starkly with that of the member for Williamstown in the
Assembly, Wade Noonan, who has been a tireless
advocate for his community on this issue. With his
local community he has campaigned single-handedly to
get this government to show some degree of concern, to
get it to engage and to get it to act. I want to thank him
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and acknowledge his actions in this regard. This is an
important issue. It is important in the west, but it is also
important in many other parts of Melbourne. We have
some 41 registered major hazard facilities in Victoria.
At least 21 of those facilities are very close to large
population centres. We are increasingly seeing
development and population encroachment on areas
close to those major hazard facilities. The work those
facilities do is incredibly dangerous. They handle, store
and process large quantities of hazardous materials.
We on this side think there is a compelling argument
for taking the views of the community seriously; for
listening to local councils and the operators of those
major hazard facilities; for taking into account the
views of the Environment Protection Authority (EPA),
WorkSafe and indeed the Department of Transport,
Planning and Local Infrastructure; and for putting
together a package of planning guidelines and a
planning framework that gets the balance right, making
sure we put the safety of the community first. What we
have here is a time bomb and a risk, and certainly we
on this side believe that something needs to be done
before it is too late. Really the motion is a plea to those
opposite to stand up for the west and for people who are
living closer and closer to major hazard facilities. It is a
plea to look in a dispassionate way at all these issues
and come up with a common-sense way forward.
As I said, many have tried. WorkSafe, to its credit,
understands that there is a problem. It has provided
various advisory notes and put out maps with buffers.
But in these circumstances it is not a referral or
planning authority. It does not have the power or the
expertise to regulate what housing ought to go where
when it comes to these facilities. Whilst I acknowledge
its efforts in trying to step into the gap that the
government has created, its efforts alone cannot be
enough.
We have seen evolving through the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) a sort of piecemeal
approach. VCAT has done its best to address the policy
vacuum that this minister has allowed. On some
occasions we have seen it reject applications for
development. There was one in particular at Yarraville
which was rejected because it was too close to the
Mobil terminal there. But while we recognise the value
of VCAT, it too lacks the overarching powers and
expertise that are needed.
It is interesting to have a look at another example of a
development that is, or will be, very close to a major
hazard facility, to see how authorities are trying to
grapple with this issue and the minister’s failure to
provide any support. Take, for example, what happened
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at the Port Phillip Woollen Mills site, which is the site
of a major residential development that will be within
300 metres of WorkSafe’s recommended buffer at
Mobil’s Point Gellibrand facility.
There was a panel that had a look at the issue — the
Former Port Phillip Woollen Mills Advisory
Committee. It did not have access to the documentation
from Mobil and so it did not understand the nature of
the risk, but it did its best to grapple with the issue.
What it recommended in terms of the proposed
development at the Port Phillip Woollen Mills was that
low-rise buildings be constructed of a strength to be
able to withstand a cyclone. Such was its concern for
people living within that 300-metre radius that it
recommended that the towers that were to be part of
that development be moved out and that there be only
low-rise development within that 300-metre buffer.
This is a panel, without access to WorkSafe information
or to the information from Mobil, which is doing its
best in the circumstances to do the right thing by the
community and by the families that are going to live in
that area. I take my hat off to that panel for attempting
to do what it did in the absence of any support from this
minister or this government.
It does raise the issue of how the community can be
confident, in the absence of these guidelines, that
decisions like that made about the woollen mills site are
the right ones to keep our community safe. When the
panel considered the issue of development at the
woollen mills site it made a number of quite clear
statements about gaps in our planning system and in the
regulation. It noted, for example, that when it comes to
developments close to a major hazard facility
WorkSafe is not a referral authority. It said that this was
curious. The committee’s report reads:
Such status is common in flood-prone areas and in
bushfire-prone areas. It seems to this committee that there is a
gap in the planning process if the agency that is responsible
for something as serious as a potentially life-threatening event
is not required to be informed.

What we have with the woollen mills is a panel doing
its best with one hand tied behind its back. It
acknowledges that there is a problem in our planning
system where developments can be approved right up
to and abutting major hazard facilities and authorities
such as WorkSafe, which might be able to assist, are
not even required to be advised. The woollen mills case
is a real example of deficiencies in our system.
It is worth reflecting on the views of Mobil. It is
absolutely critical that we look at this from the
perspective of people who live close by major hazard
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facilities. Their lives are literally at stake. It is their
health that should be paramount, but clearly it is not.
Another part of this equation involves the operators of
the major hazard facilities. As well as it ignoring the
local community, the inaction of this government and
the minister has meant that it has also been ignoring the
operators of facilities like those of Mobil. In relation to
the woollen mills development, in a letter Mobil said it
was:
… objecting to such a substantial and dense residential
development in close proximity to our storage facility at Point
Gellibrand and the associated petroleum shipping activities
which take place at Gellibrand Pier.

Mr Elsbury — That is very selective, Mr Tee.
Mr TEE — I am more than happy for Mr Elsbury to
look at the letter from Mobil of 25 May 2011. It is very
clear that as the operator there it is concerned about this
development. That is its view set out in writing in a
letter to the planning minister in May 2011. As I said,
the concern we have is that notwithstanding the views
of the community, the views of the developer and the
views of industry, absolutely nothing has been done.
Mr Elsbury raised the selective quoting around this
issue. But it is also worth looking at another letter
Mobil wrote on 31 August 2011 about this issue. It is
worth taking time to look at the views of industry and
not just of the community. In that letter Mobil said that
it had a refinery at Altona that had been operating since
1948, and that this facility:
… supplies almost half Victoria’s petroleum fuel needs
(including jet fuel to Melbourne Airport); it provides direct
employment for around 350 people (many of whom live
nearby in the western suburbs of Melbourne) and generates
thousands of additional jobs through the wider community.
Over recent years Mobil has spent over $200 million per year
at Altona refinery to enable it to remain competitive and
sustainable.

I say to Mr Elsbury that what I said is that because of
this government, operations like this are at risk. It said
that its industry is in a very competitive market and it
has fears. Perhaps I will just read for his benefit the
letter Mobile wrote on 31 August — —
Mr Elsbury — Which year?
Mr TEE — It was 2011. This issue has been around
since 2011, and nothing has been done. It said:
One thing that Mobil would encourage governments at all
levels to be sensitive to is the need not to impose additional,
unnecessary restrictions and regulation and costs on local
industries such as ours … One such area of current focus
around Mobil’s and Esso’s operations in Victoria is the
increasing encroachment of potentially incompatible land
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uses around our facilities and in proximity to interconnecting
pipelines.

Mobil said it was a major player and a major supplier of
critical fuel needs, both for Victorian families and the
airline industry for jet fuel. An issue it was concerned
about as a result of this minister’s inaction was
increasing encroachment and the imposition of costs
and restrictions on its business, and that those
restrictions were occurring in a very competitive
market. As I said, that letter is now two years old, but
still we have not seen one response — not one thing —
from the minister.
In its letter of 31 August Mobil went on to identify a
number of the sorts of things it thought would be
helpful to try to address this issue. It said:
Mobil is interested in seeing planning controls strengthened
around major hazard facilities … such as ours, so as to more
effectively manage interfaces with more sensitive land uses,
such as for residential purposes.

Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr TEE — It was asking, Mrs Peulich, two years
ago for some action in this space. It was asking for
some support to get rid of the regulation and the
restrictions that are threatening its business and the
300 direct jobs that it provides at Altona. It said it was:
… seeking to prevent any future new residential development
within the buffer distances around Mobil’s facilities — for
instance, the EPA buffer distance around the refinery and the
WorkSafe buffer distances around tanks associated with our
operations at Yarraville terminal and our marine berth at Point
Gellibrand. Mobil is constantly fighting against new
development that continually encroaches upon the refinery,
Point Gellibrand and our Yarraville terminal.

It was a plea from this major hazard facility that has, for
two years, gone nowhere. Mobil stated that it:
… would like to see both the EPA and WorkSafe buffer
distances be given more statutory weight and significance,
similar to the way in which buffer distances around other
critical infrastructure, such as airports, are managed.

What it was saying was that, rightly, you protect
airports and you protect ports, but it is a major
employer and a dangerous operator, in the sense that
the chemicals it handles are very dangerous, and it does
not get any of the support that it should and that it
needs.
It is also worth looking at the correspondence that has
been provided by a Captain Korevaar, who has also
written to the government. He is a master mariner with
some 30 years of industry experience and work on
firefighting emergency and support vessels. He was
looking at it from the perspective of these ships coming

Wednesday, 30 October 2013

in and delivering and pumping some 80 000 to 100 000
tonnes of crude oil each visit through Point Gellibrand
to Mobil’s refinery in Altona North. He said there was
inadequacy around the firefighting capabilities in case
something went wrong. Captain Korevaar advised the
government that tugs were not properly equipped or
considered safe to respond to hydrocarbon fires and that
they do not comply with Australian standards. He
identified two tugs in that category. He had a clear
concern about what would happen if there was a major
fire incident involving dangerous goods at the port,
particularly when those facilities were so close to
housing.
The point was made that the port of Melbourne and the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade no longer have binding
service agreements in place for the availability of
adequate firefighting support vessels for the port in
accordance with good practice and Australian or other
appropriate recognised industry standards. Of interest is
that not only is there the storage and handling of some
very dangerous chemicals but that large ships are
coming up and transferring their crude oil.
That plea to the government in relation to safety in
those circumstances has again fallen on deaf ears. I note
also that the local council, the City of Hobsons Bay, has
passed a number of resolutions on this issue. It too has
written to the Minister for Planning. It put out a
discussion paper in June in a desperate attempt to get
some response, some traction or some attention from
the minister. I will quote from the executive summary
of the council’s discussion paper:
… there is a gap in the current planning policy and planning
scheme controls relating to the encroachment of residential
and other sensitive uses close to MHFs and other industrial
land uses.

As I said, when you go through it, concerns about this
policy vacuum have come from councils, the industry
and operators.
On 5 April 2011 the Minister for Planning wrote a letter
to the member for Williamstown in the Assembly,
Wade Noonan, in which he said:
The preservation of safe buffer areas to protect residents from
adverse impacts, while protecting port operations from the
encroachment of sensitive uses, is of utmost importance.
I have asked my department to raise issues relating to major
hazard facilities and appropriate distances between new
residential developments with the EPA which is responsible
for policies and guidelines that relate to appropriate buffer
distances.

In April 2011, which is more than two years ago, the
planning minister acknowledged that there was a
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problem. He said, ‘I have asked my department to raise
issues … with the EPA’. Two years later we have heard
nothing. On 5 April 2011 the minister said the
preservation of safe buffer distances was of utmost
importance and that he had asked his department to
have a look at the issue. However, coming up to the
third anniversary of that letter, not one thing has been
done. There has not been one iota of action.
The Environment Protection Authority has also
engaged on this issue. On 29 August 2011 it said:
EPA understands DPCD —

as it then was —
will shortly commission a discussion paper about the
application and operation of land use buffers. The discussion
paper will recommend planning and legal principles that
should be applied to the planning system to establish and
protect buffers.

We know that in August 2011 a discussion paper was
being mooted. However, two years later we have seen
absolutely nothing, and the community is no better off.
Its concerns have been heightened by the fact that the
minister acknowledges that this is an issue of utmost
importance, and its fears have been heightened by the
fact that he does nothing about it. We are told that the
Department of Planning and Community Development,
as it then was, intended to put out a discussion paper,
but two years later we cannot even get a discussion
paper. A real vacuum has been created by this
government’s inaction. I do not know what it will take
to get some action from this minister. We are talking
about the health and safety of the Victorian families
who are living in those communities.
The motion today is an attempt to address this policy
vacuum. It is an attempt to pull together the pieces,
whether they be the views of the council, WorkSafe, the
EPA or the department, have a discussion and create a
constructive process so that we can come back with the
ideas that we need to address the issue. The motion
acknowledges the push for greater urban development
near major housing facilities. It also talks about the UK
experience. It refers to the limited material that is
available from WorkSafe. As helpful as that is, it is
limited. As we have seen in the woollen mills case, the
role of WorkSafe is limited. The motion talks about the
concerns of councils that there is no clear government
policy in this space. It also talks about the concerns of
at least one major hazard facility operator, which is
Mobil, and I have taken the chamber through Mobil’s
concerns about the lack of policy in this space.
The motion tries to bring together the views of the
council, the community, the operators and others who
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are concerned about existing regulations. It does not
prescribe an outcome. It says, ‘Can we get everyone
together? Can we finally have a sensible discussion?
We all acknowledge there is a problem. We all know
that something needs to be done. Can we pull it
together and come back by March next year with
recommendations on how we can improve buffers or
make other legislative and regulatory changes?’. The
motion is not prescriptive. The discussions might come
back recommending no recommendations for changes,
but the motion is a plea for a frank discussion about the
issue and a bipartisan approach to try to reach a
conclusion that says, ‘These are the improvements that
are needed’ or indeed, ‘These are the improvements
that are not needed’. It is an opportunity to have a look
at this issue with fresh eyes. It should not be a difficult
issue for us to consider, and I urge the house to support
the motion.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens absolutely support this motion. It makes total
sense to refer this particular issue to a committee. I
would like to go back a little bit, though, to when
Mr Tee said that this needs to happen now and that the
government has neglected this issue. I would not mind
giving a little bit of a history lesson. For 25 years there
have been calls for buffer zones from residents groups
in the western suburbs. I know that because I am one of
the people who have been calling for them. I am hoping
the government will accept this motion. Clearly the
government does have concerns about buffer zones,
because it has created buffer zones for wind farms. I
would have thought it was slightly more dangerous to
have a major hazard facility next to your house than a
wind farm.
Mr Tee talked about the number of major hazard
facilities in Victoria. I would like to point out that 13
of these are in the western suburbs. Australian
Vinyls Corporation is at 65 Leakes Road, Laverton;
Caltex Australia is at 411 Douglas Parade, Newport;
Dow Chemical Company is at 541–583 Kororoit
Creek Road, Altona; FBT Transwest is at 1 Amanda
Road, Tottenham; and the Mobil tank farm is at
29 Francis Street, Yarraville. In terms of buffer
zones, I remind people that the Yarraville site is
approximately 10 metres from the nearest house.
There are also Mobil refineries at Millers Road,
Altona North, and Nelson Place, Williamstown,
which is the site near the woollen mills. Momentive
Specialty Chemicals is at 765 Ballarat Road, Deer
Park; Orica is at 215–219 Dohertys Road, Laverton
North; Qenos is at 471 Kororoit Creek Road,
Altona; and Shell is in Spotswood.

MAJOR HAZARD FACILITIES
3368

COUNCIL

Obviously Coode Island is the one I know best, because
for 17 years I lived 500 metres from that site. In those
years we repeatedly asked the Cain and Kirner
governments for buffer zones, then the Kennett
government and then the Bracks and Brumby
governments. We were always ignored. We were
always told that Coode Island was safe — even after it
had blown up, even after there was an extensive inquiry
into the circumstances of that explosion and even when
that report said that either the facility needed to be
moved or a buffer zone needed to be created. Those
recommendations were ignored. In fact the population
is now even closer to Coode Island because of the
build-up at Docklands. It is roughly a quarter of a
kilometre downwind from Docklands.
Governments have repeatedly ignored the issue of
buffer zones. I find it really quite amazing that in this
day and age we still allow either major hazard facilities
to be built next to residential areas or residential areas
to be opened up next to major hazard facilities. It does
not make sense. Industry and residential areas are
simply not compatible. I think this is a logical reference
to send to a committee, and it is my understanding that
the Economic and Infrastructure References Committee
does not have a reference at the moment and has not
had one for quite some time. It would seem a very
simple thing to send this reference to that committee.
Then we would see whether the government has a
commitment to buffer zones. It certainly has buffer
zones for wind farms. Maybe it is time it had them for
people who currently live next to major hazard facilities
or who may live near major hazard facilities in the
future because there are no enforceable buffer zones.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — This
afternoon we heard a very contrite shadow Minister for
Planning explain to us his reasons for bringing this
motion to the house. Almost holding hat in hand he put
to us the grave concerns of the community that have
driven him to come here today. He then went on to
remind us that we are approaching Halloween with a
lovely smattering of the scaremongering that comes
through about major hazard facilities.
We do live with a bit of history with regard to these
facilities. To start with, many of these facilities were
built over 50 years ago. In those times it was very
difficult for people to get transport to those facilities, so
residential zones were established rather close to them.
People had to walk to get to work. A lot of workers
from the Altona refinery actually lived not that far
away — across the bridge over Kororoit Creek in a
small estate in Altona, in the Seaholme area. It was
within walking distance, and it was not hard for people
to get to. Even before that there was the Esso refinery
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on Millers Road. There is a history of different
refineries in that area. The Esso refinery does not exist
anymore. The only remnant of that is a bridge across
Kororoit Creek behind what is now a Mobil service
station. We have a legacy, by need, of having
residential zones so close to factories and what are now
major hazard facilities.
However, the crux of this motion is the example that
Mr Tee continued to raise during his speech — that is,
the Williamstown woollen mills issue. That is the
whole reason for this motion being put. There is no
reason at all that I can see why he would raise this case
so many times in his contribution other than to prop up
the member for Williamstown. He commended the
member for Williamstown for going out
single-handedly to fight for his community. He
certainly was single-handedly fighting for his
community at the time when the Labor Party rezoned
the land that we are talking about.
At the time that the member for Williamstown was in
his community he had the ear of the then Minister for
Planning, Justin Madden. However, instead of listening
to the concerns of the member for Williamstown, in
April 2010 the minister chose to rezone the land from
industrial zone 1 to residential zone 1. That was done
under amendment C 75 to his powers.
The rezoning was not supported by the council because
it did not think a residential development was the right
way to go. Instead it put forward a mixed-use
proposal — something that Mr Madden ignored
outright. I admit now that the member for
Williamstown was not on his own. He had the support
of one Joan Kirner — a slight luminary among Labor
Party circles, and I am saying that tongue in cheek —
and the former Premier, Mr Bracks, was also involved.
But somehow the minister did not exactly pick up —
and he is a slow guy at the best of times — that perhaps
there was something in this that needed to be dealt with.
Instead he took away the council’s planning rights on
this issue. Possibly one of the better things he did was
to put in place an advisory committee for the site so that
there would be an opportunity for people to discuss the
issues and flesh them out as they saw them around this
woollen mills site. Even a broken clock is correct twice
a day, so he proposed the advisory committee. It was
probably fortunate that the 2010 election occurred,
because the advisory committee was able to report to a
minister who was competent and chose to listen to the
concerns of the community and who was willing to
make amendments to what was being proposed.
Mr Tee raised the fact that in May 2011 Mobil had
concerns about the original proposal for a multistorey

MAJOR HAZARD FACILITIES
Wednesday, 30 October 2013

COUNCIL

development across the entire site, which is what was
first proposed by the developer. It was concerned about
the number of people who would be placed in
proximity to that hazardous facility. So for him to
suggest that that is still the case and we still have this
major problem does not recognise the fact that the new
Minister for Planning, Mr Guy, took on board what was
put forward by the advisory committee and reduced the
density of the development by one-third of the block,
such that almost one-third of the block has had its
height reduced and is no taller than three storeys.
This is being done in an effort to reduce its profile
should there be an incident at the major hazard facility,
and also to reduce the number of people who would be
exposed to such an incident should one happen. These
measures are practical. To reduce the number of people
who potentially would be exposed to any possible
incident at the site is the wise thing to do, and then to
bring in the requirements for suitable construction in
the area also makes sense. It will not be possible to
build a structure that will withstand every conceivable
event in the world, but if you can build a structure that
will take the brunt of an event such as a category 5
cyclone, it will allow people time to vacate the area
either while the incident is developing or when the
incident has occurred.
I have been talking to members of the community who
are concerned about the development. Some people in
the Williamstown area are quite against the
development going ahead because it is not in keeping
with the amenity of Williamstown.
Mr Tee — What’s your view?
Mr ELSBURY — I believe that the woollen mills,
as they stand, are an eyesore because the area has been
left to do nothing. In fact the Former Port Phillip
Woollen Mills Advisory Committee report highlights
the fact that this is a derelict area and that it does not
bring any amenity to the Williamstown area or the
Point Gellibrand region in particular. I will read from
the committee’s report, which states:
The committee accepts that the proposal is consistent with
this direction as it is located near an activity centre, within
proximity of public transport, and proposes development
within the council-designated redevelopment area.

So there was support for a redevelopment to occur
there, but we had a Labor planning minister who was
fixated on Melbourne 2030, which proposed
high-density development absolutely anywhere you
could place it and took no notice of local communities.
The local communities thought that Melbourne 2030
would create concrete boxes right across our city. Even
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the people in Ascot Vale knew it, because the Labor
Party was trying to plonk a five-storey concrete
monolith right in the middle of an area where I could
count the number of double-storey homes on one hand.
It was going to do that on the old TAFE site on Military
Road, so obviously it did not care much for the people
in that part of the world.
It was not until the former Attorney-General and
member for Niddrie, Mr Hulls, began to feel a bit of
heat that withdrawal of the proposal was even talked
about. We also have concerns coming from the Moonee
Valley City Council about the development along
Keilor Road in Niddrie and in Essendon North, but
again Melbourne 2030 promoted that sort of
development constantly. One after another, dirty great
big buildings were chucked in the middle of suburbs.
We have been left with the legacy of Melbourne 2030
because basically we had to use it as the template policy
for the woollen mills site. We could not just say,
‘Melbourne 2030 has gone’, and then get asked, ‘What
have you got to replace it with?’ and say, ‘Well,
nothing’. We had to come up with a policy to replace it.
So we have gone from Melbourne 2030, which was just
helter-skelter development everywhere, to new
planning policies which are promoting a state of cities
right across our state rather than just developing until
there is nothing more to develop.
That was almost definitely the approach taken
concerning the woollen mills when it was first proposed
to the Minister for Planning at the time, Mr Madden.
He supported the idea of high-density development on
that site and the large towers being proposed across the
entire site, not just in the areas that now have some high
rises. Incidentally, I have been informed just today that
the developer has removed another two storeys from
the tower, and that advice came from the mayor of the
Hobson’s Bay City Council, Angela Altair, through a
conservation I had with her earlier today.
It is a much smaller proposal than anything that was
being put forward by the initial proponent of this
development. I quote again from the Port Phillip
Woollen Mills final report:
Given its site context and zoning, the committee strongly
supports the residential redevelopment of the site. The site is
an ideal urban renewal and urban consolidation opportunity.
It presently suffers from making little or no contribution to the
fabric of Williamstown. That said, the site is unusual in the
high number of abuttals that are sensitive in differing ways.
Any redevelopment has to take account of its proximity to a
state supported shipyard, to crude oil storage facilities which
support about half of all Victoria’s petrol requirements, to
low-rise heritage building stock, to an attractive coastal
setting and to a location that is steeped in history.
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If you listen to the locals, they will tell you that it was
actually Batman’s first landing site. It was as far as he
could get his boats into the bay before he encountered
marshland and could go no further. It was not until
many months later that they reached Freshwater Place
on the Yarra River. I can assure members that
Freshwater Place is very different now, and Batman
would not recognise it today. There used to be a
waterfall there, hence fresh water was available and a
settlement could be established there. The report goes
on to say:
… the panel does not consider this development to be
intrusive or inappropriate for the local area in which it sits.

The panel says that this is an underutilised area, it
currently does not give any amenity to the
Williamstown area and the proposal is in keeping with
what needs to be done in the way of a proper
redevelopment. As I stated earlier, a third of the site
now has height restrictions on development in the area,
and there are specific planning restrictions on the types
of dwellings that can be built and the standards to
which they must be constructed.
The report also says:
In a character sense, the committee strongly endorses
development with at least a three-storey (about 10-metre)
podium base so long as it tapers to the south near the Cecil
Street properties. Higher elements up to 13 metres (four
storeys) are appropriate as part of this ‘podium’ (on Nelson,
Kanowna and Aitken) so as to introduce some variety.
The committee accepts that some degree of greater height can
be accommodated above this podium level but such a height
must maintain the ‘horizontal’ characteristic of the
Williamstown built form. In the view of the committee, this
evaporates at about 25 metres.

As I said, another two storeys have been taken from a
building that is already below that level, so we are
looking at a very reasonable development on this patch
of land, which was rezoned by the Labor government
specifically without any of these caveats or restrictions
being placed upon it by the then Minister for Planning,
Mr Madden.
The favourite case always put forward in relation to
hazardous facilities is the Buncefield incident which
occurred in the United Kingdom in 2005. The report by
the panel raises that particular case. It was an issue of
concern raised by people who made submissions to the
panel, and the report says:
Before turning to submissions and evidence, the committee
wishes to comment on the many submissions that referred to
the devastating ‘Buncefield’ incident in the United Kingdom
in 2005.
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The report then quotes a great chunk of a report titled
Buncefield — Why did it Happen? The quote is quite
extensive, almost a complete copy of the report in some
ways.
The panel report then goes on to say:
The relevance of the Buncefield incident to the committee
relates to the initial formation of the vapour cloud and the
subsequent explosion. The extension of the incident to the
larger tank farm is not … applicable to the Point Gellibrand
site.

What they are saying is that we have a very different
situation going on here. There are three large tanks
sitting on the Point Gellibrand site. Buncefield was a
much larger facility, of considerable size, and I
understand some 20 tanks were engulfed as part of that
incident. Apparently the fire burnt for seven days, if my
memory of what I have read about it serves me
correctly. We are talking about a very different
situation.
In talking to members of the community who live in the
area — and some are against the development going
ahead — they acknowledge that there is different
hazardous material at Point Gellibrand to what was at
Buncefield. It is mostly crude oil coming in through the
Point Gellibrand site, which is then moved to the
Altona Refinery for refinement — as its name suggests.
They refine the oil into its various chemical
components, allowing for the development of further
products across the Altona and Altona North area,
creating not only the jobs at Altona Refinery but the
other jobs right along Kororoit Creek Road and up
through Grieve Parade, where the different plastics and
materials are developed. I am aware that Qenos is there,
and it does some work with different types of plastics
and the refinement of natural gas as well. A number of
jobs rely on those facilities staying open.
Certainly requirements for buffer zones around these
sorts of facilities are already in place in major industrial
zones. That had to be dealt with in relation to a proposal
that has been around for many years for a treatment
facility for hydrocarbon-contaminated soil from various
sites to be built near Toll Drive in Altona. It was around
when I lived in the Altona area, and that was after we
had lived through the fight against the toxic dump in
Werribee. I was interested in what was going on in my
local community in the early 2000s when Labor was in
government, much to my disdain. It was something I
had to live with. Labor had the controls at the time, the
ability to change things and the ability to do something
about these boundaries, and it chose not to.
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I will read from the report in regard to the safety of the
site. The advisory committee report says:
Mr Dreher of R4Risk gave expert evidence for Mobil. He was
asked to provide his opinion on:
the potential risk exposures from the facility operated by
Mobil at Point Gellibrand; and
appropriate land use for the Port Phillip Woollen Mills
site to minimise risk exposure to people within the site
and surrounding areas.

Certainly reducing the number of people who are able
to dwell so close to the site and providing residents with
adequate protection during construction seems to me to
be the right way to go. The report goes on:
Mr Dreher further noted that Mobil had submitted a safety
case to WorkSafe and this had been accepted. Given the
acceptance of the safety case, Mr Dreher felt that it was
reasonable to assume that the likelihood of any high
consequence events is ‘low’ which, coupled with the
separation between the tank farm and the NPV site —

being the woollen mills site —
implies that the safety risk to persons present at the subject
site would also be ‘low’.

That is the advice of an expert in the field who was
employed by Mobil to give evidence to the panel.
What we really have here is a vain attempt by the Labor
Party to prop up the member for Williamstown in the
Assembly. He lost 13.5 per cent of the vote at the last
election, the biggest swing against anyone in the state.
The Labor Party is trying to cover its backside, cover its
mate and dupe us, as it has the Greens. Labor has duped
the Greens, which is pretty easy to do these days.
Greens members will believe anything. They believe
the carbon tax is going to somehow alter climate
change, but they are now being outdone by Mr Shorten,
the federal opposition leader.
Ms Hartland — I believe in residents’ safety.
That’s what I believe in, Mr Elsbury. So you don’t
think residents’ safety is important?
Mr ELSBURY — We have dealt with residents’
safety in that the proposal is to develop the site in a
manner which ensures an increased level of safety for
anyone who wishes to dwell there. We have the ability
for — —
Ms Hartland — What about the other 13 sites?
Mr ELSBURY — Ms Hartland asks about the other
sites. They are a historical anomaly that we have to deal
with and continue to deal with.
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Ms Hartland — And so you shouldn’t fix the
current site?
Mr ELSBURY — Is Ms Hartland suggesting that
we start buying people’s homes and turfing them out of
where they live? That would be the only way to create a
buffer zone around any of these facilities in Yarraville.
This is insane-speak from someone who believes in
socialism. In any case we will not be supporting this
motion. It is well within the purview of the Minister for
Planning to make decisions in relation to this matter
using the processes that we currently have in place.
Ms Hartland interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not see Ms Hartland on the speaking list.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I was a
bit confused earlier. I thought for a minute that
Mr Elsbury was supporting the motion, but at the end
when he summed up I discovered that he was not
supporting it.
My contribution to this motion will not be about a
specific development. It will be about what we do when
there is a major hazard facility in place and how we
deal with the encroachment of houses and residential
areas. My contribution is going to be in two parts. One
will be about ensuring the safety of these major hazard
facilities, and there are a lot of them in the western
suburbs of Melbourne within my electorate. I have had
the luxury of working with major hazard facilities for
23 years. In my former job I represented many workers
at these facilities, whether at Qenos, Dow Chemical
Company, the Mobil refinery and its Yarraville
terminal, or the terminals of Shell and Caltex in
Newport. I can speak from experience. I have dealt with
these facilities for 23 years, including the nearby
residents. Thousands of members of the union that was
my former employer live in the western suburbs and
some of them do not live far from these major hazard
facilities.
Reading the motion we see that it does not speak about
a particular development. It does not even criticise the
state government or the Minister for Planning. It talks
about the fact that we need to do something. Let us talk
about major hazard facilities and how that classification
came about. In the early 1990s the former coalition
government deregulated the health and safety act and
basically said to employees, ‘You can go and regulate
yourselves’. It was called the plant regulations act 1992,
from memory.
During that period we had two major incidents, the
Coode Island explosion and the Esso explosion at
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Longford in 1998. That led to a royal commission and
people talking about safety. From that came the birth of
the major hazard facility requirements. I was in the
middle of that. In my previous role I was working with
the health and safety experts to develop those
requirements, with a special requirement put on the
petrochemical industry. WorkSafe has a special
division in charge of major hazard facilities.
Petrochemical companies have to put together a very
complex case on safety to justify to the regulator why
they should be given a licence to operate and
manufacture in the state.
As I said earlier, the western suburbs of Melbourne
have a large chunk of major hazard facilities. I want to
talk about a couple of companies in particular — that is,
Mobil and Qenos. Ten years ago those companies were
on the brink of closing down. They had issues about
making sure that they maintained their licences. They
had to spend enough money on maintenance to make
sure that their plants and the community were safe.
They were meeting all those regulations plus having to
return a decent amount of money to the shareholders. I
remember at the time that the parent company of the
Coode Island facility, which was Orica, wrote off the
company — $195 million for $1 — and ExxonMobil
did the same thing. With the company and the state
government at the time we came up with a plan to save
those businesses. That we were able to do that is one of
the things I am proud of. The Chinese bought Qenos.
They spent a lot of money, and now it is quite a viable
business. The Mobil refinery at Altona is now quite a
viable business servicing the Victorian and South
Australian and markets, and it pumps about
$200 million into the Victorian economy.
In debating the motion we are talking about two things.
The first is about these businesses, which are under
constant review by their shareholders as to whether
they should continue operating. Do we put an extra
burden on them? Their shareholders could say that they
cannot afford the exposure in the event that something
goes wrong and maybe they should ship out. We need
to make sure that we address that issue and that we do
not give them another reason why those employers
should not continue operating in the west.
The second thing we are talking about is that we need
to make sure that we do not put residents in harm’s
way. In the explosion in the United Kingdom referred
to in the motion 43 people were injured, 3 of them
seriously. There might be a one in a million chance that
that sort of thing could happen, but we need to make
sure that if there is an explosion, there is enough of a
buffer zone to give people a chance to survive and not
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be hurt in the first impact and to ensure that they have a
bit of time to evacuate.
The facilities I have referred to have been there for
more than 60 years, and I will be advocating day in and
day out to make sure that they stay there for another
60 years, because they provide jobs that we need to
maintain for the western suburbs of Melbourne — in
fact for the whole state. We have a refinery that
supplies the state, and it has a very good business
model. It is now making money, and it looks as if it will
be here for a long time, unlike the Shell refinery. We do
not know what the future holds for Shell. We need to
support those businesses because we need them. We
also need to protect the residents.
The motion is about getting the Economy and
Infrastructure References Committee to look at the
issue of major hazard facilities, not at a specific
development. I am not interested in that. The motion is
about how we can achieve two things. One is making
sure that the businesses have some certainty into the
future. We must make sure that housing does not
encroach into the business area because someone buys
a piece of land and decides that they want to build a
residential development and make a bit of money and
then puts the companies at risk by developing too close
to them. To that I would say bad luck. But we need to
act. I have seen housing development encroaching on
industrial operations, with arguments being mounted by
residents who lodge objections with the council and
various other people and drive the businesses out. If
you are lucky, they will hopefully relocate to another
place in Victoria, but these days there is a good chance
that these businesses will relocate offshore and we will
lose them all together. We do not want that to happen.
The WorkSafe guidelines indicate that the buffer zone
should be 300 metres. In the motion we are saying that
we should have a bipartisan approach. Opposition
members are not blaming the current government for a
lack of action; this sort of thing has been going on for
decades.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Mr Elsbury should read the
motion. I am happy to read it to Mr Elsbury. The
motion seeks a review; it does not condemn the
government. Mr Elsbury should read the motion
carefully. Basically the opposition is asking for a
review to be undertaken to make sure of the details.
WorkSafe is telling us that there should be a 300-metre
buffer zone. The question then will be whether it is
300 metres from the fence line or from the cracker. We
need to have a debate about that. I would rather it was
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300 metres from the fence line. The Environment
Protection Authority talks about 2000 metres.
We are saying that we should start a process now; we
owe it to our future generations and the people who are
likely to end up buying a piece of land or a house next
to a refinery. If something goes wrong, we can look
back and say that in 2013 we had a debate on this issue
in this place and we could not reach an agreement on it.
If we do not do so, we will drive some of these
companies to relocate.
Let me tell members also that the terminals at Newport
and Yarraville will not be relocated. It would cost
billions of dollars to relocate them. By the way, we
need them and so we cannot relocate them. We need to
keep the Altona refinery going because it is pumping
$200 million a year into the Victorian economy. Qenos
is pumping a lot of money into the economy as well.
We want to keep them there too.
Opposition members are asking that there be a
bipartisan approach and that the committee consider the
matter so that the industry is given some certainty. This
is not about playing politics. I am basically offering that
we move away from debating a single issue, which is
what other speakers were focusing on. This is not about
a single issue. It is about using the opportunity to give
the industry certainty and making sure we do not put
residents in harm’s way.
The Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal has
made two decisions which are talked about as the
Sandbar decision and the High Street decision. Those
decisions basically say that we have that clear
regulation in place because once city councils give
permits to these developers there are no clear guidelines
by the government in relation to this issue. The two
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal decisions
basically say that the buffer distance needs to be as per
the Environment Protection Authority’s
publication AQ2/86. Then there is the WorkSafe
advisory note which I talked about, which refers to
300 metres. Both decisions and the Environment
Protection Authority talk about the buffer zone. We
have a tribunal basically urging the government and
saying that there needs to be some regulation to make
sure that there is a buffer zone.
The challenge here for the minister and for the
government is to read the motion carefully, support the
motion and refer the matter to the Economy and
Infrastructure References Committee. As I said, we can
talk about the terms of reference, but to me the issue is
very clear. We are saying the same thing. If we separate
the politics from the issue, from my point of view there
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are two important things: I want all these major hazard
facilities to stay there for an extra 100 years, but I want
to make sure that the residents who live next door to
these facilities have enough of a buffer zone to protect
them in case something eventuates, like an explosion,
and to protect them from greedy developers from time
to time buying a piece of land on the edge of these
facilities and putting houses in there, because then you
would not be able to stop it. That is what this motion is
all about, and I urge members on the other side to
support it. It is a good motion, and I commend the
motion to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr

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

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Pairs
Viney, Mr

Finn, Mr

Motion negatived.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house requires the Leader of the Government to
table in the Legislative Council by Tuesday, 17 September, a
copy of documents detailing the Country Fire Authority and
the Victorian WorkCover Authority actuarial assessment and
cost estimates to provide compensation for Victoria’s
firefighters injured or deceased as a result of exposure to
carcinogens on the job.

I will speak only very briefly on this motion. As we are
all well aware, our firefighters put themselves on the
line to protect the community. In doing their job they
are exposed to toxic chemicals and smoke. As a result,
firefighters are 5 to 10 times more at risk of developing
certain cancers and more than 2 to 3 times more likely
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to get lung cancer than a smoker. However, if a
firefighter gets a cancer, it is almost impossible to
access WorkCover protections that other workers have.
I will note that the government has created a panel, but
we are not yet convinced that this is actually going to
allow firefighters to access compensation. Federal
firefighters are covered, so if you work at Tullamarine
airport, you are covered; if you work for the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade in Tullamarine, you are not.
Other states are on their way; Tasmania has brought in
similar legislation, and I would hope that we are not
going to be slow about this. At this stage Victorian
firefighters are not covered, and I do not think that that
is in any way fair.
The Greens introduced the Accident Compensation
Legislation (Fair Protection for Firefighters) Bill 2011
to change this unacceptable situation. The Assistant
Treasurer, Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips, directed the
Victorian WorkCover Authority to prepare some advice
with respect to this presumptive legislation for
firefighters. The minister has not publicly released this
advice, and I was forced to acquire information using
freedom of information laws; however, not all
documents were provided, and we are still in the
process of appealing this. The actuarial assessments and
cost estimates done by both the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and WorkCover were not provided. Exorbitant
figures were cited for the Country Fire Authority but
with no original documents to provide for this. It cannot
be scrutinised. If these figures are in fact correct or
anywhere near correct, they reflect the financial burden
our firefighters and their families are currently carrying,
which I believe is incredibly unfair.
I believe firefighters and this Parliament have the right
to see these figures. My take on the figures is that the
CFA has included every single firefighter within their
actuarial assessments and costings rather than those that
qualify under the legislation, given that firefighting
makes up a substantial proportion of their duties over
the qualifying period of 5 to 25 years, depending on the
type of cancer. As a result these figures have been
completely blown out of all proportion.
The Australian Senate found that any cost impact
would be insignificant in Australia and, as has been
seen elsewhere in the world, there would not be a flood
of claims. This appears to be in stark contrast with the
CFA assessment in Victoria and, to some extent, even
WorkCover’s assessment. If Victorian firefighters and
their families are bearing a large financial burden, they
deserve to see these figures. If these figures differ so
starkly from those of anywhere else in Australia or the
world, then the Victorian public should be able to see
why.
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This government has often talked about the fact that it
will be transparent and that it will release information.
We have had major difficulties with FOI, so today I
hope the government will agree to release these
documents so that we can actually see what the costs
are and how and why they have been calculated.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise and speak on the motion Ms Hartland
has brought to the house today. I want to talk about a
couple of points she raised in her contribution. I will
say from the outset that the government will not be
opposing this motion to produce documents, as has
been the practice of the government in relation to such
motions. It is important to distinguish what the
government is doing from some of the misinformation
that is circulating in the public domain.
With all due respect to Ms Hartland, there continues to
be confusion, which has been created by Ms Hartland
and the Greens, in relation to entitlements to
compensation for firefighters who contract cancer in the
course of their work. Both volunteer and paid
firefighters are already entitled to compensation should
they contract cancer or suffer a serious injury through
their work. The minister has made this clear on a
number of occasions, and a number of things have
already been done to assist those making compensation
claims. I will refer to a recent media release from the
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips, the minister
responsible for this area, dated 27 August, which states:
Victorian firefighters who believe they have contracted
cancer through firefighting are entitled to make a
compensation claim, either through the CFA in the case of
volunteers, or the VWA in the case of career firefighters.

In addition the government is making it easier for
firefighters to lodge their claims and has established the
firefighters assessment panel, comprising health experts
who can assess and validate claims from affected
individuals. The government has also established a
hotline as a single point of contact for both volunteer
and paid firefighters who wish to lodge a compensation
claim. These two government initiatives will ensure
that people who have concerns about a cancer-related
illness or believe they have contracted cancer through
their work will have access to expert advice and a
means to request that advice through a hotline.
For people in the general community who contract
cancer or other serious illnesses there is always the
question of why, and how did this happen to me? What
did I do? Did I expose myself to some untoward
chemical? Did I put my child in harm’s way? These are
questions that community members often ask when
they themselves contract cancer or other serious
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illnesses. Sometimes the answer is simply unknown —
we just do not know. It is idiopathic. It is a real issue for
many people who contract illness from an unknown
origin. I am not saying that this is not a legitimate
concern for people who believe they have contracted
cancer or a life-threatening illness through their
work — and in this instance we are discussing
firefighters — but it is still important to have a panel of
experts to assess and determine those claims and to
have a hotline so that those individuals can speak to
someone about their compensation claims.
Ms Hartland raised a number of concerns in her request
for documents. She said the government is not being
transparent and has had major difficulties with FOI.
However, the request Ms Hartland put forward today is
a double-up on an FOI request that she had already
submitted and received a response to. It is my
understanding that she received a substantial number of
documents, including assessments of the financial
impact of presumptive legislation. I want to go to that
point because I understand that she referred to a number
of documents. I do not want to read the list of all of
them, but I will read most of them because they go to
the heart of what we are talking about.
Ms Hartland said the government is not being
transparent and that she has been having major
difficulties in obtaining information. I will read from
the list of some of the documents that have been
released in full including: a June 2012 document from
WorkSafe described as a ‘Proclaimed diseases brief —
stakeholder engagement and communications plan’; an
August 2012 document created by WorkSafe and the
Assistant Treasurer and described as ‘Correspondence
re compensation arrangements for CFA volunteers’;
and a document dated 6 February created by the
Parliament of Victoria and described as
‘Second-reading speech of Accident Compensation
Legislation (Fair Protection for Firefighters) Bill’.
A number of pieces of legislation have been released in
full. An email chain created by WorkSafe and the
Department of Justice in relation to ‘Fair compensation
for firefighters/proclaimed diseases’, and initiated in
July last year, was released in full. Also from July of
last year is an email from WorkSafe with notes
attached, which was released in full. There are a
number of emails with attachments containing
information in relation to presumptive legislation; an
email seeking further information regarding WorkSafe
and a Metropolitan Fire Brigade meeting; emails in
relation to cancer claims and the Head of Workers
Compensation Authorities meeting in July last year;
emails on meetings between the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and WorkSafe; ministerial correspondence;
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actuarial costings; and an email relating to proclaimed
diseases, schedule and status reporting. These
documents have all been created in the last year and
released in full.
Other documents have been released in full, and
without going through them in detail, they relate to a
number of the issues we are debating today. There are
so many documents that I am struggling to find them
all. Multiple requests received by WorkSafe, the CFA,
the minister, parliamentary counsel, various other
departments and agencies, such as the Department of
Justice, have all been released in full. From earlier this
year there has been email correspondence between the
Department of Justice and the CFA in relation to the
Fair Go for Firefighters campaign, which was released
in full. Department of Justice and CFA email
correspondence relating to the United Firefighters
Union of Australia international forum was also
released in full. A WorkSafe information sheet relating
to workers compensation, headed ‘Making a claim for
work-related injury or illness’, was released in full. All
of these documents have been released in full, so it is
misleading to say they have not been released through
FOI. The government is endeavouring to put the
documents in the public domain.
In relation to the motion, it is probably fair to say that
because so much work has been undertaken the motion
has become outdated and needs to be changed. I have
just been through the substantial list of documents that
have been released, and it is evident that Ms Hartland
has received a large volume of information. I suggest
that to bring this motion to the house is redundant.
The minister is very much aware of the issue, and he is
working with the various agencies in relation to this
matter. The advertisements placed by the party
Ms Hartland represents have been very provocative and
misleading to say the least. I know they have been
running in regional Victoria. We had a very unfortunate
debate in the house last night when the issue of climate
change and its impact was raised, and that is the
problem. The Greens continually whip up these
emotive issues without any basis. It is simply not right
to make the community fearful. There have to be
guidelines put in place, and that is exactly what we are
doing. I think the TV ads run by the Greens are wrong.
Firefighters, just like any other workers, are entitled to
compensation if they are injured at work, and that
includes contracting cancer. There are many reasons for
contracting cancer; often they are unknown. The
government has put in place a panel to assess the issues
and the claims, as well as a hotline that firefighters can
access in order to speak to someone and put in a claim.
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The minister should be commended for providing that
support.
I reiterate that the campaign run by the Greens,
particularly in regional Victoria, is unfortunate, and I
think it has caused unnecessary fear in the community.
Ms Hartland’s motion is outdated. The transparency she
says is not occurring is occurring. The release of
documents has been undertaken, and it is simply not
accurate for Ms Hartland to say she is having major
difficulties obtaining information and that the
government is not being transparent. Again I commend
the minister for the work he is doing in this important
area, and I commend all the volunteer CFA firefighters,
some of whom I know personally, for the work they do.
Members of my family have been involved in fighting
significant fires, so I know just what firefighters have to
do day in and day out, especially during the very
demanding fire season over the summer months, which
we are prepared for. Those agencies do an
extraordinary job. Craig Lapsley — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Mr O’Brien is right. Mr Lapsley,
the fire services commissioner, is an exceptional
individual, and he is doing a terrific job. Victorians
around the state should be pleased that we have
someone of his competence in charge of a very
important emergency services agency. Our volunteer
firefighters put in so much time and work to protect not
only their own properties but also the properties of
other members of the community, and they do that
because it is what they believe in and it is what they
want to do. However, it is inappropriate for the Greens
to be scaremongering and whipping up hysteria through
this motion.
The government will not be opposing this documents
motion, but I wanted to make those points. Again I
congratulate all our CFA volunteers on the wonderful
work they do.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I join with
the other members who have contributed to this debate
in commending all Victorian volunteer and career
firefighters for the extraordinary work they do in
protecting the lives, livelihoods and properties of
communities across Victoria. Ms Crozier spoke about
issues particularly related to regional areas, but
firefighters work in metropolitan areas as well. I join
my colleagues Ms Hartland and Ms Crozier in
expressing gratitude by thanking all Victorian
firefighters for the work they do.
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It is late October, and the entire community is aware
that at this time of the year fire risk is increasing. In
recent weeks the devastating fires just north of us in
New South Wales have served as a timely reminder of
the need to be ever vigilant and to continually improve
our efforts in maintaining fire safety and supporting our
fire services. It is in that context that we consider
Ms Hartland’s motion, which seeks documentation of
actuarial assessments of the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and the Victorian WorkCover Authority that
outline the financial impact of resolving the issues of
compensation rights for firefighters who have
contracted cancer in the course of their firefighting
duties.
We have debated this issue on many occasions in this
place. What has been revealed during the various
debates is that the Victorian government is yet to be
convinced of the science. That is regrettable. The
commonwealth Parliament, in an all-party kind of way,
has accepted the science; the Tasmanian government
has accepted the science; the West Australian
government has accepted the science; and jurisdictions
in countries around the world where people fight fires
have accepted the science. The government says it is
waiting for the results of research on this issue, and the
people conducting that research say that their findings
will probably not change the minds of government
members if the available evidence has not already done
so. Those researchers are conducting a longitudinal
study, and what it will add to our knowledge of these
matters is different to what the government says it is
waiting for.
A private members bill was brought to this place by
Ms Hartland, and it came a cropper on a handful of
technicalities. For the procedural geeks in the chamber,
there was a very interesting discussion around the
capacity of this house to initiate legislation that has a
financial imposition on the state. The issue was referred
to the Economy and Infrastructure Legislation
Committee for a quick review of the circumstances in
which the bill was determined to be not suitable by the
house. The committee heard various arguments about
the role and powers of the Legislative Council in
introducing legislation, and ultimately it resolved that it
was a matter for the house to determine what was in
and what was out. The logical extension of the rule
about money bills would be that no legislation could
ever be initiated in this place, but there have been a
number of precedents under both this government and
the previous one — both under the current composition
of the Legislative Council — of legislation introduced
into this place that clearly had financial consequences.
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The committee was unwilling to draw a line in relation
to what amount would be appropriate and at what point
it would be appropriate, whether no cost is actually no
cost, whether the use of the time of public servants and
the cost of printing legislation can represent a cost or
whether fees or levies imposed by a piece of legislation
represent a cost. There are a variety of examples of
legislation introduced in this house, including, as I was
reminded by Ms Hartland during that hearing, the
Tourist and Heritage Railways Bill 2010, which took us
for a bit of a trip down memory lane.
We have supported Ms Hartland’s every endeavour to
bring this issue to Parliament for debate, because we
accept that this is a wrong that needs to be righted. We
accept that there is a relationship between firefighting
and some types of cancer. We accept the science that
the commonwealth Parliament accepted, and we
believe the Victorian government needs to get its skates
on, get in line with other jurisdictions and address this
issue.
This is a complicated issue. Any tinkering with the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 is complicated. The
volunteer firefighter provisions in the act are mirrored
in the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 and the
Accident Compensation Act so that the same
entitlements exist. The government’s argument has
been that if the relationship between firefighting
activities and cancer could be demonstrated, then the
compensation is payable. We have had this debate over
and over again in this place. It is about reversing the
onus so that it is not the case that every firefighter,
every time this issue arises, needs to re-establish their
case. Workers compensation claims can be long, slow
and painful processes. Everybody knows that the
sooner treatment starts for cancer, the better the
likelihood is of a good outcome for the patient, so these
are unnecessary delays.
We also know from the public hearings held by the
Economy and Infrastructure Legislation Committee that
the government has crunched the numbers on this. In
his evidence the Assistant Treasurer conceded that there
would be a cost consequence. If my memory serves me
right, Ms Hartland also conceded that there would be a
cost consequence for this change, but that would be the
point of it. Finding out what we can about how this
change best ought to occur is important, and this
motion is straightforward. It seeks documents that will
provide additional information about the cost and
consequences of this change. We know the government
has done this work, because it has been very up-front
about that.

3377

If this is a question of whether the Victorian
community, the workers compensation scheme and the
CFA budget can accommodate compensation for
firefighters with cancer, then let us have that debate out
in the open, in the Parliament and in the community.
This is a government that talks a really good game on
openness and transparency. I am pleased that the
government is not opposing this motion today. We will
certainly be supporting it. The time has come for this
issue to be resolved, and the Labor Party is happy to
support Ms Hartland’s efforts in seeking this
documentation in the chamber today.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move the following amendment to the motion:
That ‘17 September’ be omitted with the view of inserting in
its place ‘26 November’.

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — I will speak on the amendment before
I get to the motion that is before the chamber. In the
case of a date error I note there is an expectation that
those in the chamber would be quite happy to support
its amendment. However, it is interesting to note that
these members of the Greens and the Labor Party are
the same people who opposed an amendment of a date
in a non-government motion when on the other side of
the chamber.
Mr Leane — No!
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — We hear Mr Leane
say, ‘No’; he speaks with a forked tongue. I moved a
motion under the heading ‘Office of Police Integrity:
production of documents’ on 28 July 2010 in this
chamber. It states, in part:
That this house —
…
(3) therefore orders that in accordance with sessional
order 21, there be tabled in the Council by 12 noon on
13 April 2010 …

Of course July was after the date by which I sought the
documents to be tabled, as was discovered in the course
of the debate. Mr Finn then moved an amendment,
which he circulated and which states:
That the words ‘13 April 2010’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘10 August 2010’.

As Mr Finn said:
It should be obvious to most members of the house that
13 April has passed. We need to make this amendment, as it
will be clear and obvious to all.
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What is clear and obvious to all in the motion before
the chamber is that the date has passed. Today is
30 October, and Ms Hartland’s motion requires the
Leader of the Government to table documents in the
Legislative Council by Tuesday, 17 September 2013.
We are clearly past that date, as Mr Finn rightly pointed
out was the case on the motion that I sought in 2010.
If you go to Hansard of 28 July 2010, you will note that
Mr Tee made an inane contribution, as he normally
does. I then continued, and guess what happened?
There was a vote to oppose the change of date by which
the documents were required to be presented. We are
now expected by those who sit opposite to support their
amendment. Let me make it clear: we will. We are not
going to play party politics with it. But I will make the
point that at that time the house divided on that
amendment. The President is reported as saying:
By way of clarification before I put the motion, it is not
appropriate to quote from Hansard that has been printed
within the last six months … However, it is okay to
paraphrase.

Then the house divided on the amendment. We sought
to amend a motion to make the date relevant, and what
do you think happened? Among the ayes we had those
then in opposition, supporting the amendment, but then
we had the noes — those people who did not want to
change the date on a motion, which is exactly what is
being sought today by those opposite. Who were the
noes? There was Mr Barber from the Greens, there
were members of the Labor Party, there was
Ms Hartland, who not only voted no but was a teller,
and there was Ms Pennicuik.
The Greens have put up a motion today in which they
have identified the date as incorrect. They have now
sought to move an amendment in this chamber to have
it changed. We will support the amendment, but it is
important to note the hypocrisy of those opposite on the
very same issue. When we were in opposition, they
sided with the government and opposed it. Needless to
say, the amendment was negatived. The motion was
therefore finished.
By rights we could actually say no, because that is what
Labor did when it was in government and that is what
the Greens did in response to a motion that I moved in
this chamber because there was a date that was wrong.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — If members want to
talk about hypocrisy, let me make the point that they
are all sitting over there. It is on the record for those
who wish to see that when there was a motion before
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this chamber which had an incorrect date, those
opposite opposed it in non-government business time
and the matter was dealt with. I just make the point that
the hypocrisy of those opposite is astounding. We will
not oppose the motion or the amendment because, as
we have always said, we will support documents
motions and let the government determine them, as
opposed — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Leane interjects,
but I think he opposed a change to the date as well. The
hypocrisy of the fellow member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region is again outstanding. It is just
amazing to see.
I noted the date and I am glad Ms Hartland picked it up.
But to then expect the government to support the
amendment when those on that side of the chamber
opposed the same event that happened only three years
ago is a disgrace. They should hang their heads in
shame over the sheer hypocrisy of what they are doing
now. When I sought in opposition to get documents,
they stopped me dead in my tracks. The government is
not going to do that. We are more open. We are more
transparent. All I will say in terms of the documents
motion is that, as with other documents motions, the
government will not oppose this motion. We support
the amendment, and we will support the documents
motion, as amended.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
opposition will support, with a lot of grace and
goodwill, the amendment to the date. In response to
Mr Dalla-Riva’s — —
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva — Why didn’t you do it in
2010?
Mr LEANE — I am glad to see that Mr Dalla-Riva
must have had a bit of grit built up on his liver for a
long time. I am glad he has had the opportunity to vent
that during this particular process.
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr LEANE — Touching on hypocrisy, we are very
pleased to hear that Mr Dalla-Riva supports the motion
that these documents be tabled in this chamber. We will
be watching with great interest the response from the
minister as to whether or not he actually tables the
document when the time comes.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
be very brief in my right of reply. I want to apologise to
the chamber. The issue about the date is entirely my
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fault. I am pleased that both sides of the chamber have
agreed to this. It is greatly appreciated that we will not
stumble over my mistake in what is a very important
motion.
The one thing I want to take up from what Ms Crozier
said is that, yes, we have had a very large number of
documents, but the documents that are missing are the
documents that explain how it is that the Metropolitan
Fire Brigade, the Country Fire Authority and
WorkCover have actually come to the conclusions
about what this will cost. They are the documents that
are missing and they are the documents we require for
this extremely important issue.
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(d) provision of suitable access points; and
(e) reinvestment of income from commercial purposes
to be used for public purposes;

(5) the most significant barrier to achievement of these
actions over many years has been the inappropriate and
outdated governance structure that has been allowed to
continue by successive state governments; and
(6) calls on this state government to —
(a) amend the membership of the trustees of Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve to reduce the number of racing
industry representation, include more community
representation and retain representatives of Glen
Eira City Council;

Again, I would like to apologise to the chamber for my
mistake on the date. I thank the clerks for, as usual,
their fast and speedy assistance, and I thank the
chamber for allowing the amendment to go through.

