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NEW MEMBER
Tuesday, 23 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 23 February 2010
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

NEW MEMBER
Member for Altona
The SPEAKER announced the election of
Ms Jill Hennessy as member for the electoral
district of Altona in place of the Honourable Lynne
Kosky, resigned, pursuant to writ issued on
18 January 2010.
Ms Hennessy introduced and affirmed.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Broadcasting of proceedings
The SPEAKER — Order! Members may have
noticed that some of the cameras for the broadcasting
project have now been installed in the chamber. The
cameras are not yet operational, and the remaining
cameras will be installed over the coming weeks. The
project is on target, and we will be broadcasting video
of proceedings from the sitting week beginning 4 May
this year.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Crime: knife attacks
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Why in 2008 did the Premier
sack the Victorian Community Council on Crime and
Violence just as that council was about to launch a
campaign to educate young people on the dangers of
carrying knives?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Honourable members
will recall that we have seen significant toughening up
of laws in our state in relation to knife offences. We put
in place changes in legislation in 2007 and 2008
dramatically increasing penalties for carrying and using
a knife unlawfully in our state.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the members for
Ferntree Gully, Hastings, South-West Coast, Scoresby,
Warrandyte and Bass to cease interjecting.
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Mr BRUMBY — The changes we put in place then
and the changes we announced last year give us the
toughest set of laws in relation to knives in Australia.
The changes have included the doubling of penalties for
carrying prohibited and controlled weapons, new
penalties for unlawfully carrying weapons in and
around licensed venues, self-defence being removed as
a lawful excuse for carrying dangerous articles in case
of attack, and new random search powers for police
which are the strongest in the country.
I have announced today further steps which are
completely consistent with our war on knives in
Victoria. The steps today, which build on all these other
measures, include — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order, including the member for Malvern.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask government
members to allow all members to take a point of order
in silence.
Mr Baillieu — Perhaps, once again, the Premier
was not listening.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Leader of the Opposition on a further point
of order.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. I asked a specific
question, seeking a specific answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is the same point of
order. The Premier has been speaking for some time,
and I ask him to conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — The penalties that are in place for
carrying a prohibited weapon are up to four years in jail
and a fine in excess of $40 000, and for carrying a knife
it is two years in jail or up to $28 000. These are tough
penalties. I announced today further measures to get the
message out to the community that it is not lawful to
carry a knife unless you have a reason for doing so.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, I
renew the point of order I raised before. I asked a
specific question about the Victorian Community
Council on Crime and Violence. The Premier has
ignored the question completely.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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The SPEAKER — Order! As the Leader of the
Opposition knows, the Chair cannot direct the Premier
as to how to answer the question. The Premier is being
relevant to the question around the community
campaign against knives. I renew my call for the
Premier to conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — As I said, there will be a strong,
new — —
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Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I now warn the member
for South-West Coast.
Dr HARKNESS — I refer the Premier to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
Premier update the house on recent job announcements
across Victoria?

Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Scoresby.
Mr BRUMBY — There will be an amnesty for
members of the public to hand in their weapons, and I
might say that last time we had an amnesty on this
subject there were 3670 weapons handed in to police.
Consumer Affairs Victoria will be undertaking a blitz
on retailers, weekend market vendors and others who
are selling prohibited weapons. That blitz will occur in
the next few days. All of this is a concerted attack on
knives in our community.
I conclude on this note: we have seen over recent years
that the crime data shows the number of knife attacks
have been trending down, and that is positive.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Those are the facts.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order.
Mr BRUMBY — What we are seeing is more
young people carrying knives, and when knives are
being used in incidents the injuries being inflicted are
more serious. We have made progress, but there is a lot
further to go. These steps put us on the front foot in
tackling this issue.
Finally in relation to the Leader of the Opposition’s
question, as he well knows the Chief Commissioner of
Police recommended that the Victorian community
council not be reappointed.

Employment: government initiatives
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the Premier
update the house — —

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — There has been a lot of
good news on jobs in our state in recent months; in fact
there has been a lot of good news on jobs over the last
year. The economic performance in Victoria is the envy
of many people across Australia and across the world.
I thank the member for Frankston for his question. Last
week I was in Frankston with the Minister for Roads
and Ports and the honourable member for Frankston as
we started work — we turned the first sod; we got the
bulldozer out — on Peninsula Link. Here is a great
project being put in place by this Labor government. It
would never have happened under a Liberal
government, because all Liberal governments do is
close things down. They close schools, they close
police stations — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not allow the
Premier to debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I want to acknowledge in this
place the extraordinarily strong advocacy and
persistence of the member for Frankston in ensuring
that this project is delivered. It is fair to say it could not
have been delivered without his persistence. The reason
I mention Peninsula Link is that the question was about
jobs. Peninsula Link will generate 4000 direct new
jobs.
When we brought down the budget in this place last
year it was a jobs-building budget. Our capital works
program was a jobs-building program — opposed, of
course, by those opposite, but our plan for the state was
the right plan, and it is a plan that is delivering jobs.
We had 24 000 extra Victorians employed in January.
We have now had nine consecutive months of
employment growth. Since last year two-thirds of all
the new jobs generated across Australia have been
generated in Victoria. We have had the strongest rate of
employment growth of all the states, at 3.7 per cent.
What is also pleasing is that the jobs growth has
occurred across the state. It is no surprise that on the
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back of recent figures from the Australian Bureau of
Statistics we have seen various headlines in the
newspapers. The Herald Sun says the state leads the
jobs surge and that:
Victoria is the nation’s employment powerhouse …

The Age carried the headline ‘Victoria leads new jobs
boom’. Another headline in the Age says ‘Garden state
in blooming good shape’. In the Australian Financial
Review the St George Bank Ltd market economist
Amanda Tan said that Victoria’s jobs market had been
the nation’s standout performer. I know the opposition
hates hearing those things; it hates hearing good news
about our state.
Since we were last in this place — and I have
mentioned Peninsula Link — Woolworths and Aldi
have announced 17 new stores, bringing
1000 construction jobs and 1740 new retail jobs to
Victoria. We have signed the supercomputer
partnership between the state government, IBM and the
University of Melbourne which will create directly
30 new high-value jobs. But to be honest, I think in the
years ahead this will be the largest life sciences
computer in the world. It is the fifth largest computer in
the world. It will bring more of the world’s best
researchers and cancer specialists to our state. I think it
will lead to the development of hundreds, perhaps
thousands, of direct and indirect new jobs in the future.
In terms of the Dow Chemical Company, last week
with the Minister for Agriculture and Dow Chemical
we signed a new agreement on agricultural
research that will create 30 new Victorian jobs. CMI
Industrial has announced 125 new manufacturing jobs
and secured 100 existing jobs in Ballarat and Horsham.
The Minister for Agriculture announced the northern
Victorian native fish production facility at Snobs Creek.
We will support Victoria’s freshwater aquaculture
industry with something like 50 new jobs. There is also
the agreement reached with Ingham, which will provide
300 new jobs — 300 replacement jobs for our state. I
am told there will be, as I said, 300 jobs in the
construction of that facility. It is a facility we have
retained in Victoria.
This is a positive set of announcements for our state.
We are continuing to see strong growth, including
strong economic growth and strong jobs growth, and
strong investor confidence in our state.
Yesterday, with the Minister for Industry and Trade, we
took possession of the first of the new Toyota hybrid
Camrys produced by Toyota in Altona. The support the
Victorian government provided and the federal
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government support mean it is now the fifth hybrid
manufacturing facility in the world. It is a great thing
for the environment, a great thing for investment and a
great thing for jobs.

Crime: knife attacks
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is for the Premier. Given that in March 2000
the then Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
André Haermeyer, said that ‘a climate of fear had been
created by an increasing number of people arming
themselves with knives’ and that it ‘is a trend that must
be turned around’, I ask why, despite being warned for
a decade, this government has failed to turn around the
increase in knife crime in Victoria — or does the
Premier simply agree with the previous Chief
Commissioner of Police that the problem is a statistical
blip?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I indicated to the
Leader of the Opposition in answer to his first question,
we have put in place a whole series of steps which give
us the toughest set of knife powers anywhere in
Australia. I made it clear yesterday and again today
that, if further steps are necessary to stamp out this
culture and practice, we will take those steps.
If you look at all the evidence and statistics in relation
to this issue, you see that the measures we have put in
place are making progress; there is absolutely no doubt
about that. But we have a phenomenon — and we need
to be clear about this — where more young people
think it is acceptable and think it is a code of behaviour
to carry a knife. We have children who are as young as
10 years old who have been detected carrying a knife
by police. It is never acceptable to be carrying a knife in
those circumstances. It bears repeating: it is not lawful
to carry a knife. It is not legal to carry knife unless you
have a lawful use for it such as if you are a farmer or
you are going fishing. Otherwise it is not lawful to be
carrying a knife.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order so the Premier can conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — All the measures that we have put
in place, including those over the last two years — a
doubling of penalties, the increased police powers, the
move-on powers, the search powers and the planned
search designated powers — will make a difference,
but I have made it very clear that with this culture and
this tendency we need as a community to get on top of
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it. I have signalled very clearly that if there is a need for
further steps, they will be taken.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Warrandyte that the constant commentary is not
appreciated, and I ask the member for Bass to stop
interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — As I in part indicated in response
to the earlier question, for a prohibited weapon offence
the penalties are now 480 penalty units, $56 000 or four
years imprisonment; for a controlled weapon offence
the penalties are now 240 penalty units, $28 000 or two
years imprisonment; and for a dangerous article
offence, 120 penalty units, $14 000 or one years
imprisonment. Those things make a difference, as do
the 120 additional police that we put on the streets last
year on top of the 350 and on top of the 50 additional
transit police.
I woke up this morning to the member for Malvern
foreshadowing that the opposition parties would cut
liquor licensing fees at a cost to the budget of
$20 million — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will not
debate the question, and the member for Hastings is
warned.
Mr BRUMBY — Here is an opposition which
professes concern about these matters but would cut
police numbers by cutting budget revenue.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern!
Mr BRUMBY — We have taken the right decisions
and the tough decisions to put in place the appropriate
measures to tackle this issue. If we need to, as I have
said, we will take further measures.
Statistically, according to the published data, the
number of knife attacks are down by 23 per cent
between 2001–02 and 2008–09. As I said, we have a
problem with young people and increasing severity, but
we intend to get on top of it.

Multicultural affairs: government initiatives
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — My question is for the
Minister Assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs.
Can the minister update the house on how the Brumby
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government continues to support Victoria’s
multicultural communities, and is the minister aware of
any threats?
Mr MERLINO (Minister Assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs) — I thank the member for
Kororoit for her question; she understands that
Victoria’s multicultural make-up is one of our greatest
strengths. Victorians appreciate the sacrifices and
contributions that each of our multicultural
communities has made to our great state, enriching the
social, economic and cultural life of Victoria.
Our extraordinary diversity is something Victorians
recognise and regularly celebrate; and we celebrate it
passionately and with great pride. These are not idle
boasts. Our harmonious multicultural society is
internationally recognised. The United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees, António Guterres, has said
we are ‘an example for many other places in the world’.
He stated that our society and our multicultural
approach provided ‘the proof that different
communities can live together, can respect each other’
and ‘live harmoniously’.
But it is a precious thing. Vigilance and bipartisan
support are required. When a handful of bigots have
tried to undermine our harmony Victorian
governments, both now and in the past, have taken
action. When One Nation emerged in the 1990s, then
Premier Jeff Kennett, the Labor opposition and the
Victorian community all strongly rejected its message
of hate.
In recent times a minority of cowardly thugs have
attacked international students. The Brumby
government condemns any form of racism and has
taken immediate action: additional police have been
provided and there is a more highly visible presence in
targeted trouble spots; the Police Indian Western
Reference Group has been established; more weapons
searches are being undertaken; and sentencing laws
have been amended. The new sentencing laws require
judges to take into account whether a crime was
motivated by hate or prejudice.
John Searle, president of the Jewish Community
Council of Victoria, said this of the new laws:
These amendments reinforce the government’s commitment
and the commitment of all Victorians to live in a harmonious,
multicultural society free from vilification or hatred based on
a person’s background, race, religion or sexual orientation.

Just last month the Premier launched the new
International Student Care Service, a single point of
contact where students in need can access counselling,
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legal assistance and welfare services 24 hours a day,
seven days a week. The consul-general of India in
Melbourne, Anita Nayar, said of this new service:
I can already vouch for how effective it is.

Victoria is not a racist state. Victorians do not tolerate
racist behaviour. Racism begins and ends with a few
bigoted idiots who are out of step with the Victorian
community.
This is an important issue that must remain above
politics. Race should not be cynically and deliberately
manipulated for base ends. It simply requires strong,
bipartisan leadership. Leadership is not talking our state
down. Leadership is not trashing Victoria. Calling
Victorians ‘racist’ does not show real leadership; it
shows that the Leader of the Opposition will say
anything to prop up his own weak leadership. The
Brumby government rejects this approach. We
understand that our harmonious multicultural society is
our great strength, and we on this side of the house will
not put it at risk.

Police: Ballarat
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Ballarat
Courier’s editorial on Monday this week, which states
in part:
The role of government is to ensure that police command
have sufficient numbers to carry out their work efficiently and
without undue pressure or stress. Currently, Ballarat does not
have that.

I further refer to the member for Ballarat East, who
said, ‘I don’t accept there’s a shortage of police’. And I
ask: is it not a fact that the Ballarat Courier’s editorial is
correct and the member for Ballarat East is, like the
Premier, in denial and refusing to listen to the Ballarat
community?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think the Leader of
The Nationals is in denial about his performance in
government. The fact is — —
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our commitments; we have honoured those
commitments. We have increased police numbers, full
stop.
The reality is that every government that is elected
faces different times, different challenges and different
circumstances.
Mr Ryan — What a cop-out!
Mr BRUMBY — It is a cop-out by you. The reality
is that the government of this place in the 1990s, the
former Kennett government — the Liberal-National
party coalition — promised 1000 police and — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Benalla and the member for Evelyn that the Premier
will not be shouted down. I ask the Premier not to
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — That is the fact of the matter. The
Leader of The Nationals, the member for Gippsland
South, has raised the question today. I do not ever recall
him in the 1990s making speeches in this place about
police numbers.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Mr BRUMBY — I do not ever remember him
making speeches about police numbers.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
debate the question. I also ask the opposition to cease
interjecting in the manner that they are trying to perfect.
Mr BRUMBY — The fact of the matter is that there
has been a significant increase in police numbers in our
state. By the end of this year, if you include the
50 transit police — —
Mr McIntosh interjected.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, without
debate.
Mr BRUMBY — The reality is that through all the
years that we have been in government, through all the
years that I have been Premier, we have increased
police numbers. We have done that when the economy
has been growing rapidly; we have done it when the
economy has been growing slowly; we have done it
through the global financial crisis; we have done it
irrespective. We have met our promises; we have met

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Kew.
Mr BRUMBY — There will be nearly
2000 additional police. In relation to Ballarat I am
advised there has been a 30 per cent increase in police
over the last 10 years.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BRUMBY — It is better than the 30 per cent cut
that occurred under the Liberal-National party coalition.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should
ignore interjections. I ask opposition members to cease
interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — It is over 30 per cent — in fact I
understand it is 37 per cent — and there has been a
6.4 per cent reduction in crime.
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dark and 4.6 per cent felt unsafe after dark around their
neighbourhood. Clearly we recognise these issues.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — To continue, despite those
relatively low numbers — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to come
to order. Once again I ask the member for Benalla not
to interject in that manner.

Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Malvern to cease interjecting in that manner.
Mr BRUMBY — As has always been the case
under successive governments, the government of the
day provides the budget funds for the police resources
and sets the legislative framework and agenda, and the
allocation of those police, as the Leader of the
Opposition well knows, is a matter for the chief
commissioner.

Crime: government response
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer
to the Brumby Labor government’s commitment to
make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the minister update the house on
how the government and our police are working to
reduce crime across Victoria?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the honourable
member — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Polwarth.
Mr CAMERON — I thank the honourable member
for Cranbourne for his question and the enormous
interest he has in his community and across Victoria
when it comes to issues around policing. Certainly in
the last decade, or since 2000–01, we have seen the rate
of crime in Victoria reduce by 25 per cent. While
overall that has been good, we recognise that there are
pockets of problems we have to deal with as a
government.
Data released last week by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics highlighted that only 1.9 per cent of
Victorians felt unsafe at home during the day, only
3.1 per cent felt unsafe walking around their home after

Mr CAMERON — Despite those relatively low
numbers, our quest is to continue to work with police to
improve safety around this state. It is clear that police,
and police out on the beat, give confidence to local
communities. However, one of the things that is
especially important in neighbourhoods is the issue that
people have with hoons — they make people feel
insecure in their neighbourhoods.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr CAMERON — I thank the honourable member
for Gippsland South for his interjection about hoons
and softness, because he knows the position about
hoons that one party in this house took in January
2007 — that was, take them off the roads — while the
position of the other side of the house was that they
should simply be given a warning. We totally reject that
policy of the hoon lovers opposite, and that is why we
have flagged even further strengthening of the laws
during the course of this year.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask that the minister not
debate the question.
Mr CAMERON — Certainly it is interesting to
look at those crime statistics. I appreciate that some
people complained to the Ombudsman about
falsification of the statistics, but the Ombudsman hit
that for six, saying there was no falsification at all. In
fact what the Ombudsman said was that Victoria has a
relatively low crime rate.
But we recognise that there are issues that we have to
deal with. While we have seen an increase in assaults,
we know that half of that relates to family violence and
about a quarter of it relates to street violence. It is for
those reasons we have given police new powers to
impose on-the-spot fines and move-on powers, and that
is why in late 2007 we also introduced a comprehensive
campaign around banning notices, contrary to the
wishes of those opposite.
When we look at these issues and the issue of knives,
again we see the government pushing into this space,
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just as we have with the increase in penalties, just as we
did with the controversial powers that we gave police
last year. I also remind the house that when we
increased those penalties in 2007 there was a working
group on weapons with the Victorian Community
Council on Crime and Violence and there was a
$200 000 budget for a targeted education campaign.
And guess what? It was held.
We have flagged again that we are going to push
further and further into this space, because there are
those on this side of the house who are committed to
reducing crime — and there are those opposite who
could not care less because they are hoon lovers.

Office of Police Integrity: delegation of powers
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. Has the Premier or his office sought or
received any advice as to whether there are any other
cases or investigations, apart from those relating to
Noel Ashby, in which the Office of Police Integrity or
the director, police integrity, have not lawfully
delegated powers or authority? You may have read it in
the newspaper article!
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Was it the honourable
member for Kew who thought there should just be a
warning for hoons? I think it was the honourable
member.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Kew.
Mr BRUMBY — I have received no advice in
relation to that matter.

Water: north–south pipeline
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer to the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to deliver on its water plan,
and I ask the minister to update the house on the
progress of the Sugarloaf pipeline and respond to
claims that water going down the pipe is not real water.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Yan Yean for her question. I am very
happy to inform the house on the progress of the
government’s Sugarloaf pipeline. As with our other
water projects around Victoria, this is a project that has
been delivered on schedule; in fact it has been delivered
months ahead of schedule. It symbolises and
strengthens the government’s commitment to making
sure that, no matter where you live in Victoria, the
government is committed to making sure there will be
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enough water to meet the community’s needs in a time
of drought and climate change.
Mr K. Smith — On budget?
Mr HOLDING — An honourable member
intervenes, ‘On budget?’. I have to say it was not on
budget; it was actually under budget. I thank the
member for Bass for his interjection.
This is a great news project. It is part of this
government’s commitment to updating outdated
irrigation infrastructure in the state’s north. It is part of
a $2 billion program to fix up leaky irrigation systems
in northern Victoria and to share the savings from those
investments in irrigation modernisation with Victorians.
More than 80 per cent of the water saved from the
irrigation upgrade in northern Victoria will stay in
northern Victoria. It will be shared 50-50 between
irrigators and stressed river systems, and less than
20 per cent will be available to come to Melbourne
through the Sugarloaf pipeline.
I am pleased to inform the house that the Premier and I
were at the Sugarloaf Reservoir on 10 February to
celebrate the switching on of this very important
project: a project delivered months ahead of schedule, a
project delivered slightly under budget and a project
that also is the biggest augmentation to Melbourne’s
water supplies in more than a quarter of a century. This
is a great project for Victorians to provide water
security for all Victorians.
I was very surprised — and this goes to the second part
of the member for Yan Yean’s question — to see in
particular one claim made by a person who claims to be
an expert on country water supplies, and I quote from
their claim:
But I have been advised that at Killingworth, where the
pipeline draws water from the Goulburn River, the pumps
were not switched on.

The claim goes on to say that this was a ‘media
stunt … the latest in a long history of government
lies’ — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HOLDING — The honourable member says,
‘It’s true’. So you can imagine my shock when this
ridiculous claim was repeated the following day on
Ballarat radio, this time not by a person who claims to
be an expert on water, in fact not a person who claims
to be an expert on anything — none other than the
Leader of the Opposition — who said he too had been
advised that the water was somehow — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HOLDING — I am very pleased to be able to
advise the house that I have here the flow rates which
show when the pumps were switched on — yes, at
Killingworth on the Goulburn River — on 10 February.
These rates show that at 11.35 a.m., when the Premier
flicked the switch to turn on the Sugarloaf pipeline,
there was a giant spike as water from the Goulburn
River flowed down the Sugarloaf pipeline in exactly the
way the government said it would when it constructed
the pipeline. This is now one of the great conspiracy
theories. It is up there with the Kennedy assassination
and the moon landing that was really acted on a TV set
in Nevada.
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Mr McIntosh — On the point of order, Speaker,
this minister answered similar questions last year on
5 May and 11 June; secondly, this minister deals,
apparently regularly, with Victoria Police as part of his
portfolio; and thirdly, it goes to the integrity of a
minister of this government, and he should be required
to answer the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I accept the points made
by the member for Kew. I will give the Leader of The
Nationals the opportunity to re-ask the question, but to
do so clearly drawing the responsibility to the Minister
for Roads and Ports. The minister can only be asked
questions as they relate to his ministerial responsibility.
Mr RYAN — Thank you, Speaker.

I say this, Speaker — and I hate to mention it to those
opposite — but this was real water that came down the
pipeline. The Leader of the Opposition need do no
more than put his Speedos on and he too can go for a
swim and see that the water is actually quite wet!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
conclude his answer with no further debate.
Mr HOLDING — Thank you, Speaker. This is a
great project for Victoria, a great project for all
Victorians. It is a very important part of the
government’s water plan delivered ahead of schedule
and under budget — exactly as we said it would be
delivered — with water savings being made from
irrigation upgrades in northern Victoria and real water
flowing down that pipeline which will help us plot the
pathway, the road map, out of water restrictions in
Melbourne as we have seen them lowered in hundreds
of towns across regional Victoria in recent years
because of this government’s investment in vitally
needed water infrastructure.

Office of Police Integrity: telephone recordings
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Ports. When
did the minister first become aware that Mr Paul
Mullett’s telephone calls were being recorded or
intercepted by the Office of Police Integrity or by any
related agency?
Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker, this
is a question that clearly relates to matters outside the
minister’s portfolio, and in that context I would seek
your guidance as to how this should be handled. If it is
outside the minister’s portfolio, it should be ruled out of
order.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members of the
government to come to order.
Mr RYAN — My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Ports. I refer to questions previously put to
the minister in the house regarding allegations about
telephone intercepts and recordings of conversations
that have occurred between the Office of Police
Integrity and Mr Paul Mullett and in relation to issues
surrounding meetings with Mr Noel Ashby in which
the minister has been involved, and I ask: in so far as
Mr Paul Mullett is concerned, when did the minister
first become aware that Mr Mullett’s telephone calls
were being recorded or intercepted by the Office of
Police Integrity or by any related agency?
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is not in
order.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, in
response to a point of order made by the Leader of the
House and comments made by the member for Kew,
you said you accepted the member for Kew’s argument
on the relevance of the question asked by the Leader of
The Nationals on questions put to and answered by the
Minister for Roads and Ports last year about the link
between the minister’s role with respect to VicRoads
and road safety and the link to Victoria Police —
questions posed by the member for Kew.
You made it very clear that you accepted what the
member for Kew said about this being relevant and also
with respect to the credibility and integrity of the
minister himself. The Leader of The Nationals clearly
put his question in the context of those issues put by the
member for Kew, which you yourself said you
accepted. Therefore, Speaker, I suggest you revisit your
decision and allow the question so that the minister can
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answer it and inform the house and the public of when
he first became aware that Paul Mullett’s telephone was
tapped.
Mr Hulls — On the point of order, Speaker, and on
your ruling that the question has to relate to the
portfolio of the Minister for Roads and Ports, I have no
issue with your ruling. I have not the slightest doubt
whatsoever that the minister is more than happy to
answer the question if it is worded in such a way that it
relates to his portfolio. It is not rocket science.
Mr McIntosh — On the point of order, Speaker,
there is just one further matter that I would put before
you. I have heard the Minister for Roads and Ports
being interviewed on this matter on a number of
occasions when he has actually been introduced as the
Minister for Roads and Ports. It is clearly within his
portfolio responsibility. He has answered questions in
this chamber and in the media in relation to this matter.
He should be required to answer questions on this
matter here.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.

Western Health: waiting lists
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My question is for
the Minister for Health. I refer the minister to the
Brumby Labor government’s commitment to build a
better health system with more nurses and better
hospitals, and I ask: can the minister outline for the
house details of elective surgery activity at Western
Health and any challenges faced by Western Health
clinicians?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
honourable member for Footscray for her important
question. Every member of this house knows that
elective surgery is a very important part of health
service provision at Western Health. That is why our
government has very proudly boosted resources to
support Western Health to do more surgery and to do it
faster. Indeed since coming to government we have
almost doubled the total amount of elective surgery
activity across Western Health’s campuses.
The member for Footscray asked me directly about
challenges faced by those working out of Western
Health in delivering these important services. Sadly, as
I am asked, there are challenges to the good work of
those dedicated clinicians at Western Health. I have
received some correspondence that outlines those
challenges, and I want to share this important
correspondence with honourable members. A letter

345

dated 12 February from Associate Professor Trevor
Jones of Western Health states:
It is with regret that I find the need to write to you to express
my dismay at the recent media articles and advertisements
surrounding Western Health and alleged ‘secret waiting lists’.
I think it important to set the record straight.
As the clinical services director of the division of surgery at
Western Health I absolutely refute these allegations. Western
Health does not and has never had ‘thousands … on secret
waiting lists’. Western Health has removed thousands of
people from our waiting list; my surgical colleagues operated
on close to 14 000 people in the last year. This is about
1000 more operations on people from the waiting list than in
the previous year.

Outlining challenges, the correspondent goes on to say:
My colleagues and I take immense pride in the care we
provide to our community and are constantly striving to
provide the best of care to the people of the west. We find the
unwarranted attacks on ourselves, Western Health and indeed
our community to be extremely distressing, demeaning and
totally demoralising.

These are the challenges that are faced by clinicians at
Western Health, and the question therefore is: who
might have waged these distressing, demeaning and
totally demoralising attacks, who might have
deliberately manipulated FOI data to sully the names of
doctors and nurses at Western Health and who might
owe every doctor and every nurse at Western Health a
full and frank apology? The answer is: this disgraceful
bunch opposite, who should apologise — and apologise
now.

RADIATION AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Radiation Act 2005 to
allow the secretary to impose further conditions on
management licences relating to the management or
control of the use of radiation sources, to clarify the
scope of certain offences, to empower the secretary
to impose conditions on licence exemptions that
require compliance with certain incorporated
documents, to provide for the publication on the
internet of parts of the register relating to use
licences and for other purposes.
Read first time.
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STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT
(NATIONAL HEALTH PRACTITIONER
REGULATION) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Health Professions Registration Act 2005, the Health
Practitioner Regulation National Law (Victoria) Act 2009 and
other acts and for other purposes.

Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — Could the
minister provide a brief explanation of the contents of
the bill?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — This is the
last bill as we transition to a true national registration
scheme and an important accreditation scheme for a
number of different disciplines. Basically it facilitates a
range of amendments that are important in that
transition, and it also allows for the continued
registration at a Victorian level of traditional Chinese
medicine and medical radiation technologists until
2012, when they too will transition to the new national
scheme.
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Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 1 to 4, 89 to
92, 154, 192, 193, 243 and 244 will be removed from
the notice paper on the next sitting day. A member who
requires the notice standing in his or her name to be
continued must advise the Clerk in writing before
6.00 p.m. today.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Dr SYKES having given notice of motion:
The SPEAKER — Order! The clerks will review
the vocabulary used in that notice.
Further notices of motion given.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

CREDIT (COMMONWEALTH POWERS)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to adopt the
National Consumer Credit Protection Act 2009 of the
commonwealth (as amended) and the National Consumer
Credit Protection (Transitional and Consequential Provisions)
Act 2009 of the commonwealth, and to refer certain matters
relating to the provision of credit and certain other financial
transactions to the Parliament of the commonwealth for the
purposes of section 51(xxxvii) of the constitution of the
commonwealth and to make related provisions and
transitional and consequential provisions.

Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Could the minister
provide a brief explanation of the content of the bill?
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The bill will give effect to the government’s
commitment, as has also been agreed by the Council of
Australian Governments, for the transfer of credit
regulation to the commonwealth.

Rail: Mildura line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the reinstatement of the Mildura–Melbourne
passenger train.
The petitioners register their request that the passenger service
be suitable for the long-distance needs of the aged and
disabled who need to travel for medical treatment, for whom
travelling by coach or car is not a comfort option, and for
whom flying is financially and logistically prohibitive.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reinstate the passenger train to service
the needs of residents in the state’s far north who are
disadvantaged by distance.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (43 signatures).

Rail: Traralgon line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Gippsland draws to the
attention of the house the intention of the Brumby
government to terminate some of the existing Traralgon
V/Line services at Flinders Street station.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria retain all current Traralgon V/Line
services to Southern Cross station.

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (19 signatures).

Rail: Alamein line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the Camberwell to Alamein line
has had its train service cancelled on at least part of recent hot
days and that a new operating plan makes this withdrawal of
trains a permanent feature of future hot days.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria directs that at least one three-carriage
train continues operating on the Camberwell to Alamein line
on such days to avoid the delay to rail users caused by slow
replacement bus services
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Alert Digest No. 2
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 2 of 2010 on:
Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment Bill
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC
Day) Bill
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Bill
Transport Integration Bill
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

By Mr MULDER (Polwarth) (1087 signatures).

Water: fluoridation
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of residents of the rural city of Swan
Hill, Victoria, Australia.
Your petitioners therefore pray that we be afforded the
opportunity — well prior to fluoridation being introduced —
to vote at a referendum on whether or not the majority of
citizens want such water fluoridation to proceed.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) (2805 signatures).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Orders under s 17D
granting leases over:
Cross Keys Reserve
O’Donnell Gardens Reserve and Shakespeare Grove
Reserve
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — Report year
ended 31 October 2009
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change that he had received the
Report 2008–09 of the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort
Management Board

Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Morwell be considered next day on
motion of Mr NORTHE (Morwell).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 6) Bill

Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board —
Report year ended 31 October 2009
Mount Buller and Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management
Board — Report year ended 31 October 2009
Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — Report
year ended 31 October 2009
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Education and Training Committee’s Report
on the Inquiry into Geographical Differences in the Rate in
which Victorian Students Participate in Higher Education
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Alpine — C11

Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented report, together
with appendices.

Alpine Resorts — C20
Ararat — C22

Tabled.
Bass Coast — C108, C109, C110, C111

Ordered to be printed.

Baw Baw — C44 Part 1

VICTORIA UNIVERSITY BILL
348

ASSEMBLY
Bayside — C84
Casey — C94, C102, C104, C120
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Minister’s exception certificate in relation to Statutory
Rule 6

Darebin — C64
East Gippsland — C78, C83
Frankston — C58, C59
French Island and Sandstone Island — C3
Glenelg — C49
Greater Bendigo — C138
Greater Dandenong — C119
Greater Geelong — C212
Greater Shepparton — C115, C125
Horsham — C38

Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 2, 4, 5, 7
Minister’s infringements offence consultation certificate
in relation to Statutory Rule 3.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 19 December 2006:
Cemeteries and Crematoria Amendment Act 2009 —
Sections 6 and 24 — 1 March 2010 (Gazette G7, 18
February 2010)
State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Act 2009 —
Division 1 of Part 5 and Part 6 — 1 March 2010
(Gazette G7, 18 February 2010).

Hume — C106
Loddon — C18

VICTORIA UNIVERSITY BILL
Council’s amendments

Manningham — C77
Melton — C95
Mornington Peninsula — C9, C114

Returned from Council with message relating to
amendments.

Mount Alexander — C34

Ordered to be considered next day.

Moyne — C41, C43

ROYAL ASSENT

Northern Grampians — C11
Port Phillip — C70
South Gippsland — C26

Message read advising royal assent to:
9 February

Stonnington — C80, C88, C97
Surf Coast — C52, C58
Wellington — C58, C63

Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment Bill
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 5) Bill
16 February

Whitehorse — C96, C99
Whittlesea — C119, C122, C136
Wodonga — C72

Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology Bill
Swinburne University of Technology Bill
University of Ballarat Bill.

Yarriambiack — C8
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Infringements Act 2006 — SR 2
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 6
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990 — SR 3
Public Transport Competition Act 1995 — SR 5
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 7
Transport Act 1983 — SR 4

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Bill.
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sessional orders
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — By leave, I move:
That so much of sessional orders be suspended to allow the
member for Altona to speak for 15 minutes in response to the
annual statement of government intentions 2010.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday,
25 February 2010:
Crimes Legislation Amendment Bill
Education and Training Reform Amendment Bill
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill
Public Finance and Accountability Bill.