(b) ensure that the trustees of the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve comply with DSE guidelines for
committees of management of Crown land and that
the meetings, decisions and actions of the trustees
are open and transparent;

Amendment agreed to; amended motion agreed to.

(c) ensure that the governance arrangements over the
Crown land achieve the equal purposes of a
racecourse, public recreation and public park; and

CAULFIELD RACECOURSE RESERVE
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:

(d) ensure that all financial arrangements and
transactions associated with the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve subject to audit by the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office.

That this house notes that —
(1) the recommendations of the 2008 report of the Select
Committee on Public Land Development regarding
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve have not been fully
implemented;
(2) Glen Eira City Council has been advocating for better
public access and various improvements at Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve for many years and on 19 March
2013 adopted, by resolution, a position statement on
Crown land at Caulfield Racecourse Reserve which
stated that the Crown land is reserved by law for three
purposes —
(a) a racecourse;

The motion that appears on the notice paper today is
different from the original motion that I gave notice of
on 13 June. Last week I circulated the amended motion
to the other parties, so today’s appearance in the notice
paper of that amended motion is the first time that the
parties have seen the motion.
The motion is in six parts. I will address it part by part.
In the first part the motion reads:
That this house notes that —
(1) the recommendations — —

(3) the first purpose, a racecourse, is well catered for, but the
other purposes are not;

Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am a bit confused by Ms Pennicuik’s
opening comments. Did she say that this is now the
actual motion, or does she have a different one that she
is trying to put up?

(4) the Crown land should be managed to achieve all three
purposes equally, and that to achieve this, Glen Eira
Council listed 10 actions that need to occur, including
the —

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! The advice from the Clerk is that this is the
actual motion as it appears on the notice paper.

(b) a public recreation ground; and
(c) a public park;

(a) allocation of land for public recreation;
(b) removal of horse training and car parking from the
Crown land;
(c) removal of visual barriers (fencing) to the Crown
land;

Mr Ondarchie — This is the correct one, then?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! The Clerk advises me that this is the correct
motion that we are debating at the moment.

CAULFIELD RACECOURSE RESERVE
3380

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 30 October 2013

Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you for the clarification
on my clarification, Acting President. I thought I had
made it pretty clear that this is the motion, and it was
circulated prior to it being amended placed on the
notice paper. The reason for that was to give the other
parties notice before it appeared today, which is the first
day it could appear in its amended form on the notice
paper. I circulated it last week.

have to say that that recommendation has not been
implemented.

Again, I will begin with the first part of the motion:

Mostly that has been implemented. The redevelopment
of a parcel of land known as the triangle, near Caulfield
railway station, has been the subject of some public
consultation, but there has been a lot of public
discussion and discussion between the racecourse board
and the local council, which is the Glen Eira City
Council.

That this house notes that —
(1) the recommendations of the 2008 report of the Select
Committee on Public Land Development regarding
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve have not been fully
implemented …

I turn to that report, which was tabled in September
2008, just over five years ago. The Select Committee of
the Legislative Council on Public Land Development —
Final Report looked at a number of issues of public
land. In fact it was on the motion of Mr David Davis,
then Leader of the Opposition and now Leader of the
Government, that this committee was set up. It looked
at the management and disposal of public land
generally and a number of case study sites, including
the Kew Residential Services site, the St Kilda triangle
development, the proposed Southern Ocean beach
house development, the Devilbend reserve and a few
other case studies, and also the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve.
The recommendations regarding that particular site are
worth again reading into Hansard, some five years
later. A lot of work has been done in the community
with the local council and various MPs to try to get
some of these recommendations implemented.
Recommendation 5.8 states:

Recommendation 5.9 states:
That the master plan for the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve
redevelopment be the subject of wide public consultation
incorporating the municipalities of Glen Eira, Stonnington
and Port Phillip.

Recommendation 5.10 states:
That the Minister for Planning strongly consider appointing
community members and/or people with park and recreation
expertise as nominees of the state government to the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve board of trustees to provide a balanced
representation of interests and expertise.

That has not been fully implemented. It is worth
commenting that that there are 15 trustees on the board
and that 6 of them are nominees of the Melbourne
Racing Club and 6 are nominees of the Minister for
Planning, and historically most of those, if not the vast
majority of them, are people with links to the racing
industry. As a result, 12 members of the 15-member
board of trustees are usually in some way linked to the
racing industry, and the remainder are the 3 nominees
of the City of Glen Eira.
Recommendation 5.11 states:
That the day-to-day management of the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve, by delegation from the trustees to the Melbourne
Racing Club, be reconsidered.

That the government investigate:
the history, membership structure, responsibilities and
current arrangement of the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve board of trustees, particularly in relation to its
duty to uphold not just horseracing, but all the purposes
of the reserve in the original grant;
the purpose to which money raised by horseracing has
been used; and
ways in which the government can ensure that the board
of trustees operates in an open and transparent manner
and in accordance with the terms of the grant.

Recommendation 5.8 goes straight to the governance
issues at the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, which is
really the crux of the motion I have moved today. I will
get to that in paragraph (6) of the motion. One would

That has not happened either.
Finding 5.14 states:
The Caulfield Racecourse Reserve profits to the Melbourne
Racing Club have been disproportionately directed to racing
users, with inadequate provision for use of public park and
recreation users as required by the original grant.

Despite a minor investment of funds by the Melbourne
Racing Club into some public facilities in the
racecourse reserve, that continues to be the case.
Recommendation 5.12 states:
That the Melbourne Racing Club’s recent report relating to
the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve fencing boundaries be
publicly released.
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I do not know if that was ever publicly released. A
letter was sent to me by the CEO of the Melbourne
Racing Club some years ago mentioning the pros and
cons of fencing, but the situation remains that if you
circumnavigate the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, most
of it is shielded by a large tin fence, so that the public
cannot see into the reserve. Access is still only through
a couple of points around the reserve, and in my
opinion the Melbourne Racing Club still tries to make
access as difficult as possible for the general public.
Recommendation 5.13 states:
That the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve trustees direct a
substantial amount from the profits made by the Melbourne
Racing Club over many decades to the provision of public
park and recreational facilities, including promotion of the
public use of these facilities as recompense to the community.

Again only a relatively small amount of money is made
available for public use, compared to the gazillions of
dollars that the Victoria Amateur Turf Club, as it was
known previously, and now the Melbourne Racing
Club have made out of racing and associated activities,
including a Tabaret, sports betting and various other
activities, over many years. It really is scandalous.
Recommendation 5.14 states:
That the government support the joint communiqué between
the Melbourne Racing Club and the Glen Eira City Council to
the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve trustees, bearing in mind
that further public consultation is needed with respect to the
future use of public open space within the centre of the
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve.

As I said, to some extent some of that has happened.
Some works have been done in the centre of the reserve
for public recreation facilities, but we still have a long
way to go. Considering this work has taken five years,
it is very minor. This is disappointing because
following the tabling of this report some goodwill
appeared to exist about bringing this reserve up to the
standard of others around the world and making it a
multipurpose, multi-use facility. It is a very large area
of Crown land in the city of Glen Eira. Glen Eira City
Council is starved of public open space, but this fight
for genuine public access to the site from dawn till dusk
has still not been won. That should be what happens.
The second part of my motion reads:
Glen Eira City Council has been advocating for better public
access and various improvements at Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve for many years and on 19 March 2013 adopted, by
resolution, a position statement on Crown land at Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve which stated that the Crown land is
reserved by law for three purposes —
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(a) a racecourse;
(b) a public recreation ground; and
(c) a public park …

The third part of my motion states:
the first purpose, a racecourse, is well catered for, but the
other purposes are not …

As I have said, this has been going on for many
years — decades in fact. Various councils have tried,
with various ways and means, to provide better public
access to Caulfield Racecourse Reserve and to ensure
that the Crown land is used for the purposes clearly
stated in the trust deed. These are: racecourse, public
recreation ground and public park. Anybody who goes
to Caulfield Racecourse Reserve will notice that the
racecourse is its identity. Its signage is all about racing.
The signage referring to public access is very small and
cannot be seen from a distance. In fact Mr Ondarchie
would not be able to read it, even from the distance
between the Chair and me or that between
Mr Ondarchie and me. He would not be able to read the
signage telling him that, as a member of the public, he
had access to the reserve. But the signs about the
racecourse and racing events are huge and dominate the
landscape. That is still the culture which exists at that
piece of Crown land.
The fourth part of my motion summarises what the
council said in its motion, which was put and carried
unanimously on 19 March. It says:
… the Crown land should be managed to achieve all three
purposes equally, and that to achieve this, Glen Eira Council
listed 10 actions that need to occur, including the —
(a) allocation of land for public recreation;
(b) removal of horse training and car parking from the
Crown land;
(c) removal of visual barriers (fencing) to the Crown
land;
(d) provision of suitable access points; and
(e) reinvestment of income from commercial purposes
to be used for public purposes …

I will go in some detail to the motion that was carried
unanimously by the Glen Eira City Council on
19 March. It states:
The first purpose, a racecourse, is well provided for.

It then lists the 10 actions that need to occur. It says the
council will advocate for the public use of public land.
The first action that needs to occur is the allocation of
land for public recreation grounds. The motion states:
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Glen Eira has the lowest amount of open space per capita of
all Melbourne municipalities. There are far more community
sporting teams wanting to play in Glen Eira than there are
grounds for. The Crown land should provide sporting
facilities for both horseracing and community recreation. The
area allocated for community sports grounds should be no
less than the area allocated for race tracks. (There are
approximately 340 days each year when there are no
horseraces at Caulfield).

There are 340 days a year when there is no racing, and
the whole of that huge site is commandeered for racing
and training activities. The council’s motion continues:
Many famous racecourses around the world provide sporting
grounds in the centre of the course —

and examples are attached. The Leader of the
Government, who is here in the chamber, will
remember seeing some of those shown to us when we
visited the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve. In the middle
of the Happy Valley Racecourse in Hong Kong you can
find soccer, hockey, lacrosse and rugby fields, and as a
former lacrosse player, I am very pleased to see that.
The Nad Al Sheba Racecourse in Dubai has the only
fully floodlit golf course in the Middle East. It is smack
bang in the middle of the racetrack, and people play
golf until midnight. The Tokyo Racecourse has
extensive infield development, including sporting
grounds and indoor sports facilities; the Taipa
Racecourse in Macau has a golf driving range in the
middle; the Greyville Racecourse in South Africa also
has a golf course inside the track; San Diego’s Del Mar
racetrack has extensive infield development, including
pavilions and lakes; the Santa Anita Park racecourse in
California has infield development; and the Aintree
Racecourse in the United Kingdom has a golf course in
the middle. There are many examples of what could be
done, but after five years we have not seen much action
at the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve.
The second point of the council’s motion says it is time
to rebalance specific areas of land. It says:
Specific areas of the Crown land should be designated for
each of the uses of a racecourse, public recreation ground and
public park and established by specific leases or licences.

The third point relates to the removal of horse training.
It says:
Training of horses on a commercial basis is not one of the
purposes for which the Crown land is reserved. Providing a
‘public recreation ground and public park’ takes precedence
over the training of horses. To the extent that training
prejudices the provision of public recreation ground and
public park, training should be phased out.

I am a strong supporter of the phasing out of training at
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve. I know that is not very
popular with the racing community, but it is very
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popular with the people who live in the vicinity,
particularly those in the Neerim Road and Queens
Avenue areas and also those who use the one sporting
ground that is in the Neerim Road area because of the
obvious impacts of the horses and stables there. There
are many places not far out of Melbourne where horse
training could be removed to. That has certainly been
the long-term position of the council, and I support it in
that position.
The fourth action required by the council is the removal
of car parking. The motion reads:
The obligation to provide a ‘public recreation ground and
public park’ also takes precedence over car parking.
Transport planning and management should emphasise public
transport, including the adjacent train and tram. An
arrangement should be entered into with Monash University
for use of its multistorey car parks for race days and other
events.

Bear in mind that the racecourse is close to the no. 3
tram, it is close to Caulfield railway station and it is not
a very long walk from Glenhuntly railway station on
the other side.
The fifth action that needs to occur is the removal of
visual barriers. The motion states:
One of the benefits of public parks is visual: the ability to see
green spaces and distances. The Crown land abuts public land
to the north, east and south and should be managed so as to
provide visual enjoyment of the public park.

As I mentioned before, only a small part of the
racecourse reserve has fencing you can see through, and
that is the area at the northern end, near the grandstand
and the other facilities built for the Tabaret et cetera.
That is the only part of the reserve with fencing that can
be seen through. The rest of it is either metal fencing
with hedging or it is awful tin that was put up during
World War II, if I recall from the public land inquiry.
The community and the council have been advocating
for the removal of that fencing for many years. It is
incumbent on the trustees to remove it at their cost and
open it up so that people can use the Crown land not
only as a public park and for public recreation but be
able to see it as well. The people in Queens Avenue and
Neerim Road currently see a very ugly green fence.
The sixth action concerns the revenues for public
purposes, and this is very important:
The Crown land is public land and should be used for public
benefit. The land is currently used for many commercial
purposes including a Tabaret with a very large monetary
turnover, training of horses early in the mornings and
commercial exhibitions such as caravan and camper shows.
Virtually all income from the use of this public land accrues
to a non-public body. This should be changed so that a
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racecourse, public recreation ground and public park are
provided and any commercial activities are charged a
commercial rent, payable to the governing body and available
for the governing body to reinvest in a racecourse, public
recreation ground and public park.

This does not happen. Only a small amount of money
has been set aside by the Melbourne Racing Club,
delegated by the trustees, to run the racecourse reserve
on a day-to-day basis for any sort of public park or
recreation facilities, and the rest of it goes to the
Melbourne Racing Club. It is scandalous that a private
body has been able to do this for so long.
The seventh action that the council wants to see is
provision of access:
Suitable access from multiple points must be provided for the
public to enjoy the land. Access for all abilities must be
provided.

As I mentioned before, the Melbourne Racing Club,
while it has paid some lip service to this matter, still
makes the Crown land appear as if it is only a
racecourse and that the public is not welcome there.
Access points are very few and the signage for access is
very small. You would have to be very determined, live
locally and be one of the few people in the know to
make use of this public land on a day-to-day basis.
The eighth action is compliance with government
standards:
The governing body must accept and comply with the DSE
guidelines for committees of management of Crown land or
be compelled to comply. All governance should be open and
transparent.

With regard to that point, during the adjournment
debate on 15 August last year I referred a matter to the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change asking
that he ensure that the trustees for the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve adhere to the then Department of
Sustainability and Environment guidelines for
committees of management of Crown land or be
compelled to do so, and also be required to administer
the Crown land for the three purposes set aside in the
Crown grant. I have had no response from the minister
to that matter, and that request occurred some
14 months ago. My staff have called the minister’s
office to see whether he is intending to respond, but so
far there has been no response.
Prior to the tabling of the report of the Select
Committee on Public Land Development in September
2008, the trustees were a lot more mysterious than they
are now. They are still pretty mysterious but in those
days they were very mysterious. The trustees had one
meeting a year and that meeting was not public. The
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agenda and minutes and what went on at the meeting
were not made public, so it was a very
cloak-and-dagger affair. As I understand it, the board of
trustees now meets twice a year, so it has definitely
increased its frequency of meetings. I note that it had a
meeting on 10 October — some 20 days ago. The
agenda of that meeting was publicised, but the trustees
made the point that their meetings are not open to the
public, even though they are the trustees of public
Crown land.
However, members of the public who want to speak to
a particular agenda item are able to request to do so in
writing to the trustees. The trustees will, in their
magnanimity, consider the request as to whether the
member of the public can address that agenda item. So
far as I know that has not happened. One person was
reported in the media as having gone through that
process, but the board of trustees did not grant them
permission to speak to the agenda item. Therefore we
have a long way to go to bring the board of trustees up
to modern standards of governance, with the openness
and transparency expected by the public.
The ninth action that the council adopted by its
resolution of 19 March was headed ‘Compliance with
auditing standards’:
The governing body is responsible for approximately
$2 billion of public land and the Auditor-General for Victoria
should be its auditor.

Who could disagree with that? Nobody knows, and
what has gone on is not public knowledge. How much
money is made by the Melbourne Racing Club and
what happens to it? Over many decades only a small
amount — and I will get to that in a moment — has
been put back into public recreation and a public park.
The 10th action, headed ‘Agreement of purpose’ states:
The governance arrangements over the Crown Land must
either
achieve the purposes of a racecourse, public recreation
ground and public park
or be abolished in favour of governance arrangements
that will.

The Caulfield Racecourse Reserve has been mentioned
in Parliament since the tabling of the 2008 report. On
6 October 2010, which is three years ago, the former
member for Caulfield in the other place, Mrs Shardey,
raised the issue about the lack of consultation on the
land swap at Caulfield racecourse. Of course that has
been an issue of much contention, and I will refer to it
shortly. On 3 May 2011 the current member for
Caulfield in the other place raised the issue of the
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agreement between the Melbourne Racing Club and the
Glen Eira City Council for a $1.8 million upgrade of
the reserve, and he also mentioned the Booran Road
reserve, and what will be happening there still remains
a puzzle.
There has been some movement on that particular
issue, but I draw the chamber’s attention to the amount
of money involved — $1.8 million has gone into an
upgrade of the centre of Caulfield Racecourse Reserve
for a public park and recreation facilities. Out of all the
hundreds of millions of dollars made out of that public
racecourse and reserve over decades, Melbourne
Racing Club has generously put $1.8 million into the
public facilities in the centre of the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve.
It is something, but one could not possibly say that is
recompense for the amount of money that is being
made by the Melbourne Racing Club, before that the
Victorian Amateur Turf Club, over decades of
occupying that land, running it solely as a racecourse,
keeping the public out as much as it can and now it has
thrown a few peanuts at the public by way of the
$1.8 million.
The member for Caulfield in the other place, David
Southwick, has raised the issue a couple of times. He
mentioned it on 28 June 2011 and on 11 February 2012
during the address-in-reply debate; again on 1 March
2012 and on 19 February 2013 when he was speaking
about the opening of the centre park and a charity
fundraiser. A charity fundraiser was conducted in
February this year, and it is ironic in a way that the
Melbourne Racing Club allowed people to conduct a
charity fundraiser in the middle of Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve. I do not begrudge a charity
fundraiser being held anywhere, of course, but I wonder
how much it contributed to the actual raising of funds.
There was the Caulfield Racecourse fun run in May this
year, which also raised some money for charity.
I mentioned part of the council’s resolution, the ninth
action, which was compliance with auditing standards,
and I note that Cr Delahunty from Glen Eira City
Council has written to the Auditor-General asking that
he take over auditing the accounts of the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve. It seems to me that would be a
sensible idea because it is Crown land, and the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office should concern
itself with money and commercial activities on Crown
land.
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That brings me to the fifth and sixth parts of my
motion, which state:
(5) the most significant barrier to achievement of these
actions over many years has been the inappropriate and
outdated governance structure that has been allowed to
continue by successive state governments; and
(6) calls on this state government to —
(a) amend the membership of the trustees of Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve to reduce the number of racing
industry representation, include more community
representation and retain representatives of Glen
Eira City Council;
(b) ensure that the trustees of the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve comply with —

DEPI, now the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries, although it is very difficult to find
on that website —
guidelines for committees of management of
Crown land and that the meetings, decisions and
actions of the trustees are open and transparent;
(c) ensure that the governance arrangements over the
Crown land achieve the equal purposes of a
racecourse, public recreation and public park; and
(d) ensure that all financial arrangements and
transactions associated with the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve are subject to audit by the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office.

Councillors at the Glen Eira City Council have
individually and collectively been advocating for
improvements at Caulfield Racecourse Reserve for
many years, as have the staff of the council and the
community of Glen Eira. Progress is very slow, and
that is why the council adopted this resolution. That is
why I raise this issue again in this motion, because it is
within the power of the government to do something
about the governance by the trustees of the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve as it stands.
I mentioned before that I would return to the issue of
the land swap. Members might cast their minds back to
2009 when the original proposal for the land swap was
put to the Parliament, resulting in the passing of the
Land (Revocation of Reservations and Other Matters)
Act 2009. The proposal was that the Melbourne Racing
Club, acting by delegation for the trustees, be allowed
to swap a very small parcel of land on Booran Road,
near Glen Eira Road — not a very valuable piece of
land — for a very valuable piece of land next to the
Caulfield railway station. At that time I said that did not
look like a good deal for the people of Glen Eira or for
the state of Victoria. There was an informal
agreement — Mr Jennings may have something to say
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about that, as I notice he is on the speaking list — that
any acquisition of that valuable piece of land, which is
Crown Allotment 2017, should actually be paid for by
the Melbourne Racing Club at its full value.
As far as I have been able to work out — and I have
asked the question of the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change about that particular issue and I got the
answer not very long ago — no payment was received
by the government for the 54 square metres of land
added to the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, which is
the small amount of land at the Booran Road corner. I
am sure the minister knew that was not what I was
talking about, so I will have to take that issue up with
him again. But as far as I know, full recompense has
not been paid to the taxpayers of Victoria for the Crown
land that has now been acquired by the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve for development and exchanged
for a smaller parcel that is now, as I understand it, under
the committee of management of the Glen Eira City
Council.
There is a very long history of the public being locked
out of this reserve, which is meant to be for the public.
Following the tabling of the report there seemed to be a
period where there was goodwill and a sense that things
might happen, but I think the council became very
frustrated. One of the other councillors, Cr Magee, was
selected as chair of the trustees. He tried to bring in
some changes, introduce proper governance and get the
trustees to agree to abide by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment guidelines; they did
not. He tried various other things. I think the council
just got frustrated, and that is why it adopted this
resolution — to get something done.
The crux of my motion is that the governance structures
are problematic and inappropriate. There is certainly a
problem with conflict of interest. Decisions are being
made as to what happens on that parcel of Crown land,
which is supposed to be administered as racecourse,
public park and public recreation in three equal parts,
but the managing body is stacked with racing industry
representatives and all the decisions go towards racing
interests. One has to say that we have a huge conflict of
interest issue, and it really should not be allowed to
continue.
The crux of my motion is that the governance structures
are the problem and they need to be fixed by the
government, and the government can do that. The
government can compel the trustees to work in a certain
way, and the government can change the trustees to
make them more representative of the purposes for
which the Crown land deed was granted and the way
the community and the local council expect the land to
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be administered. With those words, I commend my
motion to the house.
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to speak on behalf of the government in relation to this
motion. I could in fact not be more pleased to stand to
speak against this motion which in light of recent
completed capital investment upgrades is lacking in
substance.
The Melbourne Racing Club has a rich history at
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve and operates with its
local community firmly in mind. That history started
with the Victoria Amateur Turf Club’s first meeting at
Caulfield on 5 August 1876. In the motion
Ms Pennicuik refers to the Glen Eira City Council
advocating for improvements at Caulfield Racecourse
for many years. I put it to the house that for 137 years
the Melbourne Racing Club has been successfully
holding race meetings; providing employment to large
numbers of people in the local community — it
currently has over 2000 employees, rising to 2500
during the Spring Racing Carnival; providing
entertainment, enjoyment and a range of social benefits
to the local community; providing economic benefit to
local businesses and the wider Victorian economy; and,
in addition to all of these significant and definable
benefits, continuing to create racing history year after
year. All of this speaks for itself.
However, this is not an organisation which seeks to rest
on its laurels. The Melbourne Racing Club has a strong
track record of continually upgrading its facilities over
many years. There have been many instances of this,
including the opening of the three-level glass-fronted
Rupert Clarke Grandstand in 1992.
Ms Pennicuik has spoken at length on the long history
of this matter, and I do not wish to cover the same
ground. However, I have here a copy of the Select
Committee of the Legislative Council on Public Land
Development final report of September 2008, which
Ms Pennicuik has also referred to. I would like to read a
section from the foreword by the chairman, the
Honourable David Davis, which says:
Finally, it is disappointing the government led by the Deputy
Premier and Attorney-General has continued to hold to their
absurd definition of public land based on an obscure
administrative order from 1988. The committee believes that
this approach is obstruction pure and simple and is an attempt
by the executive to frustrate the will of the Parliament. It is
wrong that the government should seek to define or limit the
ability of the Legislative Council to scrutinise its activities.

In responding to this motion I can only suggest that in
calling for improvements Ms Pennicuik is playing
down the recently completed $1.8 million capital works
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to enhance the centre of the racecourse. In the 2008
report the same chairman’s foreword says:
A fair question is: where will the children play in the future?

That question has well and truly been answered with
the recent capital works of $1.8 million which included
a children’s playground. In addition to the children’s
playground, improvements included boardwalks around
the lake, barbecue facilities and a running track, which
were funded entirely by the club, with no contribution
from the trustees or Glen Eira City Council. I repeat
that: there was no contribution from the trustees or Glen
Eira City Council. I note that the new centre was
launched in April with a charity fun run around the
reserve and family activities, providing social benefits
to the local community. Since the launch opening hours
for the centre have been extended and accessibility has
been enhanced with new walkways via the tunnel to the
centre of the track. This has seen many local families
using and enjoying the benefits provided by this
celebrated race club to the community in which it is
embedded.
At this point I acknowledge the significant role the state
member for Caulfield, Mr Southwick, played in
facilitating the Caulfield community day which was
held to launch the $1.8 million capital improvements at
the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve. Over 1500 people
showed up for a day of rides, entertainment and sports
exhibitions from local clubs, and 521 runners took part
in the fun run and walk. A remarkable $43 973 was
raised at this event, which was an opportunity for
community groups, schools and charities to raise
much-needed funds for their work.
As further evidence of the lack of substance of this
motion I refer to a media release of 29 April 2011,
which was after the release of the final report in
September 2008 that we have been quoting from. This
media release was from the Glen Eira City Council, and
it is titled ‘Agreement on public use of racecourse
centre’. It was a joint release by the council and the
Melbourne Racing Club, and it states:
Glen Eira City Council and the Melbourne Racing Club have
reached agreement on increased community use of the centre
of the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve:
more facilities for the community to enjoy, including a
picnic area by the lake, large dog off-leash area, walking
and jogging paths and a junior soccer pitch. The lake
area will be available to the public 352 days a year and
the whole of the centre on all days other than race days
and major event days;
additional access will be provided, including a new
pedestrian route from Neerim Road across the
racecourse, vehicle access through the tunnel after
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9.30 a.m., with 20 car spaces reserved for the
community and a separate footpath through the tunnel;
fences will be converted to open up views across the
reserve, starting with the corner of Neerim Road and
Queens Avenue;
if horse training is transferred from Caulfield, additional
areas will be added to Glenhuntly Park.

The mayor, Cr Margaret Esakoff, said: ‘Council has been
working to achieve public use of public land, and we
welcome the agreement for the benefits it will provide to our
community’.
Melbourne Racing Club CEO Alasdair Robertson said that
the club and council had worked closely together to deliver an
outstanding result for the community.
‘The MRC will provide a new $1.8 million public park in the
racecourse infield. The MRC will pay for the design,
landscaping, community facilities and ongoing maintenance
of five recreational precincts’.
The infield public park will include new barbecue and picnic
areas, a kids play area, shade and toilet facilities, a boardwalk
around the lake, including areas for fishing, and a junior
soccer pitch.
State member for Caulfield David Southwick, MP, worked
with both parties to bring about the agreement. He said: ‘This
is a great result for the people of Caulfield with the creation of
new open space, new facilities and access to the racecourse
reserve’.
‘I am very happy that I have been able to bring the Glen Eira
council and the Melbourne Racing Club together to facilitate
this result and to promote greater access to this significant
open space in Caulfield’.
‘Our community had real concerns about the lack of access to
the inside of the track and about the low amount of open
space in the city of Glen Eira. This agreement creates an
excellent destination for a variety of recreational activities and
will be greatly enjoyed by Caulfield families’.

One must question the motivation in bringing forward a
motion which is lacking in substance. The Melbourne
Racing Club deserves recognition, acknowledgement
and public appreciation for the role it plays in both the
Caulfield local community and the state of Victoria. To
bring this motion after the recent launch of the
significant $1.8 million capital works upgrade,
including the new children’s playground, is frankly an
insult to the contribution made by the racing club’s
committee, members and staff.
There will always be those who seek for their own
purposes to denigrate what others have created of their
own free will. I am not going to speculate on the
possible motivations for this motion, but nor will I
remain silent as those across the chamber launch an
unwarranted attack on this esteemed racing club, its
proud history and the benefits and services which it
continues to deliver to the local community and this
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state. Instead of giving recognition and appreciation for
benefits and facilities extensively enjoyed by the local
community, particularly the significant improvements
over this period, this is an attempt to chip away at the
edges and to undermine the legitimacy and
achievements of the club.
In the context of both horses and private endeavour, I
am reminded of and now quote Sir Winston Churchill,
who stated:
Some people regard private enterprise as a predatory tiger to
be shot. Others look on it as a cow they can milk. Not enough
people see it as a healthy horse, pulling a sturdy wagon.

This is what is truly happening with this motion: there
is an attempt to shoot down the predatory tiger of
success without any focus on all that is being achieved
by the steady horse continuing to pull the wagon and
delivering benefits to the local community. Whatever
the motivation behind this motion, it is not about the
benefits and value added to Caulfield, the surrounds
and the local community by the Melbourne Racing
Club at Caulfield Racecourse Reserve, because these
speak for themselves. They have done so over
137 years and continue to do so day after day, week
after week and year after year.
This club continues to be open to engagement with the
trustees and the local council on any and all matters in
relation to the reserve, and this commitment has been
made many times. As I have detailed in noting the
recently opened capital improvements at the racecourse
reserve, this motion is totally without substance. For
these reasons the government will not be supporting
this motion.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — In the few
minutes that remain in this debate I would like to put
the Labor Party’s position on Ms Pennicuik’s motion
and speak on specific points contained within it. The
Labor Party will be opposing this motion. The decision
by the Glen Eira City Council was, we believe, a breach
of an agreement less than two years old — an
agreement between the club and the council that would
have provided for the club to spend some $2 million to
increase public use of the facility and provide new
facilities, like toilets, barbecues, a children’s play area
and the like.
On the point of the removal of horse training and car
parking from the Crown land, this is not something the
Labor Party supports, and Labor members are on the
record in relation to this matter. There are significant
consequences to those actions, and we do not support
this blunt instrument.
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In relation to paragraph 6 calling on the state
government to amend the membership of the trustees of
Caulfield Racecourse Reserve to reduce the number of
racing industry representatives, I say that what we
know is that right now the club has a trust that is
operating independently. There is in fact a reasonably
well-publicised disagreement between the club and the
trust over various matters at the moment, and it is
indeed the role of council, I would suggest, to represent
the community’s views.
I will also just make a comment about paragraph 6(c) of
Ms Pennicuik’s motion, and I am conscious of the short
amount of time I have available to contribute to this
debate. The motion proposes equal purposes for the
Crown land — a racecourse, public recreation and a
public park. I know we are in the middle of the Spring
Racing Carnival, and I know that a lot of members
enjoy going to the track year round and that a great
many more Victorians go at this time of the year. I am
not sure how you take one-third of a racetrack and still
have it as a functioning racetrack. This is an impractical
suggestion, and it is not made in a way that could
possibly be cognisant of the practical realities of the
fact that this area is a fully functioning racetrack right
now. I also make the point that the Crown lease does
not even talk about equal purposes for the use of that
land.
Finally, in 6(d), Ms Pennicuik’s motion seeks to ensure
that all financial arrangements and transactions
associated with the Caulfield Racecourse Reserve are
subject to audit by the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office. I will make the point that this is a matter that
comes under the Audit Act 1994, and if this is what the
member seeks to do, perhaps she might like to
introduce amendments to that act. The clock says my
time is up. The Labor Party will be opposing this
motion.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Auditor-General: Implementation of the
Strengthening Community Organisations Action
Plan
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Auditor-General’s report on the
implementation of the strengthening community
organisations action plan, dated October 2013.
The former Labor government established the Office
for the Community Sector (OCS) in 2008. Its purpose
was to enhance and strengthen the capacity of
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committee organisations to sustainably continue to
provide ongoing services through the development of
an action plan over a four-year period. This was done in
recognition of the substantial role that not-for-profit and
committee organisations play in delivering important
services such as health, education, aged care and
sporting and recreational activities. The OCS was
provided with a budget of nearly $14 million to
implement this four-year plan.
The Auditor-General’s report essentially states that the
office has done well overall in implementing its action
plan for the sustainability and maintenance of
community linkages and programs. A common theme
that runs through all of the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office (VAGO) reports is that most government
agencies fail to indicate clear processes or measurement
tools to demonstrate the success or otherwise of their
strategic plans. Whilst reporting mechanisms are
extremely important because they provide critical
success and failure factors, it is satisfying to read a
VAGO report that acknowledges the value to the
community of the Office for the Community Sector and
its remarkable achievement in carrying out the
four-year strategic plan since its inception in 2008.
The OCS has succeeded in building and strengthening a
bridge for non-government organisations to cross. It has
been able to navigate a clear path on behalf of the
Victorian not-for-profit community sector, and that is
no small task to accomplish. However, the
Auditor-General has made some recommendations that
are worthy of support and implementation. The
overriding theme of these recommendations is to do
with the OCS developing plans that address reliable and
quantifiable outcomes. I will not quote the report,
because while the recommendations are necessary for
good governance they can be quite protracted. The
Auditor-General’s recommendations do not seem
difficult or time consuming, but it will be up to the
Office for the Community Sector, having succeeded in
delivering an enormous percentage of its overall targets
within the four-year plan, to allocate the time and
resources to implement these additional processes and
activities. Only time will tell. It is probable that the next
audit will demonstrate the Office for the Community
Sector’s adherence to VAGO’s recommendations.
Notwithstanding the apparent success of the four-year
plan, Victorian taxpayers money must be accounted for,
and transparent sustainability is critical to any future
financial allocations to this most worthy unit.
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Department of State Development, Business
and Innovation: report 2012–13
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak on the Department of State
Development, Business and Innovation’s annual report
for 2012–13 and the great results that we as a state have
achieved since the coalition took office in 2010.
National business has continued to face difficult
economic conditions, including low growth in national
and global markets, a consistently high Australian
dollar and an ongoing sense of caution from business
and consumers. As ever, business is attempting to
maximise productivity and reduce costs in order to stay
competitive in the marketplace. However, the Victorian
economy has remained strong, with growth expected to
strengthen to 2.25 per cent in 2013–14, which compares
very well with the situation in non-mining states and
with our international competitors.
Victoria shows signs of an economy on the rise with
increasing population growth, a strong non-residential
building sector and growth in housing finance and
dwelling investment. Confidence has been improving,
reflecting our low inflation and low interest rate
environment and a shift in the exchange rate. Tourism
remains strong in Victoria, generating $19.1 billion in
2011–12 and creating more than 200 000 jobs. This
sector has been strengthened by increased tourism from
China and India, which has been growing steadily in
the past few years.
The Victorian government has given business a
strong incentive to invest and have confidence in the
Australian economy, and there have been a number
of recent investments in both people and capital. In
2012–13 visas were granted to 651 business
migrants, who are expected to invest up to
$1.1 billion and create 1300 jobs. According to a
report by Deloitte Access Economics, Victoria is
well placed to take advantage of the likely economic
boom in Asia as pressures on Victorian business
wane. It is likely that the value of the Australian
dollar will decrease in the coming years, making our
manufacturing industry more competitive. The
report predicts that six key industries will drive
Victoria’s next boom: gas, tourism, agriculture,
health, international education and wealth
management. This government is well aware of
these opportunities and will take all reasonable steps
to provide these industries with the right
environment to flourish.
The coalition’s budget position is strong. We are the
only state to forecast a surplus over the next four
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years — a $225 million surplus expected next year,
leading to a $2.5 billion surplus in 2016–17. Despite
having this surplus the coalition is delivering
much-needed investments, including $6.1 billion in the
current period for infrastructure projects.
The government’s annual investment in infrastructure is
significantly higher than that of the previous
government, which averaged just $3.4 billion per year
in infrastructure investments between 2000 and 2010.
Victoria is the only state with a AAA credit rating from
both Standard and Poor’s and Moody’s in an
environment in which even the booming Western
Australian economy has been downgraded. That means
less taxpayer money is being used to pay interest and
more is being spent on services and infrastructure. Our
Premier, Dr Napthine, and our senior ministers have led
super trade missions across the world, targeting
burgeoning economies to our north such as India and
China, and between 100 and 500 companies have
participated in these trips. Just last week the Premier
was on a trade mission to Japan and China, where he
built relationships and announced some great measures
as a result to help Victorian investment and trade.
It is an outstanding result from our Premier Denis
Napthine and Treasurer Michael O’Brien. It is another
example of the Victorian government’s success, and it
demonstrates that the Menzies spirit is alive and well in
the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party stands for the
people of middle Australia, those who are doing it
tough, those who are trying to make a better life for
themselves, their families and their country. We have
never stood for sectional interests, like the union
movement does. Menzies realised that establishing
favourable economic conditions that would expand the
middle-class was the only way you would achieve a
greater spread of wealth, creating a strong core of the
Australian economy which the lower classes could
aspire to.
Significant investments have been facilitated in
Victoria, including the new Kraft Foods Asia-Pacific
Confectionery Centre of Excellence in Ringwood, the
expansion of the Cotton On headquarters in Geelong
North and the new $17 million Nine Mile Fresh apple
sorting, grading and packaging facility in Tynong.
There has been wonderful international trade, great
assistance for small business and great assistance for
technology, and Victoria is on its way.

University of Ballarat: report 2012
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the 2012 annual report of the University of Ballarat.
The University of Ballarat has a proud history that dates
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all the way back to the gold rush period, the mid-1800s,
and in fact it is the third-oldest tertiary institution in
Australia. The School of Mines was first established in
1870, and offered courses such as mining engineering,
geology, education and business studies, while the
technical division provided programs such as wool
classing, plumbing and bricklaying. It is an institution
that has served the needs of the local community for a
very long time. With its history dating back so far it is
fair to say that the University of Ballarat and University
of Ballarat TAFE are not only institutions of Ballarat,
but are a part of what Ballarat is.
As of 1 January next year the University of Ballarat will
amalgamate with Monash University’s Gippsland
campus to form Federation University Australia. This
house is familiar with the details because the bill
relating to the name change came before us a couple of
months ago and was universally supported. Federation
University Australia will be the state’s first wholly
regional university. It is only appropriate that that be the
case because the University of Ballarat has
demonstrated, particularly through its current
vice-chancellor, Professor Battersby, that it truly
understands regional education and the need for
accessible, high-quality education provision in regional
Victoria. Under the leadership of Professor Battersby
we have seen enormous changes take place, and I
sincerely believe that without his counsel and his
leadership we would not be seeing Federation
University Australia take its place amongst other
institutions come 1 January next year.
In his letter introducing the report Professor Battersby
talks about 2012 having been a year of transition that
was full of challenges, and indeed it was, because it was
a year when we saw enormous cuts to TAFE funding.
Of course in 2013 we have seen that play out with a
number of staff cuts and with courses cut as well. One
can only hope that in 2014 we will experience a year of
consolidation for the institution, not just in Ballarat but
across other areas of regional Victoria. But at the end of
the day, however good you are as the leader of a higher
education institution, however good you are as a
council member of a university, the reality is that even
with the best footwork and the best juggling and an
ability to deal with myriad situations, if you do not have
sufficient funds to provide proper, high-quality
education, you continue to chase the tail of the
organisation. I feel enormously for what the higher
levels of management have had to tackle in terms of
funding cuts, but I am also particularly concerned, and
will have ongoing concern, about the impact the budget
cuts have had on staff and students in all TAFEs,
particularly those in regional Victoria. My concern goes
also to access issues for young people at a time when
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we have particularly high youth unemployment in this
state, particularly in regional Victoria.
Before closing I would like to highlight the 11 people
who between them had accrued 279 years of service
and who left the organisation during the reporting
period. That is a fantastic effort. In particular
Mr Dennis Hawkes, a teacher in the school of
manufacturing and construction, provided nearly
36 years of employment service to the university.

Numurkah District Health Service:
report 2012–13
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to make a statement in relation to the Numurkah
District Health Service (NDHS) annual report 2012–13.
Numurkah District Health Service started its life as the
Numurkah War Memorial Hospital, which was opened
in 1957 by Sir Edward ‘Weary’ Dunlop. I am pleased
to report that the health service continues to deliver
exceptional health services to the community it serves,
and I know that Sir Edward, whom I had the pleasure of
meeting several times during my childhood, would
have been very proud of its achievements and service to
the community, especially given the way in which
NDHS sustained its services immediately after the
devastating floods of March 2012, which inundated and
irrevocably damaged the hospital building.
This building was demolished in June 2013, and I
recently attended a site inspection on 8 October with
the Honourable David Davis, Minister for Health and
Minister for Ageing, and the Honourable Wendy
Lovell, Minister for Housing and Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development, to view the plans
for the new $23.8 million hospital and community
health centre. Preparation work for the centre has
already commenced on the new site, with construction
due to start in early 2014.
It was a pleasure to talk with the CEO, Mrs Jacque
Phillips, and the exceptional staff of NDHS on this day
about the planning for the new hospital and community
health centre, including the co-location of a wide range
of allied health services all situated on the one site. The
excitement in this community is clear. I pay tribute to
Mrs Phillips and the dedicated staff across this period. I
quote Dr John Best, director of medical services, who
noted in the report:
From biblical times, floods have been natural catastrophes
which challenge the sensibilities of everyone involved
because they leave such a mess once the floodwaters abate.
As your part-time director of medical services I was not in
Numurkah when it happened and have been a bystander as I
have watched this amazing process of recovery led by the
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chief executive officer, her board and staff. You follow the
bulletins, you see the tent hospital arrangements transformed
into a splendid if temporary replacement building while the
plans of the new hospital are created, the old building
demolished and the scene set for the reconstruction.

In this report NDHS gives recognition to the strong
support of Minister Davis, Minister Lovell and the
member for Murray Valley in the Assembly, Tim
McCurdy, in supporting the hospital across this period.
Throughout all this, NDHS reported a small deficit of
$296 000 for the year to 30 June 2013, but with an
overall sound total equity position. I congratulate
Numurkah District Health Service, board chair Mr Jock
McPherson, board members, Mrs Jacque Phillips,
medical practitioners and NDHS staff and volunteers
on a successful year. I recognise their service to the
Numurkah community and their achievements.

Office of the Public Advocate: community
visitors report 2012–13
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the community visitors annual report 2012–13
of the Office of the Public Advocate (OPA) headed
‘Promoting the human rights, interests and dignity of
Victorians with a disability or mental illness’. Victoria
has significant gaps in health services for adults,
adolescents and young people, and many services
cannot meet demand. The 2012–13 report from the
OPA shows that the Napthine government is failing in
its responsibility to care for the most vulnerable people
in the state. This year’s report tells a similar story to
that of last year, with OPA indicating that people with a
disability, and in particular women, are at a much
greater risk of abuse than other adults. This year OPA
has received as many as 22 notifications of people with
a disability or mental illness who are at serious or
imminent risk.
The community visitors annual report, which has been
tabled in Parliament, details the issues that Office of the
Public Advocate community visitors have encountered
across the state in the last financial year. The report
shows that because the government has underfunded
services, they have been under significant pressure and
are not meeting demand in a number of areas. It is
obvious that in Western Metropolitan Region those
affected by a mental illness or disability are being let
down by a government that is not helping the most
disadvantaged. Furthermore, access to respite beds in
Western Metropolitan Region is permanently blocked
because there is no plan for permanent accommodation
to be built. There is a huge delay in communication
assessments with speech therapists, and this delay in
implementation is affecting the dignity and quality of
life of those in need.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Wednesday, 30 October 2013

COUNCIL

The chronic shortage of beds in Western Metropolitan
Region means that mentally ill patients remain in
emergency departments for longer periods of time than
they should. The report goes on to say that community
visitors who inspected accommodation for disabled and
mentally ill people on behalf of the public advocate
exposed troubling practices, which were driven by bed
shortages and high demand. The incidence of abuse,
neglect and assaults in care has increased again, with a
total of 209 cases reported across the state in residential,
disability and mental health. This was a significant
increase up from 183 cases the previous year. The
annual report also indicates that early discharge and
inadequate follow-up care on patients has led to suicide
and in some cases the assault of a spouse. The report
also highlighted that many vulnerable mental health
patients were being released prematurely from
Victorian facilities so staff could meet discharge quotas
and free up beds.
These anecdotes demonstrate what happens when these
services fail, such as an acute mentally ill patient being
restrained to a bed for 24 hours and reports of disability
service providers employing staff who are not properly
trained to deal with clients. There is a shortage of beds
for patients with mental illness, of respite facilities and
of properly trained disability services staff, and the
Napthine government is not doing enough to address
this. We need to improve access to locally available
health services and other support services that offer
opportunities and allow our community to get the best
possible care. The government needs to stop cutting
funding from these community services. The providers
and those vulnerable people in the community need
more support, not less.

Commission for Children and Young People:
report 2012–13
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak this evening on the annual
report 2012–13 of the Commission for Children and
Young People. I want to congratulate Mr Bernie Geary,
the principal commissioner, firstly, on his appointment
to this very important position, and secondly, on his
first report. It is a very detailed report that goes to some
of the initiatives the commissioner has set up and is
working on. Mr Geary has said that the aim of the
commission is to improve young lives. In his
introduction he said:
I congratulate the Victorian government on being courageous
and having the drive to create a commission that is truly
independent and able to carry the voice of children to
government, service providers and to the broader community.
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At the last election the coalition made a commitment to
ensure that we had an independent commission for
young children, and I commend the Minister for
Community Services, Mary Wooldridge, for her drive
to see this election commitment through. The
commission came into being in March of last year, so it
has not been in operation for terribly long. It was
operational in March this year. During that time all
members of staff were appointed to this new body, and
it was very busy undertaking a number of reviews and
reporting to government.
One of the first things the commission has undertaken
is to have a dedicated commissioner for Aboriginal
children and young people. The minister has been very
insightful in recognising that this cohort of young
children has particular needs. In her second-reading
speech on the Commission for Children and Young
People Bill 2012, she spoke of the significant
overrepresentation of members of this group in the
child protection system. Hopefully by appointing a
commissioner for Aboriginal children and young
people, we can address some of those numbers that are
coming through our justice system.
I am very pleased that she also recognises the
importance of those young people in the justice system.
In conjunction with the Minister for Education,
Mr Dixon, she put education facilities into Parkville
College and turned it into a school. A joint media
release of 25 February from the two ministers states:
Parkville College holds classes for every young person in the
youth justice centres, six days a week, every week of the year.
While literacy and numeracy are the focus on weekdays,
weekend classes consist of vocational education and training
to prepare young people for employment or further training
once they leave custody.

I think that is a tremendous initiative by the minister,
working together with the Minister for Education to
recognise that these children and young people do have
a future once they leave custody. They are getting
support, whether that be through applied learning
approaches or undertaking their Victorian Certificate of
Education. They are getting the education and training
and, importantly, the skills to enable them to continue
on in an effective manner once they leave custody. That
is a very good initiative that the minister has
undertaken.
To get back to what the commission has done, the
report lists the achievements in the past year or so as:
successfully transitioned all of the Office of the Child Safety
Commissioner’s staff and operations … to … the commission
to be operational by 1 March 2013 …
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participated in the recruitment and selection of the
Commissioner for Aboriginal Children and Young People
and the chief executive officer …
…
worked with the Australian Children’s Commissioners and
Guardians … to promote the safety and wellbeing of children
through collaborative contributions to legislative and policy
reform …
presented at more than 70 conferences, workshops, forums …

It is making a significant contribution. I would like to
congratulate Bernie Geary and his team for the work
that they have undertaken to date. I look forward to
hearing more about them and the good work that they
are undertaking on behalf of all Victoria’s young
children.

Ombudsman: report on integrity legislation
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
wish to speak tonight on the Victorian Ombudsman’s
report entitled A Section 25(2) Report Concerning the
Constitutional Validity of Aspects of Victoria’s New
Integrity Legislation of October 2013. This report
should be of concern to everyone here and to all
Victorians, as the Ombudsman warns us that legal
advice provided to him by Mr Eamonn Moran, QC,
asserts that the Integrity and Accountability Legislation
Amendment Act 2012 (IALAA) is inconsistent with the
Victorian constitution, and that this inconsistency
causes the entire IALAA to be invalid. The
Ombudsman states that the result of this invalidity is
that:
… all of the amendments purportedly made by the IALAA to
over more than 40 acts of Parliament, including the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Act —

2011 —
the Victorian Inspectorate Act —

2011 —
the Ombudsman Act —

1973 —
and the Audit Act —

1994 —
will be ineffective. That invalidity will fundamentally
undermine the effectiveness of the new integrity scheme.
Further, the uncertainty as to the validity will place integrity
agencies in the undesirable position of either acting in
accordance with legislation that Queen’s Counsel have
advised is invalid, or to treat the IALAA as invalid and
function as if it had not been passed.
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This uncertainty also places individuals within those
offices in a difficult position in carrying out their duties.
For example, if the IALAA is invalid, IBAC officers
may be breaking the law by carrying guns. I have to say
that I was opposed to them carrying guns at all.
The potential invalidity of the act is also of relevance to
those subject to the actions of integrity bodies and
could provide grounds for their jurisdiction to be
challenged. For example, if the act is invalid, the
Ombudsman’s ability to receive and act on matters
referred by IBAC under provisions in the IALAA
would be in doubt. A subject of an investigation may
seek to challenge the Ombudsman’s jurisdiction as a
consequence. The impact of a successful challenge
would be considerable. It could potentially invalidate
many integrity agency actions taken since 10 February
2013, the date of commencement of the IALAA. The
Ombudsman advises that remedial action must be taken
as soon as possible to ensure the continuation of an
effective integrity scheme. The Ombudsman posits that
there needs to be either a Supreme Court declaration ‘as
to the validity of the IALAA and the provisions it
purports to add to various acts’ or — the preferred
option — remedial legislation needs to be passed by the
Parliament.
Such legislation would need to repeal the IALAA and
replace it with new legislation to re-enact it, other than
the provisions considered inconsistent with the relevant
sections of the constitution, these sections being 94E
and 94B of the Constitution Act 1975. That replacing
legislation would need to operate retrospectively from
the same date as the IALAA so as to ensure that there is
no hiatus in the coverage of the integrity system.
The Ombudsman said:
I provided a draft version of this report to the Premier, the
Honourable Denis Napthine … who advised that ‘the
government will be relying on the advice of the
solicitor-general, who has given clear advice that the state’s
integrity legislation is constitutionally valid’ …

The Ombudsman went on to say:
Given the consequences to the independence of my office and
that of the Auditor-General arising from the IALAA; and
given the consequences to the validity of actions taken within
the integrity scheme if a court were to find that the
solicitor-general’s opinion is incorrect, I consider that I have
no option but to draw these matters to the attention of the
Parliament.

So he has done in this report. I would encourage all
people interested in these issues to read the report and
the conclusions that the Ombudsman has come to. It is
difficult to reconcile the position of the solicitor-general
with the expert legal opinion contained in this report.
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The government needs to take note of this report,
because if there is a challenge in the courts then we will
be in either of the positions proposed by the
Ombudsman. In the meantime I encourage the
government to take the report seriously.

Department of Human Services:
report 2012–13
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
great deal of delight in speaking on the Victorian
Department of Human Services annual report 2012–13.
It is pleasing to see that the introduction of this annual
report gives an overview of the year and talks about
issues that are really important to the Department of
Human Services (DHS). I would like to reiterate what
they are. The report states:
Our strategic intent
The Department of Human Services supports Victorians in
need to build better lives and achieve their potential.
We do this by providing housing and community services and
programs so that individuals and families are supported and
can participate in their community, the economy and life.

Then the report talks about the department’s client
services charter, values, client focus, professional
integrity and respect, quality, collaborative relationships
and responsibility.
As the parliamentary secretary to the Minister for
Community Services, the lead minister in the
community services area, Mary Wooldridge, I have to
say that I take a great deal of pride in this organisation.
It is the Department of Human Services; it is about
people. It is about helping people to reach their
potential in the best possible way for them, for their
families and for the people they care about. We deal
with some of the most challenging people and
circumstances in the community. We help to support
them and to work through their issues. At the very
outset I would like to put on the record my praise for
the coalface workers — the child protection workers,
the people in housing, the people who deal with
homelessness and the people who deal with the
disability sector. These workers absolutely deserve all
of our praise and admiration. They are dedicated,
hardworking staff who deal with some of the issues in
our community that others choose not to even address.
This is a pleasing report full of what I believe is good
news. I would like to refer to some of the highlights of
this year’s annual report. I remind the chamber of some
of the financial support that has been put into the
department this year. More than $4 billion was spent
last year to support vulnerable Victorians, and about
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1500 community services providers helped to provide
this support. That is an enormous amount of additional
support. It is extremely expensive. Personal care and
additional support is not cheap; it is very, very costly.
Four billion dollars is an enormous commitment, but it
is so important that individuals in crisis and their
families are encouraged to get their lives back on track.
The department had a number of changes this year.
Change is a very difficult thing. The department had a
close look at how it could streamline its services in a
better way, and a major reconstruction was made at the
end of the last calendar year. To give the workers at the
DHS their due, they dealt with these changes in a
remarkably mature and engaging way. There were
some issues. Some people were wondering where their
job would be and how it would change.
However, here we are almost a year on, and I have to
say the changes have been remarkably successful. They
have given greater autonomy to the regions — which
are aptly named north, south, east and west, and which
include the metropolitan and regional aspects of those
regions — which is giving a continuity to the services
that are provided in those areas. Some people have had
to take on larger roles and be more generalist rather
than specialist. Initially that was a challenge, but people
have adapted to that very well and I believe the new
system is working very effectively. Certainly that is the
feedback we are getting from the clients and other
people we deal with.
Another big initiative this year has been the
development of the Services Connect program. As I
have said before in this chamber, we had found that
some families in distress were dealing with 10 case
workers, that those families had to deal with each one
of those case workers on an individual basis and that
therefore there was a lack of continuity. Services
Connect has been very successful in combining all of
those sectors within the Department of Human Services
to work together constructively in a holistic approach to
help families in crisis. It is working exceedingly well.
We have trialled it in the Barwon-south western region,
and other regions are now going to be recipients of this
initiative. These are big structural changes to a very
large department, but they all go to making our services
more adaptable and better for families in crisis and in
need.