In moving the government business program this week
for the government, we put forward this slate of
legislation to be considered by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday.
It includes the Public Finance and Accountability Bill,
which commenced its journey through this chamber in
the preceding parliamentary week, and there has been
some debate on that; the other four bills listed
commence their journey this parliamentary week. In the
vernacular, we have four and a bit bills to get through
by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, but in addition to that,
members would realise that we will be continuing with
the debate on the statement of government intentions.
It is the intention of the government to allow debate on
the annual statement of government intentions to come
back on as the first item of government business on
Wednesday, which will enable members of Parliament,
including the new member for Altona, to make a
contribution to the debate on that day. I know members
on both sides are keen to make a contribution to the
debate on the statement, and so the sort of program we
are trying to deliver to the Parliament is the
consideration of a small number of bills each
parliamentary week together with debate on the
statement. In effect this will maximise the flow-through
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of legislation at the same time as maximising the
opportunities for individual members to speak on the
statement. In that context I think it is a motion that
achieves the balance and should be supported. I
recommend it to the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have no doubt the time
allocated for debate on bills will be accommodated
during the course of the week. The one exception is the
Public Finance and Accountability Bill. I note there will
be a number of speakers on the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill, but I think the time
provided may be adequate. I also note the annual
statement of government intentions will be debated
commencing tomorrow, and the Leader of the House
and I have had some discussions about that and also in
relation to the inaugural address by the member for
Altona.
However, the opposition remains profoundly concerned
that the Public Finance and Accountability Bill has
come back onto the government business program and
will go to the guillotine on Thursday. As you know,
Speaker, debate on the bill commenced in the last
sitting week. The bill was taken off the government
business program following the contribution from the
member for Box Hill and others, who expressed
profound concern about it. A number of those concerns
were clearly adumbrated by the member for Box Hill,
who expressed the opposition’s concern that the
measures being implemented by the bill could lead to
political control of public bodies. The proposed
legislation could also enable the government to avoid
being held accountable for all these matters and to
manipulate the performance measures to make them
incomprehensible.
I will not go into the details of all of the concerns, but I
just remind the house, and indeed you, Speaker, that the
member for Box Hill moved a reasoned amendment
that details a number of the concerns raised by the
opposition. In his contribution the member for Box Hill
made an offer to discuss these matters with the
government, and a meeting took place between him and
government officials with a view to trying to tidy up the
matter and to make the bill more satisfactory so far as
the opposition parties were concerned. That meeting
took place on Thursday last week, but notwithstanding
that we find it is now back on the government business
program.
There has been no outcome from the discussions; it
appears they have fallen on deaf ears. I think the
government was probably more concerned to get the
bill off the program last week and not have it properly
debated in the lead-up to the Altona by-election, and
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accordingly we have come back and will have to deal
with it. The government has gone through a sham
process of taking the bill off the business program and
gone through a sham consultation with the member for
Box Hill when it had absolutely no intention of carrying
out any agreement that may have come out of the
consultation. Clearly the government did it just to take
the political heat off itself in the lead-up to the Altona
by-election. Accordingly, the opposition will oppose
the government business program.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — This afternoon I rise in
support of the government business program, and I
commend it to the house as a sensible and balanced
program giving the house an appropriate amount of
work to carry out during this sitting week. The program
involves five pieces of legislation and will give an
opportunity for a variety of members to speak,
including the fantastic new member for Altona, who
will give her first speech in the house.
The amount of legislation before the chamber this week
is entirely manageable, and accordingly the stance
taken by the opposition — this trumped up objection to
a government business program that lacks no substance
at all and just indicates a lack of capacity for hard work
on the part of those opposite — is another interesting
example of why it is not fit to govern in this state. The
speech made by the member for Kew was one of the
most extraordinary contributions we have heard in a
government business program debate in living memory.
The Public Finance and Accountability Bill was
debated to some extent in the previous sitting week and
was removed from the government business
program — simply taken from the guillotine — to
provide an opportunity for further debate this week and
an opportunity to give further information upon which
the opposition might deliberate and change its attitude,
but that has fallen on deaf ears. It is very interesting that
notwithstanding the fact that opposition members have
been given an opportunity for further information,
further briefing and further details about the way the
bill is to operate they still have not been able to get their
heads around the importance of this legislation. They
continue to misunderstand it, they continue to
misconstrue it, and they continue to attempt to mislead
and misinform the people of Victoria.
As a result, we have opposition to a government
business program not based on any genuine opposition
to the program but simply used as an opportunity for
the opposition to grandstand on a particular piece of
legislation. This is important and positive legislation on
the government business program, and I urge the house
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to support it so we can get on with debating and passing
this important piece of legislation.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the members
for Warrandyte, Bass and Prahran that they could
discuss clearways outside the chamber.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On behalf of The
Nationals in coalition I rise to say we are also opposing
the government business program, and I will outline the
reasons for that. There are five bills on the program.
There will also be the inaugural speech from the new
member for Altona, and I understand the house has
approved 15 minutes for that. Also on the government
business program is debate on the annual statement of
government intentions. As I understand it only about a
dozen members have had an opportunity to speak on
the annual statement, and many members will want to
speak on the many matters which affect their
electorates and their portfolios.
One of the things I have no doubt members will want
the time to talk about is the way the government has
turned its back on youth, which is highlighted by its
lack of support for the Rock Eisteddfod Challenge,
which has been cancelled in Victoria. Members will be
calling on the government to support the LiberalNational coalition policy immediately and to give
$800 000 over four years to this music, dance and
drama spectacle involving Victorian students. That is
one thing — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lowan
should address the government business program!
Mr DELAHUNTY — That is right. I just want to
say that is one of the matters members on this side of
the house will raise.
The member for Kew highlighted the concerns we have
about the government business program which were
overlooked by the member for Prahran. The Public
Finance and Accountability Bill was removed from the
program in the last sitting week for further discussions.
I understand discussions took place with the shadow
finance minister, but at this stage we have not seen any
amendments come into this place. More importantly,
we do not have anything to guide us on whether the
amendment put up by the member for Box Hill will be
accepted by the government. The member for Prahran
overlooked the fact that the government did not have a
statutory majority on the day it removed the bill from
the program, and that was another reason for its
removal. The member for Box Hill’s amendment to the
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bill talks about things that are extremely important to
members on this side of the house.
Those are the reasons that members on this side of the
house are concerned about this week’s government
business program. There are many things that members
on this side want to speak about, and because we
believe we will not be given an appropriate amount of
time to do that we will be voting against the
government business program for this week.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the government business program. I will not discuss
whether the member for Lowan wishes to rock. I will
concentrate on the government business program,
which is a sensible mix of the bills that are being
proposed and the annual statement of government
intentions. I look forward to the inaugural speech of the
new member for Altona because I am sure she will
make a fine addition to the Assembly.
I note that the member for Lowan spoke about the
Public Finance and Accountability Bill. He said that he
required more guidance. I am sure members of The
Nationals, whose party is in coalition with the Liberal
Party, must be hanging their heads in shame over
opposition members pulling this stunt with respect to
the Public Finance and Accountability Bill. I suggest
that the member for Lowan should seek guidance from
a former Minister for Finance, Roger Hallam, who
would be able to answer many of his questions. It is
entirely appropriate that we have further discussion and
debate on the bill this week. We need to move the
program along. I am sure all these bills, including the
Public Finance and Accountability Bill, will provide
continued reform and enhance governance in Victoria. I
support the government business program.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I oppose the government
business program, primarily because it includes the
resumption of debate on the Public Finance and
Accountability Bill. As members know, this bill was
partially debated in the last sitting week. I moved a
reasoned amendment that the bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to address some fundamental flaws in it, in
particular its threats to independent public bodies, the
way in which outcomes were specified, the potential for
continued manipulation of performance measures and
other matters.
Shortly after I moved that reasoned amendment the
government sought leave, which was granted, to
withdraw the bill from the government business
program for that week. I indicated on behalf of the
opposition that if the government were sincere in
wanting to repent, move from the path down which it
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was heading and seek to amend the bill to overcome the
serious threats it contained, that we in opposition would
then be prepared to enter into those discussions.
Subsequently I was contacted by the head of the
Department of Treasury and Finance, who invited me
to meet with him and other Treasury officers, which I
agreed to do. The meeting took place last Thursday, and
as far as I was concerned it proceeded in good faith.
Nothing came out of that meeting that in any way
dissuaded me from the view that this bill represents a
serious attack on the independence of various public
bodies that should continue to be independent or that
this bill is badly flawed in other respects. It remains
beyond belief how any properly functioning
government could have introduced a bill with such
wide-sweeping powers.
In light of those discussions, I remain of the view that a
bill such as this could only have emanated from a
government that was showing all of the arrogance and
disdain of a tired and worn out regime. That was
confirmed when almost immediately after I left that
meeting, which ended in good faith as far as I was
concerned, with the government to come back to me
having given consideration to the points I had raised, I
found that the bill had been included on the government
business program for this week to be voted on by the
end of the week.
Government members who have spoken on this motion
have reinforced what was obvious anyway: that there
seems to be no intention whatsoever on the part of the
government to accept the concerns we have set out and
to respond to them by amending the bill to make it a
decent bill rather than the sweeping grab for power and
continuation of rorts that it currently represents.
Government speakers have made it clear that there is no
intention on the part of the government to bring forward
any such amendments during the course of the debate
this week.
The only conclusion one can reach as to the most
obvious explanation based on the evidence is that the
government, when it withdrew the bill from the
government business program last sitting week, was
doing so because of the impending Altona by-election.
The government had no intention of negotiating in good
faith to amend the bill before it was dealt with by the
Assembly. The government simply removed the bill
because the government would have been exposed and
its position would have been unsustainable if it had
engaged in public debate on the merits of the bill before
the by-election. Now that the by-election is over the
government intends to try to press on with this bill,
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which is in exactly the same form it was in when it was
first brought before the house.
I and other members of the coalition parties remain
steadfastly opposed to what the government is
intending to do, and we are vehemently opposed to this
bill being put on the government business program.
Further debate on the bill should only proceed in this
house if the government reaches the point where it
accepts that the bill is appallingly badly drawn, has
extraordinarily wide-sweeping powers that threaten the
independence of key public institutions in this state and
should not proceed until the bill is radically amended.
Until that point this bill should not be included on the
government business program.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 49
Allan, Ms
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Hennessy, Ms
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Kairouz, Ms
Langdon, Mr

Languiller, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lobato, Ms
Lupton, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Marshall, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morand, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Overington, Ms
Pallas, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Richardson, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Scott, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Trezise, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 32
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Hodgett, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Morris, Mr
Mulder, Mr

Napthine, Dr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
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Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Ruby Hunter
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for the Arts) — Ruby
Hunter was a woman of great spirit and talent who,
sadly, passed away on Wednesday, 17 February.
Ruby’s sudden death from a heart attack has left an
enormous void in the Victorian music community. I
offer my sympathies to her partner, Archie Roach, her
family and her wider community.
A Ngarrindjeri woman born in the mid-1950s, Ruby
was a member of the stolen generation. She was
forcibly removed from her family at the age of eight.
Ruby has been described as a wise, amiable person with
a large, colourful personality. She was a great
champion for Aboriginal women who broke down the
barriers. Ruby possessed a unique and utterly majestic
voice, but above all else she was universally loved and
respected by all.
Ruby Hunter will be remembered for her performances
in the Broad concert series and in Ruby’s Story, for her
role in the film One Night the Moon and for her
renowned albums Thoughts Within, Feeling Good and
Ruby, to name just a few. Ruby was one of the first
indigenous women to be signed to a major recording
label, and her work as both a performer and singer earnt
her two Australian Record Industry Association, or
ARIA, award nominations, a Helpmann award for the
best Australian concert for Kura Tungar — Songs from
the River, a Deadly award for Excellence in Film or
Theatrical Score for Ruby’s Story and a Deadly award
for the Female Artist of the Year in 2000.

Warrnambool Hospital: radiotherapy
treatment
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — Last week,
along with about 200 community leaders and health
service providers, I attended the official launch of
Peter’s Project in Warrnambool. I am proud to be part
of this project, led by the dynamic and committed Vicki
Jellie, which aims to achieve an integrated cancer care
centre for south-western Victoria. Our area has a range
of quality cancer services, but we have two significant
missing links: MRI (magnetic resonance imaging)
technology and radiotherapy services. South-western
Victoria is the only region of Australia that has two
locally based oncologists but no radiotherapy facilities
to treat people with cancer.
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Each year more than 700 patients in south-west
Victoria are diagnosed with cancer. This number is
increasing each year due to population growth and the
ageing of our population. It is no longer acceptable that
these cancer patients are forced to live away from their
families, support networks and local cancer services for
weeks at a time to receive 5 to 10 minutes daily
radiotherapy treatment in Geelong or Melbourne.
Tragically a significant number of these people with
cancer decline radiotherapy treatment due to the
dislocation and its associated cost. As a result, country
people have higher death rates from cancer than their
city cousins.
A radiotherapy unit in Warrnambool would service
hundreds of patients from south-eastern South Australia
as well as those from Warrnambool, Portland,
Casterton and western Victoria. Action is needed now
from the state government to approve and fund a
radiotherapy unit and from the federal government to
approve licensing for a local MRI unit.

Ruby Hunter
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) —
As Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I would like to take
this opportunity to acknowledge the passing of the
widely respected and highly regarded indigenous
performer, singer and songwriter Ruby Hunter. Ruby
passed away suddenly last Wednesday evening at her
home in south-west Victoria, in the arms of her loving
husband, Archie Roach, and surrounded by her family.
Ruby was a pioneer in so many aspects of her creative
life and was one of the first indigenous women to be
signed to a major recording label. A prodigious talent,
Ruby touched the hearts of people of all ages and all
cultures with her music. During her career she was
nominated for various awards, including two Australian
Record Industry Association, or ARIA, awards, and
was recognised for her outstanding contribution to
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander music.
Ruby often performed in her remarkable and eyecatching headdress, but even more remarkable was her
story and her talent. It has been told many times that
Ruby was born by a billabong on the Murray River in
South Australia. It was no doubt this connection to her
land that gave her voice such depth. We also know that
she was a member of the stolen generation. Removed
from her family when she was approximately eight
years old, Ruby spent the next eight years in foster care
and institutions. She was a teenager living on the streets
of Adelaide when she met another remarkable talent,
Archie Roach, for the first time.
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Until recently Ruby was performing throughout
Australia and overseas with Archie and the Black Arm
Band, of which she was a founding member. A quietly
powerful woman, Ruby was a stolen child who was
also passionately dedicated to the spirit of
reconciliation. Ruby was an inspiration to all
Australians and in particular to indigenous women. She
will be sadly missed, and I pass on my deepest
condolences to her partner, Archie Roach, and family.

Gippsland: government performance
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — The Gippsland
community continues to be let down by the Brumby
government, and recent events verify how incompetent
and out of touch this government is. For example, in a
media release of 17 February the Minister for Housing
confidently claimed that Gippsland had experienced a
5 per cent reduction in its public housing waiting list of
December 2009 compared to that of September 2009.
Of course the minister’s claims were totally inaccurate
and false, with the figure actually increasing by 5 per
cent. In September 2009, 1377 people languished on
public housing waiting lists in Gippsland, and this
figure had escalated to 1446 people in December 2009.
In fact the Gippsland public housing waiting list has
increased by 23 per cent since December 2006, when
961 people languished on this list.
As a further example, I refer to the utilisation of a
Sunday pass in Latrobe city for eligible seniors,
disability support pensioners and unpaid carers. Despite
Latrobe city Sunday pass holders not being able to
access Sunday intertown bus services in the townships
of Moe, Morwell, Traralgon and Churchill for free, the
Brumby government continues to mislead the
Gippsland community by stating that certain zones
within Latrobe city can be accessed for free on
Sundays.
I have been lobbying the Brumby government for three
years on this unfair and inequitable situation, and it now
appears that government members are just making up
statements or are completely unaware of the facts.
Indeed one only has to view the Metlink website, which
falsely states that Sunday pass holders can access free
bus services in Latrobe city on Sundays, to realise that
this government has completely lost touch with the
Gippsland community.

Relay for Life: Essendon
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
congratulate the people in Essendon who once again
organised the Cancer Council Victoria Relay for Life,
which was held on Friday and Saturday at Windy Hill,
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the Essendon football ground. The Relay for Life has
been held each year for 10 years, and many dedicated
people and a number of teams, some of which have
been involved since the initiative started, assist in its
operation. This year the relay raised something like
$200 000, and over the years a significant amount has
been raised to assist Cancer Council Victoria. The
teams include Brumby’s Babes, which has nothing to
do with the Premier but relates to the Brumby’s bread
shops; teams from the Bendigo Bank and some schools
in the electorate such as St Columba’s College and
Penleigh and Essendon Grammar; and of course that
wonderful team known as Labor Legs, which has been
walking in it and helping to raise money since the relay
began.
It takes a great deal of work on behalf of the organisers
to arrange the event each year, and I think they should
be congratulated. It is a year long effort. They provide
great entertainment to anybody involved in the 24-hour
relay, and I think everyone enjoys the sponsorship of
Essendon Football Club, which allows the organisers to
use Essendon football ground for the event. Well done
to all those who organise the event. I am sure all those
who participated this year will be looking forward very
much to another walk next year.

Rail: Rowville link
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement is to
condemn the Brumby Labor government for again
turning its back on the people of the outer east and in
particular the residents of the city of Knox. After 11
long, dark years Labor will say anything, do anything,
lie and spin to hold onto government. However, the
Premier has been caught out. A fortnight ago the
Premier publicly declared that the proposed Rowville
rail line was dead. He stated that there were no plans for
a railway line to Rowville and said, ‘It is certainly not
on the agenda in the short term’. Yet another Labor
promise has bitten the dust. The Premier’s comments
are outrageous and should be a reminder to all Knox
residents that the Brumby Labor government simply
cannot be trusted when it comes to honouring election
promises in the outer east.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WELLS — In 1999 Labor went to the state
election promising a feasibility study into a Rowville
rail line. Now the Premier wants us all to just forget
Labor’s promises.
Ms Marshall — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Warrandyte is out of his seat
and interjecting, again.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr WELLS — Not only has Labor failed on the
Rowville rail line, it has failed on its election promises
to build a tram line to Knox City, to build a Scoresby
freeway with no tolls, to have a 24-hour Rowville
police station and to save Waverley Park for Australian
Football League football.

Rail: Alamein line
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — At the end of
January I sought from Metro Trains Melbourne,
through the Minister for Public Transport, assurances
that Alamein line trains would not be replaced by buses
just because there is a problem with the rail network.
Following my representations Metro has now advised
the minister that in future cases of severe stress on the
network, it is Metro’s intention to run three-car trains
on the Alamein line. In fact when it was hot the other
week, three-car trains were used on the Alamein line.
Despite this, someone is trying to persuade residents
that Metro has a closure policy. That is simply not
correct.
At best the petition and story that were circulated
represent a misunderstanding of the situation and at
worst they are scaremongering and a political stunt.
Advice from the Minister for Public Transport is that
Metro has a responsibility to run the train network as
efficiently as possible but that it has revisited the earlier
trial of automatic closure of the Alamein line when
faced with severe heat and has committed to running a
three-car service as a minimum. As per the existing
policy, only in the most extreme circumstances will
buses be used to replace trains on any line.
Minister Pakula shares my view about the importance
of the Alamein line to local residents and that there
should be no repetition of Kennett-era plans to close
railway lines. In fact the Brumby government is
extending public transport services in Melbourne,
building new trains and buying new rolling stock. It is
ludicrous to suggest that lines will be closed when the
government has such a strong commitment to public
transport.

Apollo Bay P–12 College: funding
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — On 28 July 2009 I
brought to the attention of this house the dilapidated
state of the Apollo Bay P–12 College and the dismay of
the school community upon hearing that the $2 million
in funding from the Building the Education Revolution
program, which is administered by this state
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government and which it had been led to believe would
be allocated to it, was not forthcoming. At the last
minute the college was required by the department to
apply for the lesser amount of $850 000 or miss out
altogether.
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great results. Like so many people, Asika’s parents
brought her out here to help here achieve a better life,
and they have surely done that. Asika not only has
achieved that but also wishes to help others.

Liquor licensing: fees
In July 2009 I urged the Minister for Education to
confer with her federal colleagues and find a way to
provide the school with the funding it requires to
provide a proper learning environment for students in
Apollo Bay. To this date, neither the state or federal
governments have made a serious effort to remedy this
situation. We now have the school captains undertaking
a very public campaign on behalf of the students. The
students are tired of the leaking roofs, they are tired of
spending their school days in substandard
accommodation and they are fed up with the school
being consistently overlooked for adequate funding.
If this government will not take note of the concerns
raised by the school council, the community of Apollo
Bay or its local member of Parliament, then surely it
must listen to the students, who every day turn up to
leaking classrooms, rotting ceilings and no air
conditioning, to list just a few of the issues. This is a
prime example of a state government that is just not
listening to rural communities. I congratulate the
captains of the Apollo Bay school for taking the
government on, taking the minister on and putting this
issue right up on the agenda.

Asika Pelenda

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Hattah is a small
community about 60 kilometres south of Mildura on
the Calder Highway. The centre of the community is
the Hattah store. The store is a post office, newsagency,
petrol station and licensed packaged liquor outlet.
Above all, the store is the centre of this small but tightknit community. The store also serves visitors to the
nearby Hattah Lakes national park.
The government has tried to destroy Hattah in the past
with a toxic waste dump; now it is back trying to
destroy Hattah with liquor licence fees. Last year
Hattah paid $249, which included Good Friday trading.
In 2010 the base fee is $1590, plus a risk fee for Good
Friday of $4770 — that is, an increase of 2445 per cent.
The locals and some Easter campers must become
something extraordinary on Good Friday. After much
correspondence over trading hours, the Hattah store
was offered the $1590 fee, which is still an increase of
536 per cent, with reduced hours.
Last night I received a text from Alex and Judy
Dowsley of the Hattah store, which says, ‘Today’s
liquor takings are $54 from eight customers. Alcoholfuelled violence is rampant in Hattah’.

Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — Today I acknowledge
the fantastic achievement of Asika Pelenda from
Melbourne Girls Grammar School. Asika received an
ENTER score of 99.05 in her 2009 Victorian certificate
of education results. This score is a wonderful
achievement, and it places her in the top 1 per cent of
students in the state for the 2009 academic school year.
Asika currently lives in Oak Park where along with
other members of her family, she is a prominent
member of the Sri Lankan community. It is wonderful
to see students of multicultural backgrounds such as
Asika achieving terrific results. Her hard work and
dedication throughout the school year have paid off
with such high marks.

The Hattah store is the centre of the community of
Hattah and it faces a bleak future due to the Brumby
government’s laws.

I understand that Asika has been offered a place at the
University of Melbourne studying medicine. Asika has
told me that she would like to be a paediatrician, that
she would like to help the children of Victoria and that
she would like to go back to Sri Lanka to help the
children of that country. I am sure we will be hearing a
lot about Asika. I wish her all best as she begins her
transition into medicine, and I congratulate her on her

Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Recently I had the
pleasure of attending school assemblies at Beaconsfield
Upper Primary School and Gembrook Primary School.
I wish to congratulate this year’s school leadership team
at Beaconsfield Upper, including school captains Bridie
Brown and Jack Hall, who displayed excellent
leadership skills at the assembly, where I also presented
badges to junior school council members, house

Solar energy: rebate
Mr CRISP — There is need for an additional
assistance measure for the solar industry. Currently if
householders install a rooftop photovoltaic system, the
federal government pays. If you are big enough to
pursue large-scale solar of 154 to 250 megawatts, more
federal and state government money is available. There
is nothing for anybody in between.

Gembrook electorate: school awards
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captains and vice captains as well as to the environment
captains.
At Gembrook Primary School I was very proud to
present badges to school captain Lily Wardale, who has
continued the family tradition set by her brother Hunter
the previous year which is also being carried out by
their sister Mia, who has been appointed as a student
representative council member this year and to Peter
Jefree was also proud to be appointed as school captain.
Pia Nesvara and Zach Hughes became school vicecaptains. Many other proud Gembrook students were
also appointed as house captains and house vicecaptains as well as journalism leaders, library assistant
leaders, technical assistants and gardening leaders.
Congratulations to all students who nominated at both
Beaconsfield Upper and Gembrook. I look forward to
making other special presentations over coming weeks
to Cockatoo Primary School, Emerald Primary School
and Gladysdale Primary School, among others.

Gembrook: community events
Ms LOBATO — I also wish to inform the house of
a couple of festivals in the Gembrook electorate. Last
weekend I had the pleasure of celebrating with the
Upper Beaconsfield community at their annual festival
and starting the 6-kilometre fun run.
This weekend the biggest show in town arrives in
Berwick. The Berwick show, one of the largest and
most successful agriculture shows, is being held on
Saturday and Sunday, and I encourage all members and
their families to attend.

Bushfires: fuel reduction
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Smoke from last year’s
fires ruined much of the wine vintage in the Yarra
Valley. Tourism stalled, jobs were lost, lives were
disrupted. It is absolutely crazy for the Premier to
announce that fuel reduction burns of logged areas are
to be carried out in the region during the harvest period.
No-one denies that fuel reduction burns are essential,
but to endanger the livelihoods of so many by not
waiting until the end of April is irresponsible and shows
the out-of-touch arrogance of this Premier.
Mr Nardella interjected.

Lilydale Primary School: facilities
Mrs FYFFE — Lilydale Primary School is an
excellent school.
Mr Nardella interjected.
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Mrs FYFFE — It needs the support of the Minister
for Education. Existing playground space is only 50 per
cent of the area that would be provided for a new
school. This has capped enrolments for the past nine
years. The new Building the Education Revolution
building will reduce this already inadequate play area
by a further 20 per cent. I ask the minister to support the
school in its bid for land and buildings which are
shortly to be vacated by Victoria Police. It is logical
that this land and these buildings be allocated to the
Lilydale Primary School.
In response to the interjections by the member for
Melton, I would like to advise him through you, Acting
Speaker, that I have no investment in a winery but that I
do care about my community far more than this
government cares about the people who cannot pay
their mortgages, cannot pay their rents and are having
great difficulty in funding their children’s education.

Cheltenham Light Opera Company
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — On Sunday, together
with the member for Mordialloc, I participated in the
opening of the new rehearsal facility for the
Cheltenham Light Opera Company in Moorabbin.
CLOC began in 1963 and has grown to be the largest
performing arts group in the city of Kingston. It is also
regarded as one of the largest and most successful
community-based musical theatre groups in Australia.
CLOC’s success has been built on the efforts of its
hardworking volunteers, with 300 people currently
working across all aspects of theatre production in the
company. This means that CLOC can bring highquality productions to the members of the community
who can least afford it. Because of this, CLOC has built
a very large and loyal audience, particularly in the
south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne.
But CLOC also provides many other benefits, such as
being an important training ground and pathway for
performers, designers and technicians to enter
professional theatre. CLOC also provides free use of its
facilities to schools, free advice and technical design for
shows, and work experience for secondary and tertiary
students. It also provides sets and costumes to other
theatre groups around Australia and has assisted with
civic and charity fundraising events within the city.
I know that for CLOC, the opening of the facility is a
dream come true. It represents the vision and combined
efforts since 1963 of the thousands of volunteers who
have made CLOC what it is today. I would like to
congratulate Grant Alley, the president of CLOC, and
his committee. I also thank the former Kingston mayor,
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Greg Alabaster, for his work in securing the new
facility. CLOC is a great musical theatre group, a
wonderful community group and an invaluable
community asset.

Desalination plant: unions
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It did not take long for the
militant unions to start flexing their Marxist,
Communist muscles down at the desalination site at
Wonthaggi, with notorious union thug Craig Johnston
being appointed as a delegate to organise the workers
on the site. Fancy the government allowing this to
happen on its sacred site where the plant must be
completed on time. Fancy Theiss Degrèmont being
landed with this union thug who has convictions and
was jailed over his disgraceful balaclava-clad runthroughs at both Johnson Tiles and Skilled Engineering,
where he and his commo thugs, his Labor-loving and
supporting union mates, smashed and wrecked the
offices, terrified and terrorised the staff, including a
pregnant woman, and threatened to kill a Skilled
manager.
This disgusting thug did this because the companies
dared to employ non-union labour. Johnston and his
union mates are from Trades Hall Council, and the
Amalgamated Metal Workers Union said the
companies would pay — and they are still paying on
sites across Victoria, with continuing threats and
ongoing harassment.
Now we have this dangerous and unstable thug
working at Wonthaggi, where he will undoubtedly
create mayhem for the government, for the contractors
and subcontractors, and for the community. The
government has treated the community down there with
contempt, and now it has set its Marxist union dogs
loose down there to ruin the lives of local tradesmen
and tradeswomen and delay the completion of the plant.
What a disgraceful government. What a disgraceful
thug — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Leo Sargent and Lindsay Glen
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am proud to
bring to the attention of the house an honour recently
bestowed upon local icons Leo Sargent and Lindsay
Glen, who were the recipients of the 2010 Whitehorse
Australia Day awards. Leo and Lindsay are both
committed executive members of the University of the
Third Age Nunawading. As all members of this house
would be aware, U3A is a successful and well run
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organisation which delivers a huge variety of courses
and social opportunities — —
Mr Wells — Acting Speaker, I direct your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.

Liquor licensing: fees
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — The Brumby
government’s new liquor licensing system is
unravelling into a disaster of monumental proportions.
It is a disaster for the government, which has been
caught out over this flawed and poorly considered
program, and it is a disaster for the many bed and
breakfasts, wineries, not-for-profit organisations, small
country hotels and supermarkets in my electorate. At
Nathalia the local hotel has been hit with an annual
liquor licence fee of $2450 this year, which is a
staggering jump from the $950 fee charged last year.
According to the account, $1500 of that amount is to
cover ‘risk management’ and supposedly to fund extra
police. The problem is that there has been a reduction in
police numbers in Nathalia over the last 12 months.
Last week the government liquor licence hardship
program was exposed for the rort it is when licensees
who applied for a reduction or waiver of their renewal
fees started receiving letters of rejection or offers of
paltry fee reductions. This week — just days after
licensees had their applications knocked back — we are
hearing that the liquor licensing office is telephoning
people and offering them massive reductions on their
liquor licence renewal fees. The way this entire
program has been handled is a disgrace and it highlights
the complete incompetence of the Brumby Labor
government and how out of touch it is with the
communities of rural and country Victoria. It is
enforcing laws and has no idea of the impact they will
have on the functioning of the strong communities of
rural Victoria and the businesses that will be decimated
by this shameful policy.

Fr Thadeus Nguyen Van Ly
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I want
to speak on behalf of the Nguyen family of Melbourne
whose relative has been locked up in Vietnam by the
Vietnamese government. The relative is Fr Thadeus
Nguyen Van Ly, who I visited in March 2006. There is
a recent report by the US Committee on Religious
Freedom in relation to the current health conditions
being endured by Fr Ly. He is a 63-year-old Catholic
priest from the Hue diocese, who has been locked up
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for 15 years of his life. In 1983 Fr Ly was recognised
by Amnesty International as a prisoner of conscience.
In 2007, after a kangaroo court trial, he was locked up
for another eight years. Since then Fr Ly has been cut
off from the outside world except for contact with
prison guards and occasional visits from his family. He
has suffered several episodes of stroke and has become
partially paralysed on one side of his body. The fact that
the prison has provided neither a proper diagnosis nor
adequate medical treatment has contributed to his
paralysis. The prison authorities also denied the request
of his family and the Hue diocese to release him in a
dignified way into the custody of the diocese for proper
medical treatment.
Despite the international efforts of many people,
including the chairman of the Political Affairs
Committee of the Parliamentary Assembly of the
Council of Europe, six US representatives and many
others, the Vietnamese government continues to
incarcerate him.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal:
determinations
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — In February 2009
Maroondah council told residents in Allens Road and
Salisbury Court, Heathmont, that it intended to
construct footpaths in those streets. The residents were
informed of the costs and were told, subject to appeals
to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal, the
work was expected to be completed by June. VCAT
appeals were heard in August 2009, but a determination
is yet to be made because a member of the panel has
been sick. It is not good enough that these residents
should be left in limbo. I am not unsympathetic to the
panel member’s poor health, but I am wondering why
alternative arrangements are not made in such
circumstances. The whole idea behind VCAT was to
get inexpensive, speedy outcomes, but that appears to
be failing.

Lyrebird Awards
Mrs VICTORIA — Congratulations to Julia Roper,
Trish Carr and everyone from the Lyrebird Awards
who put on two fantastic award ceremonies in
Ringwood last Saturday. One was for junior
productions and one was for senior productions. The
Lyrebird Awards focus on non-professional theatre
companies and the quality works they bring to the
eastern suburbs of Melbourne. It is so important to
recognise those involved in theatre at all levels, and I
commend them on their passion for this sector of the
arts.
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Kyle Vassil
Mrs VICTORIA — I would like to pass on my
heartfelt condolences after the tragic death of Kyle
Vassil, a year 7 student at Aquinas College, who
drowned last Wednesday while on a school camp. I
cannot imagine the grief that is being felt by his family.
I know the caring and tight-knit school community is
rallying around them and will continue to do so.

Terry Kirby
Mrs VICTORIA — On Saturday the Liberal Party
lost one of its most loyal friends and supporters in Terry
Kirby. He personified liberalism. My thoughts and best
wishes go to Margaret and all their friends and family.

Sarath Fonseka
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Many members
of the Sri Lankan community within my electorate fear
for the future of their nation following the arrest of
Sarath Fonseka. Earlier this year Mr Fonseka contested
the presidential election in Sri Lanka as an opposition
candidate. Despite working with President Mahinda
Rajapaksa to end the civil war, Mr Fonseka was
arrested on charges of committing an alleged violation
of military law and faces a lengthy jail term or even
execution. This follows the elections held earlier this
year, which were considered to be the most violent in
more than a decade despite being the first to be held
during peacetime in nearly 30 years. Mr Fonseka won
more than 40 per cent of the vote in that election.
Human rights activists fear the arrest could lead to
greater violence than that seen in the presidential
election. His supporters fear he may be assassinated
while in custody. He is so distrustful of his captors that
he did not eat or drink until his wife, Anoma, took food
and water when she was allowed to visit. I fervently
hope, along with many in my electorate, that she will be
permitted to visit daily to ensure that he receives safe
and adequate hydration and nutrition.
The president dissolved the Sir Lankan Parliament the
day after Mr Fonseka’s arrest and political violence was
reported within hours. It is alleged that the arrest is an
attempt to prevent his involvement in the next
parliamentary elections. We in Australia should value
our parliamentary democracy.

Peninsula Link: construction
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — What a fantastic
day last Tuesday was. The Premier turned the first sod
in the construction of the Peninsula Link project. I
would like to thank both the Premier and the Minister
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for Roads and Ports for visiting Frankston once again.
This was an important day, because it represents the
start of construction of the $759 million toll-free
Peninsula Link project. What a boon it will be for
Frankston and the peninsula with Southern Way and its
construction contractor, Abigroup, ready to make this
project become a reality. Residents will experience less
traffic, lower travel times and more time to spend at
home with their families rather than peak-hour
frustration.
This is a very big project with 27 kilometres of
freeway, 11 local road connections and more than
35 bridges as well as a 22-kilometre cycling path. This
project will bring great benefits of time saving,
thousands of jobs and continued investment in
Frankston, not to mention the boost to tourism in our
region.

Frankston Croquet Club
Dr HARKNESS — There will be even longer
summers of croquet for local players soon thanks to a
$26 000 Brumby Labor government funding boost,
which will see the conversion of two of the club’s
winter grass croquet lawns into drought-tolerant, warm
season grasses. The Frankston Croquet Club is one of
the oldest and proudest in Melbourne and the only one
of its type in Frankston. However, in the last few years
it has been struggling with the effects of the drought.
The new playing surfaces and two large water tanks
will allow this sport to prosper in Frankston for many
years to come. Congratulations to the Frankston
Croquet Club, to its president, John Neville, to the
committee and to all the members.

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 February; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources).
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is a pleasure to rise to
speak on the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Bill 2010. It is interesting to note the attendants
valiantly struggling to distribute this bill around the
chamber; it comes in two volumes, and I think they
amount to roughly 967 pages. It is a sizeable bill. For
that reason it is disappointing that the Minister for
Energy and Resources did not agree with the
opposition’s proposal that there be additional time
between the introduction of this bill and the second-
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reading debate for proper consultation and proper
scrutiny to be undertaken.
As I said, this is a sizeable bill, and it affects some
important environmental and economic aspects of
Victorian industry. For that reason we would have
thought that a little bit more time for consultation with
affected stakeholders would have been entirely
appropriate. The government has had years to put this
bill in place. It is an attempt to some extent to mirror
federal legislation in the area, which was initially
passed in 2006 and was subsequently amended in 2008.
The government has therefore had at least two years, if
not four, to look at this issue, but it has left the
opposition two weeks to consider and debate it.
The government has said it is keen to see the
development of carbon capture and storage (CCS) in
Victoria, and I will go to the reasons why the
opposition supports that concept in a minute. But a
submission the Victorian government made to the
House of Representatives Standing Committee on
Primary Industries and Resources inquiry into the draft
Offshore Petroleum Amendment (Greenhouse Gas
Storage) Bill 2008 stated that if CCS is to provide an
effective component of Victoria’s, and also the
nation’s, climate change response, the industry needs to
be established within the next 15 to 20 years. That is the
time frame the government is looking at in the context
of this legislation. Given that it is a 15-to-20-year time
frame it beggars belief that the minister was not
prepared to allow the opposition an extra fortnight —
one fortnight — to undertake appropriate consultations.
I note the minister issued a press release yesterday
concerning the undertaking of seismic work in the
Gippsland Basin. I would hope the minister did not
decide to schedule the debating of this legislation
simply as an adjunct to his media timetable.
I come to the nub of the bill. I am afraid its size is going
to preclude a detailed clause-by-clause examination,
Acting Speaker, which I am sure you and the rest of the
house were looking forward to! However, I note that
the purpose of the bill is to re-enact with modifications
provisions regulating petroleum exploration and
recovery activities and petroleum facilities. I will just
pause there to say that this is essentially a re-enactment
of the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act 1982, which
for some time has regulated the offshore exploration
and petroleum recovery operations that take place
within Victoria’s coastal waters. The other purpose of
the bill is to provide for the regulation of the geological
storage of carbon dioxide.
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Just to clarify where we are in terms of our jurisdiction,
the agreement between the commonwealth, the states
and the Northern Territory, which is known as the
offshore constitutional settlement, provides that the
offshore area within 3 nautical miles is substantially
within the jurisdiction of the relevant state or territory
while the area beyond 3 nautical miles is within the
jurisdiction of the commonwealth. This bill is debating
what should be the appropriate regulatory regime
within 3 nautical miles of our coastline. We do not
intend to try to legislate beyond that, that is covered by
federal legislation. As I will discuss later in my
contribution, however, there is overlap, because in
terms of the sorts of geological storage facilities we
might be looking to use to store carbon dioxide in the
future, there are not necessarily clear-cut lines either
side of the 3-nautical-mile limit. Therefore the
complementarity of our bill with the federal legislation
is very important.
In relation to the offshore petroleum aspect of this bill,
as I said, it substantially re-enacts the existing
provisions. I do not intend to spend a lot of time dealing
with those, because they have been covered previously.
It is the greenhouse gas storage aspect of this bill which
is to some extent more important; although, having said
that, I can also say the interaction between and the
potentially competing interests of greenhouse gas
storage and petroleum exploration and recovery are
very live issues. Getting the balance right between
those two potentially competing interests is something
we need to be aware of at all times.
In terms of greenhouse gas storage, the bill establishes a
system for greenhouse gas storage site exploration
similar to that of offshore petroleum exploration and
recovery, with a broadly corresponding system of
permits, leases and licences. A permit allows the holder
to explore and identify possible locations for
sequestering greenhouse gases under the ocean. The
government is able to put blocks within its territorial
waters out to tender for greenhouse gas operations.
These areas will be selected based on geological and
other data, and tenders can be submitted for the right to
explore these blocks placed on either cash bids or work
program bids.
The government has indicated it would see work
program bids as the primary form of tender, and the
opposition thinks that is a reasonable position to take.
Given the importance of greenhouse gas storage,
particularly to the Latrobe Valley but also to all
Victorians due to our dependence on coal-fired
electricity at this point in time, we think determining
tenders based on who is most likely to develop these
areas and safely develop greenhouse gas storage
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capacities is better than a quick money grab by deciding
tenders on the basis of who is prepared to offer the most
money.
Following the tender, assessment permits can be issued
over the permit area to allow exploration to confirm the
suitability or otherwise of the area for greenhouse gas
operations. If the area is proven up as suitable — that is,
the minister is satisfied that the application site is
suitable for the permanent storage of the nominated
amount of greenhouse gas substance — a greenhouse
gas holding lease can then be issued over the relevant
area. The minister must be satisfied that the greenhouse
storage formation is suitable for the permanent storage
of at least 100 000 tonnes of greenhouse gases. Finally,
an injection licence may be issued which allows the
holder to inject a nominated greenhouse gas into the
formation.
I will pause at that point to discuss why the option of
greenhouse gas storage is so important. Victorian
government figures, depending on which publication
you look at, suggest that between 94 per cent and
98 per cent of Victoria’s electricity production is
through coal-fired generation. We have, again
depending on which publication you choose to read,
somewhere between 500 and 1000 years of brown coal
supplies in this state.
Brown coal has been an important source of
competitive advantage in Victoria for many years. It is
a relatively cheap and reliable form of fuel for baseload
power. Because of what we now understand about the
potential impacts of the greenhouse gases produced by
burning the coal, we are moving towards a system
whereby we are trying to use that coal in a cleaner way
that has less impact on the environment.
Coal is very important not just to electricity production
in providing a relatively cheap and stable and secure
energy supply for this state but also because it has a
very human element in terms of those areas of Victoria
that are dependent on brown coal mining and power
generation, particularly the Latrobe Valley.
In the understandable excitement about trying to move
to clean up our environment as quickly as possible, it is
very important that we do not leave behind those towns,
communities and families that have been part of the
development of the brown coal industry in Victoria.
The industry has been there for many years. Many
towns are built around brown coal excavation and the
burning of that product to make electricity.
It is important for coal to have a future in this state
because a lot of towns and communities depend on it.
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People will often say, ‘They can all get green jobs’. We
welcome any additional green jobs, but the fact is it is
important for those people who have built their lives
around this industry to be dealt with fairly and to that
extent our ability to develop carbon capture and storage
is going to be an important part of ensuring that these
communities remain viable propositions. This side of
the house is absolutely committed to making sure that
those communities are not left to fend for themselves.
In all the discussions we have had federally and in other
places about emission trading schemes and all the rest,
there has been too little discussion about the impact on
communities in the Latrobe Valley and what that is
going to mean for them. I believe we should be
discussing that a lot more than we have to date.
Noting that, if we are going to be able to find ways to
clean up coal so that we can still get the benefit of its
reliability as a baseload fuel but with fewer
environmental impacts, carbon capture and storage
(CCS) does seem to offer a very exciting prospect.
Again referring to the Victorian government’s
submission to the House of Representatives Standing
Committee on Primary Industries and Resources, the
government stated there that:
It is estimated that the Gippsland Basin has the potential
greenhouse gas storage capacity of 35 000 MT, which
represents an ability to store approximately 285 years of
Victoria’s emissions at the current rate of 122 MT per annum.