Transport Accident Commission: report 2013
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to make some comments on the
Transport Accident Commission annual report
2013. At the outset I would like to acknowledge the
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contribution of the chairman, Paul Barker, and the
CEO, Janet Dore. The Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) covers transport accidents
directly caused by the driving of a car, motorcycle,
bus, train or tram. The TAC also provides support
services for people injured in a transport accident as
a driver, passenger, pedestrian, motorcyclist or, in
some cases, cyclist. TAC is a no-fault scheme. This
means that medical benefits will be paid to an
injured person regardless of who caused the
accident.
The commission works closely with Victoria Police and
VicRoads, and most in the community would be aware
of its hard-hitting campaigns that increase awareness of
road safety issues, change behaviour and ultimately
reduce the incidence of road trauma. Over the past
12 years the Victorian road toll has almost halved,
which has been achieved in part through sustained
campaigning to reduce road trauma and death on
Victorian roads.
The commission achieved a number of significant
outcomes this year, for which it should be
congratulated. It provided $1.086 billion in support
services for 45 038 people. That is a huge number of
Victorians who have received some level of support. It
launched the 10-year Road Safety Strategy, committing
$100 million per year to achieving road safety
improvements as well as investigating and reducing
serious injury crashes. The strategy aims to reduce road
deaths by 30 per cent to less than 200 deaths per year. It
also sets out a clear intent to investigate serious injuries
and reduce them by more than 30 per cent over a
decade, an aspect of the strategy in which the TAC will
play a key role. The TAC reported the lowest ever
Victorian road toll of 282, which was 5 fewer than in
2011, but I am sure that everybody in this chamber
would agree that that is still too many. The commission
reported an after-tax operating profit of $973 million.
Sadly, of great concern is that my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region is significantly represented in
the data for this year’s fatalities, with 71 of the 282
deaths occurring in northern Victoria.
Road trauma costs lives and money and devastates
close-knit communities in rural and regional areas of
our state. The economic cost of road trauma is
estimated to be more than $3 billion a year to the
Victorian community, according to the Road Safety
Victoria website. A key way to reduce this ongoing cost
is to improve the quality and safety of our roads. The
Liberal-Nationals state government has committed to
funding the east–west tunnel, which means that
$8 billion will not be spent on transport projects like the
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Shepparton bypass or the Kilmore-Wallan bypass,
which are urgently needed now.
Victorians living in rural and regional areas of the state
have been abandoned by the Liberal-Nationals state
government, which has put $8 billion into a project at
the expense of other essential road projects. This week
we learned that emergency services workers who attend
horrific car accident scenes will have access to
compensation for post-traumatic stress disorder
restricted under changes the Liberals and Nationals are
making to the TAC scheme. Emergency services
workers deserve access to compensation if their mental
health becomes affected by anything that occurs on the
job. At the moment workers who suffer a psychiatric
illness as a result of witnessing the aftermath of a
transport accident are able to seek compensation. Under
the changes proposed by the government, if an accident
was as a result of a suicide or a deceased person was
predominantly at fault, then the emergency services
worker will not be entitled to compensation.
The state government has also included grieving
relatives in its proposed changed legislation. Under the
proposed new legislation grieving family members will
need to prove that they were unable to work for three
years after an accident occurred to receive
compensation. These are very harsh changes that the
government is seeking to make, particularly given that
the TAC has made a profit of $973 million.
Dr Napthine and his Liberal-Nationals coalition
government are attempting to take money from a
well-performing scheme, and I think the move is a
heartless one.

Auditor-General: Prevention and Management
of Drug Use in Prisons
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I appreciate
the opportunity to make a statement on the Victorian
Auditor-General’s report on the prevention and
management of drug use in prisons. I would not
normally comment on or take much interest in this
report, but given that I am the member of a
parliamentary committee which is inquiring into the
supply and use of methamphetamines, including ice, in
Victoria, as is my colleague in this chamber Mr Johan
Scheffer, I thought it would be interesting to see what
has evolved since the Victorian prison drug strategy
2002. This was a framework to prevent drugs from
entering the prison system and to detect drugs within
prisons. It identified and treated prisoners with drug
problems, and evaluated, monitored and reported
performance.
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I was interested in seeing how we had progressed since
2002, when that drug strategy was introduced. Without
going into detail about the current inquiry, I was
interested to see how the state government’s law reform
policy and its significant investment in increasing
prison capacity, and also the increased use of drugs,
including recreational and long-term use and substitute
drugs, have impacted on the prison system. The
Auditor-General’s report indicates that there is a
correlation between significant alcohol abuse, drug use
and criminal activity prior to people going into the
prison system. That is consistent with some of the
committee’s findings in its current inquiry.
I wanted to see whether there has been a reduction in
the use and trafficking of drugs within the prison
system. I am pleased to report that the Auditor-General
has found that the work done within the prison system
by Corrections Victoria in scanning prisoners and
monitoring the use of drugs has resulted in drug use in
prisons having not increased during the last 10 years. In
fact an interesting statistic is that although 70 per cent
of Victorian prisoners used drugs prior to entering the
prison system, over the last 10 years only 5 per cent of
them have tested positive to drug use while in the
system. That tells me that the frameworks in place for
the ongoing monitoring and detection of prisoners
using drugs are working. That could at least partly be
the result of the use of scanners. There are over
1 million visitors to the prison system every year. There
are opportunities for drugs to be taken into prisons, but
mechanisms, including the new technology of scanners,
the use of stiffer dogs and also ongoing drug testing, are
having a significant impact in stopping the entry of
drugs into prisons and their ongoing use within the
system.
I also note that the report has identified some
weaknesses in performance monitoring and evaluation,
and the Minister for Corrections is aware of these.
Through Corrections Victoria the government is
responding to the weaknesses identified in the report.
Overall — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Economy and Infrastructure References
Committee: commonwealth payments to
Victoria
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I will make
some remarks on the final report on the inquiry into
commonwealth payments to Victoria which was
conducted by the Legislative Council Economy and
Infrastructure References Committee. The report was
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tabled in the Council in November last year. The
committee was asked to inquire into a number of
commonwealth payments, including national
partnership payments, financial assistance grants to
local government, commonwealth own-purpose
expenditure and direct outlays.
In conducting the inquiry, the committee was asked to
have regard to the following: whether the money
Victoria receives is proportional to its population and
the contribution the state makes to the Australian
economy; whether the share Victoria receives varies
across the areas of government service delivery and
economic activity; whether the funding conditions are
limiting the capacity of Victoria to innovate and
efficiently deliver services; whether the administrative
costs and accountability processes are appropriate; and
what happens to programs after the commonwealth has
ceased funding them.
These are all good questions, and the committee states
in its final report that it cast far and wide for the best
input, contacting 133 individuals and organisations
including local government and Victorian government
departments. However, the committee notes that delays
in obtaining survey returns from government
departments hampered its investigation. The final report
contains a useful account of federal-state financial
relations, which demonstrates some of the causes of
vertical fiscal imbalance — namely, the difference in
the relative revenue and spending responsibilities of the
commonwealth and the states.
A section within chapter 2 suggests that the report will
consider vertical fiscal imbalances in selected
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) countries. The committee cites
Canada, the United States, Germany, Austria, Australia,
Belgium and Mexico. However, there is nothing there,
just a bar graph showing presumably that Mexico is the
worst — that is, the national government collects more
revenue than the states — and that Canada is the best,
presumably because the commonwealth collects more
revenue than the provinces.
The report says that the United States, Canada and
Switzerland, which was not in the selected OECD
sample, have opted for a competitive approach where
states and national governments can tax whatever they
like, whereas Australia has opted for a model of
cooperative federalism, within which all states,
irrespective of their various capacities to raise revenue,
are able to provide, through commonwealth
redistribution, the same level of services. That is it on
vertical fiscal imbalance in selected OECD countries;
there is not a mention of Germany, Austria or Belgium.
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The final report presents a number of excellent graphs
showing the share of national revenue that is raised by
the states and the commonwealth as compared to
service outlays. While the commonwealth collects just
under 60 per cent of revenue and the states around
35 per cent, the states deliver over 50 per cent of the
services and the commonwealth around 35 per cent.
The report shows that just under half — that is, 48 per
cent — of commonwealth grants to Victoria are general
revenue assistance grants, 32 per cent are national
special purpose payments and 17 per cent are national
partnership payments, whereas 3 per cent are financial
assistance grants made to local governments.

Infrastructure and Business Development in
Outer-Suburban Melbourne. Although I am no longer
the chair of the committee, which was folded into the
Economic Development, Infrastructure and Outer
Suburban Interface Services Committee in the middle
of this year, because there are two interface councils
within Eastern Metropolitan Region, some of these
points are of particular interest to me. Also, some of the
points I raised in an earlier contribution go to the heart
of the sorts of principles that have been adopted by the
Minister for Planning, the Honourable Matthew Guy,
when it comes to the notions of increased urban
densities and smart growth.

In order to set out a base line, the final report usefully
sets Victoria in context. By land area the state is around
3 per cent of the country; by population Victoria is
around 25 per cent, with 6.5 per cent of the national
Aboriginal population; Victoria produces some 23 per
cent of the country’s gross domestic product; and,
notwithstanding the fact that Victoria has a land area of
3 per cent of the continent, the road network comprises
one-fifth of Australia’s roads. The largest source of
revenue for Victoria comes in the form of grants
derived from the commonwealth, and yet the size of
these grants has been falling in recent years. The report
says that as a percentage of total payments by the
commonwealth, the national partnership payments are
decreasing. The final report notes that establishing clear
answers to the terms of reference — namely, whether
Victoria is receiving a fair share of the
commonwealth’s financial grants — is a very difficult
task, and some of the figuring is extremely complex.

It is important to stress the scale of the infrastructure
challenge that must be met to support growth of any
description for outer suburban Melbourne, whether it is
smart growth or otherwise. That is very apparent from
the recent estimate that, based on current population
forecasts, the housing industry will continue to deliver
within metropolitan Melbourne an additional
555 000 dwellings over the next 20 years, or around
30 000 dwellings each year. If the settlement trends of
the last decade continue, with around half of all growth
in housing stock being in growth areas, then further
pressure will be placed on existing infrastructure to
accommodate the inflows of population, housing and
other developments in Melbourne’s growth areas. Some
of the committee’s recommendations centre around the
concept of increased residential densities in the
interface council areas, especially in the growth
corridors, and may help to mitigate the pressure on
infrastructure to accommodate population inflows.

The eight recommendations go to making a range of
improvements to the current GST distribution
system — which, incidentally, was not a term of
reference — and implementing a commonwealth
review of the rising number of national partnership
agreements with a view to reducing the number of such
agreements and rationalising the reporting
arrangements. The report also recommends that the
Victorian government include in the budget papers an
annual report on the delivery impact of agreements that
are not renewed, and that there be a review of the
national partnership arrangements, including the
process for the expiry of agreements. On that point, I
will conclude.

Two of the noteworthy contributors to the report are
Professor Richard Weller and his colleague in
academia, Dr Julian Bolleter. In their 2013 book Made
in Australia — the Future of Australian Cities they
predict that by the beginning of the next century
Australian cities will have been transformed by smart
growth and approaching landscape urbanism. I think it
is worth including a quote by Professor Weller and
Dr Bolleter. They say:

Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee: growing the suburbs
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make my contribution this evening on the Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee’s report entitled Growing the Suburbs —

… our cities should also demonstrate structural
transformations and innovations embodying a more
sophisticated and symbiotic relationship with the ecosystems
upon which they ultimately depend. By then, after three
centuries of trial and error, we may have learned to live with
the landscape of this country.

I think they make a really profound point.
Professor Weller and Dr Bolleter suggest that in the
meantime Australian cities will need to increasingly
adopt smart growth and landscape urbanism principles
to accommodate the major population growth that has
been forecast for the coming decades. To visualise
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some of these principles I encourage people to read
their publications Boomtown 2050 — Scenarios for a
Rapidly Growing City and Made in Australia — the
Future of Australian Cities, because there are some
stunning visuals that one can take in by looking at those
works. They are really breaking new ground. We are
talking about people who are certainly thinking outside
the square. They are in not only 21st-century but
second-half-of-the-21st-century thinking mode. These
people will be leading contributors in how we design
our cities and how we live within the built environment.
Another quote focuses on the Australian Bureau of
Statistics forecast of the Australian population
increasing to more than 62 million people by the year
2101. It states:
… we consider the spatial implications of ABS projections
for each of Australia’s major cities and argue that by
mid-century, if not before, these cities will have reached their
limits.

This is something we need to consider in planning in
Melbourne:
Dysfunctional, overcrowded cities are not in anyone’s best
interest.
…We offer an approach to growth that is environmentally
precautious and simultaneously optimistic — —

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! Thank you, Mrs Kronberg. Your time has
expired.

Auditor-General: Developing Transport
Infrastructure and Services for Population
Growth Areas
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Auditor-General’s report entitled
Developing Transport Infrastructure and Services for
Population Growth Areas, dated August 2013. I find a
few key points in this report quite interesting,
particularly the fact that the Auditor-General stated that
urgent action is required to ‘address this serious
problem’. The serious problem I am referring to is the
lack of infrastructure that is available to residents in
identified growth areas and which could become a
catastrophic problem in the coming years if the
government does not act by responding to the
Auditor-General’s recommendations.
I assume, given the lack of interest and definite lack of
action in these areas, that the government has either yet
to read the report or refuses to come to terms with the
fact that seven areas in Victoria have been identified as
growth areas of Melbourne, and they are not in the
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inner eastern suburbs; three of them are in my
electorate — Hume, Melton and Wyndham.
The Auditor-General indicated in the report that the
growth, which is expected to reach 5 million before
2030 in Melbourne, ‘has created a major challenge for
the state to provide the transport infrastructure and
services needed to sustainably support these
communities’. Another interesting point in the report is
that it estimates that $18 billion is required in state
funding, and I stress ‘state’ to ensure that the
government does not spin this figure as a due that
should be paid by federal funding, even though I
suspect that the government will become suspiciously
quiet on federal funding now that a coalition
government is in power.
I am at a loss as to where this $18 billion will come
from, especially when you consider that $8 billion is
going to a project that is not required and that has not
been identified as requiring urgent attention — that is,
the east–west link tunnel. In fact, the tunnel is just
going to add to the problems identified in this report of
increasing car dependence, pollution and traffic
congestion at a significant community cost. Therefore
the tunnel will do nothing for transport infrastructure
except exterminate any possibility for development for
the next 10 years.
How can this government expect first home owners to
try to build their dream homes in outer suburbs that do
not have the proper infrastructure to sustain growth?
The government is encouraging people to invest in
these outer suburbs without adequately investing in
them itself. The investment needs to be in public
transport, not tolled roads, as the Auditor-General
highlights. I sincerely hope the government reads the
report and ensures it delivers on its recommendations. I
commend the report to the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Burke Road, Glen Iris, level crossing
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Treasurer, Michael O’Brien. A brochure
went out to a big slab of my electorate last week
advising people that in June the government awarded
the contract to prepare the designs and develop options
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for the removal of the Burke Road level crossing at
Glen Iris. During peak times the boom gates at this
intersection come down for up to 38 minutes in the
hour, as trains pass by at just 15 kilometres an hour.
This road crossing carries some 25 000 vehicles,
150 trains and 95 trams every day.
The Treasurer, in his capacity as the member for
Malvern, has put out a brochure talking about the
wonderful work that has been done — and I commend
the government on that — but so far in the Southern
Metropolitan Region, of which I am one representative,
what we have seen to date, despite numerous policy
announcements for a number of level crossings, is
feasibility studies and consultations on a few, but the
only action has been construction on the New Street,
Brighton, level crossing, which was not particularly
high on any of the lists. It is good for the people living
around it; it is probably a great tribute to the Minister
for Innovation, Services and Small Business, as the
member for Brighton in the other place, that she
managed to get the money for it, but it is not dealing
with congestion through most of the Southern
Metropolitan Region.
The action I seek from the Treasurer is that, following
his brochure to residents advising that work is being
conducted on how the government would deal with this
level crossing, he outline in which budget of this term
we will actually see the money to do grade separations
on Burke Road and the other level crossings in
Bentleigh and other parts of the Southern Metropolitan
Region that government members have touted so
aggressively.

Australian Wheelchair Handball
championships
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise this evening is for the attention of the
Minister for Sport and Recreation, Hugh Delahunty,
and it relates to a little known sport called wheelchair
handball. This sport is played by people with varying
degrees of mobility who can participate as equals on a
court of a similar size to that of a basketball court, but
instead of throwing a ball up into the air as you would
for basketball there are nets at either end of the court, as
are used in indoor soccer.
We recently sent a team to the 2013 world
championships held in Brazil, and I am pleased to say
that Australia came fourth out of the nine participating
nations at that event. Most of the teams came from
South America, but Australia was well represented. The
sport is controlled by the International Wheelchair
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Handball Federation, and Australia has been offered the
opportunity to host the 2015 event.
I have been speaking to a gentleman by the name of
Wayne Slattery, who is the vice-president of the
Australian Wheelchair Handball Association. He is
eager for this event to come to Melbourne and would
like it to be held in the western suburbs at Werribee.
The Wyndham City Council is currently redeveloping
the Werribee sports and fitness centre. This facility
would be an ideal venue for such an event to be held as
it will have the most modern all-abilities access
facilities available and ample court space. The project, I
understand from Wyndham City Council, will be
starting shortly and will be completed in 2015, with the
proposed date of the event being October or November
2015, so we have quite some time to get ready for it.
I call on the minister to make some time available to
meet with Mr Slattery to discuss the proposal, because I
feel that being able to bring such an event not only to
Melbourne but to the western suburbs, of which
Western Metropolitan Region is a part, would be of
great benefit to our state, showing that we are about
supporting people’s abilities and about promoting sport
to everyone. It would also be of great benefit to the
local economy across the western suburbs. I
wholeheartedly support this initiative and look forward
to discussing the matter further with the minister.

Reg Geary House
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Ageing, and it relates to the proposed closure of Reg
Geary House, a 30-bed high-care facility in Melton
South in June 2014. Residents and their families were
first informed of this closure last Friday afternoon, at
which time the president of the board at Western
Health, Mr Russell Harrison, was asked whether
Western Health had considered any options aside from
closing the facility. I am informed by those present that
he said none had been considered.
However, in response to my question without notice
today the minister said that Western Health did look at
a number of options. Who are we to believe? What
were those options and why were they rejected? The
minister also failed to commit to having discussions
with Western Health and exploring these options. This
is now the seventh closure of a public aged-care facility
during this government’s term, and it follows the earlier
closure of Hazeldean Nursing Home in Williamstown,
which was a 40-bed high-care facility, also operated by
Western Health. This means 70 high-care beds have
now been lost in the western suburbs.
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It is my understanding that the alternative aged-care
facilities in Melton do not have sufficient capacity to
accommodate all of the existing Reg Geary residents.
For example, Trinity Garden Aged Care Facility has a
waiting list of 30. This will mean family members like
Joe Coyne, who twice a day visits his 86-year-old wife
suffering with severe dementia, may face the prospect
of his wife being relocated some considerable distance
away.
The minister has failed to acknowledge his role in this
decision. He seems to think that asking that residents be
assisted to find alternative accommodation is the extent
of his responsibility. The minister said a factor
influencing this decision was long-term viability. How
can it be viable if he is ripping $75 million from public
aged-care funding? Crocodile tears are not enough. He
wants these closures and he is bringing them about.
Given the minister’s lack of commitment to keeping
Reg Geary House nursing home open, the minister
should at least guarantee that all the existing Reg Geary
House residents be suitably relocated nearby and that
all staff will be redeployed within Western Health.
The question I ask of the minister is how he can claim
to be satisfied that a proper process was followed when
Western Health said no alternative options were
considered, and he said that they were. The minister
should reveal what those options were and why they
were rejected, and commit to having discussions with
Western Health to further explore those supposed
options.

South West TAFE Glenormiston campus
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills, the Honourable Peter
Hall, and is in relation to the Glenormiston College
campus in Noorat and the decision by South West
Institute of TAFE not to renew the lease of the campus
and the operating dairy farm post March 2014. My
interest, unlike the opposition, which only wants to
make a cheap political point relating to that decision, is
more about why a campus like Glenormiston — or
Longerenong College, Dookie campus, or even
Melbourne University — is not meeting the needs of
current agricultural education delivery.
I am a past student of Glenormiston, back in a time
when the college was fully accommodated and the
diploma of farm management course delivery on
campus was in demand. Speaking with the chair of
South West Institute of TAFE, Mike Wise, and CEO
Peter Heilbuth, I was comforted by the fact that the
agricultural education delivery given at Glenormiston
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will continue but in a different form which does not
have the cost of a large campus dealing with dwindling
enrolments and strong competition from private
providers. The slow demise of Glenormiston campus
started when the Victorian College of Agriculture and
Horticulture was taken over by Melbourne University
and structured under a federal system of learning. But
that is the past and we now have students who are time
poor and providers who cannot afford the on-costs of
large campuses with reducing enrolments. Marcus
Oldham College is the exception and is meeting a
specific market structured to meet a specific demand
for delivery, supported by strong marketing and
networking.
There is no doubt western Victoria, which has the
capacity to play a significant leadership role in food
production and processing, needs to educate its leaders.
Rather than taking Labor’s position of blaming all and
sundry for the current demise of the Glenormiston
College campus as a breeding ground for our
agricultural managers and leaders, I prefer to take a
more intelligent and practical direction and would have
the minister play a leading role to ensure that, firstly,
the agricultural community will continue to be provided
with the appropriate skills, training and qualifications
needed to develop workforce capacity; and, secondly,
he works with key stakeholders to optimise the
opportunities for the Glenormiston campus for the
benefit of agriculture and the western Victoria region.
I implore the minister to be involved in the issue of
what could become of the Glenormiston campus, and
perhaps to play another distinctive role in enhancing
education in the important primary production role of
agriculture, agribusiness and the interests of the
community of Western Victorian Region by the full
utilisation of the campus at Glenormiston agricultural
college.

City of Wyndham roads
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Roads, Terry Mulder. It regards the funding of road
infrastructure projects across the city of Wyndham. The
action I seek is for the minister to provide increased
funding for road infrastructure projects across
Wyndham, ensuring that funding is delivered within the
next three years for all the priority 1 projects. In its
strategy for managing growth released this year, the
City of Wyndham notes that there are substantial
infrastructure backlogs in various areas of development,
one of the most important being road infrastructure.
With 3000 new homes being built in Wyndham every
year, the population continues to grow by
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8400 residents annually. The City of Wyndham has
indicated that there is a need for an average of
2.3 kilometres of new duplicated road each year to cope
with the influx of residents to the area.
The City of Wyndham is keen for VicRoads to take
responsibility for its fair share of road infrastructure in
the region so as to take the financial burden off local
residents and ratepayers. The City of Wyndham has
compiled a list of priority 1 arterial and intersection
upgrades it believes are needed within the next three
years. Those have an approximate cost of $166 million
and include at least 11 projects, including 3 intersection
upgrades. That list includes, but is not limited to,
priority 1 arterial projects at Armstrong and Ison roads,
Wyndham Vale; Dohertys Road and also Leakes Road
in Laverton North; Sayers Road in Truganina; Derrimut
Road in Tarneit; and projects at both Palmers and
Dunnings roads in Point Cook. In addition, upgrades
are needed at the intersections of Heaths and Tarneit
roads, Leakes and Palmers roads as well as at Point
Cook Road and Sneydes Road as priority 1 projects.
To ensure that the road infrastructure backlog is fixed in
the city of Wyndham, and to ensure that residents
across the area have better access to the rest of
Melbourne, the Victorian government needs to do more
to improve funding to those projects across Wyndham.
That is why I ask the Minister for Roads to give an
assurance that priority 1 projects are funded in
Wyndham.

Ambulance services
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health,
David Davis, and it concerns the four Victorians who
died between Thursday and Saturday of last week,
between 25 and 27 October, while waiting for
ambulances in my electorate of Northern Victoria
Region. Four tight-knit communities were left
devastated at losing a beloved family member, friend
and resident. In Waggarandall a man in his 60s waited
24 minutes for an ambulance to be dispatched from
Cobram. In Gillieston, near Kyabram, an elderly
woman waited 22 minutes because the local crew were
already at the hospital, leaving a Shepparton crew to
respond, which is located 30 minutes away. In Riddells
Creek a 60-year-old man who suffered a cardiac arrest
waited 18 minutes. Finally, in Rochester a 63-year-old
man suffering a cardiac arrest on a farm waited
22 minutes. Referring to the Rochester call-out, Tony
Walker, the Ambulance Victoria regional services
general manager, told radio 3AW that the response time
was not acceptable. He said that he would not even try
to defend that.
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The Ambulance Victoria benchmark is for 90 per cent
of code 0 and priority 1 calls to be responded to within
15 minutes. Ambulance Victoria has acknowledged that
response times were unacceptable. It is time the state
government conceded that it has a system in crisis and
that it needs to act immediately. Ambulance Employees
Association state secretary Steve McGhie told the Age
that it may never be known if quicker-responding
ambulances could have saved the patients’ lives, but the
patients were certainly not given the best possible
opportunity to survive.
Given this, I request a specific action from the minister,
which is that he ensure that Ambulance Victoria is
provided with the necessary resources, infrastructure
and staffing levels to respond to emergencies within the
government’s set standard response time of 15 minutes.
We have a major crisis across the state. These are not
just isolated incidents. There have been a series of
delays everywhere. We also know that the 000 call
centre is failing to meet its target for dispatching
emergency cases within 150 seconds, while emergency
departments are clogged across Victoria, causing
further delays to ambulances as they are ramped up
outside hospitals with patients waiting to be admitted.

Caroline Springs railway station
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, Mr Mulder. I was not surprised to read in the
Age that the population of the eastern metropolitan area
is expected to grow half the amount predicted for the
western and northern metropolitan regions. It was also
not surprising to read that in the next 40 to 50 years
Melbourne could grow by 2.5 million people, which
equates to 1 046 000 more homes and 1.2 million new
jobs.
The main reason these figures and predictions were not
surprising to me is that my electorate has been growing
and developing rapidly for some time now. My
electorate houses some of the fastest growing corridors
in the commonwealth, including the cities of
Wyndham, Melton, Brimbank and Hume, yet in the last
few weeks this government and the Premier have
spoken about the expected growth that will happen over
the next few decades, rather than about what is
happening now in the western region of Melbourne.
The city of Hume, which currently has a population of
181 886 residents, is expected to increase in population
by more than 134 000 people in the next 20 years.
Melton, which currently sits at 121 470 residents, is
expected to house more than 241 000 by 2031.
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The Brumby Labor government was well aware of this
and had in-depth plans for sustainable growth in our
state. One of those plans was the construction of the
Caroline Springs train station. Labor committed
$55 million to build a train station for this booming
suburb. When this funding was committed, residents of
Caroline Springs were being forced to drive to the
Watergardens, Deer Park or Rockbank stations to
commute into the city. Unfortunately not much has
changed. The Labor government began the process of
clearing the land for the station, and it built the road to
where it was planned the station would be located.
However, it then lost the election by two seats. After
three years and three budgets residents are still driving
to train stations, despite the population growth.

government offer to save the jobs of the workers at
Golden Circle?

All we have heard on this matter from the government
was what was reported in the Age of 1 February 2012.
The article says:

Unfortunately since the election the run-down buildings
have been demolished and completely cleared off the
site. As the buildings are no longer there, it makes it
pretty hard for those buildings to be repaired for the use
of community groups. The action I seek from the
minister is that he give an update on the status of the
site, whether it has been declared excess to the needs of
the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development, and if the commitment that community
groups will be able to use the site — they have not for
the last three years — will ever be fulfilled.

Quizzed on ABC local radio about when the Baillieu
government would deliver the station, Mr Baillieu said, ‘I will
have to check on the date, but Caroline Springs obviously
there are commitments there, and the timing of that I would
have to double check on that’.

The reporter added:
… the Baillieu government revealed there was no date for the
construction of the station.

Many of my constituents and local community groups
in the area have stressed to me how important this
service is to them. Residents of Caroline Springs are
being neglected by this government and its failure to
deliver this vital service. I call on the Minister for
Public Transport, Mr Mulder, to explain whether this
train station is a priority for the government and when
the residents of Caroline Springs can expect their
much-needed train station.

Golden Circle Mill Park plant closure
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Manufacturing, David Hodgett, concerning Golden
Circle. Golden Circle announced last Thursday that it
will close its Mill Park plant in March and move
production to its existing facility at Northgate in
Queensland. Unfortunately this is yet another example
of the flight of Victorian manufacturing jobs from
Victoria to other states. I ask the following questions:
when did the minister become aware of the intention of
the company to close its Mill Park plant; did the
company seek any form of assistance from the
government; if so, what type of assistance; and if any
assistance was sought, what assistance did the

Croydon South Primary School site
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Education, Mr Dixon. It concerns the site of the former
Croydon South Primary School. It has been an empty
school site for a number of years. In 2010 the member
for Kilsyth in the Assembly made an election
commitment that the new government would put
$200 000 towards repairing the run-down buildings on
the site to allow them to be used by local community
groups, which sounded like a good idea at the time.

Responses
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the Treasurer, Michael
O’Brien, in relation to the Burke Road level crossing
gates in Glen Iris. I will have that sent to Mr O’Brien to
respond to Mr Lenders directly.
Mr Elsbury raised a matter for the Minister for Sport
and Recreation, Hugh Delahunty, in relation to
wheelchair handball. I will have that matter sent to
Mr Delahunty for a response.
Ms Mikakos raised a matter for the Minister for
Ageing, David Davis, in relation to a Western Health
30-bed high-care facility in Melton. I will have
Mr Davis provide a written response to Ms Mikakos on
that matter.
Mr Ramsay raised for the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, Peter Hall, a matter in relation to
Glenormiston TAFE at Noorat. I will have the minister
respond directly to Mr Ramsay on that matter.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the Minister for Roads,
Terry Mulder, in relation to roads in the city of
Wyndham. In passing that matter on to Mr Mulder for a
written response I indicate that the Metropolitan
Planning Authority has worked very closely with the
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Wyndham City Council in identifying a number of key
arterial roads that need to be upgraded. It is worthwhile
noting that in all those cases we are looking at different
funding options, as has been discussed in the past. They
include works in kind and a number of other ways that
we might solve some of those problems in road funding
and road deficit funding. That is not something that just
happened to arise as a problem on 2 December 2010;
that backlog in road funding has been around for a long
time. I am sure Mr Melhem would know that. It
certainly predates this government, and this government
is trying to fix the problem. I will have Mr Mulder
respond in detail in writing about some of those
options.
Ms Darveniza raised a matter for the Minister for
Health, David Davis, in relation to ambulance issues in
northern Victoria. He will reply to her in writing.
Mr Eideh raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport, Terry Mulder, in relation to the Caroline
Springs railway station. Minister Mulder can reply
directly on that issue.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Manufacturing, David Hodgett, in relation
to Golden Circle. He will respond to that directly.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon, in relation to the South
Croydon Primary School site. I will have a written
response for Mr Leane in the mail.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.55 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

PARTNERSHIPS VICTORIA
Bendigo Hospital
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Monash Health — Report, 2012–13.
National Parks Act 1975 — Advice of National Parks
Advisory Council to Minister on a proposed excision from
Mount Buffalo National Park, pursuant to section 11(3) of the
Act.
Northeast Health Wangaratta — Report, 2012–13.
Northern Health — Report, 2012–13.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health), by leave,
presented project summary.

Peninsula Health — Report, 2012–13.

Laid on table.

Royal Children’s Hospital — Report, 2012–13.

PAPERS

Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre — Report, 2012–13.

Royal Women’s Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Seymour Health — Report, 2012–13.

Laid on table by Clerk:
South West Healthcare — Report, 2012–13.
Albury Wodonga Health — Report, 2012–13.
Alfred Health — Report, 2012–13.
Alpine Health — Report, 2012–13.

St Vincent’s Hospital (Melbourne) Limited — Report,
2012–13.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 123.

Ambulance Victoria — Report, 2012–13.
Tallangatta Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Austin Health — Report, 2012–13.
Western Health — Report, 2012–13.
Bairnsdale Regional Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Ballarat Health Services — Report, 2012–13.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment

Barwon Health — Report, 2012–13.
Bass Coast Regional Health — Report, 2012–13.
Bendigo Cemeteries Trust — Minister’s report of receipt of
2012–13 report.
Bendigo Health Care Group — Report, 2012–13.
Castlemaine Health — Report, 2012–13.
Central Gippsland Health Service — Report, 2012–13.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
12 November.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Dental Health Services Victoria — Report, 2012–13.
Djerriwarrh Health Services — Report, 2012–13.
Eastern Health — Report, 2012–13.
Goulburn Valley Health — Report, 2012–13.
Health Department — Report, 2012–13.
Health Services Commissioner — Report, 2012–13.
Heathcote Health — Report, 2012–13.
Kyabram and District Health Services — Report, 2012–13.
Kyneton District Health Service — Report, 2012–13.
Latrobe Regional Hospital — Report, 2012–13.
Melbourne Health — Report, 2012–13.
Mercy Public Hospitals Incorporated — Report, 2012–13.

Southland railway station
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
saddens me to rise once again in this chamber to speak
on the debacle that has become public transport
infrastructure in Victoria as administered by this
government, specifically the proposed Southland
railway station. It is genuinely difficult to know where
to begin on this one as this project was supposed to be
completed by 2014 in the Liberal government’s first
term. We are now led to believe the development of this
station will be pushed back to 2016 — yet another
broken promise.
I spoke in April about the, quite frankly, ridiculous
price tag of $13 million the government has attached to
this project, which no reasonable person believed
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would be sufficient to build Southland station. Now six
months later the member for Bentleigh finally let the
cat out of the bag when she described this already
overdue facility as being ‘no frills’ in a vain attempt to
avoid admitting that the government had botched the
costings. This means that Southland station will have
no bike cage, minimal shelter, no waiting room, no lifts,
no toilets and not even a bus interchange. I remind the
member for Bentleigh and her colleagues that this
station will be the fourth busiest on the Frankston line,
servicing around 4400 passengers per day. To refuse to
provide basic facilities like toilets is not good enough;
‘no frills’ is simply a euphemism for ‘inferior’, and ‘no
frills’ is not what the member and the coalition
promised.
I also note that Westfield-AMP Capital, the joint
venture company which owns Southland shopping
centre, has yet to commit to partly funding the
construction of this station. If it does not, I would hate
to imagine what ‘no frills’ will look like then. Public
transport users on the Frankston line might be left with
a couple of stepladders to get on board and a
handwritten signpost. The minister and the member for
Bentleigh need to stop making excuses, stop moving
the goalposts on election promises and start delivering
for the south-east on public transport.

Children’s Week
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — Last week was a
special week for Victoria’s youngest citizens, who were
recognised with special events as part of Children’s
Week. I joined children at the Little Kids’ Day In at
Scienceworks, at Sink or Swim — Meet a Lifeguard at
Life Saving Victoria, and at the Wodonga Children’s
Fair. I would like to thank all the organisations that took
part in this year’s Children’s Week, and I look forward
to some exciting programs next year.

Early Years Awards
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — The state’s kindergarten
children were the real winners at this year’s Early Years
Awards. In an outstanding field, the award winners
were Frankston City Council for the Mahogany Rise
Child and Family Centre’s A Journey to Access and
Inclusion program; Northern Area Mental Health
Service for Our Time, a playgroup that supports parents
with mental illness; and the cities of Ballarat,
Brimbank, Maribyrnong, Melton and Wyndham for the
Engaging Children in Decision Making Guide for
consulting children. My special commendation went to
Casey, Cardinia and Greater Dandenong councils for
their Maternal and Child Health and South East Family
Service Alliance.
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Public and social housing student scholarships
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I recently had the
pleasure of presenting some year 10 and 11 students
who live in social housing or are at risk of
homelessness with scholarships to help them stay at
school. These scholarships, worth $1100, make a big
difference. A survey of last year’s recipients showed
that 89 per cent of them remained engaged in
education, 85 per cent are on track to complete the
course content, 62 per cent hope to go on to further
studies and 68 per cent have definite career goals. I
would like to congratulate this year’s 150 recipients,
and wish them well for the 2014 school year.

Climate change
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Yesterday the Climate Change Authority told the
federal government that a 5 per cent greenhouse gas
reduction goal was ‘not a credible option’. This group
of environmental radicals, including Bernie Fraser and
Heather Ridout, said that Australia’s efforts were in the
middle of the pack and other countries were gearing up
for more aggressive action, even as Prime Minister
Tony Abbott and the federal Minister for the
Environment, Greg Hunt, prepare to slam on the brakes
and shut down that same authority. On the same day
Victoria’s Auditor-General reported to this Parliament
that the state government has ‘no documented
whole-of-government policy and plan for managing the
risks of climate change’. Thankfully his tenure is
secure.
The Country Fire Authority tells us in its current
service delivery strategy that there is no doubt the
climate is changing, the atmosphere is warming and the
weather conditions associated with high bushfire risk
have become more severe in some parts of Australia. I
note the use of past and present tense. The Liberals and
The Nationals are just not listening. Members of the
state government cannot even agree amongst
themselves whether climate change is happening, or if
it is happening, what is causing it. Shooting the
messenger is the only thing left for them to do. On the
biggest challenge humanity has ever faced, coalition
members are divided, they are weak and they are
paralysed.

Cairnlea land rezoning
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Many of my
constituents have contacted my office in regard to the
proposed redevelopment and rezoning in Cairnlea.
They have raised a number of concerns in regard to
their safety and what this development will mean for
the future of their community. Rezoning of the land on
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Ballarat Road and Cairnlea Drive is being proposed by
Places Victoria as a mixed-use precinct and will include
156 townhouses, up to 50 apartments and
80 commercial units. But what Places Victoria is failing
to tell residents is that the proposed redevelopment is to
be constructed on contaminated land.
One of the major parks indicated in the plans is located
in one of the key areas where heavy contamination was
identified by the Environment Protection Authority.
This shows extremely poor planning as it obviously
poses a serious risk to the health and safety of people
living and working in Cairnlea. Furthermore, this new
development will see the destruction of approximately
300 treasured sugar gum trees in our community.
My electorate, and in particular the Cairnlea
community, is very culturally diverse. More than 50 per
cent of residents in Cairnlea come from
non-English-speaking backgrounds, which is why I was
shocked to learn that advertising for this consultation
process was in English only. How can this be
considered to be a true representation of the
community’s needs? I ask the Minister for Planning to
reopen the consultation period and make sure it is
widely advertised in different languages in order to
engage all residents in the community.

Home Is Where the Hall Is
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — Last Sunday
I had the great pleasure of representing the
Honourable Heidi Victoria, Minister for the Arts, in
launching Home Is Where The Hall Is 2013 at the
Barfold Mechanics Institute. This annual event will run
throughout the month of November and celebrates the
role of small halls as community hubs and the
community spirit they engender. The launch event was
true to the spirit of this fabulous program, being a
coming together of those present from Regional Arts
Victoria, which plays such a significant role in
facilitating arts right across regional Victoria, and the
local community, which uses and treasures the local
hall. I especially acknowledge Professor Elaine Murphy
for her work in maintaining and preserving this hall and
its history, and other committee members of the Barfold
Mechanics Institute.
The highlight was undoubtedly the showcase of
stunning work by the students of Langley Primary
School and Redesdale-Mia Mia Primary School. Their
imaginative and colourful works filled the little
weatherboard hall, which originally — and fittingly —
started life as the Emberton school building. On this
day there were smiles on the faces of the teachers,
parents and all of us in the room as we reflected on the
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talent and potential of these beautiful children, which
filled us all with hope and happiness.
At the event I also had the pleasure of launching a new
book by local authors, Ken James and Noel Davis,
entitled The History of Eight Central Victorian
Mechanics’ Institutes — Barfold, Chewton,
Elphinstone, Lyal, Mia Mia, Redesdale, Sutton Grange
and Taradale. I pay tribute to the authors and to all who
work to record, remember and preserve local history in
their communities. I congratulate Minister Victoria,
Regional Arts Victoria and all involved in mechanics
institutes and hall committees right across the state of
Victoria.

City of Darebin mayoral event
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Sunday, 27 October, I attended a Darebin City Council
mayoral event at the Preston town hall hosted by the
current mayor, Cr Tim Singh Lawrence. The event
comprised an afternoon tea held in honour of Darebin’s
diverse cultural community. It was very satisfying to
speak with the men and women who have worked so
hard to integrate and educate us all on the many
wonderful cultural differences that exist in Darebin. I
thank and commend the council’s officers and CEO for
an entertaining and well-organised event.

Republic of Turkey 90th anniversary
Mr ELASMAR — On Monday, 28 October, I
attended, along with many of my parliamentary
colleagues and members of the consular community,
the 90th anniversary of the foundation of the Republic
of Turkey. The celebration was hosted by the state
government of Victoria and held in the beautiful
Queen’s Hall of this Parliament. My congratulations go
to the Consul General, His Excellency Seyit Mehmet
Apak, and the Turkish community.

Lake Victoria boardwalk
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — On Sunday,
27 October, I represented the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security, the Honourable Peter Walsh, and
joined the mayor of the Central Goldfields Shire
Council, Cr Barry Rinaldi, and Fisheries Victoria staff
to open the boardwalk around Lake Victoria in
Maryborough. The 70-metre-long section of boardwalk
along the southern shore now links up with the existing
walking track, providing access around the entire
perimeter of the lake. Lake Victoria is a popular
recreational fishery in the township of Maryborough
and is stocked annually by Fisheries Victoria with
golden perch fingerlings. Since late 2010, over
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20 000 golden perch have been released into the lake.
Our government’s recreational fishing initiative, now in
its third year, has funded more than 70 projects to
improve fishing opportunities for freshwater and
saltwater anglers. We want to keep Victoria a top
fishing destination for the many residents who fish
annually and tourists who travel here seeking a quality
fishing experience.

Ballarat to Skipton rail trail
Mr O’BRIEN — On Friday, 18 October, I had the
pleasure of joining several groups to open the restored
rail trail between Smythesdale and Scarsdale. This is an
important part of the Ballarat to Skipton rail trail. The
works connect 11 local towns, including Rokewood,
Linton and Haddon. New infrastructure includes
linking tracks, bike racks and directional and
interpretive signage, including a very innovative app
designed to assist users of the trails to slow down and
further explore the townships. The project received
$97 000 in support from the coalition government’s
$1 billion Regional Growth Fund. I also congratulate
the participants in the opening, which included the
mayor of Golden Plains Shire Council, Cr Jenny Blake,
Cr Des Phelan and CEO Rod Nicholls, as well as many
students from Woady Yaloak Primary School.

Aged-care bed numbers
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
highlight the ever-growing number of public aged-care
beds lost under this coalition government. Six facilities
have closed — in Ballarat, Castlemaine, Kyneton,
Koroit, Melbourne and Williamstown — and just last
week a seventh closure was announced in Melton
South. Already Rosebud Residential Aged Care
Services has been privatised, leaving the Mornington
Peninsula with no public sector residential aged-care
service.
According to the budget update, the government’s
planned sell-off of public aged-care facilities is
expected to save it $75 million. But at what cost? How
can this government claim it has a mandate for these
closures? Where in any of its scant election policies did
it spell out closing or privatising public aged care?
Since December 2010 there have been 284 public
sector residential aged-care beds lost across Victoria,
and this number will continue to rise. The government
wants to evade scrutiny about what it is doing by
infrequently posting on its website the number of public
aged-care places available. The latest list posted on the
Department of Health website is as old as April 2013,
and this was only posted months later, in July. Given
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the spate of closures of public aged-care facilities, the
increasing loss of bed numbers, the growing
community concern about the future of their local
aged-care facilities and the government’s reluctance to
advise the community of which facilities are next, the
Victorian public deserves to be provided with timely
information about existing operational aged-care
places. Also given that the final health service annual
reports were tabled this morning, the minister should
release the latest aged-care figures today.

World Teachers Day
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
World Teachers Day was celebrated on Friday,
25 October 2013, and it provided an opportunity to
draw attention to the important role of teachers within
our communities. It was an opportunity for the
Victorian community to pay tribute to the state’s
90 000 teachers, who work in government, Catholic
and independent schools in metropolitan and regional
Victoria. Students, parents and community members
demonstrated their appreciation for the contributions
that teachers have made in the classroom and to their
community. We remember those people who have
believed in us, who have been patient with us, who
have persisted with us and, above all, who have
inspired us. To all of those dedicated professionals, on
behalf of the state government I would like to say
‘Thank you’.

Victorian certificate of education
Mrs PEULICH — I would like to wish the very
best of luck to the thousands of Victorian certificate of
education (VCE) students who are currently
undertaking exams. As a former year 12 teacher of
English and psychology, I would like to say that there
will be many highs and successes and many happy
individuals at the end of the course, but there will also
be some disappointments. Amongst those
disappointments there needs to be an appreciation of
the work that has been put in by a lot of people who
support the students — teachers and families as well as
previous teachers. But anyone can stumble, and people
who have achieved stellar heights have themselves had
failures on which they have had to build. I would like to
remind all of those who may be confronting failures at
the end of the VCE examination period that failure is
not the falling down, it is the staying down, and if they
fall, it is not the end of the world. I wish them all the
very best of luck.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region mayors
Mrs PEULICH — I would like to congratulate
councillors Angela Long, Micaela Drieberg, Amanda
Stapledon, Sandra Mayer and Ron Brownlees — all
outgoing mayors across the south-east. They have had
their challenges and successes, but on behalf of their
communities I would like to thank them for their
service.
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power. I was proud to be part of that government. We
made significant changes to tobacco smoking laws in
this state. Those changes were fundamental in
influencing other states and even the federal
government to bring about far-reaching changes in the
use and sale of tobacco products. However, this
government is choosing to bring about changes to
tobacco laws in a piecemeal rather than a coordinated
way, which I believe could create some confusion in
the community.

TOBACCO AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to say a few words about the Tobacco
Amendment Bill 2013. I think I would be speaking for
everybody in this chamber when I say that we are
always pleased to come to this place to be involved in
making laws that will strengthen our fight against
tobacco use out there in the community. We want to see
fewer and fewer people smoking, and we want to see
smoking demonised, if you like. That is probably a bit
of an overstatement, but we do.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Denormalised.
Ms DARVENIZA — We do. We want to make
sure that people do not see it as being glamorous and
sexy and a pastime or pursuit they would like to be
involved in. We want them to see it for what it is —
that is, a very unhealthy, unhygienic and
environmentally damaging pastime. We want to do
everything we can to make sure that smoking is
decreased in our community and that young people are
discouraged from taking up this habit, which is a very
addictive habit and one that is very difficult to give up
for most people.
Labor is not opposing this bill. We know the impact of
tobacco use stretches far and wide across our
communities. Tobacco is responsible for almost
4000 deaths in Victoria each year and costs the
Victorian community over $5 billion annually in health
care and social costs. It is a very significant cost to the
community, both in terms of lives and health dollars.
Labor is proud to have introduced all major tobacco
reforms in this state, including banning smoking
outside pubs and clubs, at workplaces and in cars with
kids, and removing the display of cigarettes in shops.
As well, with the changes to tobacco laws made by the
bill, the government is continuing the work that was
undertaken by the Labor government when it was in

Tobacco reform over the years has helped reduce the
number of smokers in Victoria. That is what we are on
about and what we want to see happen. Fewer
Victorians are now smoking, as demonstrated by the
recent report by the Cancer Council Victoria, which
showed smoking is at its lowest rate ever — at 13.3 per
cent — and we want to see it continuing to decrease.
Despite this progress, the impact of tobacco is sobering.
Tobacco is still the leading cause of preventable deaths
in Victoria, causing a wide range of cancers, heart
disease, stroke, chronic bronchitis and emphysema.
These are terrible and lingering ways to die as a result
of tobacco use. Some chronic medical conditions can
restrict a person’s ability to enjoy their life, even if it
does not kill them. Having been a nurse prior to getting
involved in politics and becoming a parliamentarian, I
have seen some of these diseases firsthand. Believe me,
nobody wants to contract these diseases, and nobody
wants to die as a result of them. This bill will help to
ensure that more Victorians cease to smoke and fewer
Victorians take up smoking.
The bill amends the law to ban smoking within
10 metres of designated children’s playgrounds and
skate parks as well as within 10 metres of where
children are playing organised sports or training for
organised sports. The bill only bans smoking while
organised children’s sporting activities are taking place;
it does not stop parents from lighting up after the game.
Adults can smoke once a contest has finished and when
children are present. This negates some of the other
aspects of trying to denormalise smoking.
The bill bans smoking in outdoor public swimming
complexes, including any outdoor dining areas
contained within a swimming complex. The definition
of a public swimming pool includes all of those that are
open to the public, whether privately or local
government owned. The bill also makes provisions to
increase the number of individuals who can enforce the
legislation. However, the government has indicated that
this bill will be enforced not by inspectors but by peer
pressure. For this to work, there needs to be adequate
signage. I believe a public awareness campaign needs
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to go along with that signage, just so people are made
aware of what their responsibilities are and to take
some of the pressure off people who are at the grounds
with others who are lighting up.

who are running and overseeing sporting clubs and
sporting events. I think it is a piecemeal bill that in no
way makes up for Victoria being awarded the Dirty
Ashtray Award in 2012.

Both the Municipal Association of Victoria and Netball
Victoria have raised concerns about this. They believe
unless funds are provided by the state government for
adequate signage and a public awareness campaign,
there is going to be much community confusion, and I
tend to agree with them. Netball Victoria also states that
this will potentially put an unfair burden on volunteers
and parents, who will be left with the task of telling
people to stub out their cigarettes, particularly if the
offending individual was not aware that it was a breach
to light up within that distance of a sporting event or
swimming pool. We can see how this could lead to
some confrontation or some uneasiness amongst
parents and volunteers and those people who are
attending the sporting event or the swimming pool.

It is also worth remembering that until recently the
coalition in this state still took money from big tobacco.
It was only after Prime Minister Tony Abbott finally
changed Liberal Party policy in August that Premier
Napthine was dragged kicking and screaming to do the
same. Since 2004 the Victorian division of the Liberal
Party has received around $237 340 from big tobacco
and The Nationals have received $35 070.

The bill seeks to make a number of amendments to the
Tobacco Act 1987, including to take account of the
plain packaging legislation that was introduced by the
former commonwealth Labor government. Victoria no
longer needs to prescribe packaging requirements. The
bill gives power to the Minister for Health to issue
further directives about the promotion of tobacco items
in shops. That will ensure that the government can stay
ahead of the game in terms of point-of-sale labelling.
The tobacco industry may attempt to test the limits of
this. The bill provides that the state will no longer be
issuing further permits for specialist tobacco retailers,
thereby starting to phase out those retailers that we see
in our high streets, shopping strips and shopping malls.
Retailers whose business is 80-plus per cent tobacco are
currently exempt from some of the stringent rules
around the display of tobacco products. Specialist
tobacco licences will not be able to be transferred or
amended and will cease upon any change of ownership
of that specialist retailer. This affects around 140 shops
out of the 8000 or so that sell tobacco in Victoria. The
bill also seeks to amend the law to allow the state
government to better coordinate information sharing
with the federal government and others, particularly
concerning lists of tobacco retailers and suchlike.
Labor members firmly support the action taken to
denormalise tobacco and reduce its harmful effects on
society, as well as to reduce the exposure of children
and young people to tobacco use. We are concerned
that the bill puts a burden of enforcement on the
community itself, which in the absence of an effective
public awareness campaign may be an overly heavy
burden, as I said, particularly on volunteers and parents

Whilst we in Labor are certainly not opposing this bill
and believe many aspects of it are worthy of support,
we have concerns about some areas. But anything we
can do to denormalise smoking, particularly for
children and young people, is certainly worthy of
support. As I said at the beginning of my contribution
to the debate, we want to see a continuation of the
reduction in smoking, where people are giving up
smoking and others are not taking up smoking as a
habit. We want that to continue, and we want to do
whatever we can to assist in that process. With those
few words, I conclude my contribution.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on the Tobacco Amendment Bill 2013.
It is an important bill that continues initiatives
undertaken by this government. I congratulate
Ms Darveniza on supporting this initiative. Over many
years there has been bipartisan support for decreasing
the numbers of smokers in Victoria. I thank her and the
opposition for their support for this bill.
It is fair to say that Victoria has led the way in many
instances in relation to tobacco control, and that has
been evident through the many reforms that have taken
place in this state. The government is committed to
further protecting the Victorian public, and particularly
Victoria’s children, and this bill is directly related to
that. As we know, tobacco smoking causes many ill
effects, including respiratory disease, vascular disease
and cardiac disease. Smoking is a direct contributor to
all those chronic diseases, resulting in enormous and
significant cost to not only the individual but also the
Victorian health system. Each year around 4000 lives
are lost because of smoking. The direct health cost is in
the vicinity of $2.4 billion. These are significant figures
not only in dollar terms but also in lives lost.
Therefore we should do everything we can to further
reduce the rates of smoking. I am pleased to note that
the rate of smoking is decreasing. In 2012 the rate of
smoking was around 13.3 per cent. That represents a
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decrease from 2011, when it was 14.4 per cent, and
2010, when it was 15.35 per cent. In 1998 the rate of
smoking was around 21.2 per cent, so we can see there
has been a steady decline in the rate of smoking. That is
a very good sign for our community, but we need to be
doing more. This bill goes further toward
denormalising the effects of smoking on children and
also further improving the health outcomes for all
Victorians.
The bill relates directly to a number of areas. It
prohibits smoking in certain public outdoor areas;
restricts further the promotion and display of tobacco
products; makes it an offence to threaten, assault or
intimidate an inspector who is exercising a power under
part 3A of the Tobacco Act 1987; and makes a number
of other miscellaneous amendments. The bill is really
targeted at those young Victorians who are very
impressionable and goes a long way to addressing the
concerns of many people. We know that in recent
surveys the Victorian public has further supported
non-smoking around children, and in a survey
undertaken by Cancer Council Australia in recent years
83 per cent stated that smoking should not be allowed
at outdoor areas where children are present. This bill
directly addresses the concerns of those 83 per cent in
that survey.
The outdoor smoking bans look at banning smoking
around children’s playground equipment within a
10-metre radius, areas within a 10-metre radius of the
perimeters of public swimming pools, sporting venues
during under-age sporting events also within a 10-metre
radius, and outdoor skate parks. It is very significant
that Victoria is the first jurisdiction to ban smoking in
outdoor skate parks. Skate parks are facilities where
young people, in particular teenagers and children of an
impressionable age, undertake sporting activity.
I was pleased recently to be able to open the St Kilda
skate park in the marina reserve, which was formerly an
unused space on the foreshore of St Kilda. We now
have a tremendous facility there that is attracting a wide
range of young people who are using that facility on a
regular basis. It has been widely endorsed by many
people, including the 2009 World Cup Skateboarding
Vert Champion, Renton Millar, who was there at the
opening, along with Cr Serge Thomann, who has been
an advocate for the skate park, and a number of other
councillors.
It is pleasing to see that facility being used, and it has
benefited the amenity around the St Kilda foreshore. It
is becoming a beacon to attract young people to be
more active, and in the words of the Minister for Sport
and Recreation, more active more often. Anything we
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can do to promote sporting activities for young children
should be applauded. Again, I think it is a great sign
that Victoria has led the way in relation to banning
smoking around skate parks. As I said, we are the first
jurisdiction to do so.
A number of councils have undertaken their own
banning of smoking in outdoor areas. As we know, this
bill will provide consistency across Victoria and give
certainty, so I take up Ms Darveniza’s point when she
said it was piecemeal and not coordinated. I would
argue that that is exactly what the bill is doing: it is a
coordinated approach to implement significant reforms
around children’s playgrounds and equipment and, as I
have just mentioned, facilities such as the skate park I
referred to.
When the bill was proposed significant consultation
was undertaken across the sector and a number of
submissions were received. In fact 7824 submissions
were received, of which 599 came from community
survey responses, 99 on behalf of organisations and
65 on behalf of sporting clubs and various others. That
indicates just how broadly this issue reached the
community, and I am very pleased to know that there
was such broad consultation and that community
members, various community groups and community
sectors had input in relation to this very important bill.
The second part of the bill relates to restrictions around
the promotion and advertising of tobacco. As we know,
display and promotion is a significant way to reach any
market. Children are very impressionable, and often
they can be very taken by what is seen to be a cool
activity, if you like. Certainly in years gone by, in the
1960s and 1970s, it was very common for people in
high-profile positions to smoke. Rock stars, movie
stars, you name it — they all smoked, and that was
influential and made a strong impression on a number
of young people. Anything we can do to restrict the
influence on young people of smoking advertisements
is a good thing.
The specialist tobacconists in the state, of which there
are around 145, have historically been able to apply for
an exemption to tobacco product display bans. The
government is dealing with this issue to ensure that this
does not occur in the future. The exemptions will
remain for any existing specialist tobacconists, but if
the business is transferred or if a new tobacconist is
established, then the exemption will not apply.
This is an important measure undertaken by the
government. There have been significant reforms in
relation to this issue. The minister has been very active
in this area. He has introduced a ban on smoking on
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patrolled beaches. Life Saving Victoria is very pleased
with that ban, which is having a very good uptake. The
community is very supportive of that initiative. There is
much to be done in this area, but those reforms have
been positively received.
I again congratulate the minister on his recent
announcement to extend the ban on smoking on train
and tram platforms. In a recent media release the
minister said the extended bans would aid the health
and wellbeing of other public transport users,
particularly schoolchildren. We are targeting
school-age Victorians to denormalise this activity. I
applaud the minister for this initiative. The fines for
smoking in covered areas on platforms already apply
and can be issued by authorised officers, which
includes the protective services officers who have been
rolled out across a number of metropolitan railway
stations and have been favourably received by both the
commuters and the businesses in surrounding station
precincts.
In conclusion I commend the minister for his proactive
stance in making further reforms, targeting those who
are most easily influenced, being children of school
age, and bringing this bill before the Parliament. It is
another step that will provide consistency across the
state. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — This
bill seems familiar to me, and indeed it is. Many of the
elements of this bill are very similar to my recent
Tobacco Amendment (Smoking in Outdoor Areas) Bill
2012, which the government voted against. There is one
gaping difference between the two bills: the
government has once again failed to include a ban on
smoking in alfresco drinking and dining areas. This
year the Victorian government won the Dirty Ashtray
Award primarily for its failure to ban smoking in
outdoor areas and also for failing to introduce new
reforms. While the reforms introduced by this bill
address the latter concern, the most glaring example of
inaction remains.
I hate to have to repeat this fact, but Victoria is the only
state yet to introduce or commit to introducing a ban on
smoking in outdoor dining and drinking areas. As early
as 2006 state governments in Australia started banning
smoking in outdoor areas and drinking areas, starting
with Queensland. In 2010 bans came into effect in
Western Australia and the ACT. This was followed by
the Northern Territory in 2011 and Tasmania in 2012.
New South Wales was the last to legislate to ban
smoking in outdoor dining areas and that ban will take
effect from 2015. South Australia has signalled its
intention to conform, announcing that a smoking ban in
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outdoor areas will begin in 2016. Victoria is the only
state remaining to act on this. Put simply, we are
lagging behind — more than seven years behind
Queensland, in fact. At one stage Victoria was seen as
the leader in smoking reform. Now we have received
the Australian Medical Association’s Dirty Ashtray
Award two years in a row.
I appreciate that the government consulted the
community on the development of this bill. However,
despite the consultation having closed some five
months ago, on 17 May, the government has not made
the submissions and the results public. On three
occasions I have questioned the minister as to when
they will be made public and three times he has been
evasive and said he will consider it. This morning I
checked the website to make sure they had not been
released suddenly, but unless I am reading the website
incorrectly I could not find them. I think this may be
because the 7824 submissions to the consultation
process overwhelmingly called for the smoking ban to
include not only children’s playgrounds and related
recreational areas but also outdoor drinking and dining
areas. This is despite the government’s effort to
suppress this call by not including outdoor dining areas
in the consultation questions. I suspect also that the
reason the government is loath to make public the
consultation figures is that they will show that the
Tobacco Amendment Bill 2013 falls short of what the
community is calling for in respect of smoke-free areas.
Today I will attempt to amend the bill to include a
prohibition on smoking in alfresco dining areas. I hope
the government will finally step up and agree to this
important improvement to the bill. While the Australian
Medical Association’s Dirty Ashtray Award was
decided in May, it is yet to be physically presented to
the Premier. I have the honour of having the award with
me today. The Victorian branch of the Australian
Medical Association (AMA) has empowered me to
present it to the Premier should my proposed
amendment to prohibit smoking in outdoor dining and
drinking areas be rejected by the government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HARTLAND — It is interesting to hear the
interjections that this is a stunt. I would have thought
that the AMA was an organisation that was beyond
stunts. It is an organisation whose members hold great
concern for the community. If government members
believe that the AMA presenting the Dirty Ashtray
Award to the government two years in a row is a stunt,
I have serious concerns about their attitude to these
issues. Hopefully it will not come to that.
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In respect of other matters included in the bill, the
Greens welcome the restrictions on smoking within
10 metres of children’s playground equipment and
skate parks and in outdoor areas of swimming pool
complexes. It is reasonable also to make it an offence to
threaten, assault or intimidate an inspector.
The ban on smoking within 10 metres of sporting
venues during sporting events, including intervals,
training and practice, is important, but I question the
wisdom of having it apply only during a match. At that
time the children are on a field or a court and not in the
immediate vicinity of their parents. I would have
thought that when parents and children are socialising
before and after a match would be the time when a
smoking ban would be most important. In the Greens
recent Tobacco Amendment (Smoking in Outdoor
Areas) Bill, I proposed a similar ban except that it
would commence 1 hour before the official start of a
sporting event and finish 1 hour after the official end of
the event. In the case of a series of events being played
on the one ground, the ban would start 1 hour before
the first event and finish 1 hour after the last. I suggest
that is a more sensible approach. I also consider a
30-minute window before and after sporting events to
be appropriate. Having the ban only during events
seems illogical as it would be ineffective in protecting
children, which is the government’s stated purpose of
these reforms.
It seems to me that the reform to stop new specialist
tobacconist businesses from being exempt from
tobacco product display bans is also a half-measure. If
tobacco product displays and advertising create visual
cues to prompt people to smoke, then removing these
displays and advertising from all retailers is a good
thing. Specialist tobacconists have thus far been
exempted from full removal of advertising and display.
This bill provides that new specialist retailers of
tobacco products will not be able to apply for this
exemption. The government has said that this will
create a fairer playing field amongst tobacco retailers.
In a way it will, but it will make new specialist
tobacconists comply with rules similar to other
businesses, such as supermarkets and milk bars, while
existing specialist stores will have special treatment. If
the government acknowledges that displays and
advertising are a problem, then extending the display
bans to all tobacco retailers, including existing
specialist tobacconists, is appropriate and should be the
proper course of action.
Overall I very much welcome this bill, and it is good to
see the government continuing an agenda of reform
with respect to smoking, even if it is failing to tackle the
more complex reforms, such as the prohibition of
smoking in outdoor dining areas. Legislative reform in
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respect of the sale, advertising and use of tobacco on
both a state and federal level is really working, and
Ms Crozier spoke to this. The adult smoking rate has
been brought down from 32 per cent in 1983 to just
13 per cent in 2012. That is quite remarkable.
Legislating for smoke-free areas helps prevent children
and young people from seeing smoking as normal and
from taking up smoking. Smoke-free areas reduce
smoking cues for former smokers and quitters, reduce
the number of cigarettes some smokers consume each
day and stimulate some smokers to quit. Denormalising
smoking is incredibly important, particularly with
respect to helping to prevent children and young people
from taking up smoking.
Despite the reduction in smoking rates, smoking-related
deaths are nearly 12 per cent of deaths from all causes
in Victoria. That is about 4000 deaths per year in
Victoria alone. As the legacy of past high smoking rates
moves through the system we thankfully can expect this
rate to go down. Regardless, these figures stand as a
reminder of the great cost of smoking addiction. It hurts
not only smokers themselves but their families and
loved ones.
Whenever we talk about smoking we need to
acknowledge what a dreadful and hard addiction this is
to give up. I am very lucky; I never started smoking. I
have a number of friends who struggled with it for
years, and we always have to remember that the smoker
themself faces a really difficult situation. I welcome this
reform, as I believe it will help prompt individuals,
particularly parents, to quit. I acknowledge the fantastic
work of Quit Victoria, Cancer Council Victoria, the
Heart Foundation and the Australian Medical
Association Victoria, which have campaigned for the
many reforms achieved in this bill.
Before I finish, I say on a personal note that every time
we have discussed tobacco in the chamber a number of
people have talked about the personal toll. We all know
someone who has died from smoking. We all know
someone who has emphysema because of smoking. We
all know someone who has severe health problems
because of smoking. Anything we can do in this
chamber to reduce the number of people who smoke
has to be done. I lost my mother at 60, after she had
been smoking for some 45 years and had smoked until
two days before she died. We can never forget that toll,
and we must do whatever we can to make sure that
other people are not affected.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I am a
little concerned about the Greens amendments that
Ms Hartland spoke of. I am advised by the Deputy
Clerk that she does not have to circulate them.
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It is extremely interesting to stand up and speak on the
Tobacco Amendment Bill 2013 and to listen, as I have
done, to the contributions that have been made this
morning. I commend Ms Crozier on giving some very
in-depth detail on the success rates of the smoking
reforms in the state and indeed the work the Minister
for Health, Minister Davis, has done along these lines. I
congratulate Ms Crozier on a very comprehensive
analysis of what this bill is and how well Victoria is
doing as far as smoking and antismoking programs are
concerned. I was also particularly interested in
Ms Darveniza’s contribution. It was going quite well
there for a while — she in fact also recognised so many
of the dangers of smoking and was talking about how
the Labor Party is supporting this bill — until at the end
she became critical in a very churlish sort of way,
which is exactly the reason I want to talk about the
contribution by the Greens.
The contribution by Ms Hartland was quite
extraordinary. She spoke about a bill she had actually
brought into this Parliament through a motion and
pretty much reiterated what she had said then.
However, at 8.40 a.m. this morning we were given a list
of amendments as a government; we were given pages
and pages of amendments to this bill. Ms Hartland
knows how this place works. If she were really
concerned about this bill and really concerned about her
amendments, she would have made quite certain that
the minister and the lead speakers in the government
knew what she was talking about. I am standing up here
today to supposedly, as normal conformity to processes
would allow for, talk about the amendments and put our
point of view and discuss some of the issues, but we
were not even given the courtesy of having the
amendments distributed.
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progressive, and we can see from the recent statistics
that the government’s policies are having an impact.
We talked recently in Parliament about banning
smoking on beaches. I said at the time that according to
a study some 25 000 cigarette butts had been found in a
200-metre section of St Kilda Beach over a 10-week
period. That sort of study is very interesting. Since the
ban on smoking on beaches was brought in we have not
had any complaints; in fact people who use the beach
are particularly happy to find the beaches clean, and
non-smokers no longer feel threatened by this issue.
One of the reasons the ban was brought in was that
many children and young people make use of that
beach and in fact all the beaches along the entirety of
the Port Phillip Bay foreshore.
It is good to see that another piece of very good
legislation implemented by this government has
worked. It is chipping away at the invidious issue of
smoking in the community. I heard Ms Darveniza and
Ms Hartland talking about how we must send the right
message to children and denormalise smoking, and we
all agree. The bill will ban smoking from public places
including outdoor children’s playground equipment,
outdoor skate parks, outdoor areas within the perimeter
of public swimming pools and outdoor sporting venues
during under-age sporting events. It is important that
children are prevented from seeing people smoking in
public places and it is another opportunity to
denormalise smoking.

This shows Ms Hartland’s lack of regard for the real
aspect of this bill. She comes in here with situations like
ashtray awards — using the Australian Medical
Association in her stunt. Let me get it right: I
completely support the Australian Medical Association,
but the Greens are notorious for coming in here and
using stunts, and this was another stunt Ms Hartland
was going to use. The Greens should stick to the issues
instead of coming here with stunts. They should stick to
a very important bill, as this one is. This is extremely
important. The Greens are supposedly interested in
promoting non-smoking in this state. They should come
in here and approach this bill with the respect that it
deserves. They need to stop doing stunts and displaying
bad manners.

In my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region we
have an enormous number of sporting areas, and I
would like to talk specifically about Albert Park. We
have the excellent Melbourne Sports and Aquatic
Centre, which is first rate. We have the Albert Park
playing fields, and on any given Saturday morning you
will see thousands and thousands of young children
involved in sporting activities. Children are playing
netball, basketball, cricket, football and Auskick. This
bill will make a huge difference to smoking around
those children. It is a very important step. As with last
year’s bill which banned smoking on patrolled beaches,
this bill will allow young families to enjoy the outdoors,
which is imperative. The bill will ban people from
smoking within 10 metres of play equipment and the
areas around public swimming pools — another area
where families gather and enjoy themselves. This is
also important because there are several public
swimming pools in Southern Metropolitan Region and
once again we want these to be safe for families in
every sense.

However, I want to talk about the background to this
tobacco bill. I commend the minister for his excellent
work on the bill. It is considered, thorough and

Smoking at under-age sporting events undermines
healthy habits by presenting this unhealthy practice as
normal. The bill promotes an important, subtle
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message. It is vitally important that we remember the
huge steps that have been made in this country to
promote the antismoking message. We have to make
certain that we reinforce this message at every level,
and this bill does exactly that. It builds on a whole suite
of bills that the minister has been courageous enough to
bring into this place. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
opposition wants to put on record its position on the
Greens’ amendments. I missed this morning’s email
with the amendments from the Greens party, as did
Mr Jennings; we were dealing with a number of other
issues. I acknowledge that the email was sent; however,
we have not had a great deal of time to digest what
Ms Hartland’s amendments seek to do. In saying that, I
understand the intent and I appreciate that Ms Hartland
has been consistent in her position on these smoking
laws. The opposition believes the ban on smoking in
alfresco dining areas will eventuate. It has happened in
other states and it will happen here. Where the ban has
occurred in other jurisdictions there has been dialogue
and consultation with affected businesses about what
impact the ban would have.
Rather than supporting the amendments contained in
Ms Hartland’s email, we hope for a day in the near
future when this ban will be implemented. However,
before that happens there needs to be a period of
consultation with stakeholders about the best way to
implement the ban without impacting on businesses too
greatly.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this morning to speak on the Tobacco Amendment
Bill 2013 and to pick up on various points made earlier.
I want to reiterate that this house of review deserves, is
entitled to and should be ensured of due time to make
consideration of amendments placed before it. It
surprises me — no, actually it does not — that the
Greens brought in amendments to this bill at the very
last minute. It is another example of the Greens making
policy on the run and their disrespect for this place
when it comes to giving time for due consideration of
amendments. These are the same people who have
come into this place and said, ‘We did not have enough
time for consideration’. They have said it in committee
time and again.
Today the Johnny-come-lately, policy-on-the-run
Greens come into this place and say, ‘We’ve got
something at the last minute; how about you just give
us a nod?’. But in saying that, their amendments are
worthy of due consideration, of appropriate
consideration, of considered consideration. They are
worthy of being well thought through. I remind
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Mr Barber that policy on the run does not work in this
chamber. We have to be given due consideration.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Picking up the interjection,
nothing Mr Barber has said in this parliamentary sitting
week should be afforded due consideration. He has
blotted his copybook with his interjections this week,
absolutely blotted his copybook. I am still waiting for
him to apologise to the Victorian people for his outburst
earlier this week. I am still waiting for him to apologise
to the Victorian people, but he will not, because he puts
politics over people. We well remember his
interjections about the tragedy of the Black Saturday
bushfires earlier this week when he tied them to climate
change or a perceived lack of action on climate change.
If he is going to interject at all, he should interject with
these words: Victoria, I am sorry.
This legislation shows the dedication of the Victorian
government to the health and safety of families in
Victoria. Just a few weeks ago I pulled my car up at a
set of lights and saw in the car next to me a couple
smoking away, with the windows wound up, and I
thought to myself, ‘I wonder if that’s healthy?’. But
there were two small children sitting in their child
restraints in the back of the car. Windows up, they were
smoking away, seemingly without a care in the world
and with no due consideration for their children’s
health. It is these sorts of people that I want to ensure
cannot smoke near our children in skate parks, public
swimming pools, children’s playground equipment and
in sporting venues during under-age sporting events.
I have been privileged to coach sporting activities, both
cricket and football, at senior and junior level, including
coaching Milo cricket, the entry level competition for
cricketers, which I really enjoyed and recommend to
others. Sadly, I remember parents standing around,
smoking away while the kids were playing junior sport.
I wonder if that was sending the right message. This bill
will ban smoking in the outdoor areas of public
swimming pool complexes, in the vicinity of outdoor
children’s playground equipment, at or in the vicinity of
skate parks and in the vicinity of outdoor sporting
venues, particularly those where juniors are playing
sport.
This policy initiative is one of a long line of policies,
which have mostly had bipartisan support at federal,
state and local levels, aimed at reducing the ability of
smokers to harm other people’s health. The government
plays an important role in encouraging a culture where
smoking is not marketed or seen to be marketed as
desirable to young people. An example of that is the
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restriction on advertising of tobacco products,
accompanied by antismoking education programs and
making Quit programs available for those who do start
smoking.

family and to the broader community. I have not yet
seen the amendments proposed by the Greens, which in
typical fashion have been thrown at us without being
given appropriate consideration.

Approximately 145 certified specialist tobacconists in
Victoria have had an exemption to the tobacco product
display bans. We intend to close this avenue, which will
limit the visibility of tobacco products and create a
fairer playing field amongst tobacco retailers by
stopping new applications for specialist tobacconist
certification and therefore the tobacco product display
ban exemption. Existing certified businesses will not be
affected; we will continue with the exemption.
However, if a business transfers ownership, ceases, has
its certification cancelled or moves location, it will not
be able to apply for certification again.

Mr Barber — Yes, you saw them two months ago,
and you voted against them two months ago.

Smoking is going to be banned at outdoor children’s
play equipment areas, at outdoor skate parks, at outdoor
areas within the perimeter of public swimming pools
and at outdoor sporting venues during under-age
sporting events. The bill will make it an offence to
intimidate, threaten or assault an inspector who is
exercising power under the act. The amendment will
offer greater protection for inspectors and will reinforce
the important work they do in helping to ensure
compliance with Victoria’s tobacco control laws. Due
to the introduction of the commonwealth government’s
comprehensive tobacco plain packaging legislative
framework, the packaging of tobacco provision in the
act that prescribes how tobacco products must be
labelled is no longer required and will be repealed.
This will ensure that children are not exposed to
second-hand smoke. It will ensure that tobacco
products will be less easily able to be advertised to
young people, and it will send a clear signal to society
that smoking is not desirable. The Victorian
government is the first in the country to ban smoking
near skate parks. I reject the Greens amendment
because it was too little, too late; it requires due
consideration at some other time. I commend the
government’s amendment to the house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to contribute to the debate on the
Tobacco Amendment Bill 2013. I have previously
spoken in debates on other bills brought to this chamber
in relation to the steps the government is taking to
reduce the access to cigarettes and cigarette smoking,
particularly by our young but also by the broader
community. I do so with some passion and personal
experience. I am a reformed smoker. My father died of
a smoking-related illness, and I have seen the
destruction that smoking does to one’s health, to one’s

Mr RAMSAY — I have not seen them today. The
proposed amendments have not been given to me, nor
was I advised that the Greens would be putting forward
any amendments, so I have not had the opportunity to
look at and consider the amendments. However, I know
that Ms Hartland has spoken passionately about
introducing regulation and restrictions for access and
use of tobacco, and I thoroughly support her in those
endeavours. I have stated publicly in this chamber
before that even though we are taking small steps, for
me a total ban on smoking in areas where food is
consumed or where communities congregate is the
most ideal legislation.
Ms Pennicuik — So why don’t we have that?
Mr RAMSAY — I can say to Ms Pennicuik that I
will be doing my utmost to make sure that the small
steps — —
Ms Pennicuik — So you support our amendments
then?
Mr RAMSAY — I have not seen them. This is a
step-by-step process by which we will get to that end,
and I will be an advocate and a passionate supporter.
When I go down Spring Street or Collins Street and
want to sit in an outside area and have some food I do
not want to have an upwind smoker billowing noxious
fumes in my face while I am trying to eat, so I can
assure Ms Pennicuik that I will be working very hard to
push the government along in relation to taking on the
challenges of restricting cigarette smoke in areas where
we eat, whether it be inside, outside or anywhere else.
Back to this bill, the reforms will see smoking banned
at outdoor playgrounds, skate parks and swimming
pool complexes and at outdoor sporting venues during
under-age sporting events.
Mr Barber — I will hire a brass band if you join us
on the crossbench.
Mr RAMSAY — I have to say that after this week’s
performance from Mr Barber I am reluctant to join him
in any capacity.
Mr Barber — More shooting the messenger.
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Mr RAMSAY — I am sorry, but Mr Barber’s
performance this week has been disappointing at the
very least and disturbing at the most, and hopefully we
will not see the likes of it again.
A range of initiatives will be put in place to inform the
public, sporting clubs, swimming pool complex
operators and other relevant organisations about the
new bans. A public awareness and education program
is important because we want people to get the message
very clearly and remove any grey areas around what
will and will not be allowed in relation to the restriction
of smoking in these areas, particularly those that have
been identified as areas where young people congregate
and use the facilities, like public playgrounds, skate
parks and swimming pools. Print and radio advertising
and social media will be utilised prior to the bans being
introduced and in the period following their
introduction. Communication and guidance materials
outlining the new laws will also be available on the
Department of Health website and provided to local
councils and their constituents. Translations of any key
messages will also be made available. ‘No smoking’
signs will be available for local councils and relevant
organisations.
It is anticipated that these bans will have a high level of
voluntary compliance with limited enforcement
required, and I hope that that is the case. This is due to
the high level of public support for smoking bans and
the fact that most people disapprove of smoking around
children.
Although I have not been in the chamber, I suspect
much of the detail has been covered in other
contributions. I do not wish to reiterate the points that
others have made, but I do want to mention these
statistics. I note that Mr Ondarchie also did so in his
contribution. In Victoria smoking costs approximately
4000 lives and $6.8 billion each year. Evidence
suggests that there is no safe level of exposure to
tobacco smoke. That brings me back to the final steps
that the government has to make in relation to the
restriction of smoking in any outdoor areas where
communities congregate, eat, drink and socialise.
Adults are role models for children. The more often
children and young people see smoking in different
settings, the more likely they are to form a view that
smoking is socially acceptable and normal. We know
that the younger people start smoking the more likely
they are to become long-term addicted smokers. Being
a reformed smoker, I can assure you that it is very
difficult to suddenly stop smoking after a long period.
The easiest way to combat smoking is to reinforce the
message that smoking is harmful and unhealthy, that it
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will have a significant impact on your health —
particularly as you get older — and that in some more
acute cases it will cause death and cause misery to
family members. Those messages are being taken up,
and it is pleasing to see that there has been a significant
decrease in the uptake of smoking. There has also been
a significant increase in those who are stopping
smoking, like me in earlier years.
Seeing people smoking has been found to trigger a
relapse by smokers attempting to quit. That is why it is
important to restrict the ability to smoke, particularly in
public spaces like the areas identified in this bill. The
government is committed to reducing the prevalence of
tobacco-related illness and disease in Victoria by
denormalising the use of tobacco and ultimately
reducing the proportion of people who smoke. One way
we are doing this is by banning smoking in the areas
designated in this bill today. This initiative will provide
children and young people with a healthy, smoke-free
environment in which to play and grow, and limit their
exposure to the harmful effects of tobacco smoke and
smoking behaviours. We will also support smokers
who are trying to quit and those trying to cut down.
I do not wish to go on; the bill is fairly simple. The
areas of restriction are clearly identified in the bill. I
would like to commend the Minister for Health, David
Davis, on his passionate pursuance of reform in
introducing these steps to reduce smoking in public
places. Like the Parliamentary Secretary for Health,
Georgie Crozier, he knows that smoking is a killer and
that anything we can do to restrict both supply and use,
particularly by young people and in public places, is
commendable and critical. That is why I commend this
bill to the house.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to speak in reply on this important bill, which
extends the scope of tobacco control measures in this
state. It continues the tradition of all-party support for
those measures. It breaks some new ground,
particularly with pools, skate parks and children’s
playgrounds, which are important steps. It is also
important to see the banning of smoking in and around
children’s sporting events. It sends a clear message to
parents. It sends a message that empowers people to
say, ‘No, please put that cigarette out’. This continues
the government’s focus on ensuring that children and
families have the maximum chance to avoid smoking,
because of both its harmful effects directly but also the
intention to denormalise it, particularly over the longer
term.
I am indebted to the Greens for their amendments, and I
will speak to those in any detail that Ms Hartland wants
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in committee in a moment. I note that the matters
around outdoor dining in particular are complex. There
has been wide consultation by the government on that
and other matters, and it is not possible to assess the
material presented by the Greens in a short period. That
would require the government to go out and consult
extensively with industry and those who are impacted.
For that reason, we will not support the amendments in
committee, although we note that the intent is
something we share. Over time these steps will occur. It
is my view that the government is taking significant
steps in this direction, and we have begun a significant
process of consultation.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I would say, Mr Barber, that
you will see several bills on tobacco control over the
next 12 months, in fact, and they will be important bills
that deal with further tobacco control measures. The
government has taken an incrementalist approach here,
and deliberately so. We think there are a number of
areas — the ban on tobacco smoking between the flags
at beaches was very successful; it sent a very clear
message in the period coming into summer. The
capacity of the chambers, and the Parliament as a
whole, to send a clear message to the community
reflecting broad community views is important. In no
way do I diminish the capacity for us — —
Mr Barber — Has the beach been re-evaluated?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is in the process of being,
and the initial evaluations show that it has been broadly
accepted and that there have been almost no
prosecutions, if any. We know that where those steps
have occurred, they have occurred very successfully.
We believe that is a good example of empowering
people in a particular zone to say ‘no’ to smoking and,
in effect, to self-police a particular area. In my view that
will apply with this bill. In areas, for example, such as
children’s playgrounds, the fact that people can say,
‘It’s actually illegal to smoke here’, will mean that it is
effectively being self-policed. That has been the history
of these tobacco control measures.
The other aspects of the bill that are important are those
that require further restrictions on displays, and over
time they will make a significant impact. The
government is proud of this bill. We see it as a further
set of steps. It is particularly important with respect to
children and families.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Committed.
Committee
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I seek
leave to allow Ms Crozier to sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
ask a few brief questions. In his reply the minister
talked about the government taking an incremental
approach on these issues. Can he give some indication
about when consultation on bans on smoking in
outdoor dining areas will begin and when he expects to
bring in the next set of bills, specifically in relation to
outdoor dining?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I can
indicate to the member that the consultation the
government has done was broad-ranging, covering not
only bans on smoking in outdoor dining areas but a
whole range of other measures as well. That is being
closely examined at the moment, and any further steps
will be a matter for cabinet to consider.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Is the
minister saying the consultation has already occurred or
that it will occur? Because as I understand it, there were
7000 responses, but there was no question regarding
outdoor dining.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
consultation was indeed broad, and a whole series of
submitters made commentary about tobacco control
measures in a broad sense. It was not complete
consultation, but there is significant information
through that broad consultation — with community,
with councils, and with various groups. But for further
steps in any area, there will be additional consultation
and steps.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Could
the minister then talk about when he will start the
consultation regarding outdoor dining? When can we
expect the next bill regarding outdoor dining?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
indicate that further tobacco control measures will be
taken in the forthcoming period. The government will
take further consultation on those measures and outdoor
dining will be included as one of the areas, but it will
include a number of other areas as well. As to when a
bill comes forward, that will be a matter for cabinet to
decide.
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Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Could
we expect to see that bill in this term of government?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It will
not surprise Ms Hartland that I will not telegraph each
and every step in this area. We are doing this in a
methodical way, as I think she will understand. In this
Parliament she has seen a series of bills come through,
taking further tobacco control measures in — as I have
described it — an incremental but targeted way. That
process will continue. The exact date will be a matter
for cabinet and other decision-making processes.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
understand the process by which the government is
doing this, but it seems to me that the major gap in all
of this legislation has been around outdoor dining. It is
not an unreasonable question to ask: can we expect to
see the issue of outdoor dining addressed in this term of
government? I know the minister is saying this is up to
the cabinet, but we are talking about another 14 months
of this government. I would have thought it was
reasonable to be able to say it will occur at some stage.
I am not asking for the date; I am just asking generally.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is a
reasonable question; however, I do not accept that
outdoor dining is the only area in which we need to take
further steps. I believe there are a range of areas. The
government will decide on those areas in a thoughtful
way, in consultation with other relevant groups in each
area, and will come forward with further bills as it sees
appropriate. I will not today telegraph the order or the
timing of those. The community will want us to do that
in a thorough way, and we will.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
one final question. It is my understanding that
7824 submissions were received as part of the
consultation in regard to this bill. Looking at the
website today, these have not been made public. Can
the minister say when those submissions will be made
public so people can have an understanding of what the
community is looking for?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I can
say that some of those will be made public and some
will not. Some people have submitted in a confidential
way, and their submissions will not be made public.
Other submissions are in effect public now, such as
submissions by councils and other parties who have
made their submissions available. The government will
release most of the submissions in due course as it steps
through its legislative and consultation processes.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Sorry,
I have one more question. Can the minister define ‘due
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course’? I understand there are issues about privacy and
that some people will not want their submissions made
public, but I do not think it is such a difficult thing to
say approximately when these submissions will be
released.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Subject
to the government’s processes of broad consultation as
we proceed with other tobacco control measures, they
will be made public as soon as is reasonably possible. I
have no desire to delay that, but I will use those
submissions to help inform our consultation and next
steps.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 and 3 agreed to.
Clause 4
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Hartland has proposed two amendments. I
will explain this to members. Amendment 1 to clause 4
is a consequential amendment and test for
Ms Hartland’s more substantive amendments 2 to 4 and
9 and 10, in which she is seeking to insert new sections
into the bill, which would in turn insert clauses into the
principal act related to smoking in outdoor areas. I ask
Ms Hartland to move her amendment 1.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 4, line 5, omit “definition” and insert
“definitions”.

I will give a very brief explanation of this amendment,
because we have gone over it thoroughly during the
debate. These amendments relate to outdoor dining and
drinking areas. I believe we should have a process in
which we ban smoking in outdoor areas. This
amendment is very straightforward: it is about banning
smoking in outdoor dining areas.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for her discussion of this issue and her
proposal of these amendments. In this instance the
government will not support these amendments. This is
not because we do not support the intent or the direction
of the amendments. The government does see that there
is a logical set of steps that would see further restriction
on smoking in outdoor dining areas. The government
has begun processes of consultation on that issue. We
will continue those. We do not believe we have had
sufficient time to assess these amendments. I accept
that amendment 1 is a test for the other amendments. In
that circumstance the government believes that it would
not be responsible of it to support these amendments,
and I do not propose to support them in this instance at
this time. The government will assess it further and, as I
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say, will take further steps in tobacco control in the
forthcoming period.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
add one more comment. These amendments mirror
what the government is attempting to do; these
amendments just make this bill stronger. They are not
contradictory to what the government is attempting to
do; they assist it. I am disappointed that again the
government will not support the amendments. I wish I
knew when we could expect legislation from the
government on this issue.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
accept Ms Hartland’s disappointment, but the
government will take steps in this regard over time. We
have begun some consultation processes, as I outlined
previously. In my view it is not possible to responsibly
support these amendments without enough time to fully
analyse exactly what they do. I accept that they have
been proposed in good faith by Ms Hartland, and we
will certainly note them as we proceed with broader
discussions.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 3
Barber, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 5
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Hartland’s amendment 5 to clause 5 is a test
for her amendments 6 to 8. Ms Hartland seeks to insert
a definition of ‘prohibited smoking period’ into the
principal act.
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Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
5.

Clause 5, page 6, line 28, after “during” insert “the
prohibited smoking period in relation to”.

This is a very straightforward amendment. I am hoping
the government will accept this, because we are literally
talking about adding 30 minutes before the game and
30 minutes after the game. We think this is an
oversight. When parents, grandparents, friends and
whoever are at a match, they watch the match but the
actual socialisation often happens just before and just
afterwards. To have a 30-minute window on either side
of the match just makes sense to us, and we are hoping
the government will accept this amendment.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Ms Hartland for moving this amendment. I agree with
its intent, which is to widen the time period and, in
effect, to widen the catchment of people who would be
impacted by the ban at children’s sporting events.
The government looked at a version of this provision in
the period when the bill was being constructed, and the
notes that I have from the department summarise a
couple of those points that were made. Again I say this
amendment came to us today, but we drew back on the
consultation the department had in the period as we
were framing the bill.
I am just going to note this here. On the extension of
the ban to 30 minutes before and after an under-age
sporting event, including training sessions, it is
important that legislation with which members of the
public are required to comply is clear, easy to
understand and enforceable. Feedback received during
the consultation suggested it would be very difficult for
a member of the public to recognise when a ban was
applicable if it were to commence, for example,
30 minutes before the start of a sporting event. As such
the ban has been developed to apply during an
under-age sporting event. This was also the advice of
the office of parliamentary counsel: that it would be too
difficult to enforce a ban commencing 30 minutes
before and ending 30 minutes after the event. It was
actually something we considered.
What I am prepared to say to Ms Hartland is that if the
bill as it stands is passed, as it is implemented and the
children’s sporting events aspect is implemented, we
will look afresh when another bill comes to this
Parliament as to whether that extension can be made.
But at the moment I accept the point from
parliamentary counsel and the department that it might
be too difficult to recognise the time periods. I would
prefer to see the bill implemented first, but I do give
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Ms Hartland a commitment that once the bill is
implemented we will examine whether it could be
widened for a period before and after events.
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PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT
SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Second reading

Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 3
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr

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

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 13 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank members for their contributions. I
note this is another bill that has passed with all-party
support; it is a historic bill. I also place on record my
thanks to the department: Laura Andrew and her team
in the tobacco control unit, Department of Health, for
their support throughout this process; and I thank the
many Victorians who made submissions to the various
consultations that the department and I have
undertaken. It is a good outcome, and I thank members
for their contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2013, and I advise that
the opposition is not opposing the bill. I will speak
briefly on the bill because it is reasonably simple. The
bill strengthens the controls in relation to the probity of
those who are involved in boxing. It is about the
requirements for those who seek to have a licence to
participate in boxing or control for those who are
existing participants in boxing. It applies to promoters,
referees, judges, trainers and timekeepers and requires
them to be licenced.
As I said, the opposition does not oppose the bill, and in
fact, we are pleased — —
Mr Drum — So support it!
Mr TEE — I will come back to Mr Drum’s
comment. We are pleased on the one hand, but we are
also very concerned on the other. We are pleased that it
is a requirement to be a fit and proper person to hold a
licence, and in order to do that the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Board needs to consider whether
you are fit and proper to hold a licence, and whether it
is in the public interest for you to hold a licence. That is
a new requirement and, as I said, we certainly endorse
that outcome. Our concern, since Mr Drum has asked,
is the way that this requirement is being implemented.
We could talk about burying the industry in red tape
because for anyone to work their way through the steps
involved would require athletic abilities.
What is needed is to obtain a prescribed application
form, which is then sent to the Chief Commissioner of
Police, who has to supply written advice within
28 days. You get the application form, you fill it in, you
send it off to the board and it is referred to the chief
commissioner, who then provides advice to the board
within 28 days. The chief commissioner must outline
the reasons to the board, so there is a requirement for
the chief commissioner to provide written reasons.
Once the board gets the advice it must make a decision
and provide written notice of its decision. So you refer
it to the chief commissioner, it comes back to the board,
which then makes a decision, which can then be
referred to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. If it goes to the Victorian Civil and
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Administrative Tribunal, the chief commissioner is
dragged in again, and the tribunal must ask the chief
commissioner for the advice that they have provided.
As I said, we do not oppose the provisions; we are just
concerned about the clunky and cumbersome way in
which the requirements will be enforced and the way
the chief commissioner will be dragged in, not once but
twice. I suspect they are onerous red tape provisions for
organisations such as those involved in boxing. That is
our concern.
I note also that these provisions were originally
removed from the act in 1996 by the then Kennett
government, so I suppose the current government has
had a change of heart from the position that was held in
1996 when the provisions that were in place at the time
were removed.
As I said, we do not oppose the strengthening of the
requirements around probity, we do not oppose the
requirements ensuring that people who are involved in
this industry are fit and proper people and for those
reasons we do not oppose the bill.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is an honour to
rise in this place to talk about the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2013. Victoria and
Australia have a very proud history of boxing, going
back many decades. My first memory of the sweet
sport would go back to Lionel Rose’s glory days, in the
boxing ring more than his singing profession, but he
certainly hit the charts with Pick Me Up On Your Way
Down, which is interesting.
Mr Barber — What about ‘Thank you for just
being you’?
Mr DRUM — Interestingly, I am not the only one
in the chamber who can remember the great Lionel
Rose and his amazing fights. He was the first
Indigenous Australian world champion. He took the
crown over in London and then came back and
defended his crown here against Japan’s Fighting
Harada.
The late 1960s and 1970s certainly were the glory days
of Australian boxing. Whilst we had had world
champions before, such as Les Darcy, it was an
amazing time in which to grow up. At that stage we had
TV Ringside every Monday night and boxers
interviewed on football programs and on World of
Sport. The Australian boxing champions were
household names in the 1960s and 1970s. They were
highly regarded and well respected. In those early days
Australian boxing had a very strong reputation which
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matched that high profile. The feeling was that the sport
was above board, and that gave everybody confidence.
We also had Johnny Famechon, a great Australian
boxer who won a world title in a different weight
division to Lionel Rose. He also won a world
championship fight by defeating Fighting Harada from
Japan. Fighting Harada had a very dear place in the
hearts of Australians boxing fans. He would come out
to Australia and put on amazing bouts with some of our
champions. He acted with an amazing degree of
courage and honour and carried himself very well. He
endeared himself to the Australian boxing fans, over
those two bouts in particular.
We also had another range of world champions who
came after those two. Right through the 1970s and into
the 1980s the perception was that the sport was clean.
We did not have the innuendo and worries that have
built up over the last 10 to 15 years. Barry Michael and
Frank Ropis had great fights, as did Barry Michael and
Lester Ellis. Kostya Tszyu came onto the scene. He was
a Russian-born Australian boxer and was the first to
unify the light welterweight division across all four of
the different weight classes, having won world titles
awarded by the World Boxing Organization, the World
Boxing Association, the International Boxing
Federation and the World Boxing Council. He was a
great fighter as well and the first boxer in 30 years to be
able to do that.
We also have Anthony Mundine, who is still fighting at
the age of 38. Anthony Mundine’s father, Tony, was an
Australian champion. Tony Mundine fought in this
country for 16 years and was never beaten by an
Australian. He was able to lead boxing in this country
in a way that few others, if any, have ever been able to
match. It was an amazing record that he strapped
together over many years. He fought in a way that gave
his son, Anthony Mundine, a fantastic role model to
follow.
I am not quite sure that Anthony Mundine has been
able to live up to the class that his father exhibited over
many years. However, Anthony Mundine has been the
one fighter who has been able to draw the crowds, sell
the sport and put the sport on the front page and the
back page. I am not sure it has been for all the right
reasons. In fact some boxers, including the Tasmanian
world champion boxer Daniel Geale, have come out
recently and said that Anthony Mundine has not been
good for the sport because of his inability to act with
the sport as the priority, as opposed to selling himself. It
is causing a degree of friction in the sport. Whether or
not any publicity is good publicity is a contentious issue
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when it comes to some of the better boxers in this
country at the moment.
It is also worth noting that Sugar Shane Mosley was
due to fight Anthony Mundine in Sydney only last
week, and Mosley went home in the days prior to that
bout because he had not been paid a certain amount
within an agreed time line. Not only did he go home to
America, but he did so spouting that Australian boxing
is now akin to boxing in the old Mafia days and
includes the things that dogged American boxing. That
is certainly not the reputation that we need spread in
places like America — particularly in Las Vegas,
where many great fights take place.
When you go back to the great days when Famechon
took on Jose Legra in London and won a world title and
when Lionel Rose fought Fighting Harada and won a
world title, they were absolutely heroes of this nation.
Today the fighter who is possibly our best is a
contentious character — people love him or hate him.
More than that, the reputation of our sport is so severely
damaged that it will be very difficult for us to attract the
best boxers in the world to come out here as boxers did
in the not-too-distant past.
It was not so long ago that Jeff Fenech, the undefeated
fighter, went over to Las Vegas to fight Azumah
Nelson, possibly the greatest fighter Africa has ever
produced. That amazing fight in Las Vegas went the
distance of 12 rounds. I think the only people who
thought that Jeff Fenech did not win the fight would
have been in Azumah Nelson’s corner, as well as the
promoter of that event, Don King. Certainly every
Australian who was watching that fight would have
thought that their own boy in Jeff Fenech was going to
remain undefeated — that he was going to pick up a
fourth weight division world championship and return
home a national hero. He did anyway because
Australians loved Jeff Fenech and he used to tell us
continually, ‘I love youse all’. That was his catchcry.
That was when people started to realise that certain
promoters around the world were able to control the
decisions of fights. I may have been naive because I
thought that did not go on. In researching the sport to
make a contribution to the debate on this bill I found
that there have been many queries, going back to the
1940s, some of which I will mention. With the fight
promoted by Don King, it will never be known whether
the judges got it right and Australians were just a little
biased in supporting their fighter, whether the judges
simply got it wrong on the night or whether the judges
had been gotten to.
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A few years later, in the late 1990s, there was an
investigation into the International Boxing Federation
and the sport of boxing generally. Some 23 boxers and
7 promoters — including Don King and the no. 1
promoter at the time, Bob Arum — were found to be
guilty of organising the results of fights through bribes.
That sent some shock waves through the industry, to
think that so many boxers were actually paying
promoters. The research shows that in those days you
were able to pay your way up the rankings in the weight
divisions in a particular organisation. The IBF has been
tarnished to the greatest degree, as it was found to be
tainted by bribes.
Once you find out that Don King was involved in
organising the decisions on fights, you go back to look
at all the fights where Don King was the promoter, had
his own stable and was effectively able to create the
whole play. He was able to bring people through, build
their profiles and reputation and match them against
particular fighters to ensure that he got the right result
through bribes. It certainly paints a picture of a sport
that once had an honourable history and reputation but
now people are sceptical about. They have no
confidence in the legitimacy of the decisions.
As I mentioned earlier, it is possibly a bit naive to
suggest that that was not going on even through the
glory days of the sport. Back as far as 1947 there were
stories that the Mafia were involved in fighting,
including organising the decisions. It is said that the
Mafia were involved in a fight that Jake LaMotta
fought in 1947. There was no doubt that he was
involved in taking dives to support various decisions.
Obviously he was lent on by some people that others
would not like to say no to. That created turmoil in the
sport back as early as 1947.
It is interesting to note that while that has been going on
for a while, there is a real disquiet in the industry at the
moment. That is why the government has taken the
steps it has in introducing this bill. It has done so to
effectively protect the sport from being run by people
who cannot pass the fit and proper person test. The fit
and proper person test takes up a large part of what this
bill is all about. The term ‘fit and proper person’ is a
term that is not only used in sport and boxing
promotion, gaming and the application of licences but it
is also a term we have used for other aspects of our
society. It is not unusual for people who want to put in
an application to own a firearm to have to pass a fit and
proper person test. We also use this test of character
when people are looking at a licence to operate a
gaming venue. Obviously with the handling of many
hundreds of thousands of dollars on a weekly basis,
with large gaming venues — casinos and so forth —
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we also have this fit and proper person test. It applies to
people who need to get a licence to sell liquor. Real
estate agents also have to pass a fit and proper person
test, as do motor car traders.
There is a whole raft of industries and sectors within
these industries where we use this fit and proper person
test to make sure that people in our community have
confidence in these areas. Ownership of firearms, the
selling of liquor, the control of gaming venues and the
selling and purchasing of real estate and motor vehicles
are all areas that can potentially lend themselves to
forms of corruption and fraud and to unscrupulous
operators getting into those industries and causing
serious concern to the community. Therefore the term
‘fit and proper person’ has effectively been applied to
all of those industries as well for many years.
When it comes to boxing, it is not as though this term
has not been used in other states. We have New South
Wales, which uses the term ‘fit and proper person’ in
the application for a boxing promoters licence. South
Australia, Western Australia and Tasmania have this
provision within their legislation as a safeguard for
attracting the types of people we need to have involved
in professional boxing and combat sports.
To actually get what we are looking for in this bill, the
legislation is going to give the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Board, which was established by the
1985 legislation, the responsibility of considering the
character — the probity, honesty and reputation — of a
person prior to granting them a licence. That will be an
important role for the board to take on. It will give the
board the opportunity to seek further information if,
upon receiving an application for a promoters licence, it
feels there is a need for additional information to be
supplied. There is going to be an opportunity for the
board to seek further information to answer any queries
it may have on a person’s reputation and history.
It is not only about character. There are also going to be
questions asked about a promoter’s financial capacity
because obviously you do not want to have the situation
that happened last week, where we bring one of the
world’s better fighters out to Australia and for one
reason or another — perhaps they did not have enough
money to properly advertise the event, or they did not
get the merchandise or the marketing done properly —
you find that they are bereft of sales at the ticket office
and there is not the capacity to pay the travelling fighter
from overseas. If the advertising and the sponsorship
and everything have not been properly orchestrated, it
leaves a bad taste in everybody’s mouths and leaves a
whole range of questions unanswered. All of a sudden
it puts the sport back into a very poor light.
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It is critically important that the board now has these
powers and responsibilities to look into the character of
an applicant to make sure that they are someone of the
highest integrity and honesty and have a reputation of
being able to handle these types of events. They should
have a reputation of being financially capable of
running the event from the early stages, from the
promotion right through to the culmination and
clean-up after everything has come and gone. That
certainly requires considerable capacity as well. The
board will have powers to effectively search for and
obtain as much information as it sees fit. That is a very
critical part of this bill.
There is also a provision in the bill to ensure the
automatic prohibition of certain applicants, so that
when they put their application forward to obtain a
boxing promoters licence the Chief Commissioner of
Police will have a say in checking the records of
Victoria Police to see whether or not there is a reason
why the applicant should not be able to go through the
process. These powers currently do not exist. There is a
gap that currently exists between the chief
commissioner and the Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Board. With this legislation we are going to be
able to bring those bodies together and share that
information back and forth to ensure that if someone
has already been warned off a racecourse or a casino
and precincts associated with those two areas, they will
automatically be prohibited from obtaining a boxing
promoters licence. That is something that, again, will
only be able to be applied through the passing of this
legislation.
There will be some other indicators as well; it is not just
whether or not you have been warned off some
precinct. If you have been convicted of an indictable
offence and sentenced to 10 years or more in prison,
that will immediately disqualify you from obtaining a
boxing promoters licence. Most people would agree
with that type of enforcement. Being subject to a
control order or an exclusion order by the Chief
Commissioner of Police will also disqualify you. If you
have committed the type of offences we are talking
about that have a comparable penalty or are comparable
in nature, maybe under a different name, in another
state or another jurisdiction, then you will also be
immediately disqualified from obtaining a boxing
promoters licence upon application in Victoria. Again,
that information can only be shared by the chief
commissioner.
There are also provisions in this legislation for the chief
commissioner to handle the sensitive and protected
nature of some of this information in a manner that is
going to both protect the board and not let the board be
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used by people of questionable character who may
want to find out how much information and knowledge
of their underworld dealings the police have. There are
many questionable characters who may use this process
to see whether the police have an official record of their
dealings, and we need to be able to prevent that type of
activity from taking place. We do not want to have this
legislative process used by people as a fishing
expedition to find out how much information is
currently sitting within Victoria Police’s records. There
will be provisions within the legislation to deal with
sensitive and protected information. It is important that
this type of information remains confidential and that
results based on the information handed down are
handled in a very sensitive manner. The legislation
ensures that this sensitive information will be protected
in discussions between the board and the Chief
Commissioner of Police.
Under the legislation if people are denied the
opportunity to apply for a boxing promoter’s licence,
that decision can be reviewed by the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal. If the disqualification has
occurred as a result of some sensitive information being
obtained, there will be a process for the very careful
exchange of information between the chief
commissioner and the board.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Jacaranda Village
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Ageing. The CEO of
Jacaranda Village in Red Cliffs, Sue Bowditch, was
quoted in the Sunraysia Daily of 4 September as
advising that ‘the facility had lost 4 per cent of its
income “overnight” about two years ago after the state
government reviewed the unit price paid to public
residential aged-care services’. I recently met with
Mrs Bowditch, and I was impressed with her and her
staff’s dedication to the residents. She is concerned that
the facility will go broke unless something is done
urgently, within the next one or two years. I understand
the minister has also recently met with her. Will the
minister be reviewing the unit price, and will he take
into consideration the facility’s remote location, relative
size and the fact that it is not part of a health service in
responding to its financial position?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — There
is a long list of questions there. I would say that
Jacaranda Village is an important service, and it is very
strongly supported by the local member of Parliament,
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the member for Mildura in the Assembly, Peter Crisp.
He and I have met on a number of occasions with
Jacaranda Village representatives. What is true is that
11 years of Labor neglect saw the failure to upgrade the
infrastructure at Jacaranda, and they have certainly
come to talk to us about those challenges. They have
also been unable to get grants from the previous federal
government, which was unfortunate because they
deserved to get them. Clearly Jacaranda is an important
service. The government has increased funding to
Jacaranda and does support it. Peter Crisp is a very
strong supporter of Jacaranda Village, and I have
undertaken to work with Jacaranda Village to help
strengthen its service.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I know
the minister has met with this service, yet he is seeking
to indicate that he is not aware of the problems. He
should look at its annual report, which says:
The state shift to bring all services into line on one unit price
instead of recognising the different service models in place
has subsequently led to a substantial drop in our required
funding income.

I ask: will the minister take steps to guarantee that the
people of Red Cliffs will not have Jacaranda Village
close?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — It is
important to realise that the shadow Minister for Health
is engaged in a campaign where she roams around
country Victoria trying to upset people with nonsense.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, I put
to you that the minister is clearly debating the question.
He has been asked a question on government
administration, and his response has been to reflect on
the activities of a member of the opposition. I ask you
to direct him to cease debating the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am conscious that
the minister has only 60 seconds on this occasion to
answer a supplementary question, so it is important that
he get to answering the question as quickly as possible.
His opening remarks have been fair enough at this
point, but I must indicate that I am really pleased that
today Ms Mikakos asked a question that was very
specific. It did not invite the minister to debate the issue
because it was not surrounded by a significant
preamble. The member has tried to put a question
seeking a direct answer without anything that invites
debate, and I would ask the minister to be cognisant of
that as he completes his answer.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The point I was making
is that in Ms Mikakos’s sweep around country
Victoria she visited Jacaranda Village and left it
with some incorrect information. I can be quite clear
that the government has strong support for
Jacaranda, strong support for country services of its
type in particular — —
Ms Mikakos — Can you guarantee it stays open?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Absolutely. We are very
strong in our support of Jacaranda. I cannot be more
clear than that. I have met with its representatives a
number of times, Peter Crisp is certainly a very strong
supporter, and we are working with them to find a way
through. We inherited a service that had not had capital
spent on it for a number of years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — That is the record of your
government. We are very determined to support it and
get very good outcomes for people in the Mildura and
Red Cliffs area.

Regional and rural hospitals
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Health, my
colleague the Honourable David Davis. Is the minister
aware of any misinformation being spread about
country hospitals?
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, on
the construction of the question, if a question needs to
be about government administration, I assume a
competence level of government and assume that
government administration is not about misinformation,
so I put to you that the question is inviting debate,
unless the Government Whip is of the view that the
government is into misinformation.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, government administration certainly includes
refuting misinformation that is being spread around
country Victoria by some in the opposition, and I seek
to correct some of that misinformation. It is important
for country communities to understand the facts.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate that I had
some concern about the construction of the question,
which I was contemplating when the point of order was
raised, because I believe the way the question was put
seeks some speculation and opinion but particularly
invites debate. I agree with the Leader of the
Government that it is valid for the government to
discuss issues or information that might be in the public
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arena that is not accurate in terms of government policy
and practices, but the minister needs to be mindful of
my view that answers to questions should not be about
debating the policies of others or unduly reflecting on
the opposition outside correcting that information. I
accept that the Leader of the Government plans in this
answer to go to specific issues and matters of fact. The
minister needs to be warned that I would be concerned
about any move towards debating. I accept the point of
order in the context that I was also concerned that the
way that question was constructed did give the minister
carte blanche as far as debate was concerned.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
President, I thank you for your guidance on this matter,
and I thank Mr Koch for his question. Around country
Victoria as annual reports have been released there
have been some who have tried to put pieces of
misinformation into the public domain. Whilst in some
annual reports it may appear that state funding has
reduced, in fact that is not the case. In a number of
cases the apparent fall in state funding is due to the
removal of money by the commonwealth and money
that was not paid through the funding pool but was paid
directly to hospitals. Some members of the opposition
might want to think carefully before they misrepresent
funding levels, given that the additional funding came
late in the piece — —
Mr Lenders — On a new point of order on the
question, President, we have moved now to a
hypothetical on what oppositions may do with annual
reports tabled today. The minister is now debating a
hypothetical response that the opposition might have to
an annual report that was tabled this morning. I put to
you, President, that this is in a number of areas straying
even further into debating, because a hypothetical on
what an opposition might do is not government
administration.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — President, these are not
hypotheticals; they are actual statements by people in
country newspapers. They are not hypotheticals, and
they are incorrect. I want to make sure that the
community understands fully that funding has increased
to these hospitals and indeed — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Let us not debate the
point of order. This one is a bit disconcerting for me; it
is not black and white. I am struggling with it a bit
because I have sympathy with the point of order that
has been raised in the sense of where this strays into
debate as an answer. The minister certainly started his
answer positively. He referred to issues that were raised
in annual reports and was looking at putting a
government perspective on those, and I thought at the
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outset certainly he was not directly criticising the
opposition as such; he was saying that certain people
might draw conclusions from those annual reports and
he wished to correct the perceptions they might have. I
ask the minister to contain the debating aspect of his
answer and stick to areas of fact in terms of where the
position on funding might be at odds with what the
perception might be.

removal of money, in a shameful episode where that
money was withdrawn by the commonwealth and paid
by a different mechanism, is now trying to argue that
those cuts applied by the commonwealth
government — the then Gillard government — are in
some way due to the state government’s activity.
Nothing could be further from the truth, but the
misinformation applied by the opposition — —

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — If I can continue, I will say
that there have been a number of people who have
made commentary in country newspapers about
reduced funding, when in fact funding has increased.
Some of the funding has been labelled differently this
year because it came via the federal government rather
than through the standard pool.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Minister.