If CCS can work, if it is commercially viable, then it
does offer tremendous opportunities for Victoria.
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where you have two regimes literally operating side by
side — one on one side of the 3 nautical mile limit, the
other on the other side of it — it would be madness to
have two contradictory regimes.
The government of Victoria has decided to pursue one
extremely important difference between this and the
federal legislation — that is what happens following the
closure of a greenhouse gas injection site. The federal
legislation provides that that happen 15 years after the
closure of that site, so we are talking about a long term
liability which transfers to the commonwealth, which
means that those proponents of CCS who are prepared
to invest the money in winning a tender, undertaking
the assessments of the areas, finding the geological
formations, getting the infrastructure in place,
undertaking the injection, undertaking the clean-up
afterwards — all the money that is involved in those
investments — would present a limit to the liability of
those operators.
Under the commonwealth legislation that limit has been
set at 15 years after closure. In the Victorian legislation
there is no such limit; it is perpetual. This is a key
difference, and I believe the minister, in his secondreading speech, gave that difference an inappropriately
brief mention. So I cannot be accused of misquoting, I
will quote him directly:
This bill will differ from the commonwealth approach and
will provide that common-law liabilities remain with the
operator after surrender of the licence.
This position is consistent with the Victorian Greenhouse Gas
Geological Sequestration Act 2008 and the approach taken
for earth resource industries and waste disposal industries
more generally, the Australian Regulatory Guiding Principles
for Carbon Capture and Geological Storage endorsed by the
Ministerial Council on Mineral and Petroleum Resources and
Queensland’s Greenhouse Gas Storage Act.

I should also perhaps at this stage say that there are
different forms of carbon capture and storage which can
and should be examined. Geosequestration — either the
onshore variety or the offshore variety — is not the
only option. There is some exciting work being done on
algae and the conversion of carbon dioxide through
algae into processes that can be used in agriculture and
can be a value add to some extent. We think the
government is correct to be looking at CCS as an
important method to reduce the impact of CO2 on the
environment, but it is not the only game in town There
are other forms of renewables; there are other forms of
carbon capture and storage; and these should be
examined. I am pleased to see the member for South
Barwon agreeing with me on that point. That sets the
scene for why we think CCS is important and why,
therefore, this legislation is very important.

The minister states this is different and that there are
other forms of legislation that do not appear to relate to
offshore geosequestration that are also different, but
nowhere does the minister state why Victoria has taken
this quite different path. It is only common sense to
note that if a company is interested in undertaking the
significant investment involved with carbon capture
and storage, and one regime says, ‘Your liability will be
limited to 15 years after the closure of the operation’,
but the other regime says, ‘You are liable till kingdom
come’, a proponent is more likely, other things being
equal, to go with the regime that offers some form of
certainty.

The legislation is designed, so the government says, to
mirror as much as possible the federal government
legislation. It makes obvious sense to do that, because

Given that this means Victoria’s regime is far less
attractive to potential CCS operators than the federal
regime, the state government and the minister have an
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obligation to come into this place and better explain to
the Parliament and to the people of Victoria why it has
chosen this radically different path. I do not think the
minister’s second-reading speech cuts it in terms of
explaining why it has gone down this different path.
Hopefully other government speakers will be able to
enlighten us. We are concerned about the fact that we
are diverging from the commonwealth in such an
important way. There may well be respectable
arguments as to why the government thinks it is not
appropriate to provide limited liability, but we have not
heard those arguments.
I have been consulting with industry on this matter in
the brief time the government has allowed for
consultation. I could synthesise the comments I have
received from industry in this way: industry is a very
strong advocate of long-term liability capping measures
in order to provide investment certainty for CCS
proponents. Industry representatives make the point that
the injected CO2 will be around for hundreds of years,
potentially much longer than the shelf life of the
companies that will be undertaking the operations. It is
important that there be consistency in this legislation.
They note that there are many offshore blocks that cross
the state and commonwealth waters limit. How does the
scheme work where you have blocks on both sides of
the 3-nautical-mile limit, meaning that operations that
happen in the Victorian part have unlimited liability,
but on the other side of that imaginary line there is
limited liability?
I am advised that GeoScience Victoria has stated that
the ultimate migration point for injected fluids in some
petroleum-producing acreage — that is, if saline
aquafeed injection is performed — would be towards
Victorian waters. There are some technical issues here
where the nature of CCS technology means that you
could have injection into commonwealth sites that may
then come across and flow into Victorian waters. How
does this different legal regime then operate? There is
no doubt that this legislation will limit a CCS
proponent’s investment certainty for projects not just in
Victorian waters but also in federal waters.
The government has said publicly in the second-reading
speech and in its various submissions that CCS is of
critical importance. I will read from the House of
Representatives submission again:
The commercial development of CCS in a timely manner is
therefore of critical importance not only to Victoria, but to the
nation.

The government acknowledges the critical importance
of CCS and the opposition acknowledges the critical
importance of CCS, but the government has not
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adequately explained to this house why it has then
chosen to diverge from the commonwealth legislation
in such a way that not only will it make the Victorian
regime less attractive but it could also impact on how
the federal regime operates. This is too important an
issue for just a glib assertion to be made by the minister
in the second-reading speech. I think he and the
government owe it to Victorians to put some meat on
the bones of that argument and let Victorians judge for
themselves whether the government has adequate
reasons for refusing to limit liability or whether it is just
playing games and potentially compromising the future
development of CCS in the process.
There are some other differences to the commonwealth
act. A lot of those relate to penalties provided in the
legislation. I am advised that, essentially, that is a
reflection of the differences between the various
sentencing and penalty regimes of the state and the
commonwealth. The commonwealth operates under the
Commonwealth Criminal Code; Victoria has its own
Sentencing Act and the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act. Having had a look at the
differences between the penalties provided for in the
commonwealth legislation and the state legislation, I do
not think very much turns on them.
However, there are some other issues I want to draw
attention to in the few minutes remaining. The term
‘greenhouse gas substances’ is defined in the Victorian
bill to mean carbon dioxide or other prescribed gases —
that is a brief definition of it — but as yet no regulations
have been made. The government has advised me in
briefings that it intends to mirror the definition of
greenhouse gas substances that will be used by the
commonwealth, but it has not made a public
commitment to do so. Given that the government has
provided that assurance to me in the course of my
briefing, I would invite the minister or suitably
informed members of the government to make that
commitment in the chamber — that is, that the
Victorian government will mirror the definition of
greenhouse gas substances adopted by the
commonwealth. We think that is extremely important.
There is a concern in relation to the way in which the
environmental management of these sensitive projects
will be monitored and undertaken. Rather than the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA), the
Department of Primary Industries will undertake much
of the environmental work on these greenhouse gas
storage operations. The DPI has a lot of expertise in
different areas, but I think the community would have
the right to pose the question whether the DPI is the
most appropriate agency for environmental protection
in relation to offshore greenhouse gas storage. Again, if
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the government believes the EPA is not best suited to
the task and the DPI has better expertise in the area, I
think it would be useful to hear the government’s
arguments on that point.
The minister has said the commonwealth’s regulations
under its legislation are expected to be finalised towards
the end of March 2010. Given that a significant amount
of detail regarding the practical operation of the scheme
is going to be in the regulations, one might have
thought it would be preferable for the Parliament to
have the opportunity to consider those regulations
before debating the Victorian bill.
This brings me back to an earlier point I made, which is
that the government is talking about a 15-to-20-year
time frame for the establishment of a commercially
viable CCS industry. One might wonder why the
government has moved in the way it has — that is, by
bringing the bill forward before the commonwealth
regulations have been promulgated and without, in my
view, giving the opposition adequate time to consult,
given the size of the bill.
There is a definition in the act, in proposed section 405,
of what a ‘serious situation’ is, which someone might
say could be a bit of an understatement. A brief
definition of ‘serious situation’ is provided in
section 405:
(a) a greenhouse gas substance injected into the identified
greenhouse gas storage formation —
(i)

has leaked; or

(ii) is leaking —
from the identified greenhouse gas storage formation;

Obviously they would be the sorts of circumstance
which would cause considerable community concern.
In very recent times we have seen the environmental
damage that can be wrought by problems associated
with petroleum and oil offshore — fortunately not off
our shore, but off the western coast of Australia. It is
important that the minister have sufficient powers to be
able to act very quickly to try to resolve these matters.
Having looked through proposed section 405, and
section 406, which deals with the powers of the
minister to deal with such situations, it appears to me
that there is sufficient legal power there.
The question the opposition poses is: what sorts of
guarantees do we have that a company that may have
made some sort of catastrophic error in relation to
greenhouse gas storage has the wherewithal to be able
to implement directions a minister may issue? The cost
of cleaning up a ‘serious situation’ — to use the term in
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the act — could be absolutely massive, and I wonder
whether the government plans to have any measures in
place to ensure that the companies that might be
undertaking these sorts of greenhouse gas operations
will have the financial wherewithal to be able to
undertake the remedial actions that would be necessary
to prevent, or at least mitigate, an environmental
disaster.
A lot of work is being done by the federal Parliament
on the bill which is essentially the model for this
legislation. It was interesting to note that it was a
bipartisan House of Representatives committee that
came down with 19 recommendations to amend the bill
that was in the federal Parliament. Recommendation 14
is:
The committee recommends that a process for the formal
transfer of long-term liability from a GHG —

that is, greenhouse gas —
operator to the government be established within the
proposed legislation, such transfer to be conditional upon
strict adherence to prescribed site closure criteria.