In a number of instances in country Victoria hospitals
have been provided with public holiday
supplementation. Last year people may well remember
there were additional public holidays, in the sense that
where public holidays land on a weekend they need to
be provided as an additional public holiday. That leads
to additional costs in health services in a number of
cases and that supplementation has been provided. That
stands in stark contrast to my experience in 2010–11,
when the previous government did not provide
supplementation. On coming to government we had to
provide additional money to pay for the additional
public holiday payments.
In a number of cases across country Victoria payments
were made for additional public holiday
supplementation, which are reported distinctly from the
earlier period. There were also a number of cases
where, as I say, commonwealth funding was converted
in different ways — for example, at Alexandra the
commonwealth contribution to block funding was
converted and paid direct to the health service. The
commonwealth contribution to the service at Koo Wee
Rup was converted to block funding and paid direct to
the health service. In East Wimmera $133 000 of
commonwealth contribution to block funding was
converted. There were additional grants provided in a
different way to those services.
I want to be quite clear that there is increased, not
decreased, funding to those services. It is important that
the community understands that when the money was
pulled out by the commonwealth due to a dodgy
population adjustment, the money was eventually
forced to be repaid due to community activity, but it
was repaid and badged differently — although
ultimately the money did get there. It is important that
the community understands that the opposition, which
supported those cuts by the commonwealth and the

TAFE regional facilitation managers
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, Mr Hall. Can the minister
confirm that his TAFE Reform Panel recommended the
appointment of regional facilitation managers, and that
two of the members of the panel have subsequently
been contracted to fill these positions without tender?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I can confirm that we have facilitation
managers working in each of the three regions in
regional Victoria to assist with the transitional funding
which has been made available to TAFE institutes. I
can confirm that two of those people were members of
the TAFE Reform Panel. As to the way in which they
were appointed, this was an employment arrangement
undertaken by the department, but I know that the
people concerned were chosen to undertake that job
because of their knowledge of the sector, which was
enhanced by the work they did as part of the TAFE
Reform Panel. They are persons in whom I have
absolute confidence. They will assist government and
TAFE institutes to come up with the best possible
strategies to ensure that TAFEs remain strong and
sustainable providers for vocational training in regional
Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
process of appointment is under some cloud because
there was no tendering, and there is speculation as to
what the task ultimately is. To assure me, and the house
more generally, would the minister be prepared to have
a probity auditor monitor all the appointments that have
come out of the TAFE reform task and report back to
the community on the outcome of that probity audit?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In response to Mr Lenders’s question, it
might be a bit of a fishing expedition that he is
embarking upon, because there have not been any
probity issues raised with me regarding the appointment
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of people to those particular positions. What I will do is
take advice on the means and requirements that the
appointment process required, and if there are any
irregularities, then I will report back to the house.

Children’s facility funding
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question without notice is to the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, Ms Lovell. Can the minister provide
recent examples of how the children’s facilities capital
program is delivering for Victorian communities?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for his question and his ongoing and longstanding
interest in early childhood development in Victoria. I
note that the member served as a board member for
Kindergarten Parents Victoria prior to entering
Parliament, so I know he has had a longstanding
interest in these matters.
I am delighted to inform the house that over the past
few weeks a further 12 children’s facilities capital
projects have either opened or commenced. On
3 October the member for Carrum in the Assembly,
Donna Bauer, turned the first sod to commence the
Edithvale Family and Children’s Centre project. That
centre will provide 109 additional kindergarten places.
On 3 October the first sod was turned to commence
construction of the Parkdale Family and Children’s
Centre, which will be a 125-place centre in Parkdale,
and that was done by the member for Mordialloc in the
Assembly, Lorraine Wreford.
On 7 October, together with Mr Elsbury and Mr Finn, I
attended the opening of the Alamanda Early Years
Centre, which was opened by the Premier. That
provides a further 99 places in the city of Wyndham.
On 9 October the Murrindal Children and Family
Centre in Rowville was opened by the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and member for
Scoresby in the Assembly, Kim Wells, and that centre
is also in Richard Dalla-Riva’s electorate of Eastern
Metropolitan Region.
On 9 October Mr Ondarchie and I attended a
sod-turning ceremony at Keon Park Children’s Hub in
Reservoir. That centre will provide 66 additional
places. On 10 October the Phillip Island Early Learning
Centre was opened by the member for Bass in the
Assembly, Mr Ken Smith, with 106 additional places at
that centre.
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On 12 October the Nara Community Early Learning
Centre in Preston was opened by Craig Ondarchie, a
member for Northern Metropolitan Region — the
kinder king. That service will provide 22 additional
places. On 14 October the Tarralla Kindergarten in
Ringwood East was opened by the Minister for Ports,
David Hodgett, who is the member for Kilsyth, which
is another centre in Mr Dalla-Riva’s electorate. On
23 October the Epping Views Family and Community
Centre in Epping was opened by me and Mr Ondarchie.
That centre will provide 66 additional places.
On 24 October the Orbost Early Education Centre was
opened by Tim Bull, the member for Gippsland East in
the Assembly, providing an additional 60 places. On
25 October the Pasadena Preschool in Mildura was
opened by the member for Mildura in the Assembly,
Mr Peter Crisp, with a further 30 places. On 26 October
Paynesville & District Kindergarten was opened, also
by Tim Bull, and provides a further 24 places.
These are fantastic facilities servicing families
throughout Victoria. The state government has invested
more than $10 million in these projects, and that has
leveraged a further $25 million in investment from
community groups and local government. These
projects will service families into the future and that
will provide for the future education and care of
Victoria’s children. The Napthine government is proud
of its investment in early education. We know that
Ms Mikakos has an objection to the amount of money
that we have put into children’s services — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — Because she tweeted last
year — she tweeted for all to read — that we had given
enough money to kinder — —
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, the
minister continues to come in here and mislead the
house. In fact on numerous occasions I have called on
the government to invest more money into kindergarten
funding, and she has failed to acknowledge that most of
the money has come from the federal government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos, what is
the point of order?
Ms Mikakos — The minister is misleading the
house, President, because she is failing to acknowledge
that I have on numerous occasions called for this
government to put more money into capital
infrastructure for kindergartens.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos is
debating; she is not raising a point of order. Members
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need to understand that when they raise a point of order
they are seeking to have an issue resolved that is in
conflict with our standing orders and procedures. They
are not given an opportunity to have a bit of a run at a
debate.
Mrs Peulich — On the same point of order,
President, the member is also reflecting on the minister
by making an allegation that she is misleading the
house, which she knows can only be done by moving a
substantive motion.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich, that is
true, but then the minister is also making allegations
against the member, and the member is responding to
them. I am in a difficult position. The minister, in my
view, has started entering into some debate, which
obviously has been challenged. I understand, but you
are right; where particularly an accusation of
misleading the house is made — which certainly was
not or maybe got close to a point of order — that
should be by substantive motion or one of the other
mechanisms of the house rather than by raising a point
of order. Does the minister wish to complete her
answer, without debate?
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accused persons not attending court and health and
safety issues for all concerned in the prisons, courts and
police stations. On 17 May I wrote to the minister
asking whether Corrections Victoria had produced any
reports or papers regarding the capacity of the greater
use of community correction orders to reduce demand
in the corrections system without any risk to the
community. The minister responded on 9 July, but did
not answer the question. I wrote to him again on
13 August requesting this information, but so far I have
had no response. Has Corrections Victoria been looking
at the greater use of community correction orders for
non-dangerous offenders to reduce demand across the
corrections system, and if so, what is the possible
reduction in demand that could be achieved?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for
Corrections) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question.
When this government came to power we inherited a
corrections system that was in crisis. In Ms Pennicuik’s
correspondence to me of 17 May, which she cited in
her question, she referred to the Auditor-General’s
report of November 2012 into prison capacity planning.
On page 25 the Prison Capacity Planning report says:
the government —

Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I would just like to
quote the shadow minister for children and young
adults from 17 April last year on Twitter when she
said, ‘Yes, that’s been happening — —

that is, the previous government —
did not support Department of Justice’s funding applications
for a new male prison in … 2008–09 —

Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, again
on the issue of government administration, the minister
has outlined grants to a number of kindergartens, and
now she is referring to a tweet from an opposition
member, which I put to you is debating and not an issue
of government administration.

the first time —

The PRESIDENT — Order! I am concerned that,
as I indicated, the minister is starting to enter into a
debate, and I think that following my comment the
remarks she was making were again leading to debate.
The minister, to complete the answer — but without
debating.

the third time.

Hon. W. A. LOVELL — The Napthine
government is proud of its investment in early
childhood facilities following on from 11 years of
neglect from the Labor Party.

Prison capacity
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections,
Ed O’Donohue. It is no secret that there is serious
overcrowding in the state’s prisons and holding cells in
the courts and police stations, which is resulting in

… 2009–10 —

the second time —
and 2010–11 —

There are capacity challenges within the prison system,
which this government is working through, which this
government is addressing, which this government will
fix. We will fix Labor’s refusal to fund a new prison.
We will fix Labor’s botched, bungled, Ararat prison
project.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — As a former Treasurer
of Victoria Mr Lenders should be ashamed of the way
the previous government botched the Ararat prison
project. This government has fixed that project, but
because Labor botched it it is at least two years
delayed — 350 beds that should be operational now;
350 beds that should be in the system.
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Ms Pennicuik asked me a question about community
correction orders. As we know, the government came
to power with a very clear agenda, very clear policies,
around community correction. We have abolished
Labor’s home detention scheme, where people are
nominally sentenced to prison but are sitting at home on
their couch and going to the fridge and watching
Foxtel. We are in the process of abolishing suspended
sentences, and this house has passed the relevant
legislation. In its place this government has put in place
a flexible community correction order that empowers
the judiciary to respond to individual people and
individual circumstances — whether that is alcohol
monitoring, whether that is GPS monitoring, whether it
is exclusion zones, or whether it is with work orders so
that offenders pay their debt to the community — by
removing graffiti, by doing work in the community and
by delivering good works to the community.
Ms Pennicuik asked me what evaluation has been done
or what is being done in relation to community
correction orders. I am pleased to inform the house that
as part of the funding this government has allocated to
the community corrections system, in addition to the
150 new community corrections officers, funding has
been allocated to evaluate the new community
correction order. I am happy to advise Ms Pennicuik
that that evaluation has three phases. The final phase is
due mid next year. It is being conducted by
PricewaterhouseCoopers in partnership with the
Australian Institute of Criminology. We will await that
evaluation.
But of great credit to Corrections Victoria are the
fantastic and hardworking people of Corrections
Victoria who do a great job, a very difficult job, both in
the community corrections space and in the prison
environment. They do a terrific job and are a key part of
the community safety infrastructure and community
safety program. They recently won an international
award recognising the success of the implementation of
the community correction order and the service model
to support those orders. I congratulate community
corrections.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
concur with the minister that the staff at Corrections
Victoria do a great job. Does the evaluation that the
minister mentioned extend to evaluating whether the
further use of community correction orders would
reduce demand in the prison system, as opposed to how
community correction orders are working per se? My
issue is with using more community correction orders
to reduce demand in the prison system rather than
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providing more beds in the prison system, so using
those orders to free-up prison beds used by low-level
offenders who are no risk to the community. Does the
evaluation consider that issue, and will the minister
table the report in Parliament?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for
Corrections) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her
supplementary question. As I said in my substantive
answer, the design of the community correction order is
intended to be flexible and to empower the judiciary to
make an order appropriate to an offender. As I said, it
can include a monetary bond as a result of recent
changes. It can include a work order. It can include an
exclusion order. It can include GPS monitoring, after
this government has delivered on its election
commitment to include GPS monitoring in these orders.
It can include alcohol monitoring. The community
correction order is a flexible order which this
government will continue to review and evaluate. We
will continue to seek feedback from the judiciary and
other sources to strengthen it where appropriate. We
fundamentally believe that this is a much better model
than the hotchpotch of orders that the previous
government used, such as home detention and
suspended sentences. We are very pleased with the way
the community correction order has been adopted.

Plan Melbourne
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. I ask:
can the minister advise the house what action the
government will take through its Plan Melbourne
strategy to protect sensitive areas of our central city
from overdevelopment?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Ms Crozier for her sensible question about Plan
Melbourne on how it will assist with protecting our
central city areas from overdevelopment. It is important
that we start looking at bringing mandatory controls
back into the planning system, which is something that
had been missing for about 11 years under the previous
government. Before considering the question from
Ms Crozier, it is worthwhile noting the recent Housing
Industry Association figures released yesterday, which
show Victoria with a 36 per cent increase in private
house sales and a 27 per cent increase in private house
approvals. Victoria is leading Australia in both those
fields, which shows that confidence has well and truly
returned to housing markets in Victoria. That is one of
the reasons we need to look at mandatory controls,
because confidence has well and truly returned to the
housing market in this state both in high-density
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housing and in detached homes throughout our suburbs
and regional areas.
Plan Melbourne initiative 4.2.3 is around protecting
unique city precincts and our waterways from
inappropriate development. That was missing from
previous strategies. This government will look at
investigating areas such as the Bourke Hill precinct,
East Melbourne and sensitive locations around Port
Phillip Bay that need to be protected with mandatory
controls. It has taken this government, the
Liberal-Nationals government, to say that there are
sensitive areas of our central city that need to be
protected. While we support density in defined
locations and high rise in the right locations, it is also
important for governments to play a role in protecting
areas that need to be protected.
What a shame we did not have a government with this
kind of will before the Windsor Hotel development was
approved. What a shame we did not have a government
that would exhibit controls that could potentially give
this level of protection to the Bourke Hill precinct once
and for all. This level of mandatory control is not
unique to this government. We have proudly rolled out
the neighbourhood residential zone, which gives
widespread protection and mandatory controls in terms
of height and subdivision across that zone throughout
the state of Victoria.
We have also put in place the Yarra and Maribyrnong
River controls, which are now being rolled out across
our two iconic rivers. This government has offered
those river controls to other councils through Plan
Melbourne to ensure that we are protecting sensitive
areas of Melbourne that need to be looked after. We do
not have a tropical climate such as that of Brisbane or
the harbour that Sydney has, but we do have iconic
waterways that need to be protected. Unlike any other
government before it, the coalition government will do
the work to ensure that we can protect those sensitive
areas of Melbourne. This includes the issues raised in
Ms Crozier’s question about the central city area or
those relating to our precious rivers and streams. We
will do the work to make sure that Melbourne remains
the world’s most livable city.

Health system performance
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. I am
interested to know how well he knows the report of his
own department. Page 171 of the report indicates that
one-third of semi-urgent patients in Victoria are waiting
longer than 90 days. On page 172 it indicates that the
number of emergency department presentations during
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the last year has gone down, yet only 73 per cent of
patients were seen on time. On page 174 ambulance
response times to emergencies are as low as 73 per cent
with the emergency response time within 15 minutes.
What is the page reference and the performance
indicator that the minister can take pride in in this report
that indicates his three years of stewardship have been a
success?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
are many things in here. Mr Jennings might want to
start at the other end of the report, which provides the
overall summaries of the outcomes.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I was thinking of the
forewords and the response to a whole range of issues.
Our hospitals are treating more patients than ever
before, they have more funding than ever before, and
they have bigger increases in the numbers of nurses and
doctors than ever before. If I look at the Austin
Hospital, I could say that there has been an 8.6 per cent
funding increase since we came to government with
26 more doctors and 145 more nurses. At Alfred Health
there has been an 11 per cent increase in funding, an
increase of 53 in the numbers of doctors and in nurses
an increase of 36. He might notice that there is a very
big capital development at Eastern Health called Box
Hill Hospital — a $447 million capital development.
Mr Jennings — Who committed the money for
that?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Jennings should take a
trip around the rest of Melbourne. He might come to the
old dental hospital site and notice that there is a
$1 billion project there that will deliver a
comprehensive cancer centre. This government
allocated the money, this government has sorted out the
way forward for the comprehensive cancer centre and
this government is going to deliver that comprehensive
cancer centre.
Mr Jennings might want to take a drive in country
Victoria. He might want to go to Bendigo to note the
progress of the $630 million capital investment that has
been put in place for the Bendigo Hospital. The
Partnerships Victoria report was tabled in the chamber
today. Mr Jennings might not have read that as yet, but
when he does he will see that we have enormous value
for that project. That will be the most remarkable
project in country Victoria. We will see a huge new
hospital built there for people.
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Mr Jennings could move to Mildura, where we are
actually expanding the hospital — something his
government refused to do. Or he might want to go to
Geelong, where he would notice the nearly
$200 million of capital building going on in that city
and the area around it. Massive outcomes for the
community are going to be delivered over the next
period.
Mr Jennings might want to move elsewhere. He might
want to move to Ballarat, where we are going to build a
helipad. That project is moving very fast indeed. The
Minister for Planning, Mr Guy, cleared the way
recently with a planning instrument to make sure that
helicopters will be able to land on the new helipad that
is proceeding there. That is something that Labor would
not do over 11 years. In fact Mr Koch moved a motion
here in 2004 to build that helipad, and Labor opposed it.
Mr Jennings might notice that the return of
$107 million is reported in the annual report. His crew,
if I can describe it that way, supported commonwealth
cuts to our hospitals. Last year $107 million was cut
from our hospitals, and Labor actually voted in favour
of the cuts. We voted against the cuts, and we worked
with local communities to make sure that they were not
implemented and that the $107 million was returned.
That is something I am proud of. Mr Jennings might
not be proud of where he stood on the $107 million cuts
made by his government in Canberra, the Gillard
government.
The PRESIDENT — Order! We have been over
this ground on many occasions. In the context of the
question that was put today and the minister’s
substantive answer thus far, I regard it as now moving
into debate. The point is made. The minister should
desist from debating and come back to what he sees as
some of the highlights of the report, as he was invited to
do.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I will come back to the
report. I draw the member’s attention to page 14. I will
quote from that page of the report, which is about
commonwealth funding reductions. The report says:
Through its Mid-year Economic and Fiscal Outlook 2012–13
released in October 2012, the commonwealth announced a
reduction in its 2012–13 funding to Victorian health
services — —

The PRESIDENT — Order! Time, thank you,
Minister.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Of $107 million — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister! Earlier this
week I actually pulled up a member for speaking over
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the time. I do not like doing that; it does not look great.
On that occasion the member said that she was not in a
position to hear me due to interjections. I do not want
ministers continuing their answers after I have called
time, particularly not when I have come back on
another member in the same vein. It needs to be fair to
all. We have time limits for a reason, and members
must ensure that they stick to those.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Page 171 of Department of Health Annual Report
2012–13 records a failure on elective surgery targets,
page 172 a failure on emergency department targets and
page 173 a failure on ambulance response targets. I
invite the minister to advise: in terms of the delivery of
services to people in Victoria, what is the one
performance indicator in this document of which the
minister is proud?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to answer, but I must say that to me the
supplementary question seems identical to the
substantive question.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President, my
initial invitation to the minister was to name one thing
he is proud of. Now I have narrowed the question to
what performance indicator he is proud of.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Let me
go through this steadily for Mr Jennings. There are
many of those performance indicators. In consumer
participation the target was 75 per cent and the actual
figure is 81.4 per cent. Eligible newborn screening for
hearing deficit before one month of age was 98.5 per
cent, well above target. For hand hygiene compliance
the target was 70 per cent, but the actual figure is 76 per
cent.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Where would Mr Jennings
like to go next? We have effected a lot of unplanned
readmissions. Where would Mr Jennings like to go —
to quality service admissions and so forth? Wherever he
wants to go across our hospital system there is a good
performance. We have seen more patients than ever
before. It is an outcome that the community can be
proud of, whether they are in country Victoria or in the
city, and it is a better performance than that under the
previous government.
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Graffiti prevention and removal grants
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to Mr O’Donohue, the Minister for Crime
Prevention. Can the minister update the house on what
actions this government is taking to help prevent and
remove graffiti in our local communities?
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Crime
Prevention) — I thank Mrs Millar for her question and
her interest in crime prevention matters, in particular
graffiti. As the house is aware, the crime prevention
portfolio is a creation of this government, with a
$35 million program over four years.
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — I will take up
Mr Leane’s interjection. I can tell him that it is going
very well. We are partnering with local communities to
respond to local concerns about crime and perceptions
of crime. Our crime agenda is more than the additional
police, more than the protective services officers and
more than the issues we are dealing with in corrections.
It is about responding and working with local
communities. One of the key cornerstones of that is our
anti-graffiti program.
Graffiti is a scourge on our landscape, and this
government is determined to tackle graffiti. Not only is
it unsightly and offensive, it is a criminal act. There is
nothing glamorous about defacing public and private
property. That is why as part of the community crime
prevention program we have provided a range of
opportunities for local communities to respond to
graffiti problems. Today as part of three funding rounds
the coalition has provided $900 000 in grants to local
communities for 57 projects across this great state of
Victoria.
In addition to our graffiti grants program, I am pleased
today to announce the allocation of portable graffiti
removal systems to Victorian councils. In a new
initiative the coalition government is making more than
300 portable graffiti removal systems available, free to
local councils and community groups to further support
community-based graffiti removal activities across
Victoria. Portable graffiti removal systems are valuable
assets in the fight against graffiti in local
neighbourhoods. They are ideal for use by community
groups to remove graffiti in situations that are too small
to warrant — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE — The opposition may
wish to trivialise the issue of graffiti in our community.
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I am very pleased to announce today the provision of
these portable removal systems in partnership with
local communities across Victoria. Today I am
announcing that 199 portable systems will be allocated
to 58 councils across Victoria. This means that 73 per
cent of all Victorian councils will receive at least one
free portable graffiti removal system, empowering local
communities to respond to the scourge of graffiti.
I am also pleased to report to the house the success of
the graffiti removal and crime prevention exhibit at the
recent Royal Melbourne Show. A graffiti removal
trailer and portable graffiti removal systems were on
display at the show, and free graffiti removal kits were
also provided to members of the community. More than
700 free graffiti removal kits were handed out. Those
free kits included graffiti removal cleaning agents,
scrubbing brush, steel wool, cleaning rag, face mask,
safety glasses and goggles; and each kit contained
enough cleaning agents to remove up to 10 square
metres of graffiti. These are wonderful results. I
encourage Victorians to continue to tackle graffiti in
their community.
Finally, I pay tribute to the community crime
prevention unit within the Department of Justice that
has overseen this innovative program. We are very
proud of the work the government is delivering as part
of its crime prevention agenda, and I am very pleased
today to announce the allocation of 199 portable
systems across 58 councils.

Health system performance
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The Minister for Health did so well to explain his
annual report to Parliament that I thought I would give
him another opportunity. In his last answer he referred
to the commonwealth government’s withdrawal of
$107 million during the course of the financial year,
which it subsequently returned to the hospital system.
Can the minister explain to the house why, as shown at
page 37 of the financial statement, the income to his
department has reduced by $1.5 billion, and indeed his
government’s output appropriation to his department
has reduced by nearly $2 billion — by
$1.957 billion — during the course of that financial
year?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can indicate is that in fact the funding overall has
increased to hospitals and health services. We have
operated efficiently over the year. We have ensured that
we have got an outcome for the community that is a
very efficient outcome. More funding for our health
services, in aggregate, is what we have done over the
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financial year. The total funding to our health services,
to front-line service delivery, has increased in this year.
Our money and our resources have been focused on
hospitals, health service and the delivery of better
outcomes for our hospitals.
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Sweat and Turpentine, which was at the Open Space
Gallery in Franklin Street in the CBD. If any members
have the opportunity to visit that exhibition, I would
encourage them to do so. The work of 18 young
emerging artists was on display, and some of it was
really fantastic.

Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, you would appreciate that I would be very
anxious about misleading the community with any false
interpretation I may make of this $2 billion reduction,
so I would like the minister in his answer to make it
crystal clear to anybody who might misrepresent this
report by indicating where the $2 billion has gone.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — What I
can say, as I have said, is that total funding to our health
services has increased.
Mr Jennings — That is not what this says, and that
is not what the question was.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is actually what it says:
total funding. It is an accounting treatment, and in fact
total funding to health services has increased.

Visual arts training
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills. Could the minister advise the house on any
initiatives he may be involved in to promote training in
the visual arts?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — What a great question from Mrs Coote. I
welcome it, and I know that she is very interested in
visual arts and that she is fortunate to have a number of
fine institutions in her electorate. I cite, for example, the
National Gallery of Victoria and the Victorian College
of the Arts, and there are a number of others that are
very strong in terms of their display and promotion of
visual arts in this state.
Indeed Mrs Coote and other members who represent
her electorate can look forward to some further
developments in visual arts training institutions in that
electorate, with Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
(NMIT) having plans to locate to the former Prahran
site of Swinburne University of Technology. I know its
intention is to strengthen creative arts delivery,
including visual arts, at that particular facility.
In talking about NMIT, I had the occasion last Tuesday
to visit an exhibition put on by the diploma of visual
arts graduates from NMIT at an exhibition titled Blood,

I made a commitment to provide three prizes, called the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills Emerging
Artist Award, and I had the very difficult decision of
choosing three pieces of work to be the recipients of
that prize. The prize has a modest financial contribution
towards the artist, but more importantly it will mean
that those three chosen pieces of artwork will hang in
my ministerial office at 2 Treasury Place for the next
12 months.
That is a continuation of what I have done in supporting
the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority’s
Top Arts exhibitions. Those who visit my ministerial
office can view some of the very fine work of Victorian
certificate of education (VCE) students. I am
encouraging and inviting members to have a look at the
NMIT exhibition in the Open Space Gallery in Franklin
Street or alternatively to pay me a visit some time. I
would be happy to show them some of the artistic work
of both the VCE students and now also the NMIT
students.
I congratulate all those who were involved in the
delivery of training programs and the individual artists.
I was particularly impressed with the quality of the
work of the NMIT diploma of visual arts graduate
students and their exhibition. It is well worth a look,
and I think NMIT as an institution can rightfully lay
claim to being one of the pre-eminent providers of arts
training in the state of Victoria. NMIT, for the interest
of members, is now 101 years old, having recently
celebrated its centenary. It provides training for over
550 nationally recognised qualifications. It is a fine
institution and one which is expanding. Again, I
congratulate all those students involved in that great
exhibition.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Minister for Higher Education and Skills
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — With the indulgence of the house, I want
to make a quick statement. It concerns my receipt this
morning of a letter from the member for Eltham in the
other place, Steve Herbert. In that letter Mr Herbert
referred to the answer I gave to Mr Lenders when he
asked a question yesterday. Mr Herbert pointed out that
I falsely associated him with a comment about a public
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servant in an article in the Age of 28 October. Having
reviewed the newspaper, I think Mr Herbert is correct
in saying that it was not him who made the claims in
that particular statement to which I referred, but indeed
it was Fairfax Media. If that had occurred in relation to
a member of this house, I am sure that a withdrawal
would have been sought, and so I extend to Mr Herbert
the courtesy I would extend to other members of this
chamber by withdrawing the comments I made
yesterday which incorrectly associated Mr Herbert with
a comment printed in the Age.

PALACE THEATRE DEVELOPMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! During question time
the Minister for Planning was asked a question with
respect to the protection of certain values and heritage
aspects of Melbourne’s CBD and indeed some of the
waterways and so forth. It seems an appropriate time
for me to inform the house that on behalf of the
Parliament, the Speaker and I have lodged an objection
to the Palace Theatre hotel development.
We have done that cautiously because, obviously, the
Parliament as such does not get involved in planning
issues or indeed policy areas. On this occasion, given
the importance of this precinct and the Parliament’s
position, we were concerned. We undertook some
investigation as to what impact that development as
proposed might have on the Parliament. We were
particularly concerned about overshadowing and some
of the impacts on this building and the precinct.
Initially the work we did was on a larger proposal, a
taller proposal, and I acknowledge that the proposal has
been revised by the proponent. However, our
investigation indicated that there would still be some
impact on the Parliament building, and to that extent we
have lodged our concerns about that development and
the impact it may have.
I thought it appropriate that I inform the Parliament of
that action.
Sitting suspended 12.57 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT
SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I am part way
through my contribution to the debate on the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill 2013. Earlier I was talking about the reasons why
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an individual may be automatically prohibited from
being granted a boxing promoters licence. I explained
that those reasons are: being convicted of an indictable
offence and sentenced to 10 or more years in prison,
being subject to a control order, being subject to an
exclusion order by the Chief Commissioner of Victoria
Police in relation to racecourses or the casino or having
in another jurisdiction committed any comparable
offence, although it might have had a different title. In
the case of those types of offences, the chief
commissioner would inform the board that it would be
inappropriate for that person to obtain a boxing
promoters licence.
It is also an offence for any member of the board to
disclose that type of information. The bill puts in place
safeguards to protect that information. Disclosure
would be an infringement under this legislation, and the
offence would carry 30 penalty units, which at the
moment is equivalent to a $4330 fine. Disclosing such
information is a very serious offence. The changes in
the legislation will give applicants the comfort they
need if they are truly interested in obtaining a boxing
promoters licence. A conversation will take place
between the Chief Commissioner of Police and the
board, and certain information will be passed between
the two, and this legislation has been put together in a
way to ensure that their information stays confidential.
The board will refer an application to the chief
commissioner immediately upon receiving it, and the
chief commissioner has 28 days to advise the board of
his view.
Both the board and the chief commissioner must have
regard to what is in the public interest. This is another
aspect of the bill that should give Victorians comfort.
Each individual will be judged on not just previous
offences, reputation and other issues that may be
associated with unsavoury individuals but also on a
public interest test. These provisions should give
everybody comfort that the board will take into account
all of the issues.
The bill also provides the board with the ability to
cancel existing licences if it determines that an existing
licence-holder is not a fit and proper person or that it is
not in the public interest for that person to hold a
licence. This is also important. The bill is not just about
new applicants; it will enable the board to conduct a
broadbrush review of existing licence-holders. In
Victoria there are some 46 people who hold licences for
boxing promotion.
There are a number of other people who work in the
sector. The bill introduces controls around timekeepers
who may be employed in the operation of a fight.
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Previously timekeepers have been associated with the
industry but have not needed to be registered or hold a
licence. However, with the ever-increasing
professionalism of the sport, and with a cloud hanging
over the sport as to its integrity, it is important that
these integral members of the industry are included in
the regulations. About 14 people are regular
timekeepers in the state of Victoria at the moment; they
will now be registered, receive a licence and have the
ability to be a timekeeper and officiate at events.

As I said, currently in Victoria 46 people have a boxing
promoters licence and 35 people have a matchmakers
licence. Promoters and matchmakers work in tandem so
that we have the events we see every now and again.
The bill provides for a set of circumstances in which a
person will be prohibited from holding a licence. Those
circumstances will be worked out in consultation with
Victoria Police. This is another of the decisions that
will not be made on a whim but will be well thought
out in conjunction with the police.

The bill also puts in place a 12-month time limit for
people who have been deemed not to be a fit and proper
person or that it not be in the best interests of the public
for them to obtain a licence. During that 12-month
period they will be ineligible to apply again. This is a
common-sense provision. If someone is deemed on a
particular day not to be a fit and proper person, it is
reasonable to expect that the circumstances will not
change overnight. Once a person is deemed to be
ineligible for or unsuitable to be granted a boxing
promoters licence, they will have to wait a further
12 months before they can reapply. That will certainly
save the industry from vexatious applicants who
continually front up with application after application,
clogging up the system and tying up people’s working
hours. It will let everybody get on with the job of
running the boxing industry.

Another aspect of the bill that is worth pointing out is
that professional boxing does not have a peak
organisation such as many of our other sports in this
country and this state have. The Australian Football
League is a very heavily regulated peak association that
effectively governs its sport. Cricket Australia also is
very strong on discipline amongst its own people.
Crowd control at cricket matches is undertaken by
Cricket Australia. Racing Victoria is also a very strong
peak association that looks after the integrity of its
particular sport. Professional boxing does not have such
a peak association. Therefore it is necessary for the
government to step into the space and effectively give
the sport the protection that it needs so that its
reputation can be enhanced once more. It is expected
that people involved in professional sport will take
appropriate steps to ensure that they operate in a
competent and responsible manner. Again, the bill is
about not just bringing a higher quality of person into
the sport but also making sure that the people in the
sport at the moment actively work at promoting the
sport, putting on the events and acting in an appropriate
manner each and every time.

It is worth acknowledging that many of the other states
have similar legislation. I commend the minister for the
work that he has done in bringing this bill forward.
There is no doubt that this work needed to be done. The
bill is necessary because not only is it critical that we
ensure that the sport is 100 per cent clean but we also
need to have that perception. Unless we can generate
confidence in the integrity of industry and change the
perception in the broader world so that people see that
boxing is a clean game and that fights will in fact be
won or lost on their merits, we will continue to be
unable to attract the bigger fights to Australia.
That is certainly critical in the state of Victoria. As we
continue to build on the state’s reputation as a major
events host, this is a further opportunity. We have to go
back to those glory days when we had fights such as
Jeff Fenech fighting Azumah Nelson in a rematch at the
Carlton football ground with 45 000 people paying
serious money to go along and watch two great athletes.
This is seriously a major events issue. It would be
incredibly difficult to try to work out what such an
event would be worth as a tourism attracter to the city
of Melbourne. We have been bereft of such events over
the past 10 years or so.

I understand that Mr Tee had some complaints and said
that some of the regulation is overly onerous.
Government members do not agree with that. We
suggest that the provisions of the bill are legitimate and
well weighted, with no overreaching and nothing being
underplayed. We believe they fit the current
circumstances. We certainly make no apology for
putting some more onerous regulation and stipulation
around who can and who cannot promote an event.
The probity tests will come into effect as soon as the
bill becomes law. Once a person has a promoters
licence they will not need to apply for a permit for each
individual event. Once a person is considered to have
passed the probity test, to be of integrity and a fit and
proper person to run a fight event, they will not need to
address any additional regulation or submit further
paperwork. Once a person has their licence they will be
able to set about hosting such events.

PROFESSIONAL BOXING AND COMBAT SPORTS AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Thursday, 31 October 2013

COUNCIL

At the moment we have a high-quality board running
professional boxing. The board members are treated
like all directors of government or state entities. Before
they are appointed to the board, they must undergo
probity and criminal record checks and searches of
registers for bankruptcy and disqualification from being
company directors. It is worth noting that the members
of the board who will be making the decisions that need
to be made in concert with the Chief Commissioner of
Police have had their own situations looked into.
As I said, the chief commissioner may inform the board
that someone may not be of a fit and proper character or
it may not be in the public interest for them to have a
licence. That information will be balanced with the
board’s own investigation and the information that the
board has at its disposal. Unless the automatic instant
prohibition rules come into play, the advice given by
the chief commissioner will be taken as just that — that
is, it will be given special consideration by the board as
advice given. It will be critical that that advice be
treated in a confidential manner.
I commend the Minister for Sport and Recreation for
introducing the legislation into the house to bring
Victoria into line with New South Wales, South
Australia, Western Australia and Tasmania and to bring
the boxing industry into line with several other
industries that have been applying a fit and proper
person test for many years. The hope with this
legislation is that over time the sport of professional
boxing can ensure that all bouts will effectively be
decided on merit and that the integrity that was once
enjoyed in this industry can be regained.
It will take many years for that to happen. It has taken
many years for the reputation of professional boxing to
fall to a very low level, and it is going to take years to
regain the faith of the average boxing fan. We do not
want to see any more debacles like we saw recently in
Sydney, where an American fighter went back home
claiming that the Australian fight scene is akin to the
Mafia-controlled boxing of the old days. That is not the
Australian way. It is not the Victorian way. The
credibility we have lost over the last decade in the sport
of boxing may now have a new beginning based around
a new framework. We certainly hope so.
I earlier referred to Les Darcy, the great boxer who was
born in the late 1800s and died in 1917 at the age of 21.
He was one of Australia’s great fighters. He was a
middleweight. He was only 5 foot 6 inches tall, but he
also held the Australian heavyweight championship. He
was certainly someone who put this country on a great
footing. He was certainly a different kettle of fish to
maybe our best boxer of the day, Anthony Mundine,
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who may be one of the greatest crossover athletes we
have ever had, being an amazing Rugby League player
before he then switched across to become a world
champion boxer. Les Darcy was very different, but I
suppose that is what it is all about. We need to create an
industry that will cater for all these different types of
boxers and enable the very best to rise to the top on
their merits and their merits alone.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Because Mr Drum has just given such an amazingly
comprehensive outline of this bill I am not going to go
into detail. The Greens will be supporting this bill. It is
about professional boxing and combat sports. They are
dangerous sports, and they need to be well regulated. It
is only appropriate that the fit and proper person test
apply to people involved in this sport, as it does in New
South Wales, South Australia, Western Australia and
Tasmania. We can look at other industries where the fit
and proper person test applies, such as anything to do
with firearms, the gaming industry, liquor sales, private
security, real estate agents and motor car traders. All
people involved in those activities are subject to fit and
proper person tests, so it is quite logical that people
involved in boxing and combat sports should also be.
I know Mr Drum will interject on this point and say that
the Greens are always bad sports or hate everything, but
I personally do not understand the sport. I do not
understand why it is that someone would want to be
involved in a situation where they are basically being
beaten. We need to look at some of the work the
Australian Medical Association has done around the
long-term effects of boxing and combine that with the
sport. This is a bill that goes to regulation. The issues I
have with boxing are personal. This is a good bill, and
the Greens will support it.
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to rise today to speak on the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2013. Professional
boxing has a proud tradition as a sport both in Victoria
and more generally internationally, but it is fair to say
that professional boxing and other combat sports have
the potential to be abused if appropriate standards of
conduct and professionalism are not further provided.
In 1975 Victoria introduced the first statute in Australia
to control professional boxing contests and protect the
safety of participants. It followed a commonwealth
inquiry into boxing and combat sports after the death of
a young boxer in Geelong in 1974, which was the same
year Muhammad Ali defeated George Foreman in the
famous Rumble in the Jungle in Zaire, which was one
of Don King’s first ventures as a professional boxing
promoter. Don King was probably the most famous
boxing promoter of all time.
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An additional law to control martial arts in Victoria was
introduced in 1986 and was subsequently amalgamated
with boxing legislation in 1996 to bring all professional
contests in the fields of boxing and martial arts under
the control of one board. Further amendments in 2001,
including a change of name to reflect the focus on
professional contests, resulted in a fully integrated
scheme for the regulation of professional boxing and
combat sports. The Professional Boxing and Combat
Sports Act 1985 established a board that, among other
functions and duties, licenses people to act as
promoters, matchmakers, trainers, judges and referees.
The bill before the house today addresses the current
arrangement whereby people must be granted a licence
regardless of their character or reputation. Under the
current legislation the board must issue or renew a
licence to any person who has submitted the correct
paperwork and fee; has an appropriate knowledge of
the act and its regulations, as well as the rules of the
sporting contest; and agrees to comply with any
conditions that would be placed on a licence. This is at
odds with a number of other states, including New
South Wales, South Australia, Western Australia and
Tasmania, which require fit and proper person tests as
part of the regulatory framework for professional
boxing and combat sports.
The Victorian coalition government is committed to
ensuring that professional boxing and combat sports are
run by people of good character and reputation. This
already applies to a wide range of sports and
professions and is in line with community expectations.
The bill rectifies the current situation by giving the
board discretion in issuing licences so it can consider
whether a person is fit and proper, as well as
considering the public interest, when it decides whether
a person should hold a licence to operate in the
industry.
The term ‘fit and proper person’ is as defined under
common law. In the High Court of Australia’s 1990
decision in Australian Broadcasting Tribunal v. Bond
(1990) 170 CLR 321, the court was of the view that the
expression fit and proper person ‘takes its meaning
from its context, from the activities in which the person
is or will be engaged and the ends to be served by those
activities’. Further in that decision, the court said:
The concept of ‘fit and proper’ cannot be entirely divorced
from the conduct of the person who is or will be engaging in
those activities. However, depending on the nature of the
activities, the question may be whether improper conduct has
occurred, whether it is likely to occur, whether it can be
assumed that it will not occur, or whether the general
community will have confidence that it will not occur. The
list is not exhaustive but it does indicate that, in certain
contexts, character (because it provides indication of likely
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future conduct) or reputation (because it provides indication
of public perception as to likely future conduct) may be
sufficient to ground a finding that a person is not fit and
proper to undertake the activities in question.