In case the member for South Barwon or somebody
else gets excited and thinks this is a Liberal plot to talk
about the capping of long-term liability, let me make it
clear that this recommendation came from the inquiry
of a commonwealth parliamentary committee that was
undertaken during the Rudd regime, and the
committee’s chair was Dick Adams. I raise these
questions about the government’s decision not to cap
liability because I think the issues are very serious. I do
not raise these issues in a partisan, point-scoring sense
but in a genuine sense of inquiry, because the federal
Parliament decided to cap liability. A federal
parliamentary committee with a Labor majority and a
Labor chair decided to recommend to cap liability. This
seems to be the one glaring aspect of this bill that could
have the effect of sinking the commercial viability of
CCS not only in Victorian waters but, as I indicated
earlier, it could also have an impact in federal waters.
We would like to hear government members explain
why they think this is so important and what impact
they think this may have on the development of CCS.
Given those comments, the opposition’s position is that
we are not going to oppose this bill. We think it is
important to establish a regime as soon as practicable.
We acknowledge the absolute importance of CCS
methods of different types to improve our environment.
We also acknowledge the absolute importance or
potential for CCS to be a big factor in ensuring the
continuing viability of the Latrobe Valley and those
communities that have been so dependent upon the coal
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industries in that part of Victoria. While the discussions
have concentrated on the Gippsland Basin, there are
also some significant assets off the Otway coast, as the
member for South Barwon is aware.
This legislation has the opportunity to be very
significant for Victoria and for Victorian industries, so
it is incumbent on the government to get it right. We are
hoping it has got it right, but it remains to be seen.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I too rise
to support the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Bill. I thank the member for Malvern for his
well-reasoned contribution to the debate on the bill. His
was a contribution to the debate, but not an argument. I
thank him and acknowledge his support for the bill. I
realise it was a warm acknowledgement, not cool —
and not enthusiastic! I understand that, but at least it
was a warm acknowledgement of support, and I thank
the opposition parties for their support of the bill.
The member for Warrandyte raised the key question,
which is: why are we doing this? He also touched on
issues confronting communities in the Latrobe Valley
in particular. Victoria has one of the world’s largest
supplies of brown coal, which is used in Victoria to
generate 95 per cent of our electricity, so its importance
cannot be underestimated not only from the point of
view of electricity generation and generating the
economy but as a key driver of the economy more
broadly from a jobs perspective. The coal industry is
also a key driver of a region in Victoria that is
heavily — almost entirely — dependent on that
industry for its long-term viability.
It is in that context that we discuss or debate this bill. In
this context it is critical to resolve these issues for
communities in the Latrobe Valley and for industries
that rely on brown coal in a carbon-constrained future.
We are living it now, and we will be even more carbon
constrained in the future. It is part of a suite of measures
that this government, and governments more generally,
need to undertake to reduce CO2 levels in the
atmosphere. It is certainly not yet the silver bullet, and I
do not think we should rely on it as a silver bullet to
reduce CO2 levels in the atmosphere to acceptable
levels. It is part of a suite of measures, but it is vital for
Victoria. If we look at the issue from a parochial
perspective, we see it is the key issue for us and for our
brown coal generators, particularly those in the Latrobe
Valley, although I note that a facility that abuts my
electorate in Anglesea also relies on brown coal. It is
primarily a Latrobe Valley issue, but it is a Victorian
issue as well, and we are cognisant of that.
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Carbon capture and storage (CCS) technologies are
being investigated by the energy sector. People in that
sector are arguing that it has great potential to reduce
the pollution released into the atmosphere when using
fossil fuels for the generation of electricity. Carbon
capture and storage is not new and is certainly not
untested. Most of the technologies involved in CCS are
already well developed and have been demonstrated to
a small degree, although they have not yet been
integrated anywhere on a fully commercialised scale.
Carbon capture and storage is one solution, and we are
hopeful — and the industry argues — that reliable,
secure and affordable energy will result in low carbon
emissions to meet our energy needs in the future.
The bill is a large one. From comments I heard in the
Government Whip’s office, my understanding is that it
is the largest bill that has graced the floor of this
chamber. I am not sure if that statement is accurate, but
it is certainly a rather large bill. Although it is large, it is
technically interesting and not dissimilar to the federal
legislation. A lot of the bill mirrors legislation passed
by the commonwealth back in 2006 and 2008, and one
of its intentions is to mirror as far as practicable the
changes that the commonwealth has made in its
legislation. That is what is intended to be reflected in
this Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Bill.
All states have undertaken to adopt the common
practices or the common rules applied under the federal
Offshore Constitutional Settlement; and they are not
specific to Victoria alone. All states have committed to
mirror the legislation in their own jurisdictions, and this
bill is certainly part of Victoria’s commitment to that
suite of acts that are at both a state or territory and
commonwealth level.
The bill regulates petroleum activities, facilities and
geological storage of carbon dioxide and other
greenhouse gases in offshore Victoria as part of our
commitment to reduce atmospheric greenhouse gas
emissions. It is particularly geographically focused.
First of all, it is offshore, and it is also, as articulated by
the member for Malvern, 3 nautical miles out to sea, so
that is our jurisdiction. In addition to that, it provides
for a streamlined regulatory approach to the injection
and underground storage of CO2.
We believe the bill provides certainty for investors with
respect to their legal rights and obligations. I understand
the concerns of the member for Malvern, and hopefully
I will touch on them, but I am certain the minister in his
summing up will provide a more expansive dissertation
on the issue raised by the member for Malvern.
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The bill also gives certainty for other potentially
affected interest holders and gives not every person but
the majority of members of the community some
degree of confidence that injection and storage
operations will be undertaken in a manner that will
minimise environmental effects and potential public
health issues.
The bill creates a system of titles for petroleum
exploration and also, as I mentioned previously,
addresses some policy differences in the management
of long-term liabilities.
Time does not permit me to go into a number of the
other issues with respect to the bill itself, but I shall
comment on a number of the recent announcements by
the government. We are very keen about this
legislation, as is the Minister for Energy and Resources
in his passion in this regard. The minister has been a
strong advocate for CCS and investment in the
technology, feasibility and different stages of the trials,
both in the Otway project and also in Gippsland.
On 30 November 2009 the government announced
$2 million funding for the second stage of the storage
project in the Otway Basin of the Cooperative Research
Centre for Greenhouse Gas Technologies, otherwise
known as CO2CRC. That was in addition to the
announcement of some $4 million for the expansion of
the trial stage 1 of the project.
We believe it is a key part of our strategy — and again I
am in furious agreement with the member for
Malvern — to look at the great potential we have in
Victoria for the capture and storage of CO2. I think the
figure used by the member for Malvern was 285 years
at the current level of Victorian emissions. By any
person’s judgement, that is a comparative advantage
that we would be negligent not to take up.
In the little time I have left, in addition to the Otway
project I mention to the house that Victoria is the focus
of the international CCS communities. The Cooperative
Research Centre for Greenhouse Gas Technologies is a
collaboration of these groups. The leading international
and national CCS experts and organisations
participating include the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation, Geoscience Australia,
the universities of Adelaide, Curtin, Melbourne,
Monash and New South Wales, the Alberta Research
Council of Canada, the Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory of the United States and a number of others
I do not have time to articulate — but Victoria is the
focus of the group. This government is keen to support
this, and it welcomes the support of the opposition for
this bill.
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Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill
2010. The Nationals in coalition will support the bill,
the purpose of which is to re-enact, with some
modifications, the provisions relating to the petroleum
exploration recovery activities and petroleum facilities
and provide for the regulation of geological storage of
carbon dioxide, or CO2.
This bill, which the member for Malvern has gone
through in great detail, really is about the agreement
between the commonwealth, states and territories to
sort out offshore jurisdiction, with Victoria’s
jurisdiction extending 3 nautical miles and the
commonwealth’s jurisdiction being beyond that. The
commonwealth legislated in 2008, and this legislation
is a reflection of that process.
However, there are a couple of other provisions listed
that I need to run through. It requires a minister to
assess the impact of greenhouse operations on the
petroleum industry. The bill allows for CO2 storage and
the petroleum industry to coexist. It creates a system of
titles for the storage of carbon dioxide, a greenhouse
gas assessment permit, a greenhouse gas holding lease,
a greenhouse gas injection licence, a greenhouse gas
search authority and the greenhouse gas special
authority. As a register of these titles will be created
and maintained, it will give the minister the power to
direct the plugging of a well, the protection of natural
resources and the repair of any damage to the seabed.
We have a concern, raised by the member for Malvern
in his contribution, about the liability aspect. In the
3 nautical miles Victoria is asking the proponent, or
those who inject the CO2, to be liable, whereas the
commonwealth had a sunset clause so that after
15 years the commonwealth would accept liability. The
open-ended liability could affect the certainty or
confidence to invest in this technology; also there are
some issues which may come up if the CO2 field spans
the 3 nautical miles border. There will need to be a way
to resolve that aspect.
There are some things we need to understand about the
geosequestration issue. In particular to capture, cool,
compress, pump and store underground CO2 from our
coal-fired power stations we require considerable
energy, and some sources quote that as much as 25 per
cent to 30 per cent of a coal-fired power station’s output
will be required. Where is the energy going to come
from for this technology in an environment of growing
demand due to population consumption growth? This
form of CO2 abatement is technically possible and gives
the population really feelgood confidence that we are
doing something, but it will come at a cost. The
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demand curve shows for Victoria — and for almost any
community that uses electricity — that it is made up of
baseload, intermediate load and peak load, and when
you examine the baseload capacity in particular you
find there is very little spare capacity in Victoria to
undertake this. Whatever happens, there will be an
inevitable economic outcome, which could be a
considerable rise in electricity costs. As the cost of
electricity rises it will make other renewable
technologies more attractive, but there will also be an
impact on Victorian households and industries which
needs to be considered, and so there are those
difficulties.
‘Baseload power’ is the term commonly used to
describe the amount of electricity demand required on a
continuous basis — that is, 24 hours a day, year
round — to power continuous industrial processes and
essential services throughout our community. Baseload
represents the minimum continuous level of demand in
a grid system, and thus it requires a reliable supply
source without the risk of output dropping below the
baseload level. The demand for electricity fluctuates
during the day, and that is why we have periods of
intermediate and peak load.
There are some issues associated with this, and in
Victoria coal-fired power stations are our baseload
power stations. With their capacity so committed, I
think we have to consider other forms of carbon capture
and storage (CCS). In particular the Gippsland Basin
has 285 years of sequestration capacity and we have
500 years of coal, so we have the right mix of resources
to ensure Victoria’s future. What we have to do is make
sure that in taking advantage of our great capacity we
do not price ourselves out of the market. One of the
things Victorian industry has going for it in comparison
to the rest of the world at the moment is the reasonable
price of energy, so we have to be very sensitive to the
energy costs if we are going to maintain jobs in
Victoria. We also need to make sure that factories and
households get the energy they need.
There are other forms of CCS which need to be
considered, particularly if the baseload problem
becomes a real concern for us. One such form is algae.
Our future technologies need a mix of solutions, and
algae is one of them. I will explain about algae. Carbon
capture and storage at major CO2 producing sites will
be a necessary measure to meet our greenhouse
obligations. The capture of carbon in Victoria is
preferable to some of the other ways of dealing with
carbon that have been proposed. I have had experience
with a Melbourne-based company, MBD Energy Ltd,
which has been developing a naturally occurring
organism, algae, to capture carbon.
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Algae in water — whether it be sea water, brackish
water or fresh water — in the presence of CO2, sunlight
and nutrition grow quickly and can be harvested and
processed to produce biodiesel and protein. There is a
significant source of CO2 in the Latrobe Valley, so we
will be looking to develop this technology there, and
MBD Energy has developed a memorandum of
understanding with Loy Yang in the Latrobe Valley to
install a pilot algae plant. A lot of research and
development is required to make any sort of
sequestration work, and MBD has formed a partnership
with James Cook University in Townsville to develop a
large-scale algae test facility. I was lucky enough to
visit the site to look at some of the technology which is
being developed, and in particular I saw the algae being
produced and processed.
Victoria’s medium-term future energy security will
depend on its coal-fired coal stations. Wind, solar and
hydro energy and natural gas will play a part, but coal
will remain dominant. By supporting the concept of
biosequestration as well as geosequestration we are
going to secure Victoria’s future.
I would like to record my thanks to MBD Energy for
the briefings it provided and for giving me the
opportunity to visit the test sites. As the memorandum
of understanding with Loy Yang moves forward I
understand MBD will involve the community far more.
MBD presented to a Gippsland major projects summit
very recently — I think on 10 February — so there is
growing awareness.
Victoria has many choices for sequestration, and all
need to be considered in meeting Victoria’s future
energy needs and responsibilities. Geosequestration is
one form, and we are seeing that in legislation now. I
would like to see the government keep all its options
open, and there are others available to us beyond the
algae that I have talked about at some length. The
Nationals in coalition are supporting this bill as a first
step forward.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Preston).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
AMENDMENT (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 February; motion of
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer Affairs).
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Government amendments circulated by
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) pursuant to standing orders.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is a pleasure to rise to
speak on the Liquor Control Reform Amendment
(ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. I state at the outset that the
opposition will be supporting the legislation — which
is two in a row we have given our assent to. It is not
like me to be so agreeable with government legislation,
but in this case we think the government has certainly
got the principle right.
Frankly all right thinking members of the Victorian
community were appalled by some of the behaviour
seen at the 2009 Anzac Day dawn service. People who
appeared to be affected by alcohol and/or by drugs
turned up at the Shrine of Remembrance during the
dawn service and conducted themselves in a way which
was offensive to many of the members of the veteran
community who were assembled and also to members
of the Victorian community who were there to show
their support for Anzac Day and for what it represents
in Australia. It appeared that a lot of the people had
come out of various nightclubs or pubs to go to the
shrine. I think that is the reason the government is
bringing forward this legislation.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Liquor Control
Reform Act to limit the authorised supply of alcohol on
Anzac Day. The bill imposes a restriction on the supply
of alcohol under a licence or permit — that is, a BYO
permit — on Anzac Day. Licences or BYO permits that
otherwise allow the supply of alcohol between
3.00 a.m. and noon on Anzac Day are subject to a new
provision that prohibits the supply of alcohol during
those hours. Those licences that operate only from
5.00 a.m. are subject to the prohibition from 5.00 a.m.
until 12 noon.
There are some exemptions from this restriction. Any
licence held by the RSL or a sub-branch of the RSL is
not covered by this restriction. I am sure all members of
the house regard as one of the highlights of their year
the dawn service at their local RSL. Certainly after the
solemnity of the dawn service there is a lot of raucous,
good-natured chat, often inside with a gunfire breakfast.
Many members would be familiar with the various
potions that are presented for consumption. My local
RSL, the East Malvern sub-branch, calls it ‘Nelson’s
blood’. It appears to be milk with a very decent shot of
rum. You certainly know you are awake and alive once
you have consumed one of those; you do not want to
consume more than one if you were planning to drive
home.
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I was up at Bendigo recently and toured the frankly
magnificent facility of the RSL there. They have
something that they call ‘the brew’. There is a secret
recipe that only a few members of the sub-branch are
privy to, and they gather every Anzac Day to concoct it;
it is then dispensed during the course of a gunfire
breakfast. It is entirely appropriate that licences held by
the RSL or by sub-branches of the RSL are exempted
from this provision.
There are also exemptions for duty-free shops and for
liquor supplied for purchase and consumption on an
aircraft. We would like all of our international visitors
to share with us in commemorating Anzac Day, but
there is no need to extend the prohibition to preventing
people from purchasing alcohol that they intend to take
with them overseas.
Pre-retail licences are exempted. These licences cover
parties that do not supply liquor to the public but rather
cover producers selling to wholesalers, for example, or
wholesalers selling to retailers.
Also exempted are residents or their guests of a
licensed premises. I note that the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs has circulated
amendments to this bill. I consulted the Australian
Hotels Association about this bill, and there is no doubt
that the government also consulted with the AHA,
although apparently the government only consulted
with it after the bill had been introduced to Parliament,
otherwise it would have picked up this glaring error.
One of the effects of the bill in the form it was
originally brought into the Parliament would have been
that hoteliers would have had to remove or padlock the
mini-bars in hotel rooms right across the length and
breadth of Victoria. If this flaw in the bill had not been
picked up, it would have been a little bit embarrassing
to Victoria’s reputation as a tourist destination. Fancy
having bar fridges and mini-bars right across Victoria
padlocked or removed for a few hours on Anzac Day!
However, it looks as though the government has been
saved from itself by the good work of the Australian
Hotels Association, because those flaws have been
identified and hopefully amended.
The bill also provides that the director of liquor
licensing will grant an exemption to a major event
licensee, a temporary limited licensee or a renewable
limited licensee for an event that ‘will occur in
connection with Anzac Day commemorative activities
and will be consistent with the solemn observance of
the day’.
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The observances of Anzac Day that I have been
privileged to attend at RSLs vary in nature. Much of the
spirit of Anzac Day is about diggers getting together
with people they see perhaps only once a year and
sometimes people they have not seen in many years.
They get together, share a drink or two, reminisce and
catch up. That may be called an observance of Anzac
Day by some, but I am not sure you would call it
solemn. It is heartfelt but certainly the amount of levity
and good humour that you often see at Anzac Day
functions, particularly at RSLs, is not something that I
would necessarily always call solemn. I hope this
provision will be interpreted in a practical way.
In discussions with some of my colleagues this morning
I heard of the example of an RSL that tends to have a
function on Anzac Day at a local hotel. I was asked, as
the shadow Minister for Consumer Affairs, whether
that function would be able to go ahead.
I think this exemption is designed to cover those sorts
of activities so that the hotel at which the RSL has
booked a function would be able to apply for a
temporary limited licence and get an exemption from
the director of liquor licensing so that they could serve
alcohol before 12 noon. If those words ‘solemn
observance’ were to be interpreted and applied in a very
strict way, you could see functions such as the one that
I have referred to discontinued, which would be a
terrible shame. I certainly hope the intention and spirit
of this legislation are picked up by the relevant
authorities and that the laws are interpreted and applied
in a practical, common-sense manner.
I do have concerns about the bill. It is very well
intentioned but it raises the prospect of there being
some unintended inconsistencies that could have an
adverse impact or consequence on activities that do not
detract from the commemoration of Anzac Day. The
example that I have formulated is that you could have a
99-year-old person, who in fact may be a veteran
themselves, whose family may wish to gather to
celebrate this person’s 100th birthday. which falls on
Anzac Day. For example, the family might want to
have a champagne brunch at the Windsor Hotel. Under
this bill they would not be able to toast the
centenarian’s birthday with a glass of champagne until
12 noon. I am fairly confident that is not the sort of
restriction the government is intending, nor do I think it
is the sort of restriction the RSL has been seeking. In
my discussions with the RSL the focus has always been
very much about preserving the solemnity and dignity
of Anzac Day, in particular the dawn service.
The outcome of my discussions with the RSL is that it
has acknowledged the potential for there to be some
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unintended consequences of this legislation. The RSL
has told me it is happy to review how this legislation
operates in 2010, and that if there are unintended
consequences which are unduly restricting activities
that do not impact on the solemnity or dignity of Anzac
Day, the RSL is quite prepared to consider supporting
amendments to the legislation to avoid those
unintended consequences.
The opposition is extremely supportive of this point of
view. We are supporting this legislation, but we also
acknowledge the potential for some unintended
consequences. It could even have a perverse outcome in
the example I have formulated: a returned serviceman
or servicewoman being restricted from celebrating a
birthday with their family because of this bill.
I congratulate the RSL for taking what I see as a very
common-sense, practical viewpoint, but I would say
also that that is the hallmark of the organisation. It is
made up of very common-sense, practical men and
women. They have seen difficult times in their service
of the country, and in my experience they take that
grounded approach to public policy as well. I
congratulate the RSL for its expressions on this matter.
There is also an exemption in this bill for wineries or
the business activities of a winery that are owned or
occupied by the licensee. This raises the potential for
some inconsistencies. A winery may operate a
restaurant, which, under this bill, would be exempted
from the pre-noon prohibition, but a restaurant
operating next door, which is not operated by a winery,
would be affected by it.
It is a little difficult to understand the rationale for
saying that two restaurants, side by side, should be
differently impacted by this law, depending on who
owns them. The one owned by a winery, would be able
to serve before 12 noon, but the one not operated by a
winery would not be able to do so. If laws are to be
understood and to garner respect, then there needs to be
some semblance of consistency. I am just identifying
here the potential for inconsistency that would not seem
to be objectively justified on its face.
Perhaps the minister or other government speakers will
be able to shed some light, given an example I have
used, on why it is appropriate to have that inconsistency
in the application of the law. I personally cannot see it,
and I think perhaps the government might have better
crafted these laws to achieve the aim both sides of the
house wholeheartedly support but it might have done so
in a manner which was more consistent and would have
a better impact in terms of the operation of the laws.
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This is a relatively short bill. It is one that the
government has flagged previously, and I acknowledge
that this is the implementation of something the
government said it would do.
We think Anzac Day is one of the most sacred days on
our calendar. The performance by a few idiots last year
was disrespectful to those who served and made
sacrifices for this country. It was abhorrent, I think, to
the general community. To people who are concerned
by the impact of this bill, I would say it is a response to
what the community felt was fairly outrageous conduct
by a few individuals.
It is a shame that we now need to legislate to get to the
stage where people are encouraged to show the
appropriate level of respect for and help preserve the
dignity of ANZAC Day, but that is where we are today.
With those words, I again state that the opposition
supports this legislation. It is absolutely with the
government in wanting to protect the solemnity and
dignity of Anzac Day, and it hopes this bill will succeed
in what it aims to do.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I stand to support
the Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill 2010. In doing so I support the statement by the
member for Malvern that it is a pity the house has to
deal with this legislation. In the past, when I have had
anything to do with this principal act and dealings with
Anzac Day observance, there has been respect shown
by businesses that close at a reasonable hour on the day
before or the morning of Anzac Day and to show until
12 noon — in most cases, until 1.00 p.m. — a respect
for the commemoration of Anzac Day, which has
grown in meaning to the community year by year.
I would have thought it would be good business
practice to let the public know a business was to close
to observe Anzac Day; there would be more respect for
businesses if they chose to do that rather than
Parliament being forced to legislate. It is a pity we have
to legislate for so few.
In truth most businesses are more than happy to comply
in spirit with the notion of respecting and
commemorating Anzac Day, and it is very little to ask
that liquor not be served between 3.00 a.m. and
12 noon. However, some people think it is a big ask,
which, I think, shames them as businesses and brings
the reputation of certain businesses into question.
Firstly, I put on record my gratitude to all those
businesses that for many years have demonstrated their
commitment to respecting Anzac Day by choosing to
abide by the spirit of the legislation and close at a
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reasonable hour, closing at 3.00 a.m. the night before
Anzac Day — some have even chosen to close at
midnight — and not opening again until 12 noon or
1.00 p.m., or have certainly chosen not to serve alcohol
during that period. It is only fitting that all businesses
comply with that spirit that those businesses have
demonstrated over Anzac Day.
This is a simple but unfortunately necessary piece of
legislation. I know we all regret that it needed to be
brought to the house. Anyone would think that people
would immediately recognise the need to do the right
thing in memory of all those who have died in wars
around the world, and it is important that we
commemorate the loss of lives in war as well as the
lives that were changed for the soldiers who came back
wounded and injured from those wars. Also, the men
and women who came back with the psychological
scars of those wars also need to be recognised. We do
that on Anzac Day.
That is the day that we recognise the camaraderie and
spirit of Anzac, which was about looking after one
another. That is what this day represents beyond the
loss of lives. It is about how they looked after each
other on the battlefield and the mateship that came from
that. I would have thought that that could extend to
modern times by the way people practise their business
regimes, and in this instance the serving of liquor is an
obvious example.
One of the things we have to recognise is that the views
about the best things that draw us together are not
necessarily held by the whole community. Maybe that
is where we need to think about this sense of
community that is so important to us and the
responsibility we all have to play a part in keeping
together that sense of community, which may mean that
in future, legislation like this would be unnecessary.
The community would demand it of businesses, and
businesses would want to comply.
As I said, I think only a small minority of businesses
have chosen to not comply with the legislation brought
in last year, and I know from personal experience in
years gone by that the vast majority are more than
prepared to live with closing their doors and not serving
alcohol until a respectable time on Anzac Day.
In nations around the world it is not unusual on
commemorative days for alcohol not to be served until
a respectable hour, whether it be after lunch or around
lunchtime. Recently I returned from India, where on
Republic Day alcohol is not served until after lunchtime
or the commemorative period, and only once the parade
is held. It would seem that if it is good enough for
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others around the world to show such respect for days
that are significant to them, it is only fair and fitting that
we should do the same here.
The RSL, which has been quite innovative in the way it
has used Anzac Day involving children and the
community, as a way for us all, to see Anzac in a whole
new way and to commemorate Anzac Day and its
meaning, should be commended. The RSL is doing a
sensational job in making Anzac Day something that is
more meaningful for the whole community, which is
why schoolchildren, who do not even understand what
war is, understand what Anzac Day means. Migrants
who come to our shores respect Anzac Day, even
though their forebears were not part of the Anzac
tradition and in many cases may not have even fought
on the same side.
In my instance, my relatives came here just prior to the
Second World War but did not participate in the war at
that time because they were not Australian citizens. It is
interesting to note that there is still that commitment to
Anzac Day and the Anzac Day tradition. It is one of
those binding days that brings us together as a
community. I think we are all grateful for what Anzac
Day represents and for those people who sacrificed so
much, not just those who lost their lives but the families
who were affected by those who suffered during the
world wars. Those who worked at home to make sure
the troops were supported are also a part of that Anzac
Day tradition we now celebrate.
I wish to commend the bill to the house. I am glad there
is support across the chamber; we would not expect
anything less. I think we all feel the same way about
Anzac Day. There is unanimity not only in this
chamber and in this Parliament but I think across the
broad community. It is a pity that a small number of
people have made it necessary for us to legislate for a
day that we all want to see respected, that we all want to
see continue to be a day of commemoration of the spirit
of what an Australian really is and of the spirit of Anzac
Day. I commend the bill to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to contribute to the
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill 2010. I am very much in support of the intention of
the legislation, which is to amend the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1988 in relation to the supply of liquor on
Anzac Day, in particular to ban the sale of alcohol
between 3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on Anzac Day, with a
series of exemptions, including for residents of licensed
premises, RSL clubs and wineries, as expanded on by
particularly the member for Malvern.