Under this bill the board will be the decision-maker
which applies these standards to the context.
The bill amends the criteria for issuing licences to
participate in the professional boxing and combat sports
industry as a promoter, matchmaker, referee, judge or
trainer by allowing the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Board to determine whether a person is
a fit and proper person to hold a licence and whether it
is in the public interest for that person to hold a licence.
The number of persons likely to be affected is currently
less than 400 and includes 46 licensed promoters,
240 trainers, 35 matchmakers, 43 referees and
40 judges. It is important to note that the bill does not
apply to the approximately 1100 registered boxing and
combat sport contestants in this state, as contestants are
considered to have less potential to adversely affect the
reputation of professional boxing and combat sports.
The bill will require timekeepers to be formally
licensed rather than merely being listed by the board, as
is the current practice, so that the role of timekeeper is
subject to the same probity considerations as other roles
relating to professional contests. In operation, the board
will give regard to available information relating to a
person’s character, honesty, probity and reputation and
may include financial matters as well as criminal
activity. The bill provides for application forms to be
changed to allow the board to obtain relevant
information from applicants when they apply for a
licence and to request any further information prior to
making a decision.
Under clause 5 the bill defines circumstances whereby
a person is automatically prohibited from obtaining or
holding a licence under the act. These circumstances
include being convicted of an indictable offence and
sentenced to imprisonment for 10 or more years; being
subject to a control order under the Criminal
Organisations Control Act 2012, either as an individual
or as a member of a declared organisation; being
subject to an exclusion order by the Chief
Commissioner of Police in relation to a casino or
racecourse; and comparable convictions and sentences,
as well as comparable orders, in other states or
territories. New section 6A inserted into the principal
act by clause 6 of the bill allows the board when
considering the probity of applicants to refer
applications to the chief commissioner, who must
provide advice to the board within 28 days. The board
must give special consideration to advice that indicates
an applicant is not a fit and proper person or that it is
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not in the public interest to issue a licence, and the chief
commissioner must give reasons to the board so that it
can rely on that advice when making its decision.
The bill includes provisions to protect any sensitive
information used by the chief commissioner when
providing advice to the board in the event that the
board’s decision is reviewed by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). It is also important
that criminal intelligence remains confidential, as to
release it publicly, or even to the applicant, may
compromise an ongoing police investigation or the
safety of investigating officers. Confidentiality will also
avoid abuse of the licensing and appeals regime by
those seeking to discover what criminal intelligence is
held by Victoria Police in relation to themselves or
others. If VCAT receives an application to review a
decision made by the board to refuse, to not renew or to
cancel a licence, it must ask the board whether the
reasons for its decision were based on advice provided
by the chief commissioner, and if that is the case,
VCAT must then ask the chief commissioner if any of
the advice provided to the board was based on protected
information. If advice provided by the chief
commissioner was based on protected information, then
VCAT must follow special procedures to protect that
sensitive information.
These procedures are largely based on provisions in the
Private Security Act 2004, and they were developed in
consultation with VCAT. The special procedures
include appointing a special counsel to represent the
applicant and also the board if it is not privy to any
protected information and it is conducting all or part of
the hearing as a closed session. There are also measures
to prevent the release of protected information when
VCAT makes its decision. The board can change its
decision at any time before VCAT makes a final
determination on its review of the board’s decision, or
the chief commissioner may ask the board to reconsider
its decision without the benefit of protected
information. Either action will result in the VCAT
proceedings being brought to a close, which will
provide a final recourse to protect sensitive criminal
intelligence.
The bill provides for the board to vary, suspend or
cancel existing licences if it determines that an existing
licensee is not a fit and proper person or that it is not in
the public interest for that person to continue to hold a
licence. To prevent these proposed provisions being
easily circumvented the bill creates a duty for a licensed
promoter to neither employ nor enter into a business
relationship or arrangement relating to a professional
contest with any person who has been refused a licence
or has had their licence cancelled because they are not a
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fit and proper person to hold a licence or because it is
not in the public interest for that person to hold a
licence. Likewise, a person who has been refused a
licence or has had their licence cancelled because they
failed to meet probity requirements will be barred from
reapplying for at least 12 months. People who are
automatically prohibited will be able to reapply only if
their circumstances change and they are no longer
prohibited from obtaining or holding a licence under
the act.
This bill will ensure that professional boxing and
combat sports meet the standards of professionalism
expected in many other sports and business activities —
standards which are firmly supported by the public. The
principle here is that professional boxing and combat
sports must not only be seen to be clean sports but also
be clean sports. It is important that the Victorian
community has confidence in the sports. I commend the
bill to the house.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to make a few remarks in support of the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment
Bill 2013. The purpose of the bill is to amend the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 in
order to strengthen controls relating to the probity of
industry participants. Specifically the bill requires that
certain specified requirements be met by a person
before a licence can be issued to or renewed by the
person under that act, provides for the cancellation or
suspension of a licence under that act if certain
specified requirements are not met by a licence-holder,
requires a person acting as a timekeeper to be licensed,
enables the Chief Commissioner of Police to provide
advice to the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports
Board in respect of a person applying for or holding a
licence under that act and makes a range of
consequential and other amendments to the Casino
Control Act 1991 and the Racing Act 1958.
What is the purpose of the legislation? We are a
sports-loving nation, both in terms of viewing and
participation. Many sports have oversight bodies — for
example, the Australian Football League, Cricket
Australia and Racing Victoria. Having an oversight
body is even more important when there is betting
involved in order to make sure that corruption is
minimised or eliminated and the integrity of the sport is
protected. I believe in the integrity of all sport, whether
there is betting involved or not. I am a strong opponent
of the use of performance-enhancing drugs in sport by
people of any age, and I think our aspirations should
always be to keep our sports clean, irrespective of the
temptations. Of course there is big money involved, and
that is why it is so important, especially where there is
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betting involved, that we have the utmost faith in the
integrity of the sport and that we keep corrupt elements
out. All of the overarching sports bodies have policies
and procedures relating to safety and integrity, with
each of those bodies adopting an approach and a
structure that reflects the individual characteristics of
that sport.
Although I am not a great lover of boxing and combat
sports, I know that many people are, and there are
certainly a lot of sporting idols. Mr Drum went through
a number of Australian boxing idols, who are much
admired in the community. A local idol in my area is
Johnny Famechon, who lives in Frankston. Recently I
attended a fundraising dinner that was organised in his
honour with a view to raising money to build a life-size
bronze statue of him. There was a great turnout for the
event, particularly from the boxing fraternity. There are
many people who are much admired for what they have
achieved. Many of them have come from fairly
disadvantaged backgrounds to rise to the pinnacle of
their sport and earn the admiration of the nation.
Professional boxing and combat sport is a unique
sector, and unlike other sports has no single body with
oversight of it. This is one of the reasons the
government has the role of regulating the industry to
promote safety, reduce the risk of malpractice and,
following the passage of the bill, hopefully to uphold
the integrity of the sport. I commend the Premier,
Denis Napthine, and the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, Hugh Delahunty, for bringing this
legislation to the Parliament. I think it will go a long
way towards upholding the integrity of Victoria’s
professional boxing and combat sport industry.
The legislation responds to concerns that people of
questionable character can enter the sport unchallenged.
The proposed amendments will address an issue with
the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985,
which provides that people must be granted a licence
regardless of their character or reputation. That is
unheard of in any other sporting endeavour. It has the
potential to give the impression that it is acceptable for
people of questionable character to be involved in
professional boxing and combat sports, which is clearly
out of step with community expectations. The bill will
rectify that by giving the board discretion in the issuing
of licences, so that it can consider whether a person is a
fit and proper person — and there is case law to define
that — as well as the public interest when it decides
whether a person should hold a licence to operate in the
industry.
This obviously represents an important shift from
current arrangements. As mentioned, the board
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currently has no choice but to issue a licence to a person
who can demonstrate that they have the knowledge and
the skills to run a boxing or combat sporting contest no
matter what that person’s character or reputation may
be. The proposed changes include some very good
integrity measures, including probity checks of
promoters. A lot has been said about one particular
individual, whom it has been speculated this legislation
is somehow intended to target. I reject that outright. The
proposed legislation also includes probity checks of
matchmakers, referees, judges, trainers and
timekeepers. It also proposes automatic bans for people
holding a professional boxing and combat sports
licence based on specific criteria and provides for the
board to be able to obtain advice from Victoria Police
on the probity of applicants and licence-holders. As is
the case in relation to all sports, the government wants
to know that all licenced participants in the sector are of
good character and good reputation. It is critical that the
board have the regulatory powers to make these
licensing decisions, which are a reflection of
community expectations.
I do not intend to speak on this bill at any great length,
but I want to commend Victoria Police and the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board for their
hard work and assistance in developing these changes,
which have been the product of much discussion and
research in order to find the best way of addressing the
concerns of the sector. I have no doubt these measures
will be successful. Both organisations charged with
responsibility for this sector will have an integral role in
ensuring that these sports meet our highest expectations
of probity, and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
As I said, the board will have discretion in issuing
licences, so that it can consider whether a person is a fit
and proper person as well as the public interest angle
when it decides whether a person should hold a licence
to operate in the industry. These amendments have
been prepared diligently in response to a number of
reviews. It is not proposed that the bill increase any fees
or penalties. In relation to those currently set out in the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985,
changes in the bill will result in timekeepers being
formally licensed by the board rather than being entered
on a list, but an application fee is not being set for
timekeepers at this time. An application fee for
timekeepers will be established in 2014 through a
regulation impact statement.
The bill also proposes to add one new offence to the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act which will
allow a fine of up to 30 penalty points, which represents
$4330.80 at the present time, to be imposed if a
member of the board or an employee of the department
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inappropriately discloses any information relating to the
probity of an applicant or licence-holder. The bill also
proposes to add to the duties of promoters under
section 13 of the act, the breach of which is subject to
an existing offence with a fine of up to 120 penalty
units — that is $17 323.20, based on the current value
of the penalty units — or up to 12 months
imprisonment, or a combination of both.
Mrs Millar outlined the number of people who would
be affected by the changes. Approximately 320 people
currently hold licences to operate as promoters,
matchmakers, referees, judges and trainers under the
act, including more than 60 people who are licensed to
undertake more than one type of role. Probity checks
will also apply to timekeepers. In 2013, 14 people have
been used as timekeepers with the board’s permission.
There are approximately 46 current licence-holders
who are promoters, 35 who are matchmakers, 43 who
are referees, 40 who are judges and 240 who are
trainers. The total number of licences is 404, so it is a
substantial number of people.
Are there any existing licensees who are prohibited
persons? I do not believe anyone is aware whether any
licence-holders would be prohibited persons under the
proposed changes, as neither the board nor the
department have the power to seek that information
from Victoria Police in order to make that
determination. But no doubt we will have the
machinery in place to be able to do that — to sort the
wheat from the chaff in order to protect the industry and
make sure that it keeps out any corrupt practices and is
hallmarked by practices consistent with our
expectations of sport, especially where there is betting
involved and where human life can be endangered.
With those few words, I commend the government for
bringing forward this legislation to protect the integrity
of the sport. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak in the debate on the Professional Boxing
and Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2013. I should put
on the record at the start of my contribution that I do
not necessarily like boxing as a sport. I have got a little
bit of a thing about grown men standing in a wired-off
ring punching the you know what out of each other. To
be honest, I am not sure I am that excited about it. But I
do recognise that it is a sport, that there is an element of
fitness to it and that people enjoy both participating in
and watching boxing, so I am not going to make any
value judgement about that other than to personally say
that I am not a big fan of being punched in the head by
somebody else.
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This bill will amend the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act 1985 to provide for the board to
consider the probity of industry participants, with the
objective of upholding the integrity of the professional
boxing and combat sports industry whilst maintaining a
balance with the act’s current purposes of controlling
professional boxing and combat sports, reducing the
risk of malpractice and promoting safety. It is a sport in
which we should encourage more safety. It is an
opportunity for younger Australians, boys in particular,
to find a way of dealing with their rush of enthusiasm in
a safe, respectful manner.
This bill amends criteria for issuing licences to
participate in the professional boxing and combat sports
industry, including the roles of promoter, matchmaker,
referee, judge and trainer, by allowing the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Board, which I will refer to
as the board, to consider whether a person is a fit and
proper person to hold a licence and whether it is in the
public interest for that person to hold a licence.
The bill defines circumstances whereby a person is
automatically prohibited from obtaining or holding a
licence under the act. The circumstances that I am
talking about include the following: being convicted of
an indictable offence and sentenced to imprisonment
for 10 or more years; being subject to a control order
under the Criminal Organisations Control Act 2012,
either as an individual or as a member of a declared
organisation; being subject to an exclusion order by the
Chief Commissioner of Police in relation to the casino
or racecourses; and comparable convictions and
sentences, as well as comparable orders, in other states
or territories of this country.
The bill also includes provisions to protect sensitive
information used by the chief commissioner when
providing advice to the board in the event that the
board’s decision is reviewed by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. There are some things that
should remain with the police commissioner. These
provisions are similar to existing statutes and have been
adapted to reflect the fact that the chief commissioner
provides advice to the board, which is the
decision-maker.
The bill also makes several amendments to the act in
order to facilitate its overall objective, including new
powers for the chief commissioner to share information
with the board, controls for disclosure of information
relating to probity by the board and staff of the
department, and repeal of powers relating to the
delegation and review of decisions that will no longer
be appropriate once this act is amended.
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Simply, this bill proposes to protect the integrity of
boxing and combat sports. It is about sending a very
clear message to not only all those involved in these
types of sports but also other people involved in the
various codes of sports that we play, support and
promote within Victoria. We want to make sure that
they are protected, because Victoria has a great history
when it comes to sport.
Victoria is known as the sporting state in Australia.
Melbourne is known as one of the sporting capitals of
the world — with the AFL Grand Final, the Boxing
Day cricket test, the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, the Australian grand prix — and there
are a wealth and range of other fantastic activities that
happen here in Victoria. Sport is a very big business
when it comes to tourism, and Victoria has a significant
reputation not only in Australia but across the globe
with its capacity to share, embrace and celebrate sport.
For a period of my career I was a manager at the then
State Electricity Commission of Victoria in
Broadmeadows. We had a problem in our poles and
wires business of young people with too much time on
their hands getting the old magnetic cassette tapes and
throwing them over the top of our electricity wires. It
set off a beautiful flurry of activity — sparks,
fireworks — and the kids really enjoyed it. What it did
to our business was horrific, with power outages, trucks
on the roads and our work people trying to identify
where the problem was. The problem was that there
were too many kids wandering around the area with not
too much to do. So we decided, with the local
community, to build a gym and boxing ring. We were
pleased when Jeff Fenech, the great Australian boxer,
came down to help us open that boxing ring. It provided
a new facility for kids to be occupied, to improve their
fitness and to improve their respect for each other. It
helped our business to operate much more efficiently.
This is an important bill because we want good people
operating in sport, not the not-so-good people. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make my contribution to the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2013. I
congratulate the government and the minister in
particular on bringing the bill to the house. So much
rides on this. I am not quite aligned with some of the
comments that Mr Ondarchie just shared with us. I am
quite fulsome in my support of boxing, especially when
it is correctly regulated. This amendment to the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 goes
a long way towards making sure that things are fairer
and safer and that the kinds of corrupt practices and
malfeasance that have become legendary in certain
sports and have in some ways tainted boxing, can be
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eradicated. This is a most commendable amendment to
the act.
So many young people who have had problems with
their self-esteem and have mixed with the wrong people
and come from areas of disadvantage and so on have
been put on the straight and narrow when they have
been taken under the wing of and been able to train in
boxing gymnasia, because they have gained pride and it
has boosted their self-esteem. Boxing is legendary; it
has had tremendous drawing power, particularly for
young men, for as long as the Marquess of Queensberry
rules have been in place. I can think of some examples,
especially of some young men I had the opportunity to
teach in the 10 years I spent at the Box Hill Institute of
TAFE. Some of them who had difficulties in life and
came from a disadvantaged background saw a lot of
benefits derive from boxing, and I applaud the sport.
People who box competitively as well as in amateur
competition have to be some of the fittest people on
earth. I really admire what they do to get themselves
into shape. When I was looking to be a fit person
myself, my personal trainer put me through a lot of
Boxercise, but I hung up my gloves after I broke my
leg — —
Mr Leane — I’m glad to hear that!
Mrs KRONBERG — I used to have a reasonable
right jab and left hook, which might surprise some
people in this chamber. I am quite passionate about the
sport and the benefits it can bring to people. I think
there is nobility in the sport of boxing, even though
some of its negative aspects have obviously been
highlighted. It is a great sport for all who want to stand
and deliver.
I will get down to some of the technicalities. The
fundamental change proposed in the bill is to give the
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board scope to
consider whether a person is fit and proper to hold a
licence. Of course there is one particular personality
who has had a high profile and their ongoing role has
been the subject of conjecture. The bill allows the board
to assess whether or not it is in the public interest for a
person to hold a licence in the first place. The proposed
changes include probity checks — that is a
no-brainer — for promoters, matchmakers, referees,
judges, trainers and, importantly, timekeepers will be
brought under this jurisdiction. We know there can be a
little bit of malfeasance from time to time by
timekeepers, no matter which sport they are providing
that discipline for. The changes also include automatic
bans from holding a professional boxing and combat
sports licence based on specific criteria, and an ability
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for the board to obtain advice from Victoria Police on
the probity of applicants and licence-holders.
The amendments address a problem in the Professional
Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 where people can
be granted a licence regardless of their character or
reputation, which can drag the sport down and blacken
its often noble and rehabilitative capabilities. A lot of
communities come together for the sport. The
community certainly stops when our boxers are on the
world stage. It seems like everybody in the country
stops when some of those people compete in
international competitions and bring home world
championship belts.
People believe the act sanctions people of questionable
character who are involved in professional boxing and
combat sports, which is clearly out of step with
community expectations. People want the sport to be
legitimised so parents are happy for their children to
take part in it and continue to focus their training and
the development of their self-esteem under the tutelage
of competent and mentoring trainers so their personal
growth strategy is brought to bear. The last thing we
want is anybody interfering with that process,
particularly if children want to take it to the next stage
and enter competition and maybe take the gigantic step
into the professional arena.
In essence, the bill rectifies that situation by giving the
board discretion in issuing licences so it can consider
whether a person is fit and proper, as well as applying
the public interest test when it decides whether a person
should hold a licence to operate in the industry. That is
important, because one of the things that makes my
blood run cold is the mixed martial arts competitions
we see, where some of the conduct is a bit unbridled. I
will confess to spending the best part of a decade
following karate tournaments around the country, so I
have seen a bit of contact sport in my time. But cage
fighting clearly takes it into another league.
The amendments have been prepared with a specific
purpose, which is to uphold the integrity of the industry
by strengthening controls for the licensing of industry
participants. Back in December 2008 the then minister
responsible for the act, the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs in the previous
government, determined that cage fighting and contests
conducted in enclosed rings, such as the Octagon used
in the Ultimate Fighting Championship, were combat
sports for the purposes of the act. The minister wrote to
the board in 2008 seeking its continued cooperation in
not issuing permits for any event that includes cage
fighting. I say amen to that. Such contests become
gladiatorial.
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The disciplines involved and the respect for the
Marquess of Queensbury’s rules, which we applaud
when we see our athletes competing in boxing
tournaments such as the Olympics, are distorted by the
extreme conduct of these combative sports. This
position currently remains in effect, and that is very
comforting. The board issues permits for professional
mixed martial arts contests, so long as these events do
not contravene the position that has been held since
2008. Each year between 10 and 20 professional mixed
martial arts events are conducted with the board’s
approval.
This legislation introduces some new offences. One
new offence is added to the Professional Boxing and
Combat Sports Act 1985, which will allow a fine of up
to 30 penalty units, at $4330.80 per unit, to be imposed
if a member of the board or an employee of the
department inappropriately discloses any information
relating to the probity of the applicant or licence-holder.
The bill also proposes to impose a fine of up to
120 penalty units on promoters, under section 13 of the
act, which is subject to the existing offence. That should
get their attention. Each penalty unit is $17 323.20 for
the current value of the penalty units or up to 12 months
imprisonment, or a combination of both. Having
delivered some opinions and compliments about the
importance of this amending bill, I commend the bill to
the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WORKPLACE INJURY REHABILITATION
AND COMPENSATION BILL 2013
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — This
legislation is the latest chapter in a long history of
conservative governments seeking to diminish the
rights of injured workers and Labor governments
seeking to stop them from doing so, or restoring those
rights as required. In 1985 in this house the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 was passed, and that only
occurred because there was a tiny window in the history
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of the Victorian Legislative Council when the Labor
Party had a majority and was able to pass legislation
such as the Residential Tenancies Act 1986, the
Occupational Health and Safety Act 1985 and the
Accident Compensation Act 1985. It was a busy little
window indeed, and some enduring reforms were
passed.
That legislation has been amended many times over the
years, including most memorably when the Kennett
government thought it would be okay to do away with
the common-law rights of seriously injured workers.
The community was outraged. Of all the extraordinarily
arrogant acts of the Kennett government, this was
probably the one that most crystallised in the minds of
working people in Victoria that this was not a
government that was on its side. The amendment of this
legislation was one of the key pledges made by Steve
Bracks in 1999, and I believe it is one of the reasons
that Victorians on that occasion decided to change the
government.
This legislation gives effect to the government’s
commitment to oversee a rewrite of an act that has over
the years become very complicated. This is a complex
area which deals with a complex set of issues, but
amendments over the years had made it pretty clunky.
The government undertook to rewrite the legislation,
and when it did so the government said this would
occur in a way that had no detrimental effect on
workers benefits.
On behalf of the Labor Party, my colleague Robin
Scott, the member for Preston in another place, outlined
what we believe are the three clauses in this
legislation — and I note it is a very big piece of
work — where the effect of the rewrite is not consistent
with the government’s statement that no-one’s access to
compensation would be diminished by the rewrite.
Mr Scott and his colleagues in the lower house and
some of our friends in organisations that work with and
help injured workers to access their compensation
rights are to be credited with having initiated
amendments that were supported by the government in
the Legislative Assembly in the last sitting week. It is
an unusual thing in this Parliament for the government
to accept opposition amendments, but in this case it did.
I would suggest that that was an acknowledgement that
these were useful improvements that would enable the
government to fulfil its commitment to rewrite the act
in a way that did not have a negative impact on
benefits.
One of the great motivations for me personally in
becoming a politician was around the issue of the
removal of common-law rights for injured workers. As
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members of Parliament, members of the community,
people in unions, people in workplaces and people
involved in campaigns in community organisations
right across the state know, there are lots of different
ways to effect change. But there was a period of a
couple of years where day in, day out my job consisted
of explaining to people who had been injured at work
the difference between what the law said on the one
hand and their idea of fair and just compensation on the
other. In taking any phone call from an injured worker,
the very first question would always have to be, ‘What
date were you injured on?’. We had a scheme where
somebody injured on one side of the cut-off date had
access to common-law rights, statutory benefits and a
weekly payments regime from another era, and people
injured literally on the other side of that date had a
vastly different set of rules. This inconsistency is one of
the things that made the legislation very complicated.
I think that any legislation around people’s benefits or
rights where, to provide advice to people about a
situation that applies to them, you first have to know
the answer to the question of what date the bad thing
happened is a pretty inelegant way for legislators and
institutions like the Victorian WorkCover Authority to
be providing a scheme, in this case, or some type of
legal resolution that is at least logically consistent.
I personally was struck by the power of legislators to do
really bad things or to do really good things. I always
welcome the opportunity to talk about injured workers
when it presents itself in this place, which it does from
time to time, because for many years this was the work
that I did. The impact of an injury on a person’s life is
the kind of thing that can never be seen in statistics,
actuarial assessments, annual reports or claims
assessments. The consequences for the friends, family
and workmates of people who have been badly injured
at work are profound, and it is really important that we
get this right. It is important that the government has
consistently said that it will not seek to diminish the
benefits for injured workers. The amendments that my
colleague Robin Scott moved in the lower house hold
the government to that commitment and give proper
effect to it, and that is a very good thing.
The stability of the scheme is very important. The
Labor Party is proud of its record in government of
being able to walk and chew gum in relation to workers
compensation, reducing premiums on six occasions,
reducing the burden on Victorian employers, increasing
and improving benefits in a number of ways and
ensuring that this occurred with a viable and robust
scheme. A great deal of effort also went into
prevention. Prevention is, of course, the most important
thing. Somebody not getting injured — that has got to
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be our goal all of the time. A great deal of work has
been done in Victoria over a number of years now in
terms of community awareness campaigns around the
importance of safety at work and the need for people to
speak up if there is a lack of safety in the workplace. I
certainly encourage the government to continue to
support those kinds of campaigns, some of which have
been very powerful. I note that around
42 000 workplace visits by WorkSafe occur each year
in Victoria to promote and encourage safe work
practices. It is always so much better to avoid the
injury.
The three clauses of the legislation that were amended
in the lower house are clause 20, which the Labor Party
believed could be used to stall the resolution of
lump-sum impairment claims and deny seriously
injured workers the ability to initiate their common-law
claims; clause 313, which it believed would undermine
the judicial oversight of medical panels and reduce the
capacity for injured workers to seek judicial review of
medical panel opinions; and clause 269, which
proposed to remove the protection of the Harman rule
of evidence, meaning that in some contested aspects of
claims certain evidence could be used in serious injury
applications and/or common-law actions. These issues
were resolved by the amendments that were moved by
Labor in the lower house.
The other thing I would note is that in relation to the
issue around medical panels, the government was
seeking to undermine a matter before the High Court.
The Kocak v. Wingfoot matter is on appeal. The
decision made it clear that medical panel opinions are
subject to judicial review. This matter is before the
High Court. We believe the Napthine government’s
attempt to pre-empt the High Court decision in this
matter was really inappropriate, and that was something
that we sought to resolve.
This legislation has been improved. Anything that
makes workers compensation a little less complicated
and convoluted without diminishing benefits can only
be a good thing. It is an incredibly complex area, and it
has profound consequences for people’s lives and
livelihoods. I have no doubt that those involved in the
rewrite of this complex legislation had an enormous
job. As I said, I commend the work of my colleague
Robin Scott in holding the government to its promise to
undertake this review without diminishing the rights of
workers.
As I said at the outset, the Labor Party has consistently
sought to provide an effective safety net for people who
are injured at work. The Liberal Party’s record on this
matter has at times in Victorian history been absolutely
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shameful. This is something we have vigorously fought
about across the chamber in other parliaments.
However, this is perhaps not an occasion for a vigorous
fight about workers compensation, because the matters
on which we disagreed were resolved in the other place.
With those words, I urge all members to spare a thought
for the people who are living the experience of a
workplace injury. I wish them all the very best in their
recovery and rehabilitation. I am sure all members will
join with me in committing to the Victorian community
that we will continue to be vigilant about workplace
safety and continue to encourage employers and
employees alike to avoid injuries in the first place.
Mrs MILLAR (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak today on the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013. This bill
honours a coalition government election commitment
to streamline and consolidate the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 and the Accident
Compensation (WorkCover Insurance) Act 1993 into a
single act that is simpler and easier to use. The new bill
translates the current legislative framework for
workplace injury and compensation into a format that is
more user friendly for both workers and employers.
This bill delivers on the government’s commitment to
reduce the regulatory burden associated with workers
compensation legislation, making it easier for both
employers and workers to access the legislation and
understand their rights, obligations and responsibilities.
This is important in the framework of the current
legislation, which is widely acknowledged in both the
courts and the community to be complex, cumbersome
and unduly complicated.
Calls for a recasting of workers compensation
legislation into a consolidated and simplified form have
occurred over a significant period, including in the
2008 final report of an independent review of the
Accident Compensation Act 1985 undertaken by Peter
Hanks, QC. The first recommendation was to recast
Victoria’s accident compensation legislation into a
comprehensive act, arranged logically and expressed in
plain language. This bill brings that recommendation to
fruition.
Working as I did in the field of human resources and
industrial relations over a period of 25 years, this is an
issue which is dear to my heart. I have witnessed
firsthand on many occasions the anxiety and frustration
of both injured workers and their family members and
also those of employers in seeking to navigate the
complexity of workers compensation legislation and the
workers compensation system. As Ms Pulford just said
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in her contribution to the debate from the other side of
the chamber, workplace injury has a real and profound
impact. Working closely with affected parties, both the
workers and the employers, leaves a real and abiding
impact. The impact is real, frequent and burdensome.
The opportunity to reduce some of this very real
frustration and anxiety can be realised through this bill
before us today.
The value of reducing this anxiety to members of our
community who are certainly otherwise experiencing
great difficulties in their day-to-day lives is
immeasurable. Workplace safety and rehabilitating and
compensating those who have had serious workplace
injuries is important to all Victorian workers and
employers. Although Victorian workplaces have never
been safer, many Victorians are still affected by
workplace injury every year, and the importance of the
workers compensation legislation to the Victorian
community cannot be overstated. Tragically, there are
also deaths occurring in Victorian workplaces, and that
is something which we must all work to eliminate. This
is something to which I believe all Victorians are very
strongly committed.
In debating this bill, it is of much significance to note
that the bill does not change the type or rate of benefits
available to injured workers, nor does it change the way
that premiums are calculated. This principle underpins
the new bill and is an important assurance for the
community.
The bill consolidates the Accident Compensation Act
1985 and the Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act 1993 into a single piece of legislation.
Matters regarding compensation, rehabilitation, return
to work, dispute resolution, self-insurance, WorkSafe
insurance, premiums and the administration of the
WorkCover scheme will all be contained in one act.
The bill will restructure the legislation, remove or
streamline obsolete and redundant provisions, identify
opportunities to streamline compliance requirements
and improve the readability of the legislation.
Importantly, the rewrite has been undertaken on a
no-benefit-change basis.
The bill simplifies the legislation and makes it easier to
access and understand. Some of the key improvements
are: a more logical structure and sequence has been
established; the style and language of some outdated
provisions in the legislation has been modernised; and
various provisions have been restructured to make them
easier to read and understand. Flow chart diagrams in
the bill provide a visual snapshot to aid understanding
of various processes which are described in the bill.
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Various redundant or superfluous provisions have been
removed.
The bill includes a number of minor amendments
aimed at removing ambiguities, clarifying the intention
of various provisions and correcting a number of
drafting anomalies. The bill also includes a number of
minor policy changes that improve administrative
processes or reduce scheme costs and the regulatory
burden. As noted above, none of these amendments
impact in any way on the entitlements of injured
workers.
This bill will replace the Accident Compensation
(WorkCover Insurance) Act 1993, which will be
repealed entirely. Relevant provisions from that act
have been consolidated into the bill to create a single,
streamlined piece of legislation. This means that
compulsory workers compensation insurance and
payment of premiums will now be determined
according to the provisions of the bill.
The bill will apply to workplace injuries and deaths
arising from or in the course of employment on or after
the commencement date. If this bill becomes law, it is
expected to become operational on 1 July 2014. The
existing benefits schemes in the Accident
Compensation Act 1985 will be retained for workers
with injuries arising before that commencement date.
In future all claims will be made under this legislation,
whether for compensation under the new act or under
the Accident Compensation Act, which will continue in
a substantially reduced form. Entitlements for claims
will then be determined according to the relevant
benefits scheme in place at the date of injury. A small
number of claims for injuries that arose before
12 November 1997 will continue to be lodged under the
Accident Compensation Act.
The premium provisions in this bill set out the new
premium legislative framework under which all
employers are insured for WorkCover claims through
the operation of the act rather than under a contract of
insurance. The bill will apply to all employers who are
required to pay premiums pursuant to the bill for the
2014–15 premium year, as well as employers who are
exempt. The Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act will be repealed upon commencement
of the bill but will continue to apply to employers who
have an obligation to pay premiums before the
commencement of the bill.
Various provisions setting out entitlements and
obligations for certain older periods of time will be
retained in the Accident Compensation Act. There are
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approximately 20 different benefit schemes that govern
claims for compensation under the Accident
Compensation Act. Various complex transitional rules
applying to existing benefits schemes will also be
retained in the Accident Compensation Act such as the
transitional rules relating to the calculation of pre-injury
average weekly earnings and the calculation of weekly
payments. While the Accident Compensation Act will
be retained as a benefits scheme for injuries arising
prior to the commencement of the bill, a large number
of provisions in the Accident Compensation Act will be
repealed where it is unnecessary to have two sets of
provisions covering the same matters.
The bill includes a number of administrative and minor
reforms to remove ambiguities and correct drafting
anomalies, improve administrative efficiency and
reduce the regulatory burden for workers, employers
and others. As an example of that, part 2 of the bill
provides that in the circumstance where a worker does
not supply a medical certificate when lodging their
claim form, as required by the legislation, the worker
will now be able to attend conciliation to resolve their
claim instead of having to go to court to do so. This is a
significant improvement, reducing burden on the courts
and stress and anxiety for the parties concerned.
Three changes have been made to the return-to-work
provisions in part 4 of the bill. The first change is to
address a contradiction in how the employer’s
obligation to return a worker to work after an injury is
expressed in the legislation. A contradiction has been
removed to make it clear that the one-year period in
which an employer is required to return a worker to
work includes any time during which a worker is not
fully fit for work. Again the benefit of this is apparent.
The second change addresses an anomaly arising from
provisions that govern where an employer disputes a
return-to-work improvement notice. Under the
Accident Compensation Act, these provisions meant
that where an employer disputes a return-to-work
improvement notice, the one-year period in which an
employer is required to return an injured worker to
work would continue counting down. The bill
addresses this anomaly and makes clear that the period
in which a worker must be allowed to return to work
does not include any period in which an improvement
notice is disputed. Another change in part 4 of the bill is
to clarify that the return-to-work obligations of workers
are only enforceable ‘to the extent reasonable’. This
will then be consistent with how the return-to-work
obligations of employers are expressed under the
legislation.
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There are a small number of minor changes to clarify
benefit provisions and to address any existing
anomalies. They include a change to the pre-injury
average weekly earnings provisions to ensure that
workers who take leave at less than their full rate of pay
prior to being injured have their pre-injury average
weekly earnings calculated based on their normal rate
of pay — that being an important clarification. The bill
makes clear that where a worker is engaged in
employment, but does not have a current work capacity
because their employment does not constitute suitable
employment within the meaning of the bill, their
weekly payments must reflect the income they are
earning from their employment.
The bill also ensures better decision making in relation
to impairment benefit claims by making clear that these
claims may be suspended where insufficient factual
information has been provided to support such a claim.
The bill addresses an important anomaly arising under
the Accident Compensation Act where a partially
dependant partner of a deceased worker is excluded
from compensation. The bill makes clear that partially
dependant partners are entitled to share in
compensation whether the deceased worker has full
dependants or no other dependants at all.
Minor changes have been made to medical panel
procedures in order to improve the efficiency of
medical panel referrals. The changes include
amendments relating to time limits for the submission
of material to a medical panel after a matter has been
referred. The bill clarifies that the requirement for a
medical panel to give written reasons for its medical
opinion means that the standard of those reasons should
reflect a tribunal of medical experts. This will ensure
that a medical panel’s reasons cannot be challenged on
the basis that they are inadequate and will allow panels
to continue to operate efficiently and effectively.
All employers will be covered by WorkCover insurance
under the bill and will be required to be registered with
the authority. The bill introduces a right for employers
to seek review of their premium notices at the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal if they are
dissatisfied with the authority’s review decision. That
right complements the existing right employers have to
seek review in the Supreme Court.
A regulatory impact assessment undertaken by
PricewaterhouseCoopers has found that the bill is
expected to reduce administrative costs by an average
of $2.3 million per annum over the first 10 years
following implementation. That includes savings for
WorkCover insured businesses and claims agents, who
will spend less time referring to legislation in relation to

WORKPLACE INJURY REHABILITATION AND COMPENSATION BILL 2013
3446

COUNCIL

claims, premiums and other obligations. That represents
a significant benefit to Victoria and further supports the
case in favour of this bill.
In conclusion, Victoria can be justifiably proud of its
record in reducing the incidence of serious workplace
injuries and its commitment to continue to reduce
workplace injury into the future. Victoria’s workplaces
have never been safer in terms of injury rates. Victoria
recorded a record low injury rate in 2011–12.
Additionally, the premium cut announced by the
government for 2012–13 further enhances Victoria’s
position as having the lowest average workers
compensation premiums in Australia and the lowest
average rate in Victoria’s history. The government is
proud of its achievements in maintaining safe
workplaces and low premiums, while still providing
quality benefit support for injured workers.
This bill will further strengthen the workers
compensation scheme in Victoria by providing
simplified legislation that will make it easier for
employers and workers to understand their important
rights, responsibilities and obligations. The bill will also
reduce administrative burden on employers and
improve the efficient delivery of compensation to
injured workers. This improved legislation will
consolidate Victoria’s position as the leader in workers
compensation in Australia. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I
welcome the introduction of the bill to the house. I also
welcome the government’s change of heart in accepting
the amendments to the bill that were put forward by my
colleague in the other place, Robin Scott, the member
for Preston. In its original form the bill would have
taken away some rights enjoyed by injured workers
under the current legislation. However, this bill does a
lot of good things, and that is why the Labor Party is
supporting it in its current form.
I want to make some comments about workers
compensation and the bill. In my previous job I was
involved in representing injured workers for over
23 years. I know what it is like for injured workers and
their families. The injury does not just have an impact
on the injured worker; it has an impact on the whole
family. I was fortunate to be involved in the last review
of the workers compensation legislation undertaken by
Mr Hanks. It was one of the major reviews undertaken
during the Bracks and Brumby governments,
subsequent to the initial review that Labor conducted in
order to bring some justice and fairness back to workers
compensation legislation after it was ripped apart by the
Kennett government.
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The initial review delivered two things that we are still
enjoying today. The first thing it did was put fairness
back into the system. Injured workers in Victoria are
able to enjoy some of the best benefits in the country.
Secondly, as a result of changes put in place by the
Labor Party employers enjoy the lowest premiums in
the country. That is a credit to the former Labor
government and to this government, which continued
with Labor’s approach. When I first heard that the
government was looking to review the accident
compensation acts I said to myself, ‘Here we go again’.
However, I congratulate the minister because the
benefits for injured workers have been maintained.
Let us talk about the reason why we have workers
compensation and safety regulation in this state. Who
are the real stakeholders? There are two: workers and
employers. Government is a stakeholder because it
manages the scheme, but at the end of the day workers
and employers are the main customers, if you like. For
workers it is about making sure they go home safe. We
need to make sure we have the right safety regulations
in place and that we have the funding and resources
necessary to enforce those regulations. The money
collected from premiums goes a long way towards
making sure that we can enforce whatever regulations
we have put in place.
In the event of an injury — and unfortunately thousands
of Victorian workers get injured every year, and some
of them even lose their life as a result of workplace
accidents — we need to make sure there is adequate
compensation. The last thing an injured worker wants
to worry about is whether they will get paid this week
or whether they will get paid the same amount they
were receiving before they were injured. We need to
make sure that workers do not have to worry about
those things and can instead concentrate on getting
better.
I have seen far too many workers lose everything after
an injury. An injury can have a strong psychological
effect. They worry about whether the employer will get
them back to work. That is why rehabilitation has to
include a return-to-work program, and that needs to be
enforced. All sorts of things have to be put together. It
is very important that when an injury occurs workers do
not have to worry about the financial burden; they need
to be assured that their employer is obliged to provide
them with a return-to-work program and bring them
back into the workforce.
The second point is that in order for employers to
continue to operate and invest in this state we need to
ensure they do not pay high premiums. I may stand
corrected, but I think Victoria’s premiums stand at
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around 1.38 per cent, which are the lowest in the
country. That is something we need to maintain.
Unfortunately the state government recently decided to
put its hands in the till and take about half a billion
dollars out of the WorkSafe Victoria fund over
three years and move it into general revenue. I believe
that in the first two years of doing this the state
government has taken out nearly $400 million, and it
will probably take another $100 million or $200 million
this financial year. That is wrong. The money should be
kept in the system.
The former government could have done something
similar, but it did not. Instead it took $250 million out
of the system to introduce WorkHealth, which helped
over 700 000 workers have a health check in their
workplace. Thousands of lives were saved because of
that initiative. It was a great scheme, but unfortunately
it has come to an end. That money is now going to go
into general revenue.
I support the bill, and I hope the next time that we are
talking about accident compensation or WorkCover
legislation it is in relation to how we can continue to
improve workers’ benefits and enhance the
enforcement of health and safety regulation in this state.
I hope we will not be coming back to this place under
any government to look at cutting workers’ conditions
or benefits. With those comments, I commend the bill
to the house, and I hope members will support it.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — In
speaking on the Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and
Compensation Bill 2013 I will first note that today is
the last day of this year’s WorkSafe Week, which ran
from 21 to 31 October. WorkSafe Week is run every
year by WorkSafe in conjunction with trade unions,
workplaces and employers to highlight the need to be
always vigilant in ensuring that workplaces are safe and
people are not injured, killed or made ill by their work.
In saying that, I echo the comments made by
Ms Pulford in her contribution that we should keep
foremost in our minds that the purpose of workers
compensation and workers compensation insurance,
and occupational health and safety in the first instance,
is to prevent injury and disease at work. We should also
have in our minds those workers who at the very time
that we are debating this bill are suffering from a
workplace injury or illness or are affected by someone
who has suffered one. They may be a family member,
friend or work colleague.
I have noticed that the speakers in the debate on the bill
so far have all been involved firsthand with
occupational health and safety and workers
compensation in their working lives and so they know
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firsthand the trauma and heartbreak of death or serious
injury at work. That experience never leaves anyone
who has faced it. I am sure everyone who has
spoken — and Ms Tierney, who will speak soon — has
seen it. Those mental pictures never leave you.
Many other workers suffer from less serious injuries,
which still affect their lives in an ongoing way. Others
suffer from workplace illnesses that may manifest
themselves a long time after exposure — for example,
asbestos-related diseases — and yet others suffer from
many other diseases and illnesses that can result from
exposure in the workplace or at work.
On a personal note, earlier Ms Pulford reminded me
that it was through both of us working in the
occupational health and safety area that we first met
many years ago.
Ms Pulford — How many years ago?
Ms PENNICUIK — A while ago — possibly last
century! During the time that I worked for the
Australian Manufacturing Workers Union I worked in
the area of environmental issues. Then I worked at the
Australian Council of Trade Unions in the occupational
health and safety unit, and I also got to know
Ms Tierney. Because of that background, these issues
are dear to our hearts.
When I looked at the words I used in my contribution to
the debate on the Accident Compensation Amendment
Bill 2009 that went through the Parliament in March
2010, I noted that the first thing I said about it was that
it was the size of the Melbourne telephone book. Lo
and behold — here is another bill the size of the
Melbourne telephone book. The Accident
Compensation Amendment Bill had some 394 pages,
while this has 700-and-something pages. This bill
consolidates two acts, the Accident Compensation Act
1985 and the Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act 1993. One of the other things I said at
the outset of my contribution in March 2010 was that
one of the recommendations of the Peter Hanks review
was that the act should be rewritten in plain language. I
certainly supported that and said so at the time, because
we were adding a whole lot more amendments to the
act and making it even more complicated.
The government has gone through the exercise of
producing this bill. I would say that it is welcomed by
anybody practising in the field. Be they injured
workers, union representatives, lawyers or employers, I
think anybody who has to deal with this issue would
welcome this bill. It does the main things that it says it
does — that is, get rid of or expunge from both acts
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provisions that are redundant — and it certainly is
written in more plain language and better ordered in
terms of the logical sequence so that a person who
wants to know what to do can follow the provisions.
The flow charts in the bill are also helpful. So many
improvements have been made to the two acts that the
bill replaces.
The government has gone to some lengths to assure the
community — workers in particular with regard to their
rights and entitlements under workers compensation
and employers with regard to their rights and
obligations — that no material change has been made
to their rights, entitlements and obligations. Some
changes have been made. I will not go through them, as
they have been outlined in the second-reading speech
and Mrs Millar went through them in some detail. I
agree that those changes slightly improve the regime.
Ms Pulford talked about the history of changes to
workers compensation legislation. In 2010 I remarked
that members were considering the 10th set of
amendments in 18 years. This bill represents the
11th set of amendments to the workers compensation
regime in 21 years, so that is an average of a set of
amendments about every two years.
I thank the Assistant Treasurer for arranging a briefing
on the bill. It was most welcome because, as I said, it is
a very big bill. I have made my through my bill, but I
did not have the resources or the time to sit with the
other two acts to compare what exists now and what is
in this bill. That is a mammoth task. I pay tribute to the
Law Institute of Victoria and the Victorian Trades Hall
Council. They had people go through it with a
fine-tooth comb. It is no small feat to have done that. I
know that they raised issues that were taken up by
Mr Scott, the member for Preston in the lower house.
Even though the government had given assurances that
the bill would result in no detriment to workers’ rights
or entitlements or to procedures, some were identified
by the Law Institute of Victoria and the Trades all
Council. They were brought to the attention of the
government, and to the government’s credit
amendments were made to the bill in the lower house.
Amendments were made to clause 200, which creates a
procedural mechanism whereby an agent of WorkSafe
or a self-insurer could delay a serious injury claim and
by extension delay a common-law claim. Two small
words ‘or other’ were omitted from that clause. The
original clause 313 undermined the judicial oversight of
medical panels with the effect that medical opinions,
which may be binding on judges considering serious
injury applications even where such an opinion is based
on inadequate reasons, by confining the remedy that
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may be sought in the event that a medical panel
provides inadequate reasons to a recasting of those
reasons, would be of detriment to the applicant. It was
considered that that needed to be changed, so some
additional words were included in that clause.
The original clause 269 was also amended because it
was contrary to the usual rules of evidence — that is,
the Harman rule — that material may be used in
proceedings other than the subject proceedings. In other
parts of the law — for example, in the recent swathe of
legislation on the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission that has been passed —
the Harman rule applies. That clause was also
remedied, by the deletion of the words ‘evidence given
or’.
I have looked at the bill and gone through all the
amendments that were tabled in the lower house. I have
gone to those clauses to make sure that those
amendments are there in the copy of the bill I have in
front of me now. I have assured myself that that is the
case, but, in terms of assurance for members of the
community who are very interested in the passage of
this bill, it would be useful for the minister in his right
of reply to just make it very clear that the bill has been
amended, as the government promised it would be.
Everyone should be assured of that, even though, as I
say, I have assured myself by looking at the subject
clauses.
I thank the minister for his briefing and thank also his
advisers, Ms Georgette Apostolopoulos, Ms Linda
Timothy, whom I have known for a long time, and
Ms Penny Dedes for their assistance in going through
the major provisions of the bill. WorkSafe has put
together some good material to explain what is going
on in terms of the clarifications, the streamlining and
the structure of the new bill that consolidates these two
acts. There is some good information on the website
et cetera. In terms of that issue, it is a good
development to at least have these two acts
consolidated, which has been needed for a long time.
I will take a moment to have a look through the
WorkSafe annual report, noting the new chair of the
board and the new CEO, who has been in place for
around six months, I think.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — 12.
Ms PENNICUIK — Twelve months. I note that the
WorkCover insurance scheme is a $12 billion scheme.
The premiums collected in the last financial year were
$1.852 billion, and a $193 million dividend went to the
government — not something we would have
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necessarily supported, and in fact did not support in this
place. The report talks about the WorkSafe strategy
from 2012 to 2017 and its target for improvements and
injury claims.
Mrs Millar in her contribution said that workplaces had
never been safer and that workplace injuries are lower
et cetera, but it is always worthwhile to remind
ourselves that this is all based on the number of claims.
When people say there are fewer workplace injuries of
this type or that type, we must remember that possibly
the only injuries we have very clear data on are,
unfortunately, people who are killed or very seriously
injured in a traumatic incident. Many other injuries,
such as low-level injuries that are less serious, or
workplace disease, do not show up in workers
compensation claims.
When people say that workplace injuries are down,
they really mean that workplace claims are down. That
does not necessarily mean that workplace injuries are
down; it means that fewer people have claimed for an
injury. That is something the whole community always
needs to be reminded of — just because claims are
down does not mean that injuries are down, particularly
in terms of chronic diseases or diseases of long latency.
We always need to be reminded of that, because it is
very easy to just jump at the figure and say, ‘Workplace
injuries are down’, when it is actually the number of
claims that are down. They do not necessarily mean the
same thing.
Despite provisions that were put into the new act in
2010 by the previous government, such as provisions to
make it an offence to discriminate against a person for
making a workplace injury claim, that is still an
ongoing problem in many workplaces where people
feel pressured not to make claims, for example, and
there is still a stigma. That is sometimes a contributor to
the lack of people making claims to which they are in
fact entitled.
I remind the chamber of the previous changes to the
Accident Compensation Act put forward by the
previous government three and a half years ago, which
the Greens supported because there were many
improvements under the act, particularly to the amounts
of payments that workers were entitled to, as well as
some other improvements. However, there were some
problems with the bill, and I am sure members of the
ALP will remember that I moved quite a large
number — I think it was 14 — amendments to the bill,
and it certainly took up the major part of one day. They
were issues I felt strongly about, and I just want to
quickly run through those now.
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Those issues include the tightening up of the eligibility
for workers to claim for stress-related or psychiatric
injuries that were inserted into the act by that bill and
extending the definition of ‘management action’ in
work, arising from recommendations of the review
conducted by Peter Hanks, with which I did not agree. I
did not agree with Peter Hanks on his conclusions, and
I did not agree with the tightening up of those
provisions, particularly as at the time, and even now,
the percentage of stress-related claims was not going
up, and the cost of stress-related claims was not high.
I also pointed out that during my time at the Australian
Council of Trade Unions we ran a national campaign
on stress at work. We discovered that workers were
suffering from stress at work and were suffering
psychological injuries, but only 4 per cent of all the
leave taken was under workers compensation. People
were using their own annual leave, their own sick leave
and other types of leave, including unpaid leave. Very
few of them were availing themselves of workers
compensation; in fact 96 per cent of them were not
availing themselves of that. I do not think it would be
very different now, and it would probably be worse
because of the completely unnecessarily tightening up
that was put into the act by the previous government.
Mrs Millar raised an issue about the return-to-work
obligations of employers. Prior to the 2010 bill
employers had a responsibility to assist workers to
return to work if it did not create an unjustifiable
hardship. That has been watered down to words to the
effect of — I do not have the exact words — whether it
is reasonable in the circumstances. Again, it was a
watering down that was unnecessary, and we did not
support it. I could not see the rationale for the particular
amendment relating to the cessation of benefits for a
worker if a worker resigns or is terminated or moves
out of Victoria. It applied to so few workers, but it
would be to their detriment.
The way that conciliation officers were appointed was
changed so that rather than being appointed by the
Governor in Council they would be appointed by the
senior conciliator. People had to serve out a waiting
period before receiving compensation, and also those
workers who were on benefits could only receive
superannuation after 52 weeks of being on benefits — a
whole year. I make the point that these are particularly
badly injured workers and that provision was a
detriment to them. There were also reductions in
benefits if very injured workers were unable to return to
work after 52 weeks. I thought the amendments put in
place by the previous government were provisions that
we could have done without and were detrimental to
workers. Nevertheless the bill we have before us now
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does not diminish any of the entitlements that are
currently in the Accident Compensation Act.
There are pros and cons to this bill. The pros are that
the bill is much easier for everyone to work with, and I
look forward to some improvements to the scheme in
terms of workers entitlements in the years to come.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013. This is
another significant piece of legislation that is being
debated this afternoon, and I thank those members who
have already contributed it, particularly those members
opposite, Ms Pulford, Mr Melham and Ms Pennicuik,
for supporting the bill and acknowledging the benefits it
will provide, specifically the benefits for injured
workers that have been maintained through this
process. I also acknowledge my colleague Mrs Millar
who clearly outlined the technicalities of the bill and
how the recasting of the Accident Compensation Act
1985 and the Accident Compensation (WorkCover
Insurance) Act 1993 will streamline the process and
make for a much improved system.
This is a significant bill. It is one of the many
pre-election commitments that the coalition
government is delivering on, and I am pleased that we
are doing so. The two acts that we are discussing, the
Accident Compensation Act and the Accident
Compensation (WorkCover Insurance) Act have a long
history. Combined, they are almost 30 years old, consist
of hundreds of pages and over time have been subjected
to more than 100 amendments or thereabouts. I know
Ms Pennicuik has taken time to do a lot of research in
relation to the bill, and I commend her for doing so and
also for seeking advice from the department on this bill
and on the previous acts.
It is well documented that the Accident Compensation
Act has been criticised by the courts and its users for
being difficult to read, difficult to understand and
therefore difficult to apply. We have heard from other
speakers about the reviews that have taken place in
previous years, which were initiated by the previous
government, and this bill brings those acts together.
Anyone who has had to deal with workers
compensation claims or has tried to wade through the
acts that the bill deals with will understand the
complexity of the current legislation. As I said from the
outset, the bill consolidates, or recasts, the Accident
Compensation Act and the Accident Compensation
(WorkCover Insurance) Act into a single piece of
legislation, which will reduce the regulatory burden
associated with workers compensation claims. The

Thursday, 31 October 2013

simplification of the legislation will be of enormous
benefit to not only those who are injured or who are
undergoing rehabilitation or receiving compensation for
a workplace injury but also to their employers.
I have a thorough and personal understanding of some
very significant workplace injuries, having been an
employer, and coming from a farming background, I
am only too familiar with the many terrible injuries that
occur on farms on an all-too-frequent basis. From my
own experience I have an understanding of severe
injuries such as broken necks and amputations and also
exposure to harmful chemicals. I take into
consideration the importance of protecting our workers
in a whole range of industry sectors. All of us in this
place want to see workers protected while going about
their daily work. I pay tribute to the WorkSafe
campaigns for highlighting the importance of
workplace safety. Those campaigns are particularly
targeted and very powerful in their message, and having
watched them over recent years I have found them to be
very moving; they strike a chord. Anything we can do
to ensure a safer workplace is a good thing.
The bill reduces the regulatory burden for injured
workers as well as businesses and employers. Anything
we can do to decrease regulation and make the process
easier is good. From the information that was provided
I note that the re-drafting of the bill makes the
legislation easier to navigate and provides a more
logical and structured sequence. It is user-friendly, and
in their contributions both Mrs Millar and
Ms Pennicuik mentioned the flowcharts, which will
assist people to understand the various processes they
should follow, the contact procedures and the
legislation itself. While I have been listening to the
debate I have gone onto the WorkSafe website and
looked at the various elements of the flowcharts. They
are very detailed and I am sure they will provide great
assistance to people when they are trying to work out
how to put in a claim or get information. The
flowcharts included in the legislation will also ensure
an easier process for anyone trying to understand the
legislative requirements.
When people are affected by a workplace injury,
whether it is an injured worker or their employer, the
ease with which they will be able to understand their
rights and obligations will be of enormous benefit. That
is very important, and the bill enables the easy
navigation that I have just outlined to occur.
In relation to the easing of the regulatory burden,
hundreds of hours are lost in overregulation. It is far too
common across a range of business sectors. We are
continually hearing that that is occurring here in
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Victoria and throughout Australia, and I am very
pleased that the member for Kooyong, Josh
Frydenberg, who is Parliamentary Secretary to the
Prime Minister in the new federal government, will be
overseeing regulation in a whole range of areas.
I digress a little from the bill, but in relation to the
burden on business of overregulation, the inefficiencies
and loss of productivity are quite incredible. In a piece
Josh Frydenberg wrote for the Australian recently he
said that at a federal level the former government was
responsible for introducing more than 21 000 additional
regulations in the last five and a half years, despite a
promise of a ‘one regulation in, one regulation out’
policy. That astounded me. It is understandable that
businesses want a far more streamlined process. They
want to have red tape cut and the regulatory burden
decreased, and this bill goes to ensuring a decrease in
regulatory burden in relation to the very important issue
of workplace safety and workers compensation claims.
I am pleased — and I think it was acknowledged by
those opposite — that the framing of this legislation
was informed by consultation done with a wide range
of important stakeholders, including from the legal and
medical professions, a number of unions, I am led to
believe, and importantly from employer groups.
Bringing all those stakeholders together to discuss the
issues was very important.
Mrs Millar in her contribution went through a number
of issues in relation to the minor amendments contained
in the bill. One of those was ambiguity and the need for
this bill to remove ambiguities. I note that in
Mr O’Brien’s contribution to the second-reading debate
he gave a very clear example of how the changes would
benefit a worker who did not provide a medical
certificate when lodging a claim form after he or she
had suffered a workplace injury. Under the existing
legislation that worker would have to attend court to get
an outcome, but under the new legislation they will be
able to attend conciliation to resolve their claim.
I think that demonstrates the simplification of the
system this legislation will effect. It was a very good
example that I think all members can identify with and
agree to be a desirable change. We do not need people
who are injured or undergoing rehabilitation, who are
already stressed and dealing with a number of other
considerations, to have to present to court. If they can
go through the conciliation process and lodge their
claim, that will be a far more efficient and easy process
for all concerned. As I said, there are a number of other
technical amendments, which I will not go into, as other
members have covered those very clearly.
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As I said, there has been consultation with stakeholders
in relation to a number of other areas. The introduction
of the legislation will not change the type or rate of
benefits available. A worker who is currently entitled to
benefits will be entitled to the same benefits after the
commencement of the legislation. I think that is
important to note. I also note that all claims made after
the commencement of the legislation will be lodged
under it irrespective of the date of injury.
In conclusion, the bill provides for changes that will
reduce costs, improve administrative efficiency and
reduce the regulatory burden for employers, the injured
workers and those legal and health service providers
involved in the claims process. A number of people are
normally involved in the process when there is an
injured worker. As I have just outlined, the streamlining
of the system will result in significant benefits,
including an increased ease for workers in navigating
the claims process and an improved understanding of
how to make a claim and have it dealt with in a timely
fashion, so I am sure these changes will be well
received by those affected, whether they be workers,
who provide so many benefits to our Victorian
economy, or those employers who have to deal with
these issues on a daily basis.
Victoria continues to lead the way in Australia in a
number of areas, and this legislation will ensure that
when it comes to workers compensation legislation
Victoria leads the rest of the country. As has already
been noted, Victoria has the safest workplaces, at the
lowest average cost — of 1.298 per cent on average of
their premiums — to business. We have a very good
track record on that. Ms Pennicuik discussed claims in
relation to injuries and also discussed dreadful
outcomes that sometimes occur that are not captured in
the data. Nevertheless, I think the statistics are still very
significant and worthwhile and should be put on the
record, and all of us in this chamber can be very pleased
that Victoria continues to lead the way on this. We
should all do as much as we can to ensure that we have
the safest workplaces in the country. I congratulate
Minister Rich-Phillips on his work in this important
area, and with those words I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a contribution to the debate on the Workplace Injury
Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013. Reading
through the bill, the briefings and various other
commentaries, including Hansard from the lower
house, brought back many memories of the 18 years
that I served in the vehicle industry.
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When I reflect on those 18 years I recall many instances
of workplace injury. On the production lines at Ford,
Toyota or Holden down at Fishermans Bend the major
injuries sustained were through repetitive work. We had
carpal tunnel, sprains and strains and very serious wear
and tear on the spine. If I think of the truck plants,
where the componentry was much larger and the
mechanisation more limited, I think of the injuries that
we saw there where fingers, hands or arms were
amputated in equipment. I think of the smash repair
shops that I either worked in or visited, the use of
chemicals and how those chemicals impacted on the
lung performance and skin of those who worked with
them. I think of the times that I have visited friends and
workmates lying in bed in hospital. I also think of all
those workers I knew and continue to know who are
going through rehabilitation and working very hard to
make sure that they can re-enter the workforce and
contribute more to their family life.
We all know that it is one thing not to be able to be at
your workplace because you have sustained an injury
and another to suffer the tremendous impact that it has
on your personal life and that of your family. That is
why it is so important for government and legislators to
be highly aware of the issues around workplace safety.
It is not just a matter of making sure that the policy
framework is accurate. The very specific finer details
that particularly impact workers need to be studied and
examined to the nth degree, because it is quite easy to
see the detrimental impact that one line or two words
can have on workers, employers and the families
involved. That is why I have taken a particular interest
in speaking today — because I know the impact of
workplace injury and rehabilitation.
As we have heard from previous speakers, Labor’s
amendments have been agreed to by the government in
the other place. I also wish to reiterate that the
opposition now supports this bill. However, it must be
mentioned that when the bill was introduced in its
original form, Labor saw that there were significant
issues contained in it that, if not amended, would have
adversely affected the rights of injured workers in this
state. The rights of workers and their safety goes to the
heart of the Labor Party and the broader labour
movement. That is largely because we have
unfortunately had direct experience of these matters.
Sadly, the same cannot be said for the Napthine
government and other conservative governments. The
original form of this bill is testament to that. It has taken
the opposition and other organisations, such as the
Victorian Trades Hall Council and the Law Institute of
Victoria, to set it right.
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With this in mind, I mention the shadow minister for
WorkCover, the member for Preston in the other place,
Robin Scott. I congratulate him on his work in relation
to these amendments. His considered approach and
persistence have led us to where we are today. I also
acknowledge the work of the Victorian Trades Hall
Council and the Law Institute of Victoria in
independently bringing to the government their views
in respect of the original bill. Their diligence, resources,
time and absolute commitment to these issues need to
be recognised as we hopefully see the passage of this
bill today.
The most important thing for the families of all
Victorians who go to work each day is that they return
home safely and uninjured. In 2013 more than
28 000 Victorians have been injured at work and
lodged claims with WorkCover, and of course the year
is not over. More than 42 000 workplace inspections
have been conducted in that same period. In relation to
injury in the workplace, this is significant and important
work because the impact of suffering an injury in the
workplace is enormous. In my opening remarks I talked
about some of the experiences I have witnessed, but
debilitating pain from workplace injury can also lead to
stress, depression, feelings of uselessness, frustration
and anxiety. All those states and conditions can lead to
further problems in the home and affect the entire
family. As well as the devastating human impact,
workplace injury is responsible for significant
detrimental impacts on the Victorian economy and on
the local workplace. The effects of workplace injury are
widespread; it affects everyone.
To go to the specifics of this bill, to put it in its most
simple form, it brings together two very important,
complex and large pieces of legislation. That in itself is
a major task. The detailed work that needs to be done in
terms of crossing off and making sure that the meaning
and sense of both pieces of legislation, when
incorporated into one, is correct and accurate and will
stand the test of time cannot be underestimated. I thank
those who did a lot of the groundwork and background
work leading up to this bill.
The minister stated in his second-reading speech that
the original draft of this bill was a no-benefit-change
bill. As I mentioned earlier, a number of significant
institutions, organisations and law firms disagreed with
the Napthine government’s position and conveyed their
comprehensive apprehension about the bill, in
particular three specific areas — clauses 200, 269 and
313 — and presented those problems to the opposition
as well as the government. I thank them for raising
those matters with us, and previous speakers have gone
to the various points that were raised.
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Given that I understand the guillotine is about to occur,
whilst I applaud the government for picking up Labor’s
amendments and making this a piece of legislation that
Labor is happy to vote for, I do not think it is too unfair
to wonder whether the government would have
acknowledged or accepted those amendments if it were
not the fact that a statutory majority was required for
the passage of this bill. I cannot understand why these
three areas were not picked up. At best, you could say
that with these three areas it might have been laziness
or a failure to get the language right; at worst, that it
was a deliberate attempt by this government to diminish
the rights of Victorian workers who have been injured
at work whilst publicly stating that the bill was a
no-benefit-change bill.
In conclusion I say that the opposition is pleased to
support this bill in its amended form because the Labor
Party will always support legislation that protects a
worker’s right to work in a safe workplace as well as
protecting all people who have been injured at work.
The Labor Party will always support the rights and
expectations of workers to work in a safe workplace. If
people happen to get injured at work, the Labor Party
will always work to ensure that the workers receive
compensation so that they can still provide for their
family whilst they receive rehabilitation. Along with the
opposition’s amendments, which I am again pleased to
say have been accepted by the government, I commend
the bill to the house.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I would like to make a few remarks in
summing up on the second-reading debate. The
Victorian WorkCover scheme is regarded as the best
workers compensation scheme in Australia. We can all
be proud of what has been achieved over the last
25 years. Taking up Ms Pennicuik’s comments in her
contribution to the second-reading debate about the
level of workplace injury, I can say that the level of
workplace claims in Victoria is the lowest of any in
Australia. Using claims as a proxy for injury, we can
assume from that that the level of workplace injury in
Victoria is the lowest in Australia. We see, based on
claims per million worker hours, which is the new basis
for assessing claims, that we are on a downward trend
in Victoria, and we continue to be on a downward
trend, and that is a very positive thing. At the same
time, we have in Victoria the lowest WorkCover
premiums of anywhere in Australia.
This is also a trend which has continued over the last
decade or so. I was delighted last year to deliver a 3 per
cent reduction in WorkCover premiums to an average
of 1.298 per cent of payroll. We have some very sound
fundamentals in our workplace accident compensation
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scheme. The basis of that scheme has been for a long
time — since 1985 — the Accident Compensation Act
(ACA). This piece of legislation has been amended
more than 100 times since its passage in 1985. As
Mr Melhem noted in his contribution and Ms Pennicuik
noted in hers, the Accident Compensation Act was
subject to review by Peter Hanks, QC, in 2008 and
2009. The first recommendation of the Hanks review
was that the Accident Compensation Act be rewritten in
a consolidated, simple, plain language format. I am
delighted that the Napthine government is delivering on
the first recommendation of the Hanks review in the
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation
Bill 2013, which is before the house this afternoon.
A number of speakers in their contributions have
referred to some amendments made to the bill in the
other place. I will briefly touch on those in response.
The first amendment I refer to related to clause 200.
That amendment was in response to a concern that
clause 200, as drafted, allowed for what would
conceivably have been an administrative block to
claims for impairment benefits moving forward. I can
inform the house that that was not an intention of
clause 200 as drafted, but an amendment was made in
the other place, and accepted, to put that matter beyond
doubt, and that amendment will continue through with
the passage of the bill in the house today.
The second amendment I refer to that was made in the
other place related to clause 269, which related to the
use of documents and evidence given in proceedings
with respect to another proceeding. This is the issue
relating to the Harman rule, which I think Ms Pennicuik
commented on in her contribution. Again, it was not the
intention with clause 269 to deviate from the current
provisions of sections 44 and 48 of the ACA, but by the
acceptance of the amendment in the other place, this
matter has also been put beyond doubt. I confirm that
the current operation of sections 44 and 48 of the ACA
will continue in clause 269 of the new legislation.
The third matter I will touch on is clause 333, which
related to an obligation to participate in a conference
and comply with certain statutory offer and
counteroffer processes with certain claims in relation to
clause 334. A concern was raised that a potential
interpretation of that clause would mean that current
prelitigation requirements which are set down in the
new bill in clause 333 would not need to be complied
with. That again was not the intention of the legislation.
An amendment was made, and accepted, in the other
place to put that matter beyond doubt so that that
current practice is confirmed. That amendment will also
go forward with the passage of the legislation in the
Council this afternoon.
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The fourth amendment I would like to touch on related
to clause 313, which is in relation to medical panels and
the durability of reasons given by medical panels on
particular matters. When the requirement for the giving
of reasons was put into the Accident Compensation Act
in 2010, it was the intention that the reasons for a
medical panel decision not be subject to judicial review
and not be grounds upon which a decision of the
medical panel could be reviewed by the court. The
intention of requiring reasons was so that reasons were
available to the parties. It was not the intention of the
legislation that those reasons be grounds for a court
intervening in a medical panel decision.
As a consequence of a matter which has moved to the
High Court, the Kocak matter, there was concern that
the legislation as existed in the ACA and was proposed
in the workplace bill could have given scope to medical
panel reasons being the basis upon which a medical
panel decision could be overturned by a court. A
provision was put into clause 313 to make it clear that
the adequacy of reasons was not grounds on which a
court could overturn a decision, and that it was only on
matters of law that a medical panel decision could be
subject to intervention by the court. That approach was
not accepted in the other place, and a subsequent
amendment was made to clause 313 so that the wording
as it currently exists in the Accident Compensation Act
1985 goes forward without the rider that was proposed
that the adequacy of those decisions not be grounds for
a judicial intervention.
I can inform the house that, subsequent to that
amendment — and that amendment will go forward in
the bill today — the High Court delivered its judgement
yesterday on this matter. I am informed that the
decision of the High Court validates the original
interpretation of the Accident Compensation Act —
that is, that the adequacy of reasons by a medical panel
is not grounds on which to overturn the decision or
intervene in the decision of the medical panel. This was
the intent that the government was seeking with its
proposed wording in the original clause 313 before it
was amended in the other place. While that amendment
goes forward in the bill from the other place, the
interpretation of that provision will be as was intended
prior to that matter proceeding to the High Court — the
decision made by the court.
In conclusion, this bill is an important piece of
legislation that delivers on the government’s
commitment with respect to a clean rewrite of the
Accident Compensation Act, consistent with what was
recommended by the Hanks review. It is the most
significant piece of legislation in terms of rewriting
accident compensation legislation since the mid-1980s.
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I thank members for their support of the legislation, and
I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.
In doing so, I would, firstly, like to thank the members
of the house who participated in the debate this
afternoon for their contributions: Ms Pulford, leading
the debate for the opposition; Mrs Millar; Mr Melhem;
Ms Pennicuik, leading the debate for the Greens;
Ms Crozier; and Ms Tierney. I would also like to thank
the parties in the Parliament who have supported the
passage of this important piece of legislation. I
particularly acknowledge Mr Scott, the member for
Preston in the other place, for his work and goodwill in
addressing amendments and matters as the bill went
through the other place last sitting week.
Finally, I would like to particularly thank the accident
compensation rewrite team at the Victorian WorkCover
Authority for all their work over the last almost three
years in putting this legislation together. I particularly
thank Penny Dedes and Linda Timothy, who have
worked extensively on this project over that period of
time. Also from my own office, I thank Georgette
Apostolopoulos for her work on and engagement in this
project over that period of time. This is an important
piece of legislation. It will change the way in which the
WorkCover compensation scheme is used and increase
the ease of using that legislation. I commend the bill to
the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! I am of the opinion that the third reading of this
bill requires it to be passed by an absolute majority. I
ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! In order that I may determine whether the
required majority has been obtained, I ask those
members who are in favour of the question to stand
where they are.
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Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT
BILL 2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer);
by leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Transport
Accident Amendment Bill 2013 (the ‘bill’).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purposes of the bill are to amend the Transport Accident
Act 1986 to improve the operational and administrative
efficiency of the Victorian transport accident compensation
scheme, and to update and extend certain claimant benefits to
persons injured in transport accidents.
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compensation under the act to a person during this period of
suspension, but may still be liable for damages outside the
act.
The nature of an examination conducted pursuant to this
clause will not, in most cases, involve any procedures which
could constitute medical treatment. Further, the examinations
will not limit the right in section 10(c), because such
examinations will only take place where consent has been
provided. While there is a consequence for failing to submit
to an examination, in that it may mean that a person ceases to
be eligible for compensation under the act, this does not mean
that a person submitting to an examination was coerced to do
so. Consequently, the right in section 10(c) is not limited.
Right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. Several clauses of the bill permit the
commission to access information that is likely to be private
and otherwise confidential.
Clause 21
In addition to the right to freedom from medical treatment
without consent, I have also considered whether the
obligation in clause 21(2) to submit to medical examinations
limits the right to privacy. Medical examinations required
under this clause serve the important purpose of accurately
assessing the commission’s liability for transport accidents.
As discussed above, such examinations will only occur with
consent. For these reasons, I do consider that clause 21(2)
does not arbitrarily or unlawfully interfere with the right to
privacy.
Clause 24
Clause 24 inserts a new provision into part 4 of the act. The
provision requires a person who makes a claim for
compensation to, upon a request by the commission, sign an
authority releasing relevant medical or other information to
the commission for the purpose of processing, assessing or
otherwise managing the claim. An authority to release
information under this clause is effective and cannot be
revoked until the claim is finally determined.

Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter act that are relevant
to the bill
Medical treatment without consent
Section 10(c) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to be subjected to medical treatment without his or
her full, free and informed consent.
Clause 21(2) amends section 71(1) of the Transport Accident
Act 1986 (the ‘act’), which provides the Transport Accident
Commission (the ‘commission’) with the power to require an
injured person who claims or receives compensation under
the act to submit, ‘from time to time’, for medical
examinations. Clause 21(2) extends the commission’s power
to direct persons to undergo a medical examination to include
persons who claim compensation from the commission
otherwise than under the act. A person who refuses or fails
without reasonable excuse to comply with a request to submit
for examination will have their right to compensation under
the act suspended. The commission is not liable to pay

Although this clause provides the commission with access to
personal information, it is clearly necessary to properly
administer the scheme, and to prevent fraudulent or
inaccurate claims for compensation. It also improves
administrative efficiency by ensuring that the commission is
able to access all relevant information to a transport accident
injury, without the need to request and receive additional
authorities. The nature of the information to be accessed is
clearly confined by clause 24 to serve these legitimate
purposes.
I also note that persons injured in a transport accident
voluntarily bring themselves within the ambit of this clause
by making a claim under the act. They do so on the
understanding that all matters relevant to their statutory
entitlements, including particulars of injury and rehabilitation
progress are to be scrutinised and assessed. Moreover, a
person may at any time revoke an authority by withdrawing
their claim for compensation.
Additionally, section 131 of the act provides that past and
current employees of the commission must not disclose
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personal information obtained pursuant to clause 24 for any
purpose other than except as authorised by or in respect of a
matter or for a purpose arising under the act.
In my view, clause 24 does not infringe the right to privacy as
it does not constitute an arbitrary or unlawful interference
with the right.
Clause 31
Clause 31 amends section 127 of the act, which concerns the
commission’s powers to access the employment information
of an injured person who makes a claim for compensation.
Specifically, clause 31 extends the definition of ‘employer’ in
this section to include all employers of an injured person up to
three years prior to the transport accident, and the employers
of that person after the accident. It also extends the section to
cover employers of independent contractors and volunteers
who are injured in a transport accident.
The clause is necessary to enable the commission to
undertake an accurate assessment of the appropriate
loss-of-earnings compensation to be provided to the injured
person. It also ensures that the commission can deliver proper
vocational rehabilitation services to the injured person. Only
information which the commission reasonably requires to
fulfil these functions will be sought under this clause.
Moreover, clause 31 is subject to the secrecy provisions in
s 131 of the act, and a person may deny the commission
access to information by withdrawing their claim for
compensation at any time.
In my view, clause 31 is therefore appropriately confined and
subject to adequate safeguards, and is compatible with the
right to privacy as protected by s 13(a) of the charter act.
The Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
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The government understands that recovering from a transport
accident can be a very emotional and challenging time. This
bill introduces clauses that, for the first time, set out clinical
criteria of what constitutes a severe long-term mental or
severe long-term behavioural disturbance or disorder for the
purposes of serious injury. This provision has been developed
in consultation with the Department of Health, including the
chief psychiatrist. The clinical criteria will encourage people
who were directly exposed to a transport accident and who
have suffered a recognised mental illness or disorder to seek
treatment by a registered mental health professional to
improve their chances of getting their life back on track as
soon as possible.
Spinal injuries arising from transport accidents have long
been assessed according to the American Medical
Association’s Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent
Impairment (fourth edition) (‘the AMA guides’). A decision
of the Supreme Court, Serwylo v. TAC, has now changed the
way that spinal impairments are assessed. The core of the
Serwylo case was related to the assessment of multiple
fractures. Multiple fractures had previously been assessed
with reference to whether they resulted in multiple levels of
spine segment structural compromise, rather than by the
simple presence of multiple fractures (of any kind) in an
assessment region of the spine.
The outcome of Serwylo is that many scores for spinal
injuries which were previously assessed at category II —
5 per cent whole person impairment — are now to be
assessed at category IV in the 20 per cent or 25 per cent
range.
The Serwylo decision creates significant inequities among
Victorians who are injured in transport accidents whereby
some spinal injuries that result in relatively low levels of
disability will be compensated substantially more than other
injuries, such as brain injuries, that result in more significant
disability.
The TAC has reviewed a range of possible solutions to
address the consequences of this court decision and notes that
guidelines have been implemented in other jurisdictions to
regulate how examiners make assessments of multiple spinal
fractures. Guidelines are in place for the motor accidents
authority in NSW, which has a set of guidelines that modify
the AMA guides and provide extensive guidance about the
methodology of assessing impairment, including spinal
impairment.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill is the result of the government’s commitment to
maintain the integrity and improve the operational efficiency
of the Transport Accident Commission scheme to ensure it
remains financially viable so that it can support injured
Victorians well into the future.
The objectives of the bill are to clarify the Transport Accident
Act 1986 (the act), increase some client benefits and address
anomalies.
Legislative amendments relating to the original intent of
the act
As a community we know much more about mental illness
than we did when the TAC scheme was established in 1986.

This bill will enable the government to introduce guidelines to
address this and any other anomaly that arises in the
application of the AMA guides. Any guidelines issued will be
subject to a regulatory impact statement.
The bill will clarify that the injury or death of a person
through suicide, an intention to commit suicide or
predominately through their own negligence does not give
rise to an action by another person for damages in respect of
mental injury (including nervous shock) where the other
person was not directly involved in or witnessed the transport
accident.
The bill also confirms three other aspects of the scheme
where there has been some challenge to the interpretation of
the act. These are:
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that a person must have an accepted claim for
compensation for their own personal injury in order to
obtain a determination of impairment;
that the term law of a place outside Victoria includes a
law of the commonwealth to ensure that compensation
cannot be obtained from two sources for the same
injury; and
to confirm that incidents involving the opening or
closing of train, tram and bus doors are transport
accidents.
Legislative amendments relating to increased client
benefits
Currently under the act, family counselling benefits are
capped at $5870 per claim. This bill will increase the cap on
family counselling benefits to $15 000 per family claim. This
will allow an immediate family member of a person who is
killed or severely injured in a transport accident significantly
improved access to mental health treatment to address their
understandable grief. It is intended that this provision will
apply to both new and existing claims.
Currently, travel or accommodation expenses for members of
the immediate family visiting an injured person in hospital are
capped to $7310. The bill will increase this benefit to $10 000
to be indexed annually. It is intended that this provision will
apply to both new and existing claims.
The TAC can currently reimburse the reasonable travel
expenses of a client who is required to attend approved
medical and rehabilitation services, travel to/from work in
certain situations and travel to/from school for an eligible
student. The bill extends reimbursement of reasonable travel
costs to persons attending a registered training organisation,
TAFE institute and university.
The TA act currently provides for the payment of burial or
cremation expenses up to $10 592.66 in the event of a death
arising from a transport accident. The bill provides a far more
flexible approach for assisting bereaved families by
expanding this entitlement to cover a broader range of funeral
expenses up to $14 135 and provides for this amount to be
indexed in line with the consumer price index.
Following a transport accident, a key TAC rehabilitation
objective is to return a claimant to work. The TAC is
currently able to pay up to 12 weeks of taxi travel to support
claimants who are otherwise able to return to work but have
difficulties with the commute. The bill will extend the period
available to receive assistance with travel to work from
12 weeks to 24 weeks.
In 2004 the TAC introduced individual funding agreements
(IFAs) for severely injured clients. The TAC remains
committed to implementing effective IFAs consistent with the
philosophical approach that is now a feature of disability
service provision across most Australian and a number of
international jurisdictions. It is noted that self-purchasing is
also the identified philosophical approach to the delivery of
services under the national disability insurance scheme. The
act currently has a cap of $200 for aids, appliances or
apparatus that can be purchased by clients under the terms of
the IFA. The bill increases the cap to $1000.
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Legislative amendments relating to improve the
operational efficiency of the act
Currently, the TAC funds the reasonable cost of medical
reports obtained by or on behalf of a client, in relation to
injuries sustained in a transport accident. On average, clients
attend eight medical examinations over the course of their
claim, of which, only two are commissioned by the TAC. The
remaining examinations are commissioned by the client’s
legal representative in support of legal claims. To address the
need for a client to attend multiple examinations and to
minimise the occurrence of a client attending duplicate
examinations in relation to the same specialisation, this bill
will enable the TAC to reimburse medico-legal report
expenses if the medico-legal report is requested jointly by the
TAC and the person who is injured. It is intended that this
provision come into operation on 1 July 2014 to inform and
assist medical practitioners of this new policy change.
Legislative amendments address anomalies and mop-up
of the act
The government is pleased to announce the winding up of the
TAC’s obligations in relation to Pyramid Building Society
and associated entities. The outstanding moneys of
approximately $2400 have been transferred into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund in order for part 2A of the act to
be repealed under this bill.
The bill addresses an anomaly for dependent children who
were under the age of 18 at the time of the transport accident
to ensure they can make a claim for dependency benefits at
any time before attaining the age of 21 years, if no
dependency claim has been made on their behalf. This right is
already available to children who are injured in a transport
accident.
Currently, if a client is not participating in a vocational
rehabilitation program, the TAC can, after providing
appropriate warning, discontinue or suspend a person’s
loss-of-earnings benefits. However, the power to discontinue
or suspend benefits only applies during the first 18 months
after a transport accident. The bill addresses this anomaly.
There has been a longstanding reduction in compensation as a
result of convictions for certain offences under the Road
Safety Act 1986. The bill addresses an anomaly in relation to
providing that the TAC is not liable to pay compensation
other than medical and like services to the driver of a motor
vehicle who is convicted of an offence in another state or
territory that is declared by Order in Council to be equivalent
to culpable driving causing death or dangerous driving
causing death under the Crimes Act 1958.
The bill provides that a person who makes a claim for
compensation must, as soon as practicable, sign an authority
in a form approved by the commission, to release relevant
medical or other information to the commission for the
purpose of processing, assessing or otherwise managing the
person’s claim.
Currently, occupational therapy is funded under the act as a
rehabilitation service, as this service was not previously a
regulated health profession. Regulated health professions are
funded as medical services under the act. Since 2010,
occupational therapy has been a regulated health profession
within the meaning of the Health Practitioner National
Regulation Law. The bill will provide that occupational
therapy can now be funded as a medical service.
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In 2007 the act was amended to allow an Order in Council to
be made fixing the contribution to be paid by a TAC claimant
towards their daily living cost of supported accommodation.
The bill provides for a provision which allows an amount
fixed to be indexed each financial year.

certainly give leave for the bill to be read a second time
at the appropriate time, but I would ask the minister for
a commitment that that advice will come before we are
asked to formally debate it.

The bill will increase the time limit for certain criminal
prosecutions under the act, from two to three years, after the
alleged offence occurred. It also amends the definition of
employer to include a person who is or was the claimant’s
employer at any time prior to three years before the transport
accident.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I can give Mr Lenders an undertaking;
indeed the President will ultimately be the person to
determine that matter. Obviously some provisions of
the bill require a section 85 statement. To the extent that
there are provisions of the bill which do not require a
section 85 statement, they are valid, and to the extent
that there are sections that do require a section 85
statement, they are arguably void. That will be
determined by the President, presumably, before the
second-reading debate commences.

The bill clarifies that the diminution of hearing must be
assessed as a binaural loss of hearing and that the TAC is only
required to determine the degree of transport accident-related
impairment of a person.
Finally, the bill amends the act such that the Governor in
Council is not required to note a resignation of a member of
the board. Members of the board seeking to resign from the
board will be required to advise the responsible minister in
writing. This is consistent with the practice of several other
government boards and will streamline the resignation
process for board members.
Victorians can be rightly proud of the TAC and the work it
does in ensuring people affected by road trauma get the most
appropriate care, treatment and compensation. These reforms
are about protecting the future of the scheme for the benefit of
all Victorians by restoring the legislation to its original intent,
improving the operational efficiency of the act and enhancing
targeted and affordable benefit improvements.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ondarchie) —
Order! I will take that matter up with the President on
Mr Lenders’s behalf.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Transport
Accident Further Amendment Bill 2013 (the ‘bill’).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purposes of the bill are to amend the Transport Accident
Act 1986 to enable the introduction of a fixed-cost model for
any claim, application or proceeding under section 93 by
order of the Governor in Council.

Read first time on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer);
by leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.

Human rights issues

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) (By
leave) — I would like to ask a question of the minister
on this bill. I am not trying to be obstructionist; it is an
unusual bill. I will be succinct; I am not seeking to
delay this. This is a bill that requires a certificate under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975. It did not
receive the appropriate majority in the Assembly. When
the bill comes back to the house, rather than today, I
will ask for advice from the minister or perhaps from
the President before the formal second-reading debate
as to the status in this house of a bill that has not
received an absolute majority under section 85(5). I will

Right to fair trial and right to property

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

Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
Clause 5 of the bill inserts a new provision into the act which
permits the Governor in Council to make a legal costs order
specifying the legal costs that may be paid by the commission
in respect of any legal proceedings brought otherwise than
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under the act. Litigated legal costs must only be recovered in
accordance with such an order, which has the effect of
limiting a court’s general jurisdiction with respect to costs. A
legal costs order may apply generally or be limited to
reference to classes of proceedings, costs, circumstances or
factors.
It may be argued that the introduction of a fixed-costs model
for costs may indirectly limit the access a person has to legal
advice and representation for a claim outside of the act.
Further, in certain circumstances, a person’s legal entitlement
to costs of litigation may constitute property for the purposes
of section 20 of the charter act.
The purpose of the clause is to allow persons to recover their
reasonable costs, while also providing for the ongoing
financial viability of the accident compensation scheme by
ensuring that costs associated with litigating matters under the
scheme remain reasonable. Any order made under these
provisions must be made in accordance with the charter act,
and must ensure that the right to a fair hearing is not
unreasonably restricted. Consultation will be undertaken with
the aim of fixing recoverable costs at realistic price points,
and in a manner which is sufficiently flexible to take into
account more complex matters. Additionally, orders made
under these provisions will be subject to regular review.
For these reasons, I am satisfied that, in practice, clause 5 will
not inhibit access to legal representation or access to the
courts. I am also satisfied that any deprivation of property
occasioned by the operation of clause 5 will be in accordance
with law and, accordingly, the right to property in section 20
of the charter act is not limited.
The Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975, be incorporated into Hansard on motion
of Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill is the result of the government’s commitment to
maintain the integrity and improve the operational efficiency
of the Transport Accident Commission scheme to ensure it
remains financially viable to support injured Victorians well
into the future.
The objective of the bill is to amend the Transport Accident
Act 1986 (the act) to enable the introduction of a fixed-cost
model by order of the Governor in Council for any claim,
application or proceeding under section 93 of the act.
The legislative provision will enable the introduction of a
similar fixed-cost model as was implemented by the former
Labor government in 2010 for the Victorian WorkCover
Authority scheme. At that time the former Labor government
described in its second-reading speech for the Transport
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Accident and Accident Compensation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2010 that the use of a fixed-cost order was
‘a prudent and financially responsible measure, which
balances the sustainability of the common-law scheme while
ensuring access to common-law damages continues to be
provided for the most seriously injured’. This bill will achieve
the same objective for the TAC scheme.
The TAC scheme is experiencing similar significant legal
cost pressures as a result of the increase in the cost of serious
injury and damages actions brought in the County Court. The
amount paid by the TAC for legal costs to plaintiff lawyers
has exceeded $50 million in the last financial year, with
trends indicating further increases in the future, particularly in
circumstances where a number of law firms and lawyers do
not participate in the innovative Transport Accident Act
Common Law Protocols agreed between the TAC, the Law
Institute of Victoria and the Australian Lawyers Alliance in
2004.
The bill will introduce a provision to enable a fixed cost order
to be made similar to that of the Victorian WorkCover
Authority to ensure that effective financial control is
maintained in relation to the legal costs of the common-law
scheme for the TAC.

Section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — I make the
following statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 outlining the reasons why it is
the intention of clause 5 in the bill to alter or vary
section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 5 inserts a new section 93B in the act, which
will allow for the making of a legal costs order in
respect of any claim, application or proceeding under
section 93 of the act. The effect of issuing a legal costs
order under this clause will be to limit the courts’
(including the Supreme Court) usual jurisdiction with
regard to costs. As a result it is the intention of this
clause to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act
1975.
Incorporated speech continues:
It is intended that the TAC will consult with legal
stakeholders immediately with regard to the content of the
proposed legal costs order with a view to introducing the
revised costs from the day after royal assent.
Victorians can be rightly proud of the TAC and the work it
does in ensuring people affected by road trauma get the most
appropriate care, treatment and compensation. This reform is
about protecting the future of the scheme for the benefit of all
Victorians by improving the operational efficiency of the act.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.
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STATE TAXATION AND FINANCIAL
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer);
by leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the State Taxation
and Financial Legislation Amendment Bill 2013.
In my opinion, the State Taxation and Financial Legislation
Amendment Bill 2013, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the:
Commonwealth Places (Mirror Taxes Administration)
Act 1999 to simplify the legislative scheme for the
imposition of mirror taxes;
Duties Act 2000 and the Taxation Administration Act
1997 (Taxation Administration Act) to support the
introduction of a national electronic conveyancing
system;
Financial Management Act 1994 to enable the Governor
in Council to direct specific government entities to
comply with procurement policy made by the Victorian
Government Purchasing Board;
Land Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax Act) to extend the
circumstances for claiming the principal place of
residence exemption in certain cases;
Unclaimed Money Act (Unclaimed Money Act) to
reform the delegation powers, provide for the disclosure
of information to certain recipients, and make minor
technical amendments.
Human rights issues
1.

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

This bill engages the following human rights protected under
the charter act:

Thursday, 31 October 2013

Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 26 amends section 77 of the Unclaimed Money Act to
allow State Revenue Office (SRO) staff, to disclose
information to the legal services board and legal services
commissioner who are responsible for regulating the legal
profession in Victoria and investigating the conduct of legal
practitioners. Clause 26 also amends section 77 to allow SRO
staff to provide unclaimed money information to the
Australian Securities and Investment Commission (ASIC) as
the commonwealth agency responsible for regulating
Australian companies.
The Unclaimed Money Act requires businesses, including
legal practices and trusts, to retain unclaimed money for one
year and then, if it remains unclaimed, lodge these amounts
with the SRO. Once unclaimed money is lodged with the
SRO it is available to be searched, allowing people to trace
and claim any unclaimed money to which they are legally
entitled. If businesses fail to lodge unclaimed money with the
SRO, they are appropriating funds to which they are not
legally entitled. The SRO oversees compliance with
lodgement requirements and will audit or investigate law
practices and businesses that fail to lodge as required. The
right to privacy is relevant to this amendment because it will
allow the disclosure of personal information identified in
records of the law practice or company, including a person’s
name and address, to the legal services board, legal services
commissioner and ASIC.
The purpose of this amendment is to allow the SRO to
provide information to the appropriate regulator so they can
prevent, investigate, and remedy improper conduct in relation
to unclaimed money on behalf of Victorians. The opportunity
for secondary disclosure of this information is limited, as it is
an offence to disclose information obtained from the SRO
unless the registrar of unclaimed money consents to the
disclosure and the disclosure is made for the purposes of
enforcing a law or protecting the public revenue.
For these reasons, the disclosure of information to the legal
services board, legal services commissioner and ASIC is not
unlawful or arbitrary and does not limit the right to privacy in
the charter act.
Clause 17 amends section 92 of the Taxation Administration
Act to allow SRO staff to disclose information in connection
with the provision, operation, or use of an electronic
lodgement network (ELN). The ELN will underpin a national
electronic conveyancing system, which is being developed to
facilitate the transfer of land electronically.
In Victoria, duty is charged on transfers of land. To protect
the public revenue, a land transfer cannot be lodged with the
registrar of titles unless duty has been paid. These
amendments will allow the SRO to submit details of a duty
transaction into the electronic system, so that the SRO can
confirm duty payment electronically. This may include
personal information such as the name, address and date of
birth of the vendor and purchaser.
This amendment safeguards the revenue by ensuring that a
land transfer cannot be lodged using the new system without
payment of duty. Information disclosed under this provision
will only be available to a limited group of people, including
the registrar of titles and operators of the national electronic
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conveyancing system. A conveyancer or legal practitioner
acting on behalf of the vendor or purchaser may also have
access to this information, however their access will be
limited to details relevant to their transaction and they will be
required to enter into a participant agreement before access is
granted. Any person who obtains information under this
provision is also governed by secondary disclosure provisions
in the Taxation Administration Act which prohibit
on-disclosure unless the commissioner of state revenue
consents to the disclosure, and the disclosure is for the
purposes of enforcing a law or protecting the public revenue.
For these reasons, the disclosure of information is not
unlawful or arbitrary and does not limit the right to privacy in
the charter act.
Recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the
law without discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010 on the basis of an attribute set out in
section 6 of that act.
Clause 14 amends section 52 of the Land Tax Act to provide
the trustee of a special disability trust with a land tax
exemption in respect of any property which is used and
occupied as the principal place of residence of the principal
beneficiary of a special disability trust.
A special disability trust can be established by parents and
immediate family members to plan for the future care and
accommodation needs of a person with a severe disability.
Accordingly, clause 14 impacts on the right to equality and
discrimination under the charter because it provides a land tax
exemption based on disability, which is a protected attribute
under the Equal Opportunity Act 2010.
Section 8(4) of the charter act provides that measures taken
for the purpose of assisting or advancing persons
disadvantaged because of discrimination, do not constitute
discrimination. This amendment is being provided to ensure
that a disabled beneficiary receives the same principal place
of land tax exemption as other individuals.
Therefore, it is considered that this amendment falls within
the exception in section 8(4) and does not limit the right to
equality and discrimination under the charter.
Clause 15 amends section 56 of the Land Tax Act to remove
the six-year time limit for claiming the principal place of
residence exemption where a person can no longer live
independently and moves into care. While eligibility for this
exemption is not limited to a particular class of individuals,
the individuals that generally qualify for this exemption are
the aged and the disabled. To the extent that clause 8 provides
a land tax exemption based on age or disability, it may
represent a limitation on an individual’s right to recognition
and equality before the law. However, for the same reasons as
clause 14 above, this amendment falls within the exception in
section 8(4) and does not limit the right to equality and
discrimination under the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
The Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The State Taxation and Financial Legislation Amendment
Bill 2013 makes amendments to the Commonwealth Places
(Mirror Taxes Administration) Act 1999 (mirror taxes
administration act), Duties Act 2000 (Duties Act), Financial
Management Act 1994 (Financial Management Act), Land
Tax Act 2005 (Land Tax Act), Taxation Administration Act
1997 (Taxation Administration Act), and Unclaimed Money
Act 2008 (Unclaimed Money Act).
Mirror tax arrangements were introduced in 1998 to
overcome constitutional obstacles to the application of state
taxes to commonwealth places. Under these arrangements the
commonwealth passed laws to turn certain state tax laws into
commonwealth law, allowing the Victorian government to
subject commonwealth places to the same tax treatment as the
rest of the state. At the same time the Victorian government
passed the mirror taxes administration act, to provide for the
administration and collection of mirror tax revenue.
Currently, customised amendments are required to state
taxing laws to ensure that taxpayers operating in both
commonwealth places and elsewhere in the state are required
to comply with only one set of taxation obligations and pay
one amount of tax. This has administrative costs for the
Victorian government, as ongoing legislative amendments are
required, and increases red tape for business by adding
unnecessary volume and complexity to the tax law. This bill
seeks to simplify the operation of the mirror taxes regime by
amending the mirror taxes administration act to allow
modifications to be read into the relevant state tax laws. This
will provide a more sustainable foundation for the
administration of mirror taxes and will reduce costs for
business by making the tax system less complex.
This bill makes consequential amendments to the Duties Act
and the Taxation Administration Act which support the
introduction of a national electronic conveyancing system.
These amendments make provision for dutiable transactions
to be effected electronically and authorise the State Revenue
Office to disclose information in connection with the
operation of the system. This national electronic
conveyancing system is expected to provide substantial time
and cost efficiencies for the conveyancing industry and
reduce costs for Victorians on the sale and purchase of land
by reducing disbursements and increasing the efficiency of
the settlement process. Victoria is the first state to amend its
taxation laws in readiness for the national electronic
conveyancing system. This underscores this government’s
commitment to reducing red tape and relieving cost of living
pressures felt by Victorians.
This bill amends the Financial Management Act to enable
greater consistency in and better governance of goods and
services procurement by the Victorian Government
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Purchasing Board (VGPB). These amendments will ensure
that specific entities that are not departments or administrative
offices which undertake a considerable volume of goods and
services procurement but are not currently subject to the
procurement provisions of the VGPB can be required to
comply with those provisions. Although currently these
entities can choose to comply voluntarily with VGPB
policies, they cannot be compelled to do so.
At the same time, the amendment provides for relief from
compliance with some VGPB provisions in certain cases. For
example, some smaller entities, either currently subject to the
VGPB’s oversight or which will be brought under it by an
order made under these amendments, but which undertake a
small volume of transactional, low-risk procurement activity,
may be relieved of some requirements that are onerous in
relation to the minor volumes of procurement that they
undertake.
The amendment will extend the VGPB’s ability to ensure
entities which are engaged in procurement activity that is
complex and of high strategic value to the state, comply with
the VGPB’s procurement policies.
This government is committed to supporting Victorian
families, especially those with special needs. This bill
supports that commitment by introducing a land tax
exemption for land owned by the trustee of a special disability
trust that is used and occupied as the principal beneficiary’s
principal place of residence. This measure will relieve the
trustee from land tax, providing much-needed support to
families who wish to make their own arrangements for family
members with a severe disability.
Last year this government introduced an important new land
tax exemption for Victorians transitioning into care. Under
this exemption a person can continue to claim the principal
place of residence exemption for up to six years after they
leave the family home to go into permanent care provided the
home is not rented out. This government now seeks to extend
this exemption by removing the six-year time limit. This will
alleviate the need to transfer the property to a family member
to maintain the exemption where the homeowner remains in
care for more than six years. This measure removes this
potential burden, and in doing so recognises one of the unique
challenges faced by Victorian families with a family member
in care.
This bill also makes a number of amendments to the
Unclaimed Money Act. First, it amends the Unclaimed
Money Act to ensure the functions and delegations of the
Registrar of Unclaimed Money are clearly conferred and
aligned with equivalent functions and powers in other
legislation administered by the State Revenue Office.
This bill also amends the Unclaimed Money Act to allow the
State Revenue Office to disclose particular information to the
legal services board, the legal services commissioner and
Australian Securities and Investment Commission. This is an
important amendment which will ensure the SRO can
disclose any irregularities identified in the accounts of a
company or law practice during an unclaimed money
investigation to the appropriate regulator. In doing so, this
amendment supports the regulatory and integrity functions of
these agencies which have been established to protect
consumers against dishonest and fraudulent conduct.
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Finally, this bill extends the requirement to pay into the
Consolidated Fund any money paid into court that remains
unclaimed for 15 years, to the senior master of the Supreme
Court of Victoria. This will ensure that the senior master is
able to deal efficiently and appropriately with unclaimed
funds.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road
Legislation Amendment Bill 2013.
In my opinion, the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2013,
as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purposes of the bill are to:
a.

amend the Road Safety Act 1986 to:
i.

repeal and replace the provisions relating to
the demerit point scheme with provisions that
will accommodate in a clear and linear
manner multiple sanctions arising from the
rapid accumulation of demerit points;

ii.

strengthen laws regarding interstate, overseas
and unlicensed drivers;

iii. make other improvements to the driver
licensing and registration regimes; and
iv.

transfer the newly increased fee for a driver
licence from the Road Safety (Drivers)
Regulations 2009 into the Road Safety Act
1986; and
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b.

make some minor technical amendments to the
Heavy Vehicle National Law Application Act 2013
and the Road Safety Act 1986.
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The bill will not affect the owner’s right to store a custom
plate or to have the registration number assigned to, and
displayed on, a vehicle of which they are the registered
operator.

Human rights issues
1.

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

As the owner’s rights will be removed through a provision of
the bill, the removal will be in accordance with law.
Other provisions in the bill

Re-enactment of the requirement to keep a demerits register
and power to create a driver record — right to privacy
The charter act provides that a person has the right not to have
his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The bill will re-enact a provision in the Road Safety Act 1986
that requires VicRoads to keep a demerits register and to
record against a person any demerit points that are incurred
by that person. The bill will also allow VicRoads to create a
driver record for all drivers on Victoria’s roads, including
overseas licence holders.
Keeping the demerits register and creating the driver record
will involve VicRoads collecting information concerning a
driver’s demerit points or other road safety sanctions and
retaining this information on its database. The collection and
storage of this information must be in accordance with the
relevant provisions of the Information Privacy Act 2000 as
this act applies to personal information held by VicRoads.
Any use or disclosure of this information must be in
accordance with the provisions of the Road Safety Act 1986,
as this act regulates the use and disclosure of identifying
licensing and registration information.
The collection, use, disclosure and storage of this information
will not be unlawful or arbitrary because these activities will
be regulated by legislation. Furthermore, the demerit point
system is a valuable means of maintaining road safety and
therefore any restriction on the right to privacy involved in the
maintenance of the register is justified.
Amendment of the provisions of the Road Safety Act 1986
that relate to registration number rights — property rights
The provisions in the bill which relate to registration number
rights are compatible with section 20 of the charter act, which
relevantly provides that a person must not be deprived of his
or her property other than in accordance with law.
Registration number rights are usually referred to as ‘custom
plates’.
Under the Road Safety Act 1986 the owners of registration
number rights have the right to have the registration number
assigned to a vehicle of which they are the registered operator
and a vehicle of which they are not the registered operator.
Owners may also display the number on any vehicle to which
the number has been assigned by VicRoads.
The bill will provide that the owners of registration number
rights may only have the registration number assigned to, and
displayed on, a vehicle of which they are the registered
operator. This amendment will create consistency between
the provisions of the Road Safety Act 1986 and the contract
of sale for registration number rights. Under the contract,
owners are not able to have a registration number assigned to,
or displayed on, a vehicle of which they are not the registered
operator.

The other provisions in the bill do not engage any of the
rights protected by the charter act.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
Victoria’s demerit point scheme is designed to remove drivers
from the road who repeatedly breach traffic offences and to
provide an incentive for improving driving behaviour. The
scheme has proved to be an effective means for making our
roads safer. However, the automated speed and red light
camera system means that drivers can now accumulate
demerit points very rapidly. As a result, some drivers will face
multiple sanctions arising from a series of offences that have
been detected over a short period. The various processes in
the demerit point scheme will therefore occur multiple times
in a short period, causing confusion and uncertainty on the
part of drivers.
The demerit point scheme was also designed to deal with
persons who hold a Victorian driver licence or learner permit.
It does not apply to persons who drive in Victoria on the basis
of an overseas licence or permit, or to persons who are
driving unlicensed, even though these persons may pose a
significant road safety risk.
To address these issues, the bill will repeal the current demerit
point provisions in the Road Safety Act 1986 and replace
them with provisions that will more clearly accommodate
multiple sanctions arising from the rapid accumulation of
demerit points.
For example, under the scheme drivers who incur sufficient
numbers of demerit points may elect to go on an extended
demerit point period. During this period the driver must not
incur any further demerit points or his or her licence or permit
will be suspended for double the time that would have applied
if he or she had not elected to take the extended demerit point
period option. The ability of a driver to accumulate high
numbers of demerit points in a short period of time through
the automated traffic camera system means that a driver may
be on a number of overlapping extended demerit point
periods. The bill will ensure that these extended demerit point
periods can only be served one after the other, not at the same
time or overlapping with each other.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2013
3464
The bill will also reduce the road safety risk posed by
interstate and overseas drivers by allowing VicRoads to deal
with them in a similar way to Victorian drivers. The bill will
extend the demerit point scheme to overseas and unlicensed
drivers. Currently, these drivers may incur demerit points but
no matter how many points they may have, they will not face
any sanction resulting from the accumulation of demerit
points until they obtain a Victorian driver licence or learner
permit. At that point they may face licence suspension due to
the number of points they have incurred over the years. The
bill will ensure that once overseas or unlicensed drivers incur
specified numbers of demerit points VicRoads can issue them
with a notice that disqualifies them from driving on Victoria’s
roads and from obtaining a Victorian licence or permit.
Unlicensed drivers will also face this sanction along with any
penalty imposed for driving without a licence.
At the present time, VicRoads may require Victorian
licence-holders or applicants for a Victorian licence to
undergo a fitness to drive test. However, the Road Safety Act
1986 has not made any provision for VicRoads to similarly
require interstate or overseas drivers to take a fitness to drive
test, even though these drivers may appear to have significant
fitness to drive issues. The bill will enable VicRoads to
require interstate or overseas drivers to take a fitness test. The
regulations will remove the drivers’ authority to drive in
Victoria in the event that they refuse to take or fail a fitness
test.
The bill will also state that once a person is issued with a
Victorian driver licence or learner permit, his or her authority
to drive will stem from that licence or permit while it is
current. Therefore, upon the issue of a Victorian licence or
permit, any overseas or interstate licence or permit that the
driver may have will have no effect for the purpose of
allowing him or her to drive in Victoria. The bill will also
make it an offence for a driver to produce an interstate or
overseas licence, rather than his or her Victorian licence,
when asked by a police officer or other authorised officer to
produce the document that authorises the person to drive in
Victoria.
The bill will make other improvements to the licensing and
registration provisions of the Road Safety Act 1986. For
example, the bill will enable VicRoads to disqualify a person
from obtaining a driver licence or learner permit if it has
cancelled the person’s licence or permit. This power will
allow VicRoads to prevent the person from obtaining a
further licence or permit while the problems that led to the
cancellation in the first place remain unresolved.
Currently under the Road Safety Act 1986 a person’s
ownership of a registration number will end if the vehicle to
which the number was assigned remains unregistered for
more than 12 months. Ownership of registration number
rights should not be lost simply because the vehicle’s
registration has expired. The bill will amend the act to ensure
that registration number rights are not lost due to the expiry of
the vehicle’s registration.
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Debate adjourned for Mr MELHEM (Western
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.

STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL 2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for
Health) on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Statute Law
Revision Bill 2013 (bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor omissions
and errors in acts to ensure their meaning is clear and reflects
the intention of Parliament.
In addition, the bill repeals wholly redundant acts identified
by Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel and
departments.
Human rights issues
1.

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

No human rights protected by the charter act are relevant to
the bill.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As no rights protected under the charter act are relevant to the
bill, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter
act.
Conclusion

In conclusion, the bill will make a significant contribution to
improving road safety through allowing VicRoads to manage
interstate and overseas drivers in a similar way to Victorian
licence or permit-holders. It will also greatly improve the
operation of the demerit point scheme through rationalising
and clarifying the operation of key aspects of that scheme.
I commend the bill to the house.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006.
The Hon. David Davis, MLC
Minister for Health
Minister for Ageing
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill before the house, the Statute Law Revision Bill 2013,
is a regular mechanism for updating and maintaining the
accuracy of statute law in Victoria. The bill ensures that the
state’s laws remain clear, relevant and accurate.
The bill corrects a number of ambiguities, minor omissions
and errors found in statutes to ensure the meaning of acts is
clear and reflects the intention of Parliament.
The bill also repeals principal acts which have no ongoing
operation and amending acts which are spent in effect and
have no further purpose.
This year, the bill also amends references to government
departments to reflect the recent restructure of the Victorian
public service. The restructure, which is now fully
operational, has sharpened the focus of the public service on
securing investment and jobs, delivering responsible financial
management and providing better front-line services to all
Victorians.
By correcting references, fixing errors and repealing
redundant acts, the bill will ensure that Victorian statutes are
updated and maintained in a regular and orderly manner so
that they remain relevant and accessible to the Victorian
community.
In accordance with practice, this bill has been considered by
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
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Statement of compatibility
For Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE (Minister for Liquor
and Gaming Regulation), Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Courts and
Other Justice Legislation Amendment Bill.
In my opinion, the Courts and Other Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill 2013, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
The bill makes a number of miscellaneous amendments to
court and justice system legislation. The provisions of the bill
that are relevant to the human rights set out in the charter act
are as follows.
Court Security Act 1980 amendment
The bill amends the Court Security Act 1980 to expand the
definition of court premises to include any place where a
court is constituted and exercising the powers of the court for
the time being. This would have the result that
court-authorised officers will be able to exercise their powers,
such as their powers of search and questioning, in those areas.
The amendment is relevant to section 13 of the charter act,
which provides that a person has the right not to have his or
her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. Any
interference with privacy under the Court Security Act 1980
will be pursuant to the powers conferred by that act, and serve
the legitimate and necessary purpose of ensuring that court
premises remain safe areas for the public and that courts can
perform their functions free from harm. As such, the
amendments to the Court Security Act 1980 do not amount to
an unlawful or arbitrary interference with privacy.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr ELASMAR (Northern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.

COURTS AND OTHER JUSTICE
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. E. J. O’DONOHUE
(Minister for Liquor and Gaming Regulation) on
motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.

The amendment may also be relevant to the freedom of
movement set out in section 12 of the charter act, where a
court convenes outside of a court building. Court-authorised
officers will have power to remove a person from court
premises where the person does not submit to a demand under
section 3(1) or a requirement under section 3(3) of that act.
The rights set out in the charter act may be subject to
reasonable limits under section 7(2) of the charter act.
Further, the scope of the right to freedom of movement is
arguably subject to a range of internal limits implicit in a free
and democratic society based on the rule of law. The
amendment is necessary to ensure the safety of the public and
court staff where a court conducts its operations outside of a
court building. The definition ensures that the area deemed to
be court premises for the purposes of the Court Security Act
1980 will be limited to the area where the court is performing
the functions of the court and the immediate vicinity, and
limited to the duration of the court hearing. Accordingly, any
limitation imposed on the right to freedom of movement is
demonstrably justified under section 7(2) of the charter act.
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Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — assessment and referral
court list amendment
The Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 currently provides that
persons charged with a serious violence offence, a violent
offence or a sexual offence (as defined in the Sentencing Act
1991), are currently not eligible to participate in the
assessment and referral court list (ARC list). The bill amends
the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to remove this restriction. As
a result, a larger pool of people will be eligible to participate
in the ARC list.
Section 4U of the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 confers
powers on the Magistrates Court, including power to require
participants in the ARC list to reveal personal and medical
information to treatment providers and the court. The
provision of such information is necessary to achieve the
goals of the ARC list, namely to ensure that people charged
with an offence who have a mental illness or cognitive
impairment receive appropriate treatment. Furthermore,
participation in the list is voluntary and requires the consent
of the accused. As such, the powers of the court do not
amount to an unlawful or arbitrary interference with privacy.
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act 1996
amendment
The bill amends the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996 to reduce the circumstances in which
an adult may apply to the registrar for registration of a change
of the person’s name and reduce the circumstances in which
the parents of a child may apply to the registrar for
registration of a change of the child’s name. These
amendments are relevant to a person’s right not to have his or
her privacy or family unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with
as set out in section 13 of the charter act.
The additional requirements will be prescribed by statute and
the powers of births, deaths and marriages registrars will
remain prescribed by, and subject to, law. The amendments
are designed to prevent fraud and the abuse of change of
name processes. As such, the amendments do not amount to
an unlawful or arbitrary interference with privacy or family.
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 amendment
A number of human rights set out in the charter act are
relevant to the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003
(TCP act). Section 38 of the TCP act provides that the
minister must cause a review of the operation of the act to be
completed and a copy of the report laid before each house of
Parliament by 31 December 2013. This bill extends the
reporting date to 31 December 2014 so that the review of the
TCP act can have proper regard to the Council of Australian
Governments review of counter-terrorism legislation. The bill
will not otherwise affect the operation of the TCP act.
Hon. E. J. O’Donohue, MLC
Minister for Liquor and Gaming Regulation
Minister for Corrections
Minister for Crime Prevention

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

Thursday, 31 October 2013

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill contains a range of measures to support the efficient
and effective operation of Victoria’s courts and tribunals. The
bill:
enhances safety within court premises by providing a
more functional definition of court premises in the Court
Security Act 1980;
improves the efficiency and effectiveness of court
processes in the assessment and referral court (ARC) list
in the Magistrates Court;
helps prevent certain unmeritorious proceedings by
requiring leave to appeal in all statutory demand matters
in the Supreme Court;
enables a broadening of representation on the Legal
Costs Committee; and
maintains the legislative basis for the Neighbourhood
Justice Centre (NJC).
In addition, the bill will make a number of amendments to
benefit the broader justice system by:
validating certain acts and decisions of bail justices who
continued to act after the time of expiration of their
appointments;
bringing Victorian change of name processes into line
with national best practice recommendations;
ensuring the proper functioning of the Police
Registration and Services Board by updating references
in its governing act to the previous board;
postponing the statutory review reporting date of the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 to enable
consideration of any recommendations arising from a
pending review of national counter-terrorism laws; and
updating references in legislation to reflect the change of
title of the Federal Magistrates Court to the Federal
Circuit Court of Australia.
Court security
The Court Security Act 1980 provides for the secure and
orderly operation of Victoria’s courts and tribunals. The scope
of the Court Security Act 1980 is limited by the definition of
court premises within the act. The current definition has
caused uncertainty for court officers in some contexts as to
whether the act applies outside of court buildings. The bill
proposes to clarify the definition of court premises by
specifying that the definition applies to specified areas outside
of court buildings and that it also applies when court
proceedings occur at offsite locations, such as when a trial
court jury visits a crime scene.
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Assessment and referral court list

Neighbourhood Justice Centre

The bill proposes changes to the ARC list as established by
the Magistrates’ Court Amendment (Assessment and Referral
Court List) Act 2010. The ARC list is a specialist court list
pilot that began operations in the Melbourne Magistrates
Court in 2010 to provide for cases where an accused person
has a mental illness and/or a cognitive impairment. It deals
with cases at the lower end of the range of offence
seriousness, both through the criteria applied by magistrates
in deciding on admission to the list, and because more serious
cases are not eligible for consideration for admission to the
list because they proceed by way of indictment, committal
and trial in the higher courts.

The sunset clause in the Courts Legislation (Neighbourhood
Justice Centre) Act 2006 is due to repeal the Neighbourhood
Justice Centre’s legislative basis on 31 December 2013. The
government has provided ongoing funding to the Magistrates
Court in the 2013–14 state budget to continue the work of the
NJC, which under the current government is playing a
valuable role as an innovation hub to pioneer and pilot
reforms that can be applied more broadly across the court
system. The bill will preserve the legislative basis of the NJC
by removing its legislative sunset.

The Magistrates Court regularly reviews the operations of the
ARC list to seek opportunities to improve the model so the
court can handle cases relevant to the list as effectively as
possible.

The bill will also validate the acts and decisions of bail
justices who, pursuant to transitional provisions in the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989, purported to act after their
appointment as a bail justice expired.

As proposed by the court, the bill will remove certain
eligibility restrictions for the list, in order to give the ARC list
magistrates greater flexibility to determine suitable candidates
for the list taking into account all of the relevant
circumstances.

Prior to amendments passed in 2010, bail justices were
appointed for an ongoing period. The Bail Amendment Act
2010 introduced fixed terms of office for bail justices and
provided for existing bail justices to be transitioned to terms
of office that would expire on particular dates depending on
when they were appointed. Due to an administrative oversight
in notifying expiring appointees during the transition to the
new system, it has been identified that at least one bail justice
continued to perform duties in good faith after the time of
expiry of their appointment.

This bill will also remove the current requirement for accused
persons to have their ARC list involvement terminated if they
indicate that they will be pleading not guilty, by specifying
that only actual formal pleas of not guilty will result in the
termination of an accused person’s ARC list involvement. It
is expected that this will encourage earlier plea indications,
thereby improving the effectiveness of the handling of
matters.
The bill will also introduce a requirement that an accused
person must enter a formal plea before an individual support
plan can be approved by an ARC list magistrate.
Supreme Court Act — statutory demand matters
The bill will amend the Supreme Court Act 1986 to ensure
that all appeals in relation to statutory demand matters are
subject to leave of the court. In certain limited circumstances,
litigants may appeal determinations in statutory demand
matters without leave. The amendment will allow Supreme
Court judges and associate judges to consider whether
applications for all appeals in relation to statutory demand
matters ought to proceed in court. The expected result is a
reduction in vexatious and unmeritorious appeals.
Legal Profession Act 2004 — Legal Costs Committee
Currently under the Legal Profession Act 2004, the chief
justice and chief judge only have the power to nominate a
judge of their respective court to the Legal Costs Committee.
However, other judicial officers, for example associate judges
in the Supreme Court, are performing a more significant role
in the court system and so it is timely to empower the chief
justice to nominate other judicial officers of the Supreme
Court to the Legal Costs Committee.
The bill amends the Legal Profession Act 2004 by extending
the chief justice’s nomination power to associate and reserve
judges. The same function is also extended to the Chief Judge
of the County Court to allow the chief judge to nominate a
reserve or associate judge.

Validation of bail justice acts and decisions

The decisions of such bail justices are likely to be valid by
virtue of the de facto officer doctrine, but from an abundance
of caution and in order to provide certainty, the bill provides
that those acts and decisions are valid.
It is important to note that the bill will only validate those past
decisions that could be found to be invalid solely on the
grounds that the person’s appointment had expired, and not
for any other reason.
Victorian change of name processes
This bill amends the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996 to implement two recommendations of
a discussion paper, Ten Recommendations for a Better
Approach to Change of Name Processes in Australia, that
was endorsed by the Standing Council on Law and Justice in
November 2011. The recommendations are intended to be
adopted in each Australian jurisdiction as a measure to
prevent criminal abuse of the change of name process and
potential fraud.
The amendments align Victoria with the national
recommendations by ensuring that:
a person born in Victoria must apply for a change of
name in Victoria;
a person born in Australia but outside of Victoria cannot
apply to change their name in Victoria (they must
change their name in the jurisdiction in which their birth
is registered); and
a person born overseas may only change their name in a
jurisdiction if they have resided in that jurisdiction for at
least 12 consecutive months immediately preceding the
date of application.
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The bill also specifies limited circumstances in which that
12-month residency requirement can be waived.
Police Regulation Amendment Act 1958
On 1 July 2013, the Police Regulation Amendment Act 2012
amended the Police Regulation Act 1958 to, among other
things, abolish the Police Appeals Board and establish the
Police Registration and Services Board. The bill inserts a
provision allowing the president or the deputy president to
exercise the functions of the Police Registration and Services
Board, and also corrects three references to the Police
Appeals Board in the Police Regulation Act 1958.
Reviews under the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Act 2003
The bill amends sections 38(1) and 38(2) of the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003, which currently requires
the relevant minister to arrange for a review of the operation
of the act to be conducted and a report tabled in Parliament by
31 December 2013. The bill extends the date for review and
tabling to 31 December 2014.
A review of Australian counter-terrorism laws was conducted
under the auspices of COAG and was tabled in the
commonwealth Parliament on 14 May 2013. The review
looked at significant aspects of Victoria’s Terrorism Act,
including the provisions related to preventative detention
orders (part 2A) and provisions related to special police
powers (part 3A).
These provisions are based on models developed by the
commonwealth in conjunction with the states and territories
and there are consistent legislative schemes addressing these
specific powers across the nation.
The commonwealth has commenced work to consider the
COAG report and its recommendations and is expected to
table a government response in due course.
The government believes that the Victorian statutory review
should occur following consideration of the COAG report
and the commonwealth government’s pending response to
that report. Given the delays that have occurred in the
commonwealth processes, it is necessary to provide
additional time for the Victorian review to be undertaken
following completion and publication of the commonwealth
government’s response to the COAG report.
References to the Federal Magistrates Court
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Debate adjourned for Ms MIKAKOS (Northern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT BILL 2013
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Emergency
Management Bill 2013.
In my opinion, the Emergency Management Bill 2013, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The main purposes of this bill are to establish new
governance arrangements for emergency management in
Victoria, repeal the Fire Services Commissioner Act 2010,
and consequentially amend emergency management
legislation.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Certain provisions of the bill are relevant to the right to
privacy under section 13 of the charter act.

Under the Federal Circuit Court of Australia Legislation
Amendment Act 2012 (cth), the commonwealth Federal
Magistrates Court changed its title to ‘the Federal Circuit
Court of Australia’. The title of federal magistrate was also
changed to ‘judge’ and that of the chief federal magistrate to
the ‘chief judge’.

Section 13 of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. An interference with privacy will not be
unlawful if it is permitted by a law that is accessible and
precise. An interference with privacy will not be arbitrary if
the restrictions it imposes are reasonable, just and
proportionate to the end sought.

Accordingly, this bill will amend references in sections 3(1)
and 35(1) of the Australian Crime Commission (State
Provisions) Act 2003, section 3 of the Corporations
(Administrative Actions) Act 2001, section 3 of the
Co-operative Schemes (Administrative Actions) Act 2001
and section 14(5)(ac)(i) of the County Court Act 1958.

Clause 35 provides that the emergency management
commissioner (the commissioner) may require a relevant
agency to provide any information that the commissioner
reasonably believes is necessary for the purposes of:

I commend the bill to the house.

a.

developing and maintaining operational standards
for the performance of emergency management
functions by emergency service agencies;
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b.

developing and maintaining incident management
operating procedures for responder agencies;

Second reading

c.

coordinating data collection and impact assessment
processes; and

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

d.

performing other functions as conferred on the
commissioner under legislation.

Two of the inspector-general for emergency management’s
(IGEM) functions are to initiate and prepare a system-wide
review and to prepare advice or a report, on the request of the
minister, on any matter relating to the IGEM’s functions.
Clause 69 provides that the IGEM may require information
from a relevant agency for the purposes of carrying out these
functions.
To the extent this information may relate to information about
individuals, any interference with the right to privacy is
neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The commissioner and the
IGEM require this information in the interests of public safety
and are bound by existing privacy legislation and the
common law. Any information collected will be stored
appropriately, accessible only to those who require access to
perform the functions of the commissioner and IGEM as set
out in legislation.
Clause 70 ensures that any reports or reviews made public
must not include any information that discloses the identity of
any individual.
Clauses 72, 73 and 74 prohibit the IGEM from disclosing any
confidential information except in the following
circumstances:
a.

to allow the IGEM to perform legislated functions;

b.

to assist the coroner;

c.

for disclosure to the commissioner for law
enforcement data security or the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission; or

d.

where the information relates to the commission of
a criminal offence and the IGEM believes it would
be in the public interest to disclose the information.