Tuesday, 23 February 2010

As previous speakers have mentioned, Anzac Day is
one of the most important days, if not the most
important day, in our calendar in Australia, because we
recognise the contribution and amazing sacrifices of our
servicemen and servicewomen, and their families.
Sacrifices were made not only by those who were killed
in action but also by those who suffered enormous
emotional distress and mental stress both during
conflict and subsequent to that. Many veterans,
including Vietnam War veterans, suffer daily as a result
of their efforts to maintain the freedom that we enjoy in
Australia.
I have made a real effort over the last three or four
years to deepen my appreciation of the commitments
made by our soldiers. I was fortunate enough to go to
the 90th anniversary celebration of the liberation of
Villers-Bretonneux by Australian forces on Anzac Day
1918. It was a pleasure to be there as part of the official
party and to enjoy a beer at Villers-Bretonneux with the
Minister Assisting the Premier on Veterans’ Affairs.
We enjoyed a coldie, and I think it might have been
before 12 noon. But as the member for Malvern has
indicated, that was in keeping with the spirit of Anzac
and showed great reverence for and maintenance of that
spirit.
Similarly a number of members of this Parliament,
including the member for Narre Warren North, have
trekked the Kokoda Trail and saw firsthand some of the
difficulties experienced by our soldiers as they
defended Australia. Just last year I went to Gallipoli
and learnt firsthand about the suffering there. As the
member for Footscray mentioned, it was very
interesting on that visit to see it through the eyes of
someone whose family had been our enemy at that
time. To listen to the Turkish guide as he talked about
the sacrifices made by the Turks at Anzac Cove really
put into perspective that many sacrifices were made on
both sides, and war is a horrible happening that we
should work very hard to prevent. That said, wars do
happen and we should remember the sacrifices made.
I will now return to the bill. There are a number of
exemptions proposed in the bill, and the member for
Malvern has pointed out that there do appear to be
some inconsistencies, particularly in relation to the
exemptions to allow wineries to remain open. I would
have to say that most of the wineries in my area are not
going to be running functions between 3.00 a.m. and
12 noon anyway. But there is still a possibility that they
may have functions, such as brunches et cetera, on
Anzac Day.
As the member for Malvern pointed out, there is an
apparent inconsistency in that if a restaurant is operated
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as part of a winery, it will be able to sell alcohol; but if
the restaurant is, for example, operated by a hotel, it
will not be able to sell alcohol before 12 o’clock.
Perhaps the minister might comment on that issue in his
summing up on the bill.
I contacted a large number of licensees to get feedback
on this bill. They said there is general support for it and
for its intentions or aims. That is in marked contrast to
another piece of legislation or enactment of regulations
that the current Brumby government is pursuing — that
is, the massive increase in liquor licence fees.
Just before I came into the chamber to speak on the bill
I was outside on the steps of Parliament House
observing the Save Live Australian Music, or SLAM,
rally, where many thousands of people were protesting
against the impact on live music venues of the liquor
licence legislation and regulations.
Normally no government members are seen on the
steps of Parliament House when such rallies and
demonstrations are being held against the government,
but it was interesting to see a number of government
members attempting to show interest in an issue which
clearly has raised concerns about its impact on a
number of seats in the inner Melbourne area. This bill
has general support, but I can assure the government, in
case it has not heard, that thousands of licensees and
tens of thousands of their patrons object to the massive
increase in liquor licensing fees.
The other issue which was touched on by the member
for Malvern is the common-sense approach of seeking
to have this bill reviewed after 12 months. This is a
position adopted by the RSL, so that in the event of any
unintended consequences, they can be addressed before
the next Anzac Day. That is a common-sense approach,
because almost invariably there are some unintended
consequences, even with really well-thought-out
legislation.
Often bills are returned to Parliament because of
unintended consequences in the initial legislation. I
should say the current government has made an art
form out of not fully comprehending consequences,
some unintended, but perhaps some that the
government is aware of but which it has bulldozed
anyway. It makes a lot of sense that once this legislation
is implemented, there will be a review of its effects in
12 months time, and I would hope that happens.
As previous speakers have said, the legislation is about
ensuring the solemn observance of Anzac Day and
factoring in that solemnity can perhaps be generously
interpreted if you take on board the way different
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people choose to commemorate the loss of loved ones
and of fellow soldiers.
I should mention before finishing that there is another
important commemorative event coming up this year in
the form of the 70th anniversary of the march of the
Lark Force and the march of the Gull Force, two
battalions that served in the islands — the 2/22nd and
the 2/21st.
When Rabaul was invaded by the Japanese about
1000 men faced up to 20 000 Japanese, and the
instruction from the army and the Australian
government was that it was every man for himself. For
those who know about history, it was a tragic episode in
Australian history. The men died as a result of brutality,
starvation and disease. Regrettably a large number of
men and some women died on the Montevideo Maru,
which was a Japanese ship taking people away from
Rabaul to Japan or Hainan Island. That ship was
unmarked and was torpedoed by an American
submarine.
Then there is the story of the 2/21st men who were sent
to Ambon under similar circumstances. About 1000 to
1200 men were asked to defend that island against an
invasion force of 10 000 to 20 000. Their losses were
even greater than the losses experienced by the Lark
Force. They lost something like 75 per cent of their
men as a result of brutality, disease and malnutrition.
It is intended to acknowledge these anniversaries in
Benalla later this year. It is amazing to see the local
interest and the people’s sense of connectedness with
these men who made the supreme sacrifice. We will
have a couple of veterans attend the commemoration,
and I know the people of Benalla and the surrounding
areas of northern Victoria will express their gratitude to
these men one more time.
In closing, the intention of this bill is well placed. It is
about the solemn observance of Anzac Day and the
sacrifices made and which continue to be made by our
servicemen, servicewomen and their families. I look
forward to this bill being implemented and reviewed in
12 months, to see that it makes sense.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DONNELLAN
(Narre Warren North).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 December 2009; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Crimes Legislation
Amendment Bill makes amendments to four areas of
law — in relation to child sex offences, family violence
notices, controlled operations reports and the definition
of ‘document’. In doing so it amends variously the
Crimes Act 1958, the Crimes (Controlled Operations)
Act 2004, the Fisheries Act 1995, the Wildlife Act
1975, the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 and the
Evidence Act 1958.
Of those amendments, the amendment relating to
controlled operations reports simply changes the dates
by which reports on controlled operations by Victoria
Police and by fisheries and wildlife inspectors must be
given to the special investigations monitor, from a
current requirement of doing so as soon as possible
after 31 March and 30 September each year to as soon
as possible after 30 June and 31 December each year,
but no more than two months after each date. This
amendment is intended to bring the reports to the
special investigations monitor in line with the reporting
obligations of the special investigations monitor, and it
seems a straightforward and worthwhile amendment.
The amendment of the definition of ‘document’ in the
1958 act is to bring that into line with the corresponding
definition in the Evidence Act 2008, and it picks up
what was effectively an oversight at that time. Again it
seems a worthwhile amendment.
The amendment in relation to child sex offences
increases the victim’s age at which a maximum penalty
of 25 years jail applies for the offence of sexual
penetration of a child. It increases the victim’s age at
which that maximum penalty applies from under
10 years to under 12 years. This amendment follows on
from a report of the Sentencing Advisory Council
which was initiated following a case that attracted
considerable publicity and justifiable public concern in
relation to a person who was guilty of the offence of
sexual penetration of a child who had just turned
10 years of age. The understandable concern was that
had that offence been committed just a few weeks
earlier a potential maximum penalty of 25 years would
have applied. Because the child had just turned 10 a
maximum penalty of only 10 years was applicable.
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I understand there is an appeal against sentence
possibly pending in relation to that case, which
unfortunately limits the extent to which it is appropriate
for me or other members to comment on the details of
that case. However, going by the published accounts at
the time, the offender entered the bedroom of the victim
and committed the offence on her while she was in bed
in her own home, where she was entitled to feel safe
and secure. The offence understandably was incredibly
traumatic for the victim, and I think members of the
public were entitled to be very concerned about the
penalty that was handed down in that case. The
Attorney-General therefore asked the Sentencing
Advisory Council to consider the issue, and the council
reported with the recommendation that the age at which
the maximum penalty applies be raised from under
10 years to under 12 years, the change the bill carries
out.
I have to say that I found the Sentencing Advisory
Council’s report not as good as other reports the council
has done. It provided some useful material and statistics
and in some respects provided a useful assessment of
the law, but it also left what to me seemed obvious
questions not fully addressed. In particular it seemed to
me not to fully address the issue of the circumstances in
which a charge of sexual penetration of a child aged
under the age of 16 was brought, which is the full
description of the offence involved, as opposed to the
bringing of the charge of rape. Clearly the act of sexual
penetration of any person, be they child or adult,
without consent will almost always if not always
constitute the offence of rape. Questions have to be
asked as to in what circumstances a prosecution
chooses not to proceed with a charge of rape and
chooses to proceed only with a charge of sexual
penetration, or, in cases where the accused person may
plead guilty to the offence of sexual penetration of a
child, chooses not to proceed with a charge of rape.
In dealing with such circumstances the Sentencing
Advisory Council said it was therefore possible for
various offences to:
‘overlap’ with the offence of sexual penetration with a child
under 16 in the sense that a particular offence may be charged
either in preference to, or as an alternative to that offence.

The report then mentions the offence of incest, if the
accused person is a family member, and the offence of
an indecent act with a child under 16, and states:
Where an act of sexual penetration with a child has taken
place in circumstances where there is an absence of consent
the offending may be charged as rape.

The report goes on to say:
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In certain circumstances, the prosecution may also elect to
withdraw one offence and proceed with a lesser offence in
exchange for a plea of guilty — for example, by withdrawing
a rape charge in respect of an accused person who is prepared
to plead guilty to a charge of sexual penetration with a child
under 16. Decisions such as these are made on an individual
case basis, and reasons for taking such a course may include
weaknesses in the Crown case, a desire to prevent a
traumatised victim from having to give evidence in court and
whether it is in the interests of public policy to accept a plea
of guilty in the circumstances of a particular case.

What the Sentencing Advisory Council says is correct
as far as it goes, but I think the public would have
benefited from a more detailed examination of the
practice of prosecutions and other practices in relation
to those various matters.
The other point that becomes clear from the Sentencing
Advisory Council’s report is that, as in so many areas
of sentencing, there is an enormous gap between the
maximum penalties that apply to various offences and
the penalties that are actually handed down in the court.
A number of figures in another Sentencing Advisory
Council report document that fact and show that there
are average imprisonment terms for various age groups
that range from a maximum of 3.8 years down to a
minimum of 1.9 years, and those are compared with
maximum sentences that in various circumstances, in
relation to both the age of the child and whether the
child was under the care, supervision or authority of the
offending adult, could range from 25 years to 15 or
10 years.
That, I believe, is the key shortcoming in the bill before
the house. We in the coalition parties support the bill,
but we believe it goes nowhere near far enough towards
remedying the problem of inadequate sentences for
very serious offences against the person.
Based on the data contained in the Sentencing Advisory
Council report the change to the law included in the bill
is likely to result in an average increase of only around
three months in the actual sentences handed down by
the courts for crimes against 10 and 11-year-old
children.
The bill does nothing to tackle the main problem of
judges giving sentences that are way below maximum
sentences and way out of line with community
expectations. The Sentencing Advisory Council figures
to which I have referred show the average sentence
actually awarded for sexual penetration of a child under
10 years of age — where, as I said earlier, the
maximum penalty of 25 years already applies — is
currently only 3.3 years. This compares with the current
average sentence of 3 years for offences against
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children aged 10 or 11, where a 10-year maximum
sentence currently applies.
On the basis of those figures all that the measure in the
bill is likely to do is increase the average sentence
applied for this appalling crime against 10 or 11-yearold children from 3 years to 3.3 years — in other
words, an increase of about three months.
Changing the age levels for maximum penalties is
going to achieve little if the government does not tackle
the main problem — that the sentences given by courts
are far below the maximum sentences and far below
what the community expects should apply.
In the case of the offender who pleaded guilty to the
case that gave rise to the bill — an offence against a
child who had turned 10 years just two weeks prior to
the offence — that offender was sentenced to just
9 years jail with a minimum of 7 years when, on the
combined package of offences for which he pleaded
guilty or was found guilty, he could have been
sentenced to a total of 35 years for aggravated burglary
and sexual penetration of a child aged under 16.
There is a lot more that needs to be done in relation to
this offence and in relation to so many other offences of
serious violence against the person. To cite another
example, about four offenders out of every five who are
convicted of the offence of intentionally causing serious
injury receive a minimum sentence of two years or less
in jail — for an offence that carries a very serious
maximum penalty indeed.
The community is fully justified in being concerned, as
members of the community make clear time and again,
that sentences for serious crimes of violence are
appallingly inadequate and that that is undermining
public confidence in the justice system. A range of
reforms are needed to remedy that — for example,
abolishing suspended sentences so that when a sentence
of jail is applied it means jail; similarly, abolishing the
Clayton’s jail of home detention so that when a
sentence of jail is imposed it means jail. Therefore if a
judge in a particular case concludes that an offender
should not be sent to jail, that should be reflected
openly in a community-based sentence rather than a
Clayton’s jail term, which is not time in jail at all.
Restoring public confidence in the justice system,
ensuring that people who perpetrate horrific crimes of
violence and assault against others are sent a clear
message that that will not be tolerated and ensuring that
we have more police on the streets to uphold the law
are vital components of reducing the rapidly escalating
levels of violent crime in our society.
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The second major component of the bill is to extend the
sunset date for the regime of family violence safety
notices from 8 December 2010 to 8 December 2011.
The family violence safety notices were introduced on a
pilot or trial basis by the government in the Family
Violence Protection Act 2008, and that measure, along
with the rest of the bill, was something that we on this
side of the house supported, because family violence is
clearly a major problem in our community. The family
violence protection notices that were included in the bill
were very closely based on interim intervention orders,
which the Liberal Party had announced as policy prior
to the 2006 election and which the government very
belatedly adopted and incorporated in the 2008
legislation.
On government figures there are around
30 000 incidents of family violence recorded by the
police each year, which is a substantial increase on the
approximately 19 500 incidents recorded in 1999–2000.
In part that has been due to an increased Victoria Police
focus on family violence, but it is a matter for separate
debate as to whether there has also been an increase in
the underlying level of violence over that period
compared with earlier periods.
The government also estimates that there is a total of
around 150 000 incidents of family violence each year,
including unreported incidents.
It has been recognised over recent years that there
needs to be a concerted policy response to family
violence in terms of prevention, protection and law
enforcement. A key element of that is being to able to
provide effective on-the-spot protection to the victims
of domestic violence. It is therefore important that the
police can act on the spot without having to go to the
court for the issue of a summons or warrant. We put
forward measures as far back as 2003 to provide that
on-the-spot protection; we adopted and released a
policy providing that police would be able to issue
immediate intervention orders lasting for up to 72 hours
with the verbal telephone authorisation of a magistrate
or bail justice.
It was not until around four years later, in July 2007,
that the government accepted the merits of our call for
on-the-spot protection measures. On 19 July that year,
the then Premier announced that the government would
legislate to enable police to issue interim on-the-spot
safety notices lasting for up to 72 hours to protect
victims of family violence without the need to go to
court. Our view was that it would probably be better if a
workable system of on-the-spot applications to a
magistrate could be put in place, but at least the police
safety notice regime put forward by the government in
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the 2008 legislation allowed on-the-spot protection
orders to be issued.
That earlier bill also provided for applications by
telephone to a magistrates court, although that requires
the prior completion of a written application on oath,
affidavit or certified, which is likely to make that
mechanism unsuitable for on-the-spot applications.
When the government introduced its measure in the
2008 bill, it was done only under a trial program that
was to operate for a two-year period, which, based on
the date at which the legislation came into effect,
expires on 8 December this year.
This is yet another instance of legislation brought in by
the Attorney-General where the measures are brought
in on a trial or pilot basis, and then the AttorneyGeneral is so tardy in his evaluation of the pilot or in
the implementation of the provisions contained in the
pilot that the pilot period expires before the government
can reach a conclusion as to whether or not it should be
continued. The government then has to come back to
this Parliament to seek an extension of the pilot period.
So it is that the government is seeking a further oneyear extension of the pilot. We are happy to support
that extension. As I said, we strongly support the
concept of empowering police to provide on-the-spot
protection for victims of family violence. We can see
no reason why the general approach of the 2008
legislation should not continue, but there may well be
scope for it to be modified and improved — perhaps
along the lines we previously proposed, which would
involve a magistrate at that early stage.
However, according to the Attorney-General’s secondreading speech, the government is awaiting a report
from the chief commissioner and the chief magistrate.
No doubt, given the Attorney-General’s usual form, we
will have some considerable period to wait while he
considers that report and decides where he wants to go
from there. The feedback we have received from
groups involved with victims of family violence has
been very supportive of the extension of the sunset
period.
In conclusion, we on this side of the house are pleased
to support this bill. Two of the four amendments it
makes are relatively technical and worthy amendments.
The increase in the age of a victim of an offence of
sexual penetration of a child at which the maximum
penalty of 25 years jail applies is a step in the right
direction — even though it goes nowhere near
providing for appropriate sentences for this offence —
and the extension of the sunset date for family violence
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safety notices will enable this worthwhile and important
protective measure to continue.
Hopefully by the time the extended sunset date expires
there will have been an opportunity to decide where the
legislation goes from here. With the dates that are
involved, it may well be that that decision falls to a
different government than the present one. Certainly if
we on this side of the house are in government at that
time, we will look forward to making whatever
improvements can be made to have that mechanism
operate even more effectively than the interim
protection measures are currently operating.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Crimes Legislation
Amendment Bill — although that pleasure is tinged
with sadness at the fact that awful, dreadful offences
against children and young people in our community
occur and that we in this place have to legislate to deal
with the consequences of that. I am a parent, and I
know every parent in this place abhors the idea of
crimes against children, but dealing with this is one of
the sad responsibilities we are saddled with as
legislators.
The bill before the house contains a range of
amendments to legislation related to the operation of
the criminal justice system. The primary amendments
in the bill come as a result of the Sentencing Advisory
Council’s recommendations to restructure the offence
of sexual penetration of a child under 16, so that the
highest penalty available under that offence of 25 years
jail applies to an offence against a child under 12. The
penalty currently only applies to offences against
children aged under 10 years.
Raising the age that defines the most serious form of
this offence from 10 years to 12 years recognises the
vulnerability of primary school-age children. I am
pleased the Attorney-General took action to refer this
matter to the Sentencing Advisory Council and seek its
advice following the dreadful case of a young girl in
Sunshine. An offence was perpetrated against her two
weeks after her 10th birthday.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order! I
caution the member that that case may be under appeal
and she should be careful.
Ms GREEN — Thank you, Acting Speaker. The
case was referred to in the Attorney-General’s press
release; I believe the previous speaker referred to it, and
I was not going to go any further. Thank you for that
caution, Acting Speaker.
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The bill also corrects an anomaly in the reporting dates
under the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004.
This correction will allow the special investigations
monitor to report comprehensively on the controlled
operations conducted by various agencies.
A further proposal in this bill adjusts the sunset
provisions of the Family Violence Protection Act 2008
to extend the operation of family violence safety notices
for one more year beyond December 2010. As a
member of the government I am enormously proud of
the way in which this legislation provides a greater
level of safety to those who suffer family violence. The
safety notices provided for in that act provide police
with an important tool to remove perpetrators of family
violence from the family home and protect victims of
family violence and their children. I am pleased to see
this will be extended for an additional year before
review.
The bill also amends the definition of ‘document’ in the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 so that
it matches the definition of ‘document’ in the Evidence
Act 2008. This will ensure that copies of documents are
made admissible in proceedings conducted by bodies
such as royal commissions in the same manner as
copies of documents are admissible within courts.
Returning to the main sections of the bill, it is a
community expectation that one of the major tasks in
the criminal law is to protect our young people. Young
people are the most vulnerable persons in our
community, and Victorians do not tolerate assaults
committed against them, whether assaults of any type
or the taking of the life of a child. Sadly this morning
we heard of an awful case in Queensland. We also
heard about the grief and fear of mothers living in that
community. Such a case demonstrated to me it is
important that we as legislators have appropriate
penalties for offences perpetrated against children so
that children can feel safe and parents can feel safe in
the knowledge that they can protect their children. It is
the mark of a civil society that we protect our children
and ensure that those who perpetrate sexual assaults on
them are held to account, which is why we are
changing these outdated laws here today. These
offences are heinous crimes against the most
vulnerable, and sentences should reflect this fact.
I am pleased that this legislation has come before the
Parliament as a result of recommendations that have
come to government from the Sentencing Advisory
Council. It is good that we have such a council in place
to provide the government with expert advice. Many
people in our community, whether they be shock jocks
on the radio or people in the street, have their own ideas