Where the information relates to the commission of a criminal
offence, the IGEM may disclose that information to the
Director of Public Prosecutions or a member of the police
force.
The bill defines ‘confidential information’ as any information
acquired by the IGEM in the course of conducting a review or
preparing a report under the bill that is not already available in
the public domain.
The limited intrusion on individual privacy occasioned by the
disclosure of information in accordance with the provisions is
reasonable and is neither unlawful nor arbitrary.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
The Hon. Matthew Guy, MP
Minister for Planning

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
The coalition government is committed to reforming the
state’s emergency management arrangements to improve
Victoria’s ability to respond to, and recover from,
emergencies. This complex and significant task will make
Victoria an even safer place to live.
The Victorian Emergency Management Reform — White
Paper, released in December 2012, provides a road map for
the government’s reform program over the next 10 years. It
set an all-hazards, all-agencies agenda for emergency
management with a focus on community, collaboration and
capability. The Emergency Management Bill 2013 is a
momentous step on the road to implementing this reform
program. Volunteers play a critically important role in the
emergency management sector, and the bill recognises this by
including specific measures to ensure volunteer capacity and
capability is encouraged, strengthened, and maintained.
The Emergency Management Bill will establish a new
principal act for emergency management. The last time such
significant legislative changes were made was in 1986 when
this Parliament passed the Emergency Management Act as a
result of reforms flowing from the Ash Wednesday bushfires
in 1983. Victoria’s experiences during and after the 2009
bushfires and the 2010–11 and 2012 floods have
demonstrated that despite the hard work and good intentions
of all those involved in responding to these emergencies,
Victoria’s emergency management framework no longer
adequately provides for the needs of Victorians during major
emergency events.
In response to this need, the bill will introduce new
governance arrangements for emergency management, which
include the establishment of the State Crisis and Resilience
Council, the emergency management commissioner,
Emergency Management Victoria and the inspector-general
for emergency management. It will have a staged
commencement to avoid disturbing operational arrangements,
particularly during the upcoming fire season.
The State Crisis and Resilience Council, however, is already
operating as Victoria’s peak body responsible for developing
and coordinating policy and strategy across the emergency
management spectrum and overseeing its implementation. It
is not a tactical or operational decision-making body. The
State Crisis and Resilience Council replaces the Victorian
Emergency Management Council. The bill will give the State
Crisis and Resilience Council legislative footing to support
the strategic action plan that the council will develop for
endorsement by government to improve the management of
emergencies by Victoria’s agencies and departments. Four
subcommittees that focus on risk and resilience, capability
and response, recovery and executive leadership will support
the State Crisis and Resilience Council. These arrangements
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will streamline and simplify emergency management
committee structures, as recommended by the review of the
2010–11 flood warnings and response. The arrangements will
rationalise the number of committees and reduce duplication
to take full advantage of the enormous work undertaken by
emergency management committees.
The bill will also establish the emergency management
commissioner who will be the successor to the fire services
commissioner and will expand the focus of this role beyond
fire to transition to an all-hazards approach. This goes further
than recommendation 63 of the Victorian bushfires royal
commission, which recommended the introduction of the fire
services commissioner, so that the successes achieved by
establishing this role are expanded to other types of
emergencies.
By providing leadership for the sector, the new commissioner
will drive improvements, particularly in operational capability
and interoperability. In relation to the commissioner’s
operational role, the commissioner will assume responsibility
for most of the emergency management functions currently
performed by the Chief Commissioner of Police to ensure
effective control is in place for major emergencies. It will also
include overseeing a more cohesive approach to relief and
recovery and for the first time, an explicit responsibility for
managing the broader consequences of an emergency to
minimise their negative effect on the community. This new
consequence management role will fill a gap in the current
arrangements and is one of the most important aspects of the
reforms in the bill.
Another important reform is the establishment of a new
statutory body, Emergency Management Victoria. This new
body will provide a necessary central structure for emergency
management so policy, strategy, planning and investment are
more coordinated and integrated across the sector. As part of
the new ‘all-agencies’ approach to emergency management,
Emergency Management Victoria will strengthen
relationships across agencies and departments so that the
ability to work together and share resources is maximised.
Emergency Management Victoria will be staffed from
existing resources within the public sector.
Volunteers have been and will continue to be fundamental to
emergency management service delivery in Victoria. They do
a magnificent job for this state. Equally, they will be
fundamental to the successful implementation of these
reforms. For those reasons, the bill requires both the
emergency management commissioner and Emergency
Management Victoria to have regard to this important feature
of Victoria’s emergency management arrangements in the
carrying out of their functions. This is reinforced by requiring
the strategic action plan to include, where relevant, measures
encouraging, strengthening and maintaining the capacity and
capability of volunteers and the community.
Finally, the bill will establish the inspector-general for
emergency management, who will be the successor to the
current emergency services commissioner. The
inspector-general will be responsible for fostering continuous
improvement in the sector and providing assurance to the
government and the community. By working closely and
collaboratively with agencies and departments, the
inspector-general will conduct system-wide reviews that are
outcome focused to identify problems so they can be rectified.
The inspector-general will begin by focusing on the core
emergency services agencies such as the Country Fire
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Authority, Metropolitan Fire Brigade and Victoria State
Emergency Service.
The Victorian government is committed to improving the
state’s emergency management arrangements because
unfortunately, bushfires, floods and other emergencies will
not only continue to occur but are likely to increase in their
frequency and severity. The reforms to the governance
arrangements that I have outlined above will lay a strong
foundation from which to build further improvements.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms PULFORD (Western
Victoria) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 November.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Automotive industry future
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Manufacturing, David Hodgett, concerning the future
of the Australian automobile manufacturing industry.
Victoria is at the heart of the Australian auto industry,
with over 60 per cent of the nation’s auto industry
production being located in Victoria. The industry is of
strategic importance to the Victorian manufacturing
sector as it drives technology, employment, investment,
technology transfers, innovation and skills acquisition.
Furthermore, the auto industry has a wide-ranging and
profound effect on economic activity and employment.
The complete lack of urgency shown by the Abbott
federal government in dealing with the serious
challenges facing the Australian auto industry is of
concern to tens of thousands of Australians, but in
particular thousands of Victorians who are employed in
the auto industry, not only by the car makers but also in
the component manufacturing sector.
Given the importance of the auto industry to the
Victorian economy and to the manufacturing sector, I
would like the minister to pick up the phone to his
counterpart in Canberra and explain to him the
importance of this industry to the jobs of Victorians and
request that his counterpart sit down with the car
makers and secure the future of the Australian auto
industry.
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Suicide prevention
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is directed to the
Honourable Mary Wooldridge in her capacity as the
Minister for Mental Health. Today I farewelled a good
friend, a beautiful friend, a lifelong friend and a
cherished friend. My family, friends and I gathered
with her family and friends in Melbourne’s northern
suburbs to pay tribute to and celebrate the life of a
wonderful Victorian woman. She had the most
beautiful eyes, the most caring heart and the most
infectious smile. She was a wonderful mother and a
supportive and generous friend. She was very special,
and I will miss her. It was a shock to lose her. As it
turns out, clearly she was troubled; clearly she was in
pain. I am very sad today. My family and I have lost a
precious and dear friend. I ask the minister to update
me on what the Napthine coalition government is doing
in the area of mental health and specifically in the area
of suicide prevention.

South West TAFE Glenormiston campus
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for Mr Hall in his
capacity as the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, and it is in relation to the Glenormiston campus
of South West TAFE. The minister would be more than
aware from the question I asked him yesterday that
there continues to be speculation and concern within
the community about the ongoing operation of
Glenormiston. As I understand it, the minister met with
the Corangamite Shire Council fairly recently.
Glenormiston has a special place in the hearts of many
people in the south-west. A lot of people attended
school there, a lot of people have been married there
and a lot of people have picnicked there. It is part and
parcel of the district. It is a mansion, and the landscape
is iconic, as is the staircase and a number of other
things inside the mansion.
As the minister knows, agricultural education has been
held there for a long time. I recall there being a public
tender process in relation to the campus in 2008 and
Skills Victoria announced that South West TAFE
would be awarded the Glenormiston College lease and
continue to operate the facility as a specialist
agricultural and equine college. On 11 September 2009
I represented the then Minister for Regional and Rural
Development and was there for the signing of the lease.
I clearly remember that day because unfortunately Josie
Black — a member of the board — had sadly passed
away that morning. I understood from what people said
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about the lease on that day that it was to continue as an
agricultural and equine facility.
The action I am seeking from the minister is that as
soon as possible he outline what the future of that
facility will be: whether the lease means that it must
continue as an agricultural and equine facility; whether
it will operate in some other capacity; whether the lease
will continue; whether the government will call it in
and ask if there will be other government departments
and authorities that may be interested in it; or whether it
will be put up for sale. That is the action I seek.

Guardianship legislation
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of and action by the
Attorney-General. It concerns the Victorian Law
Reform Commission’s Guardianship — Final Report
and the lack of government response to its
recommendations. I ask the Attorney-General to release
the government response to the 440 recommendations
in the report and to introduce legislation that will, in
particular, enact laws concerning co-decision making,
guardianship and succession planning. By way of
background, on Tuesday, 15 October, I tabled a petition
on behalf of Community Lifestyle Accommodation Ltd
seeking Parliament’s consideration of the Victorian
Law Reform Commission’s report on the Guardianship
and Administration Act 1986.
Parents and carers supporting families with children
with disabilities across Eastern Victoria Region signed
the petition, and I commend them for their dedicated
ongoing day-to-day support of people with disabilities.
Families and carers have long campaigned for reforms
to Victoria’s guardianship laws to cater to the
contemporary needs of Victorians who need assistance
with decision making now and into the future. Those
fine people who serve the community with little thanks
and with much compassion are growing older, and
quite frankly they are sick and tired of waiting for
changes, including those set out in the
recommendations in the Victorian Law Reform
Commission’s report. We can understand their outrage
when on the one hand people with disabilities are made
to wait for guardianship reforms but on the other hand
the government rams through legislation to raise fees
on some 2100 of the state’s most vulnerable citizens
living in state-run residential disability accommodation.
The Attorney-General, Robert Clark, tabled the
Victorian Law Reform Commission’s report in 18 April
2012. Victorians welcomed that report, and media
outlets at the time reported that it rightly recognises that
decision-making capacity is not an all-or-nothing
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concept and that the state government would consider
the report’s 440 recommendations with a view to
making changes. Our current laws are nearly 30 years
old. They are complex and need to be changed to
provide up-to-date appropriate assistance to people with
disabilities by safeguarding their rights and fostering a
greater understanding in the community.
I ask the Attorney-General to provide me with advice
on when the government will respond to the
recommendations and when it plans to introduce the
legislation concerning co-decision making,
guardianship and succession planning.

Social housing advocacy and support program
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the attention of the
Minister for Housing. The social housing advocacy and
support program (SHASP) provides support to public
housing tenants to prevent homelessness. It helps
households to maintain their tenancy in situations
where there is a risk of it breaking down. Since its
operation began in 2006 it has been a remarkable
success, reducing eviction rates by half and thus
preventing homelessness for thousands of individuals
and families. Despite this fantastic record, funding to
SHASP has been cut from $7.4 million in 2011–12 to
$5.8 million in 2012–13 and $4.7 million in 2013–14.
In recent years SHASP has prevented homelessness by
working with approximately 5600 households each
year. By 2013 the program is expected to work with
just 2400 households; that is 3200 households annually
that will go without housing and financial help when
they run into financial trouble. It also means there will
be longer waiting times for clients who do receive
services, often leading to them getting further into
arrears and accumulating more debt before help is
provided. The impact of this situation is starting to be
felt. The recently released Department of Human
Services annual report 2012–13 reveals that there are
tenants in arrears totalling $15.1 million; that is a 22 per
cent or $2.7 million increase in rental arrears in public
housing over the financial year. For the past decade the
arrears have hovered between $10 million and
$13 million. Late payments over $15 million are
unprecedented.
Defunding SHASP has led to the highest number of
tenants in arrears on record. The increase has occurred
despite the crackdown on late payments. This
$15.1 million represents thousands of tenants, many of
whom are sole parents and their children, who are
struggling to pay their bills and are at risk of becoming
homeless. We do not know the public housing eviction
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rates for 2012–13, but I am deeply concerned that the
fantastic success SHASP has had in reducing eviction
rates will be reversed due to funding cuts. It is clear that
the government’s experiment has failed. It thought it
could make savings by cutting funding to SHASP by
$2.7 million over two years and contain the loss in
income from rental payments by getting tough on rental
arrears. However, the rental arrears have increased by
$2.7 million already and may get worse as the second
cut kicks in in this financial year.
In light of these revelations, it is clear that this policy
has failed. I call on the Minister for Housing, the
Honourable Wendy Lovell, to return funding to the
social housing advocacy and support program.

Responses
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I have written responses to adjournment
debate matters raised by Mr Lenders on 19 September
and Ms Crozier on 19 September.
Tonight five new adjournment matters were raised. The
first of those was raised by Mr Somyurek for the
attention of the Minister for Manufacturing,
encouraging a conversation between state and federal
ministers with interests in the automotive industry, and
I will pass that request on.
Mr Ondarchie sought an update on information about
what the government is doing in relation to suicide
prevention, and I will pass that on to the Minister for
Mental Health.
I will come back to the matter raised by Ms Tierney.
Mr Scheffer raised a matter for the attention of the
Attorney-General seeking the government’s response to
the final report relating to guardianship, and I will pass
that request on to the Attorney-General.
Ms Hartland raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing regarding the social housing
advocacy and support program, seeking restoration of
funding for that organisation, and I will pass that
request on.
Ms Tierney raised a matter about the future of
Glenormiston College. Mr Ramsay also raised this
matter last night. I was not in the house last night when
it was raised, but I am here tonight, and I am pleased
Mr Ramsay and Mr Koch are here as well. Responding
in the way I am will therefore deal with the
adjournment items that were raised last night by
Mr Ramsay and this evening by Ms Tierney.
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The questions from both members have really been
about the future of the site. I have had some discussions
with local members representing that area but also, as
Ms Tierney said, with the Corangamite Shire Council
about the future of the site. First of all let me say that
the one commonality in the discussions I have had with
all parties regarding the future of Glenormiston is a
shared desire to see that valuable asset utilised for
worthwhile purposes that will bring benefits to the
people of Corangamite shire. Of course there is debate
about what might be uses for that site. I am well aware
of the history of the site. I recall visiting Glenormiston
many years ago when it was controlled by the Victorian
College of Agriculture and Horticulture. I visited it
when it was part of Melbourne University, and I have
also visited it on a number of occasions since it has
been part of South West Institute of TAFE. I am very
familiar with the asset, its importance and its
significance to the local community.
One important matter is the zoning of the land in terms
of what it might be used for in the future. At my
meeting with the Corangamite Shire Council I learnt
that the zoning currently applied to the land by the
council allows for some flexibility in the use of that
land; it is not confined to agricultural education
purposes.
It is a parcel of land in the order of 280 hectares on a
number of titles. I have learnt that there are four houses
associated with the land, which have been on the
market since 2011, if my memory is correct. Those
houses have not been sold; there has been no interest in
them. The land is leased by South West Institute of
TAFE. Ms Tierney was right when she mentioned that
an expression of interest was sought several years
ago — I think in 2009. At that stage there was not a
great deal of interest in the land, but the TAFE chose to
lease it from the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills.
I have indicated to the shire my preparedness to work
with the local community to find constructive uses for
the land. It is appropriate in the first instance that we
seek expressions of interest for its use from providers of
agricultural education, and it is my intention to see if
there is interest in that regard. The shire also realises
that it might need to cast the net more broadly and seek
expressions of interest in the land for a wider purpose
of use. However, my proposal in the first instance is to
test the market in terms of agricultural providers of
education. Secondly, if it is apparent that there is no real
interest in that regard, we will then work with the shire
to look for alternative uses. I am flexible about the
options. I have indicated very clearly that I will work
with local members and local communities to find a
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resolution to this issue. The important thing is that it is a
valuable asset to the community, and we do not want to
see it sitting idle and not being used. We will look for
those who might use it for a worthwhile purpose and
give a return to the local community.
One final aspect of my answer is that I have agreed
with the Corangamite Shire Council that the department
should take responsibility for the security and asset
preservation of the site once the lease arrangement
expires. As a matter of fact the lease conditions
undertaken by South West Institute of TAFE require it
to give six months notice of exiting the lease. It has
given that notice, so the clock is ticking on this issue.
For the balance of the six-month period responsibility
for maintenance rests with the TAFE, but beyond that,
if we have not found an alternative occupier by that
time, I have committed the department to having a
security and asset preservation plan to make sure that
we look after the asset.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.08 p.m. until Tuesday,
12 November.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 29 October 2013
Western suburbs: truck action plan
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

12 June 2013

REPLY:
The Victorian government coalition government is advancing the east–west link which will provide significant
benefits to Melbourne by providing an alternative to the Monash and West Gate freeways for east–west travel.
East–west link will alleviate congestion and will help to shift trucks in inner west Melbourne from local and arterial
roads to the freeway network.
VicRoads continues to enforce truck curfews in Yarraville. However, enforcement is only one way of achieving
compliance with truck curfews.
VicRoads recently began an initiative to achieve greater compliance with truck curfews, which includes
improvements to curfew signage, education of truck operators and drivers about the truck curfews and the
importance of complying with the curfews and a stronger enforcement program over the coming months.
Since the installation of truck curfews in the Yarraville area, VicRoads has continued to monitor usage of roads by
trucks to ensure that the curfews are effective. Annual traffic counts are undertaken that measure the volume of all
traffic passing a particular location, including the number of trucks. Traffic counts in 2012 demonstrate that on
Francis Street, west of Williamstown Road, truck numbers were down 70 per cent against the same time prior to
the curfews being implemented.

Rail: St Albans level crossings
Raised with:

Minister for Roads

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

27 June 2013

REPLY:
The Victorian government has recently provided a $52.3 million funding boost under the Metro Level Crossing
Removal Blitz program, for seven dangerous level crossings, including the level crossing on Main Road in
St Albans.
This funding boost will now allow essential activities to be undertaken at Main Road, St Albans, to clear the way
for major construction works. These activities include relocating existing railway siding tracks, obtaining
environmental permits, finalising work to reserve land for the project, refining the project designs, undertaking
detailed onsite engineering surveys, and relocating utility services.
The Furlong Road level crossing will be considered in future programs and evaluated on a statewide basis for
funding consideration.
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Healesville tourist precinct group
Raised with:

Minister for Public Transport

Raised by:

Ms Broad

Raised on:

21 August 2013

REPLY:
VicTrack has completed a land swap with the Shire of Yarra Ranges involving exchanging railway land at
Healesville for land owned by the council at Mooroolbark.
The Victorian government has worked hard over several years to effect the swap in such a way that the value of
each parcel was equal and to secure the agreement of the Yarra Valley Tourist Railway as a key stakeholder in the
process.
The land swap has delivered a great win-win outcome for Mooroolbark commuters and the Healesville community.
The land swap enabled the Victorian government to upgrade the land at Mooroolbark to provide more commuter
parking and has created opportunities for additional community recreation at Healesville.

SEDA arts program
Raised with:

Minister for Higher Education and Skills

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

17 September 2013

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I would like to formally acknowledge the special place which the Port Phillip Specialist School, indeed all our
specialist and special development schools, have within the Victorian government school education system. Port
Phillip Specialist School excels in meeting the learning and development needs of young people with disabilities
for whom mainstream schools do not have the breadth of expertise among their staff or the specialised
infrastructure necessary to support their learning programs. Port Phillip Specialist School is truly special, not just
because it caters for a diverse population of students with mild to severe intellectual disabilities from age 2.5 (Early
Education Program) to 18 years of age, but because of the way that it is structured.
First, the school uses a fully serviced school model. This unique, holistic approach to service provision has received
national and international recognition as a best practice model for schooling children with special needs. This
approach means that a wide range of educational, medical, paramedical, and mental health services can operate
simultaneously in a single environment to maximise each child’s opportunity for learning. The school also has
extensive connections with local health providers who supply services for students attending our school.
Second, the school uses an integrated model of service delivery. When teachers, specialists, and therapists
collaborate in an integrated service delivery model, each brings a unique knowledge, including an understanding of
the curriculum, materials, and classroom management techniques. The knowledge base of these collaborators is
continually evolving as they search for instructional approaches that assist the learning efforts of children with
special needs. This model ensures that students are learning efficiently more of the time. The model also requires
that staff work collaboratively in teams to set appropriate goals, ensure that goals are achieved (as everyone is
working toward shared goals), and write appropriate reports. Many of the therapy practices are embedded into the
curriculum as part of daily practices.
Port Phillip is set apart, undoubtedly by the third leg of its structure: curriculum. The school has developed an
innovative approach to the delivery of curriculum that employs the power of the arts as a vehicle to engage students

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 29 October 2013

COUNCIL

3477

with learning in Literacy, Numeracy and Living Skills. This model is called the Visual and Performing Arts
Curriculum (VPAC). It uses dance, drama, music and visual arts as a means to engage special needs students in
learning skills that will ensure they reach their potential and are able to function as independently as possible. The
school teaches English (reading and writing, speaking and listening), mathematics and living skills and delivers the
standard VELS curriculum though the VPAC curriculum.
A key component of VPAC is the integration of therapy services with a wide range of therapists working closely
with class teachers and specialist subject teachers to plan and deliver programs to students. Student engagement
with VPAC is planned and monitored through a computerised database that has been specifically developed to
support this model. It is called Learning With Purpose (LWP) and enables staff to tailor teaching to the needs of
their students.
As a result, Port Phillip Specialist School offers a unique and innovative model for teaching students with
disabilities. Current research evidence supports the power of visual and performing arts impacting cognitive
development and in motivating and engaging students in the learning process. The arts provide a vehicle for highly
meaningful interaction and in engagement curriculum delivery.
As the honourable member for Southern Metropolitan has described, it is in this environment that the students
undertaking the community placement component of the SEDA Arts Development Diploma program recently
found themselves, working with and supporting younger school students, who had a range of disabilities, with their
learning program. The experience which the diploma students have had will, I believe, stay with them for the rest
of their lives and for some, may have an impact on their career pathway. I am aware that SEDA has had a number
of discussions with departmental officers on a range of matters since its establishment in 2006 and further
discussions are always encouraged between the department and training providers.
However, while the partnership between Port Phillip Specialist School and SEDA as a non-school provider of
senior secondary programs is special, it is by no means unique. Schools are partnering every day with a wide range
of organisations, many of which are TAFEs and other registered training organisations, to provide structured work
placements for school students undertaking vocational education programs as part of their senior secondary
certificate. A number of these vocational education programs are in areas similar to disabilities. They include
community services and health and aged care. These placements are an important component of a student’s
learning program.
The department actively encourages, supports and, in some cases facilitates and funds these partnerships. One of
these will be very familiar to the honourable member for Southern Metropolitan — the Community VCAL
program run by the Brotherhood of St Laurence in High Street Frankston. A number of government schools have
partnered with the Brotherhood in this important and, I understand, highly successful program. The department has
also provided a significant level of funding to the Brotherhood so that it can document the processes, procedures,
structures and practices of this project in order to produce a Good Practice Guide for Community VCAL which can
be used as a roadmap for other community organisations and schools across the state to develop their own unique
programs. I understand the guide will be available next year and will be supported by professional development
opportunities.

Victorian virtual learning network
Raised with:

Minister for Technology

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

17 September 2013

REPLY:
Bendigo Senior Secondary College’s Towards a Victorian Virtual School project utilises the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development’s VicSmart wide area broadband network to deliver VCE subjects
such as Specialist Maths and Physics to more than 85 students from 26 rural and regional schools across Victoria.
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The project utilises software such as Moodle, Skype and Adobe Connect to support interactive learning and
students can access course material at any time during the school day. Courses have been developed with known
levels of connectivity, which ranges from 10Mb to 50Mb for the participating schools through the VicSmart
network and school LANs.
An offline mode is also available allowing students with limited internet bandwidth in the home to download
multimedia content and access course material with no disadvantage.
VicSmart provides Victorian government schools with a standard 10, 20, 50 or 100 megabit per second
(10/20/50/100Mbps) fibre optic bandwidth connection, which can be upgraded at a cost upon request by individual
schools. Bendigo Senior Secondary College presently has a connection speed of 100 Mbps.

Shire of Colac Otway chief executive officer
Raised with:

Minister for Local Government

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

19 September 2013

REPLY:
As has been reported in media, the member for Western Victoria, Mr Ramsay, has written to me in my capacity as
Minister for Local Government raising certain matters in relation to the administration of the Colac Otway Shire
Council. It is not my intention to release a copy of Mr Ramsay’s letter.
As members of Parliament would expect, my intention in terms of progressing the matter is that I have considered
Mr Ramsay’s correspondence, I have sought advice from the Colac Otway Shire Council, I have consulted both the
council’s Staff Code of Conduct and the council’s Councillor Code of Conduct and am responding direct to the
member.
Mr Ramsay has made active representations on behalf of constituents of Western Victoria Region, in this instance
organising with the Corangamite Catchment Management Authority to host a briefing for members of the
community on agricultural land mapping issues. Coalition Members of Parliament are strong representatives for
their communities.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 31 October 2013
Office of Living Victoria green paper
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

19 September 2013

REPLY:
The Office of Living Victoria (OLV) released a consultation draft of Melbourne’s Water Future on 1 July 2013.
OLV’s process for peer review of the draft strategy has enabled key stakeholders and the general public to be
directly involved in its development. This process has included:
– Rigorous and thorough consultation on the draft strategy, including detailed briefings with key stakeholders and
the general public.
– A total of nine community discussion forums were held from 5 to 15 August 2013 in a mix of established
and growth areas including Melbourne CBD, Epping, Mordialloc, Pakenham, Frankston, Werribee,
Essendon, Box Hill and Oakleigh. A total of 148 people registered to attend a community forum and
40 attendees completed hard copy surveys on the strategy;
– Stakeholder briefings were held before and after the release of the draft strategy. Over 120 individual and
group consultations have taken place with key stakeholders including water authorities; state government
departments; local government authorities; developers; industry and sector associations; community
groups; and environmental groups.
– Promoting the release of the draft strategy. Metropolitan and print advertising occurred across the following
media between 1 July and 18 September 2013:
– The Age;
– Nine local newspapers corresponding with nine community discussion forum locations —
Mordialloc/Chelsea, Berwick/Pakenham, Frankston, Box Hill, Epping, Waverley/Oakleigh, Werribee,
Essendon);
– Three metropolitan radio stations (3AW, Smooth FM, Gold FM); and
– Culturally and linguistically diverse media (An Nahar, El Telegraph, 21st Century Chinese News, The
Pacific Times, Neos Kosmos, Ta Nea, Il Globo, Ti Vi Tuan San, Viet Times).
– Making the draft strategy publicly available and inviting submissions on it. Copies of the draft strategy were
provided to key stakeholders and it was also published on the Living Victoria website
(www.livingvictoria.vic.gov.au).
A total of 134 people completed an electronic short survey, 3 people completed a detailed questionnaire and
49 written submissions have been received.
The formal consultation period for the draft strategy closed on 18 September 2013. OLV is currently analysing all
feedback received on the draft strategy, with a view to releasing a revised, final strategy by the end of 2013.
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Albert Park Lake master plan
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Ms Crozier

Raised on:

19 September 2013

REPLY:
Albert Park is one of Victoria’s most popular parks and is managed by Parks Victoria. The park receives around
6 million visits annually and contains a significant number of assets, infrastructure and facilities of varying age and
condition for amateur sport and for casual enjoyment of the park.
The existing 1994 Albert Park Master Plan has been largely implemented and Parks Victoria is developing a new
master plan to provide a strategic framework to prioritise opportunities for the refurbishment, replacement or
upgrading of Albert Park’s significant assets, infrastructure and facilities; and the protection and conservation of the
park’s biodiversity.
The master plan will be developed through extensive community consultation with regular and casual visitors,
surrounding residents and interested members of the community.
I look forward to my next visit to Albert Park when it is at its busiest with people enjoying one of Melbourne’s and
Victoria’s greatest attractions.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 30 October 2013
Ageing: bed numbers
9199.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Reg Geary Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high-care beds have closed from 1 December 2010 to 30 June 2011.
How many low-care beds have closed from 1 December 2010 to 30 June 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high-care beds closed from 1 December 2010 to 30 June 2011.

(2)

No low-care beds closed from 1 December 2010 to 30 June 2011.

Health: mobile intensive care ambulance unit 3
9287.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Health: In relation to the relocation of Ambulance
Victoria’s Mobile Intensive Care Ambulance (MICA) 3:
(1)
(2)

When will the lease at the current MICA 3 site end.
When did Ambulance Victoria first become aware that the lease of the current MICA 3 site in
Footscray was to be terminated.
(3) When did the lease negotiations first begin for the potential new site for MICA 3 in Footscray.
(4) When do you expect the lease negotiations for the potential new site for MICA 3 in Footscray to
be completed.
(5) If MICA 3 is relocated to Port Melbourne on a temporary basis, how long would you expect
before it can be relocated back to Footscray.
(6) What is the estimated time that it will take for MICA 3 to get to the inner west, for example
Footscray, Yarraville, Seddon, Maribyrnong, during peak hour.
(7) What is the estimated time that it will take for MICA 3 to get to the outer west, for example
Wyndham, during peak hour.
(8) What is the estimated time that it will take for MICA 3 to get to the inner west, for example
Footscray, Yarraville, Seddon, Maribyrnong, during non-peak hours.
(9) What is the estimated time that it will take for MICA 3 to get to the outer west, for example
Wyndham, during non-peak hours.
(10) What were the average response times for the MICA 3 unit reaching the patient in the past five
years of reporting.
(11) What were the average response times for the MICA 3 unit reaching the patient living in the inner
west, for example Footscray, Yarraville, Seddon, Maribyrnong, in the past five years of reporting.
(12) What were the average response times for the MICA 3 unit reaching the patient living in the outer
west, for example Wyndham, in the past five years of reporting.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Ambulance Victoria was on a month-by-month lease at the Western Private Hospital

(2)

In April 2012, the current site was sold to Western Private Hospital. Western Private advised AV could lease
the site on a month-by-month basis, until the completion of their redevelopment planning for the site.

(3)

Negotiations began in January 2013 for the Braybrook site.

(4)

The lease was executed by 27 March 2013.

(5)

MICA 3 will not move to Port Melbourne.

(6-9) Ambulance Victoria resources are not based at the site all the time. The AV vehicle at Braybrook will quite
often be located around the western suburbs in other areas. AV undertake modelling to ensure that the
resource is in the location to respond to the next case. Therefore any estimate would depend on its location at
a point in time.
(10-12)
The MICA 3 based in Footscray began operations on 6 September 2010. It is now 2013. It has not operated
for five years.

Health: hospital bed numbers
9336.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Health: In relation to the 100 beds the government
committed to delivering in its first 12 months: How many were allocated to Frankston Hospital and to
which wards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Individual health services are not allocated beds, but are instead funded for activity which is managed locally.

Ageing: infectious disease outbreaks
9472.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: In relation to public sector residential aged-care
facilities in Victoria: How many incidents of infectious disease outbreaks occurred between —
(a)
(b)

1 January and 30 June 2012; and
1 July 2012 and 1 January 2013.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Between 1 January 2012 and 30 June 2012 there were a total of 93 gastroenteritis cases reported to the
Department of Health. Of those reported, 12 cases were in public sector residential aged-care facilities and
81 in private facilities, roughly reflecting their share of the bed numbers in residential aged-care facilities in
Victoria.
For the same period there were 12 respiratory (influenza or influenza like illness) cases reported to the
Department of Health. Of those reported, 4 cases were in public sector residential aged-care facilities and 8 in
private facilities.
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Between 1 July 2012 and 1 January 2013 there were a total of 200 gastroenteritis cases reported to the
Department of Health. Of those reported, 23 cases were in public sector residential aged-care facilities and
177 in private facilities.
For the same period there were 60 respiratory (influenza or influenza like illness) cases reported to the
Department of Health. Of those reported, 16 cases were in public sector residential aged-care facilities and
44 in private facilities.
This compares to 325 cases in 2010 and 280 cases in 2009.

Health: visiting medical officers
9484.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Health: In respect to fly-in locum specialists working in
Victorian hospitals:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much money was spent on average by rural-regional public hospitals in Victoria on such
specialists in 2011–12.
How much money was spent on average by rural-regional public hospitals in Victoria on other
(non-locum) medical staff in 2011–12.
How much money was spent on average by metropolitan public hospitals in Victoria on such
specialists in 2011–12.
How much money was spent on average by metropolitan public hospitals in Victoria on other
(non-locum) medical staff in 2011–12.

ANSWER:
The use of contracted private practitioners or visiting medical officers (VMOs) to deliver medical services is a
common feature of rural and regional health services in Victoria. It is less common in metropolitan hospitals and in
larger regional hospitals where many VMO positions have been converted to fractional salaried positions.
Data collected by health services and provided to the department does not provide sufficient detail to distinguish
between the money spent on specialist VMOs compared to non-specialists (GP VMOs), or between VMOs resident
in the hospital catchment and ‘fly-in’ locums.

Health: Austin Health and Northern Health merger
9511.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Health: In relation to the possible merger of Northern
Health and Austin Health:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)

Is the community currently served by Northern Health considered to have a high incidence of
underprivilege and poor health status by the department.
How would a merger between Austin and Northern Health services improve local access to health
care.
According to department assessment, are increased health care resources required to meet the
healthcare needs of patients in the region served by Northern Health.
How would a merger between Northern Health and Austin Health increase resources to the
northern region.
Is a merger necessary to achieve an increase in resources to the region currently served by
Northern Health.
What directions have been given by the minister or the Department of Health to the health service
boards of Northern Health and Austin Health in relation to the possible merger.
Has a consultancy been appointed to assess the merger and if so by whom and at what cost.
What are the terms of reference or brief of this consultancy.
What are the economic benefits of a possible merger.
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(10) What would be the benefits of a merger to patients and their families in the region currently served
by Northern Health.
(11) What evidence is there of the benefits to patients and families.
(12) Would this possible merger lead to a closure of any health service centres across the northern
region.
(13) Given the limited public transport across the northern region and the large area covered by Austin
Health and Northern Health, how would the minister guarantee that patients’ access to health
services will not be reduced.
(14) Has the minister considered the challenges of travel across the region for the carers and the
families of patients if Northern Health and Austin Health were to be merged.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The outer north-west planning area has a relatively disadvantage population, with higher than the Victorian
average for key population health risk factors including the prevalence of overweight/obesity, smoking,
type 2 diabetes and not meeting physical activity guidelines. Reference: Victorian Health Priorities
Framework 2011–12; Metropolitan Health Plan, Technical Paper, pp 86–88, May 2011.

(2)

There is no proposal for a merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.

(3)

The Victorian government has increased resources to Northern Health to enable the delivery of more services
to patients in the local area. Resources have increased by 10.7 per cent between 2010–11 and 2012–13, and a
further increase is currently being negotiated for 2013–14.

(4)

There is no proposal for a merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.

(5)

There is no proposal for a merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.

(6)

No directions have been given by the minister or the Department of Health to the boards of Northern Health
and Austin Health in regard to a merger. There is no proposal for a merger of Northern Health and Austin
Health.

(7)

No consultancy has been appointed to assess the merger. There is no proposal for a merger of Northern
Health and Austin Health.

(8)

No consultancy has been appointed to assess the merger. There is no proposal for a merger of Northern
Health and Austin Health.

(9)

There has been no assessment of the economic benefits of a possible merger. There is no proposal for a
merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.

(10) There has been no assessment of the benefits of a merger to patients and their families in the Northern Health
catchment area. There is no proposal for a merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.
(11) There has been no assessment of the benefits of a merger to patients and their families. There is no proposal
for a merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.
(12) There is no proposal to close any health services facilities across the northern region. The Victorian
government has increased resources to Northern Health to enable the delivery of more services to patients in
the local area. Resources have increased by 10.7 per cent between 2010–11 and 2012–13, and a further
increase is currently being negotiated for 2013–14. $29.0 million in capital was provided in the 2013–14 state
budget for the expansion of inpatient facilities at the Northern Hospital. $24.48 million was provided in the
2011–12 state budget for the expansion of the emergency department at Northern Hospital.
(13) There is no proposal to reduce patient access to Austin Health and Northern Health services.
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(14) There is no proposal for a merger of Northern Health and Austin Health.

Community services: disability residential services
9562.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Community Services): In
relation to the changes to the board and lodging fees:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many people will be affected by the change.
What is the average income of the people affected by the change.
What is the average increase of board and lodging fees in dollars resulting from this change.
How many people affected by the change are expected to receive an increase in rent assistance.
What is the expected total cost to the commonwealth government of the increases in rent
assistance paid.
How many people are anticipated to receive an increase in board and lodging fee without
receiving an equal or greater amount in rent assistance.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A new board and lodging fee model was to be introduced for people with a disability living in DHS-managed
disability residential services from 1 December 2013.
The DHS has now withdrawn the notice of a fee increase.
This means that the proposed board and lodging model will not be implemented on 1 December 2013.

Higher education and skills: course enrolments
9582.

MR TARLAMIS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In the calendar years 2013,
2012, 2011 and 2010, what were the numbers of school leavers enrolled in —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

diplomas and advanced diploma courses at Chisholm TAFE’s Frankston campus;
diplomas and advanced diploma courses at Holmesglen TAFE’s Moorabbin campus;
certificate level 1 to 4 courses at Chisholm TAFE’s Frankston campus;
certificate level 1 to 4 courses at Holmesglen TAFE’s Moorabbin campus;
diplomas and advanced diploma courses through private training providers; and
certificate level 1 to 4 courses through private training providers.

ANSWER:
I have been advised by the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development that:
– It is the policy of the department that data on individual training providers, including TAFEs, is not published;
– Hence, I am providing the following information which provides aggregated data for enrolments in TAFE and
other registered training organisations in the local government areas:
The numbers of school leavers* enrolled in:

(a) diplomas and advanced diploma courses delivered at the City of
Frankston, which covers Chisholm TAFE’s Frankston campus and
other local Registered Training Organisations (RTOs)

2010

2011

2012

2013

450

510

360

**
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(b) diplomas and advanced diploma courses delivered at the City of
Kingston, which covers Holmesglen TAFE’s Moorabbin campus and
other local RTO(s)
(c) certificate level 1 to 4 courses delivered at the City of Frankston,
which covers Chisholm TAFE’s Frankston campus and other local
RTO(s)
(d) certificate level 1 to 4 courses delivered at the City of Kingston,
which covers Holmesglen TAFE’s Moorabbin campus and other
local RTO(s)
(e) diplomas and advanced diploma courses through private training
providers
(f) certificate level 1 to 4 courses through private training providers

Wednesday, 30 October 2013

2010

2011

2012

2013

150

120

180

**

2850

3830

6120

**

1380

900

1120

**

1490
21 300

2620
37 380

2990
45 550

**
**

*School leavers refer to government subsidised students aged 15–19 and not at school who were enrolled in VET
courses of study.
** The 2013 calendar year data are not available as the 2013 training activity is still in progress.
The above figures were sourced from the Skills Victoria Training System (SVTS) as at 19th September 2013.
Figures were rounded to the nearest 10 for reporting purpose.

Ageing: bed numbers
9590.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Blackwood Cottage:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9591.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Caulfield Hospital Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9592.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Montgomery Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9593.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Namarra Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9594.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Barwidgee Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9595.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Hawthorn Village:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9596.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Kiewa Valley House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9597.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Darley House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9598.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Mary Guthrie House Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9599.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Bairnsdale Regional Health
Service:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9600.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Jacaranda House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9601.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Sutherland Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9602.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Bill Crawford Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9603.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Eureka Village Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9604.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Geoffrey Cutter Centre:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9605.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Hailey House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9606.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Jack Lonsdale Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9607.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to James Thomas Court:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9608.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the PS Hobson Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9609.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Queen Elizabeth Centre (Steele
Haughton Unit):
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9610.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Queen Elizabeth Village Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9611.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Talbot Place Aged Care
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9612.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Alan David Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9613.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the McKellar Centre:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9614.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Percy Baxter Lodges:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9615.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Armitage House Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9616.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Griffiths Point Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9617.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Kirrak House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9618.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Beaufort Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9619.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Beaufort Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9620.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Skipton Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9621.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Skipton Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9622.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Beechworth Hospital
Residential Care Program:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9623.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Morrie Evans Wing Nursing
Home:
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How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9624.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Carshalton House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9625.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Gibson Street Complex:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9626.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Golden Oaks Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9627.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Simpkin House Nursing Home:
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How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9628.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Boort District Hospital Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9629.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Boort District Hospital Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9630.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Casterton Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9631.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Mt Alexander Hospital:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9632.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the JHF McDonald Wing Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9633.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Wilson Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9634.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Cohuna District Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9635.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Corangamarah Residential Aged
Care Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9636.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Darlingford Upper Goulburn
Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9637.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Grant Lodge Aged Care
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9638.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rupanyup District Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9639.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Garden View Court Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9640.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to 70 Lowe Street, Ararat:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9641.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Parkland House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9642.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Willaura Hospital Nursing
Home:
(1)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9643.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Birchip Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9644.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Charlton Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds were closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

Charlton Hostel was affected by floods in January 2011 leading to closure of the hostel pending
reconstruction of a new facility. Residents were relocated accordingly.

(3)

These places are temporarily off-line and will be available once again upon completion of the facility. This is
not a permanent closure.

Ageing: bed numbers
9645.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Grandview Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9646.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Kara Court Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9647.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Kara-Linga Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds were closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

Kara–Linga Nursing Home was affected by floods in January 2011 leading to closure of the nursing home
pending reconstruction of a new facility. Residents were relocated accordingly.

(3)

These places are temporarily off-line and will be available once again upon completion of the facility. This is
not a permanent closure.

Ageing: bed numbers
9648.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Riverview Aged Care:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9649.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Edward Street Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9650.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Grant Lodge Aged Care
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9651.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Monda Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9652.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Mooroolbark Aged Persons
Mental Health Residential Care Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9653.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Northside Aged Persons Mental
Health Residential Care Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9654.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Glanville Village:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

1 low–care bed closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9655.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Kowree Nursing Home Unit:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9656.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to The Lakes Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9657.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Alchera House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9658.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Hillside Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9659.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Koorooman House Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9660.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Grutzner House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9661.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Parkvilla Aged Care Facility:
(1)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9662.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Waranga Aged Care Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9663.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Waranga Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9664.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Heathcote Aged Care Service:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9665.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the McIvor Health & Community
Services Nursing Home:
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How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9666.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Creswick Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9667.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Daylesford Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9668.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Lumeah Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9669.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Trentham Hostel:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 30 October 2013

(1)
(2)

COUNCIL

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9670.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Trentham Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9671.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Hesse Rural Health Service
Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9672.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Heywood Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9673.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Sydney-Lynne Quayle &
Fitzroy Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9674.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Glenview Community Care
Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9675.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Inglewood & Districts Health
Service (Nursing Home):
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9676.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Inglewood & Districts Health
Service Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9677.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Glenarm Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9678.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Caladenia Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9679.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Dianella Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9680.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Killara Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9681.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Westernport Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9682.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Kyabram Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9683.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Thomas Hogan Wing Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9684.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Latrobe Regional Hospital
Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9685.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Lorne Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9686.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Lyndoch Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9687.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Lyndoch Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9688.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Jessie Bowe House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9689.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Maldon Hospital–Mountview
Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9690.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Canon T. D. Martin Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9691.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Carinya Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9692.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Dr R. W. Pattinson Hostel:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 30 October 2013

(1)
(2)

COUNCIL

3513

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9693.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Kaleesa Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9694.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Bindaree Retirement Centre:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9695.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Buckland House Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9696.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Avoca Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9697.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Avoca Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9698.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Dunolly Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9699.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Maryborough Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9700.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Boyne Russell House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9701.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Cyril Jewel House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9702.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Gardenview House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9703.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the McLellan House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9704.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Merv Irvine Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9705.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Parkville Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Parkville Hostel was closed at the end of the 2011–12 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9706.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the South Stone Lodge Residential
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9707.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Weighbridge Residential Care
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9708.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Westside Lodge Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9709.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Moyne Health Services–Belfast
House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9710.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Moyneyana House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9711.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Banawah:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9712.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Illoura–Residential Aged Care:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9713.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Ian Brand Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9714.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Karinya:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9715.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Numurkah Pioneers Memorial
Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9716.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Omeo District Hospital/Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9717.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Omeo District Hospital Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9718.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Lochiel House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9719.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Waratah Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9720.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Otway Health Community
Services:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9721.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Carinya Nursing Home
(Frankston Extended Care):
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9722.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Michael Court Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9723.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rosebud Residential Aged Care
Service:
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How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

30 high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

20 low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9724.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Harbourside Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9725.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Jacaranda Village:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9726.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Manangatang & District
Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9727.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Riverside Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9728.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Robinvale Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9729.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rochester and District Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9730.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rochester Nursing Home
Annexe:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9731.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Hopetoun Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9732.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Hopetoun Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9733.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Yarriambiack Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9734.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Yarriambiack Lodge Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9735.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Seymour District Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9736.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Merindah Lodge Aged Care
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9737.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Merindah Lodge Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9738.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the A. G. Eastwood Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9739.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Allambee Nursing Home
Kingston Centre:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9740.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Chestnut Gardens Aged Care
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9741.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Mooraleigh Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9742.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Yarraman Nursing Home:
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How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9743.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Auburn House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9744.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Cambridge House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9745.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Riverside House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9746.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Macpherson Smith Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9747.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Nyah District Aged Care
Service (Jacaranda Lodge):
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9748.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Swan Hill District (Nyah
Campus):
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9749.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Swan Hill District Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Wednesday, 30 October 2013

Ageing: bed numbers
9750.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Bolga Court Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9751.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Lakeview Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9752.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Mount View Aged Care
Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9753.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Timboon & District Healthcare
Service:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9754.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Upper Murray Health &
Community Services:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9755.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Andrews House:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9756.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Cooinda Lodge Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9757.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Allan W. Lockwood Special Care
Hostel:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3530

COUNCIL

(1)
(2)

Wednesday, 30 October 2013

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9758.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Archie Gray Nursing Home
Unit:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9759.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Iona Digby Harris Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9760.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Jeparit & District Nursing
Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9761.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Kaniva Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9762.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Natimuk BNH–Nursing Home
Annexe:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9763.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rainbow Bush Nursing Home
Annexe:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9764.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rainbow Bush Nursing
Hospital Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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Ageing: bed numbers
9765.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Trescowthick House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9766.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to The Birches–Specialist Extended
Care Facility:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9767.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Grange Residential Care
Services:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9768.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Kolor Lodge Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9769.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Penshurst Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9770.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Valley View Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9771.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Wannon Court Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9772.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Hazeldean Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Hazeldean Nursing Home was closed at the end of the 2011–12 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9773.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Reg Geary Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9774.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Dimboola District Hospital
Nursing Home Unit:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9775.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Kurrajong Lodge:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9776.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Wimmera Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9777.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Crossley House Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9778.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the St Elmo’s Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9779.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Allawah Special Care Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9780.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Karana:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9781.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Warrina Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9782.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to the Rosebank Nursing Home:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Ageing: bed numbers
9783.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: With regard to Rosebank Hostel:
(1)
(2)

How many high–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.
How many low–care beds have closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No high–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

(2)

No low–care beds closed in the 2012–13 financial year.

Water: Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
9789.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water): In
relation to the Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project (formerly the Northern Victorian Irrigation
Renewal Project) —
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What was the result of the audits carried out in 2012 of the long-term annual savings generated by
the project.
How do those results compare with the long-term annual savings targets set for the project.
What is the accrued volume of savings since the project’s inception.
How have the savings been allocated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The independent audit carried out in 2012 estimated the cumulative long-term average savings generated by the
Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project to be 124 018 megalitres (ML). In addition to the savings, the audit
reviewed and accepted the purchase of 23 266.6 ML of high-reliability water shares and 2433.9 ML of low
reliability water shares. These purchases equate to a long-term average volume of 23 452 ML.
The cumulative water recovery to 2012, combining water savings and purchases, is 147 470 ML. This compares
with the project’s cumulative long-term annual savings target for 2011-12 of 151 000 ML.
Four independent audits have confirmed the project has achieved a total of 140 278 ML of water savings since
1 March 2009. The savings have been allocated under bulk entitlements, environmental entitlements, water shares
and agreements made under section 147(7) of the Water Act 1989.

Water: Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
9790.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
To which water authorities, organisations, and/or individuals have the water savings arising from the
Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project (formerly the Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal
Project) been allocated in each calendar year since its inception and what is the volume of water
allocated in each case.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Water savings made from the Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project have been allocated in 2010, 2011,
2012 and 2013.
A total of 26 910 megalitres (ML) of project water savings was allocated in 2010. Of this —
– 26 530.6 ML was allocated to the Melbourne Retail Corporations (City West Water, South East Water and
Yarra Valley Water);
– 189.7 ML was allocated to the Minister for Environment/Victorian Environmental Water Holder; and
– 189.7 ML was allocated to water users in the Goulburn and Murray water systems in proportion to their
entitlements.
A total of 30 153 ML of project water savings was allocated in 2011. Of this —
– 10 051 ML was allocated to the Melbourne Retail Corporations;
– 10 051 ML was allocated to the Victorian Environmental Water Holder; and
– 10 051 ML was allocated to water users in the Goulburn and Murray water systems in proportion to their
entitlements.
A total of 83 215 ML of project water savings was allocated in 2013. Of this —
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– 27 042.3 ML was allocated to the Melbourne Retail Corporations;
– 27 042.3 ML was allocated to the Victorian Environmental Water Holder;
– 27 042.4 ML was set aside by Goulburn-Murray Water for allocation to the water shares issued to the
Commonwealth Environmental Water Holder as part of stage 2 of the project; and
– 2088 ML was allocated to water users in the Campaspe system in proportion to their entitlements.
The project was also responsible for recovering water from the decommissioning of the Campaspe Irrigation
District. Goulburn-Murray Water made 8020 ML available to the Victorian Environmental Water Holder between
August 2012 and May 2013 from water allocated to entitlements it had purchased prior to officially
decommissioning the district.
On 1 July 2013, I formally allocated an environmental entitlement to the water recovered from the
decommissioning. The entitlement will provide the Victorian Environmental Water Holder 22 500 ML per year in
the Campaspe system, on average, from 2013–14 onwards.

Water: Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
9791.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water): In
relation to water allocations from savings arising from the Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
(formerly the Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal Project) —
(1)
(2)

Have any of these parties carried over water into the next water year and, if so, what volumes.
Are there, or has there ever been, any restrictions placed on the ability of an entity or individual to
carry-over such a water allocation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Melbourne Retail Corporations and Victorian Environmental Water Holder have carried over water into next
year under their entitlements to water savings in the Goulburn and Murray systems. Note, the volumes carried over
by the Victorian Environmental Water Holder do not consist entirely of project water savings as it has traded water
allocations to its accounts from other sources in seeking maximum benefit for the environment.
The Melbourne Retail Corporations carried over:
– 10 417 ML into 2010–11
– 47 901 ML into 2011–12
– 51 597 ML into 2012–13
– 38 399 ML into 2013–14.
The Victorian Environmental Water Holder carried over:
– 3116 ML into 2011–12
– 10 926 ML into 2012–13
– 53 149 ML into 2013–14.
Both the Melbourne Retail Corporations and Victorian Environmental Water Holder carried over water allocations
each year in accordance with the rules that applied to water shares on the Goulburn and Murray systems at the time.
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Water: Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
9792.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water): In
relation to water allocations from savings arising from the Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
(formerly the Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal Project), what volume of water has been allocated
to the Melbourne-based authorities who contributed to the cost of the project and in which years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Melbourne Retail Corporations have been allocated 63 623.9 ML of water savings from the G-MW
Connections Project to date —
– 26 530.6 ML in 2010
– 10 051 ML in 2011
– 27 042.3 ML in 2013.

Water: Goulburn-Murray Water Connections Project
9793.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
With respect to water allocations from savings arising from the Goulburn-Murray Water Connections
Project (formerly the Northern Victorian Irrigation Renewal Project), what sales of water allocated to
Melbourne authorities have been made to date and what is the price received by those authorities for
that water in each water year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Melbourne Retail Corporations have sold 21 520.4 ML of water allocations to date for an average price of
$46.49 ML. All sales were made in the 2012–13 water year.

Water: Goulburn-Murray Water debtor
9807.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
Did the minister meet with the chairman and/or managing director of Goulburn-Murray Water on
19 December 2011 and discuss the authority’s debtor Mr K. Pattison.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Minister for Water did not meet with the chairman and/or managing director of Goulburn-Murray Water on
19 December 2011.

Water: desalination plant
9808.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water):
What percentage of capacity in Melbourne’s water storages will trigger the government to place an
order for water from the Victorian desalination plant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian desalination plant’s contract enables supply of 0 GL, 50 GL, 75 GL, 100 GL, 125 GL or 150 GL per
year if required.
This means that various conditions, such as storage capacity, forecast supply and demand, the various water order
volumes and other relevant matters are taken into consideration when a water order is made. A variety of ‘triggers’
are involved, not just percentage of storage capacity.
Melbourne Water (MW), on behalf of the water industry, makes a recommendation based on a range of
information including their Statement of Obligations. This is provided to the Department of Environment and
Primary Industries’ (DEPI) Capital Projects Division, the contract manager on behalf of the state.
DEPI Capital Projects Division provides the water industry recommendation along with any other relevant
information to the Minister for Water for a decision to be made by 1 April each year.
In accordance with MW’s Statement of Obligations (System Management), which was signed by the previous
Labor Government, MW makes a recommendation to the government on placing an order for desalinated water
prior to 1 April each year.
In relation to providing advice regarding the placement of an order for desalinated water, MW’s Statement of
Obligations (System Management) in clause 11.1(a) states:
‘The augmentation projects (which includes the desalination plant) must be utilised at maximum permissible
capacity in any financial year if:
I.

total system storage levels are less than 65 per cent on 31 March preceding that financial year, and

II.

sufficient storage capacity is forecast to be available within the Yarra Basin Reservoirs to accept water from
the Augmentation Projects without materially increasing the risk of spills’.

While the Statement of Obligations must be considered by MW when making a recommendation it does not
require the minister to make a water order. Under the contract with AquaSure, the government has flexibility to
choose any of the water order volumes identified above.
As it expires next year, the Statement of Obligations as it currently stands is only relevant for one more water order
recommendation, being the one to be made by 1 April 2014.

Employment and trade: Ballarat job losses
9838.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Employment and Trade): In
relation to the 34 redundancies to be made as a result of Goodman Fielder closing its bakery in Ballarat
by November, what assistance will the Napthine government provide workers in Ballarat who will be
affected by these redundancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Goodman Fielder has advised the government that the closure of baking operations in Ballarat is part of an ongoing
program of restructuring to improve manufacturing productivity and competitiveness across the company’s
Australian baking network.
Goodman Fielder has consulted directly with affected employees and the relevant unions with regard to
redundancies, an employee assistance program and out-placement services. There may be the opportunity for some
of the Ballarat employees to be redeployed to other Goodman Fielder sites in Australia.
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As part of responding to these job losses, my department has discussed with Goodman Fielder information sessions
for affected employees with the relevant government agencies and service providers. This includes information
regarding access to retraining opportunities under the Victorian Training Guarantee and potential job matching with
businesses that may be seeking additional skilled employees in Ballarat.
My department is also liaising with Goodman Fielder regarding an information and career day for affected
employees in October 2013.
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Adjournment
Guardianship legislation, 3471
Bills
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Officers) Bill 2013, 3288
Statements on reports and papers
Economy and Infrastructure References Committee:
commonwealth payments to Victoria, 3395

RAMSAY, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
South West TAFE Glenormiston campus, 3399
Bills
Fisheries Amendment Bill 2013, 3298
Tobacco Amendment Bill 2013, 3414
Carbon tax, 3321
Manufacturing sector employment, 3361
Members statements

SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Automotive industry future, 3470
Golden Circle Mill Park plant closure, 3401
Manufacturing sector employment, 3333
TARLAMIS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Members statements
Southland railway station, 3403

Mortlake Country Fire Authority brigade, 3331
Rulings, 3379
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Prevention and Management of Drug Use in
Prisons, 3394

TEE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Corrections Amendment (Parole Reform) Bill 2013, 3304
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Amendment Bill 2013,
3419
Major hazard facilities, 3363
Questions without notice
Brunswick terminal station, 3348, 3349

MEMBERS INDEX
vi
TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Boundary–Fellmongers–Townsend–St Albans roads, Geelong,
3325
South West TAFE Glenormiston campus, 3471
Bills
Fisheries Amendment Bill 2013, 3294
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Bill 2013,
3451
Members statements
Hospital emergency department performance, 3283
Questions without notice
Dairy industry vocational training forum, 3354, 3355
Statements on reports and papers
University of Ballarat: report 2012, 3389
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