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
376

ASSEMBLY

about these matters, but I think it is very important that
this Parliament and this government have a proper
source of expert advice on complex sentencing issues. I
commend the council on its work in this area, which
ensures the community has a say in sentencing reforms.
As I said earlier, this review has been necessary
because of very real concerns about the disparities
between maximum penalties for offences against
children aged under 10 years and children aged
between 10 and 16 years. This bill corrects that, and it
is a continuation of the Brumby government’s
commitment to introduce major changes to improve the
criminal justice system’s response to sex offenders,
including child sex offenders. These have included
changes to jury directions in sex offence cases, new
arrangements for giving evidence in child sex offence
cases, and establishing a child witness service,
specialist sex offence lists in the courts and a specialist
sex offences prosecution unit in the Office of Public
Prosecutions.
In 2006 the government provided $34.2 million over
four years to fund a package of measures designed to
improve the criminal justice system’s response to sex
offences, including child sex offences. These major
reforms included changes to jury directions in sex
offence cases, new arrangements for giving evidence in
child sex offence cases and establishing a child witness
service and the lists.
This bill is a great additional example of the work of a
reforming government and a reforming AttorneyGeneral. I do not think it is good enough for a
government to sit back, rest on its laurels and look at
the law as it exists. It is very important to have constant
review, which is why we re-established bodies like the
Law Reform Commission and why we continue to have
a parliamentary committee on law reform issues which
provides advice to the Parliament.
In other reforms in our time in office we have
introduced the working-with-children check program. I
know the other side criticised that program a great deal,
but I am glad we have ridden it out because it is a very
important program.
We have also introduced the sex offenders register and
serious sex offender monitoring, and introduced
extended supervision orders to protect the community.
In conclusion, I am very pleased to support the Crimes
Legislation Amendment Bill. I am pleased to see that
those on the other side say they are not opposing this
bill.
Mr Northe — We are supporting it.
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Ms GREEN — That is good. So often members of
the opposition say they do not oppose justice legislation
but do not actively support it, so it is good to hear the
interjection from the other side which indicates that
members of the opposition actively support this bill.
The community is very pleased when legislators are
able to act cooperatively to enact important reforms,
particularly on issues such as child sex offences and the
other matters that are contained within this bill. I wish
the bill a speedy passage.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the debate on the
Crimes Legislation Amendment Bill, a bill that the
coalition is pleased to support. This bill makes
amendments to a number of acts — that is, the Crimes
Act 1958, the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act
2004, the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act
1958, the Family Violence Protection Act 2008, the
Fisheries Act 1995, the Sentencing Act 1991 and the
Wildlife Act 1975.
I congratulate the member for Box Hill on his clear,
concise and succinct contribution to this debate. Whilst
I do not always agree with the member for Yan Yean, it
is hard to disagree with the suggestion she made in her
contribution that we are here today debating penalties
for crimes that are hard to fathom.
Firstly, in relation to the Family Violence Protection
Act 2008, this bill extends the expiry date for issuing
family violence safety notices from December 2010 to
2011. This provision was due to sunset after two years
of operation; however, the government has seen fit to
extend the program for a further 12 months.
The family violence safety notice program has been
quite a success story. The second-reading speech refers
to some 1723 safety notices being issued between
8 December and 30 June 2008, which gives some sense
of the success of the program. The evaluation period,
even though it is being extended for 12 months, is
probably something the government of the time should
have made three years from the start.
The amendments to clause 4 in the Crimes (Controlled
Operations) Act 2004, of clause 9 in the Fisheries Act
1995, and to clause 13 in the Wildlife Act 1975 simply
make changes to the dates on which the chief officer or
secretary of each of these agencies must submit a report
to the special investigations monitor. These dates are
changing from ‘after 31 March’ and ‘30 September’ in
each year to ‘after 30 June’ and ‘31 December’, but no
more than two months after each date. As the member
for Box Hill said in his contribution, these seem to be
sensible provisions.
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The main aim of this bill is to amend section 45 of the
Crimes Act 1958 in relation to the offence of sexual
penetration of a child under the age of 16. It provides
three different penalties for this type of offence. Which
penalty will apply is determined by the age of the
victim and the relationship between the accused and the
victim.
Firstly, this provision establishes the maximum penalty
of 25 years jail to apply for an offence against a child
where the court is satisfied beyond reasonable doubt
that at the time of the offence the child was under the
age of 12, whereas currently this is set at under 10 years
of age. Secondly, a penalty of 15 years jail will apply
for an offence against a child where the court is
satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that at the time of the
offence the child was aged between 12 and 16, and in
those cases, under the care, supervision or authority of
the accused. Thirdly, a penalty of 10 years jail will
apply for an offence under this section in any case.
As referred to in contributions by earlier speakers, the
Sentencing Advisory Council released a report in
September 2009. In summary, whilst it found the
overall maximum penalties were appropriate, it also
found that the age range defining the different penalties
that apply should be altered. Its report contains seven
chapters that talk about various aspects of this,
including the offence of sexual penetration of a child
under 16. The report also talked about other issues such
as related offences, functions of a statutory maximum
penalty, adequacy of the maximum penalties and
sentencing around all these things.
The Sentencing Advisory Council made a number of
recommendations with respect to its deliberations as
referred to in further detail on pages 61 and 79 of its
report. The council considered the current maximum
penalties for the offence of sexual penetration with a
child under 16 as adequate, and this was detailed as part
of its recommendation 1. However, the council
commented that:
the statutory aggravating factor of ‘sexual penetration with a
child under 10’ should be changed to ‘sexual penetration with
a child under 12’.
the statutory aggravating factor of ‘sexual penetration with a
child aged between 10 and 16 and under the care, supervision
or authority of the offender’ should be changed to ‘sexual
penetration with a child aged between 12 and 16 and under
the care, supervision or authority of the offender’.
the non-aggravated form of the offence of ‘sexual penetration
with a child aged between 10 and 16’ should be changed to
‘sexual penetration with a child aged between 12 and 16’
(Recommendation 2).
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In summary, the council said that for a new offence of
sexual penetration with a child under 12, the maximum
penalty applicable would be 25 years imprisonment.
The offence of sexual penetration with a child aged
between 12 and 16 and under the care, supervision or
authority of the offender would be a maximum penalty
of 15 years imprisonment; sexual penetration with a
child aged between 12 and 16 would carry a maximum
penalty of 10 years imprisonment.
Concerns are raised in the report about the average
sentence that is awarded to the perpetrator of crimes
when sexual penetration of a child under 10 years of
age has occurred, and the member for Box Hill referred
to some of the average sentences that apply in that case.
The member noted that despite 25 years being the
maximum penalty, the average sentence imposed is
actually three years and three months, which causes
some concern.
The increase from 10 years to 25 years for the
maximum penalty applicable to offences against
children aged 10 or 11 may have little impact or effect
on the penalties actually imposed by the court. Indeed,
figures supplied by the Sentencing Advisory Council
show that the average sentence actually awarded for
sexual penetration of a child under 10 years of age,
where the maximum penalty is 25 years, is only
3.3 years. If that is further compared to the current
average sentence of three years for offences against
children aged 10 or 11, it will be found that therefore
there is really only a three-month gap between those
average sentences.
There is a huge gap between the maximum penalty for
sentences that apply at the moment. Whilst the coalition
supports what is in this bill, there is always some
concern and consternation from the community itself,
because we are a long way from the maximum penalty
applying when you compare it to the average sentence
imposed.
I will not go into detail about the particular case
R v. Maurice, which is mentioned in the second-reading
speech, but it is the reason we are debating this bill. It
was an awful situation in which the victim in that case
had turned 10 only two weeks before the offence took
place. So what has guided this bill and its development
through the Sentencing Advisory Council is very much
supported by the coalition. This is sensible legislation,
and a step in the right direction, and because the
maximum penalties could apply to such offences, it is
much more in line with community standards. There is
still a distinct gap between the maximum penalty that
applies and the sentence that is issued, although we
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know that variables occur in relation to those particular
circumstances.

are looking at this evening addresses that issue plus a
couple of other issues which I will come to.

All in all it is a good piece of legislation, and obviously
the coalition will support it. I think the majority of
people in the community support it as well. It is a step
in the right direction. These are abhorrent and obscene
crimes we are discussing today, and it is up to us as
members of Parliament to ensure appropriate maximum
penalties apply so the courts can do what they need to
do to ensure the perpetrators of these abhorrent crimes
are brought to justice.

So far as the VIT is concerned its council will be
reduced from 20 down to 12 members, who will be a
mix of appointed and elected members, although all
members must be practising teachers. There will be a
new position of deputy chairperson, although that will
not be additional to the 12 members. The idea is to
lessen the load of the chairperson, who has a pretty fullon role within the VIT. This will share out the load
somewhat. Panels will be introduced to conduct
hearings, so there will always be a group of suitably
qualified people available for hearings. Hopefully that
will cut down the workload for some members of the
council and will mean that hearings take place sooner
than they have in the past.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HUDSON
(Bentleigh).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 December 2009; motion of
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education).
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is a pleasure to talk this
evening on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment Bill. From the outset I wish to declare a
pecuniary interest as I am a registered teacher. I am not
a practising teacher but I am still registered. I also wish
to indicate that the coalition will not be opposing the
bill.
The Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT) was formed
by a 2001 act of Parliament following an interesting
debate. It was the wish of the teaching profession that
such a body be established. A review of the institute
was conducted between 2001 and 2007 because a
number of teachers had wrong or conflicting
perceptions about what the VIT was trying to achieve.
On Sunday evening there was a Monty Python special
on television which included a People’s Front of Judea
meeting which asked, ‘What have the Romans ever
done for us?’. It reminded me of the many teachers who
have said to me, ‘What has the VIT ever done for me
and why should I pay the money?’.
The review conducted in 2007 found there was a role
for the VIT, which was an outstanding finding, but it
also found that it needed a more streamlined role which
showed teachers more clearly what its role was and that
it did not intersect with what other bodies were doing.
The review recommended the VIT should be a
regulatory body, and a large part of the legislation we

Another major change is to registration renewal, which
used to be required every five years — you have to pay
fees every year but registration renewal is due every
five years. That will now be brought down to an annual
payment, so you re-register at the same time as you pay
your annual fees. Members will be able to pay online,
so the process will not be as drawn out as it is at the
moment.
The VIT has always had provisional registration, which
was mainly a concern for graduate teachers who are
registered provisionally once they finish their course.
Usually it takes up to two years for them to get full
registration. In the past teachers have had to renew their
provisional registration after one year, and as most of
the people caught up in provisional registration are
graduate teachers, that will now be a one-off payment,
although it can be extended for a few months. That is a
nice tidy-up and reflects the reality of the situation of
what provisional registration is used for.
At the moment permission to teach is a type of VIT
registration. It is really for non-registered teachers and
allows people who are non-registered teachers to teach
in some form or other in our schools. That type of
registration has normally been for five years, but it will
be reduced to three years. There will be exemptions for
teachers who are part of the Teach for Australia
program or the Career Change program, and I will talk
a little bit about those programs later. Teach for
Australia students undertake a six-week crash course,
and in fact the first group is going through it at the
moment. The group members are teaching classes now.
They have ongoing professional development and
monitoring but basically for four out of five days they
are in the classroom. They do not have another teacher
with them in the classroom. They are exempt from the
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permission-to-teach regulations being changed by the
bill.
The definition of ‘fitness to teach’ is changed by the
bill. If complaints or charges are brought against a
teacher the VIT will investigate whether he or she is fit
to teach. That definition will be changed to a broader
definition of ‘suitability to teach’. It will encompass
things like the physical or mental health of a teacher
and their past teaching record, even in other states of
Australia. I think that is a good thing because the
community needs to have great confidence in the
fitness and suitability of teachers to teach in our
schools.
The VIT will also be able to investigate allegations that
have been made, which are really below the ‘serious’
level, and there will be a range of sanctions that can be
imposed which reflect the seriousness of the charges.
Again, this will be a broadened role for the VIT, which
is welcome. As well as that the institute will be able to
initiate investigations, which is something it has not
been able to do in the past. I think that is a good thing,
because in the past when information has come across
the desk of the institute or the panels, without a formal
complaint being made they have not been able to do
anything about it. In some cases they will now be able
to initiate investigations, and again that adds confidence
for the community.
The VIT will also now be able to convene medical
panels. If the institute finds a problem, it can impose
conditions — like a suspension or an undertaking from
a teacher to undergo medical help and supervision —
which can be implemented. Again, that broadens the
role of the VIT and reflects the complex nature of the
profession and its registration.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr DIXON — The final aspect of this bill that I
will speak about is in regard to the Victorian Institute of
Teaching provision for deregistration to occur by
mutual consent. This is a sensible approach and negates
the need for a drawn out hearing if both parties agree
that a wrong has been committed and that deregistration
is the best course of action for the teacher concerned.
The bill broadens the representation on merit protection
boards, and that representation can now include any
member of the teaching service. Often issues that are
brought before the board do not necessarily relate to
teaching; they may relate to members of the teaching
service, so these changes will reflect that.
The bill includes the provision that registered schools
that offer the VCE (Victorian certificate of education),
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VCAL (Victorian certificate of applied learning) or the
International Baccalaureate (IB) will now be permitted
to have ongoing registration to provide those courses.
Normally there has been a separate re-registration
process on top of the school’s basic registration process,
but now those two processes will be streamlined for
schools and educational institutions that offer those
certificates so that those processes happen at the same
time.
This change is certainly welcomed by schools. Any
other providers of VCAL, VCE or the IB will have to
reapply every five years for the permission to provide
these courses, so there is no change for them.
Finally, the last aspect of the bill is relevant to the
Melbourne declaration, which was an agreement
reached amongst the state and federal education
ministers. I will discuss this in more detail later. One of
the outcomes of the declaration was a determination of
what the key learning areas would be in the
forthcoming national curriculum. Those new key
learning areas are: English, maths, sciences, humanities
and social sciences, arts, languages, health and physical
education, and information and communications
technology and design and technology. Those are the
eight new key learning areas.
I will comment on the bill. The Victorian Institute of
Teaching has not had an auspicious start. It has been in
place since 2001, as I mentioned earlier, and I think it
has disappointed teachers in that it has not fulfilled
what they thought it might be doing, especially in terms
of professional development and advancing the status
of teaching. The VIT has been caught up in its duties as
a regulatory body. The review is going to change that.
The VIT is basically going to become a regulation
body, and that will sharpen its focus; I think that might
help.
Teachers complain that they have to pay $64 per year
for membership with VIT. I do not think such
complaints are warranted. Teachers should pay that, as
anyone belonging to a professional body pays an annual
fee; I think that is fair enough. My real issue with VIT
is that it is not an independent body for and by the
teaching profession. The vast majority of its make-up is
actually controlled by the Minister for Education,
through the Governor in Council, and often the vast
majority of government teacher representatives are
elected through the Australian Education Union. I do
not think VIT represents the teaching community as
such.
It is not independent; it is part of the government. It gets
funding partly from the government. If you read the
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legislation and the considered make-up of the board,
you see that VIT is well and truly part of government. I
do not think that should be the case, and I cannot think
of any other professional body that is so beholden to the
minister of whatever department it might be; I think
that provision should be changed.
Another aspect of the bill I have concerns with is the
permission to teach. That concept is very important for
education in our state. It is necessary in country
locations where unfortunately there is a shortage of
qualified teachers to teach certain subjects. Often
somebody who does not have a qualification in that
area has to be brought in, and that permission to teach
has to be given.
Normally these teachers will be granted a five-year
registration, but that is going to be reduced to three
years. The Minister for Education said in her secondreading speech that she thinks this encourages schools
to recruit teachers who have no qualifications, but I
think that by lowering the five years to three years there
is no recognition of the situation, and there are more
onerous responsibilities put on the school to go to even
greater lengths to try to fill a position with someone
who actually has a teaching qualification, which could
take a long time once they go through the processes.
The reality meanwhile is you have a class that is
missing out on a teacher. Good teaching could be done
by somebody who is not formally qualified but who
could teach that class.
We have to give as much flexibility as possible to our
schools. Permission-to-teach provisions should be
loosened up, not tightened up, to cover the shortages of
teachers who teach certain subjects. I think we also
need to be looking at innovative teaching methods and
the teaching organisation in schools. Some schools do
that, but they do it with great restrictions. By loosening
up the permission-to-teach provisions we could have a
more flexible approach to teaching in our schools. I
know schools want to do that, but once again they are
held back by this quite centralised government. We
have to trust our schools to do the right thing for
teaching and learning because they are the experts.
They know their teachers, they know their community,
they know their subjects and they know their children.
In regard to the permission-to-teach provisions, there
are exemptions for teachers who are a part of the Teach
for Australia program and also the Career Change
program. Both these programs are worthwhile.
Unfortunately they have been introduced not so much
because of the good they might bring to education but
because they are a stopgap. We have seen the number
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of teachers in Victoria fall away; we have seen the
number of properly qualified teachers fall away because
teaching is a profession that is not incredibly popular at
the moment. The government has had to look at
different ways of bringing more teachers into teaching.
The Teach for Australia program started only this year.
The jury is out on it to a certain extent. It is not a
panacea, but it is one way of not just tackling the
shortage of teachers but introducing a whole different
group of people into teaching, like young people who
are idealistic and bright and who could really do some
great things not only by teaching our children but also
by learning about education and perhaps staying in
education and teaching other teachers. That is good for
education in general, and it is not just a stopgap for the
shortage of teachers.
The Career Change program is where people who want
to be teachers who have a qualification in another area
can come into teaching by studying for a teaching
qualification and then moving on to teach a class while
they are studying. Again, I think there are a lot of
people out there — you hear of isolated cases — who
are changing careers. They have had a great run, they
have made a lot of money or they have gone as far as
they can go in a certain occupation, but they certainly
have a love of teaching. They have got skills, and they
have got something they can bring into schools. It is
important that we encourage those sorts of people into
our schools.
It is a real issue. We are reacting to this shortage of
teachers. I talk to principals and teachers at schools
about why they are leaving teaching and why they do
not stick around as long as we think they might,
especially young fresh teachers. We have a lot of
teachers who have been teaching for a number of years
who are no longer happy with the profession. The no. 1
reason that that is happening is that the demands on
them are the sorts of demands they did not expect to
meet as teachers. They want to teach. Principals want to
lead and teachers want to teach, but they spend too
much time filling out forms and dealing with
compliance issues, red tape, bureaucracy and the large
amount of instructions that come from the centralised
department. It is just one thing after another, and it is
bogging down our teachers. They do not spend enough
time teaching anymore. Preparing their lessons and
improving themselves are not the time-consuming
things they do; they are filling out forms and dealing
with a whole lot of compliance issues. We have to let
them go; we have to let teachers teach and let principals
lead.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT BILL
Tuesday, 23 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

At the start and end of the school year class teachers are
testing more than they are teaching. It is ridiculous that
they are doing that. They are not even teaching to the
test, as teachers have been encouraged to do by the
department in some regions. They are coming out of the
classroom and emergency teachers are coming in to
take over their class because they have to take half an
hour to test every single child. We have gone too far.
That is another reason that idealistic young teachers and
teachers who have been around for a while no longer
teach. They love kids, they love teaching and they have
something to offer, but they have been caught up with
all this other stuff.
This bill also contains provisions for the national
registration of teachers. It contains the national
agreement and the Melbourne declaration about the
eight new key learning areas. This is part of a trend. We
are seeing education move away from the community.
What we are seeing under this government is our
schools having less of a say and less autonomy. More
and more requirements are being placed on schools by
the department. The department is running schools; it is
no longer servicing schools. We are moving into a
centralised bureaucracy in Victoria. Now we are
moving on to the next step where the federal
government has looked around at the states, seen the
standards and said, ‘This is not good enough. We are
going to take over education’. The federal government
is taking over more and more aspects of education. We
have seen the national registration of teachers, a
national curriculum, national literacy programs,
national numeracy programs and national bullying
programs. We have even heard the Deputy Prime
Minister, the federal Minister for Education, saying we
need to introduce some sort of national program to
counteract the prevalence of knives in schools. We have
seen national approaches to teacher performance pay,
and we have seen a national approach to working with
failing schools. Goodness me! It is the states that should
be doing this, and they should be leaving it to the
schools to a fair extent.
We are going right away from state education, with the
national government running education now. The
federal government says it is intervening because the
system is failing and not producing the results. The
Deputy Prime Minister says time and again that that is
why the federal government is intervening. We see it all
the time. Now we hear the federal government saying,
‘We have got to intervene’.
The reason the states are signing up to these sorts of
things is that there is always a bucket of money
involved. You never stand between a minister for
education and a bucket of money, because they always
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sign up if there is a bucket of money involved. You see
so much money going from the federal government into
programs that it wants, and every single state minister is
signing up. They are just abrogating their responsibility
to manage education, including education in our state.
In this legislation we have two more examples that are
further indications of this. We are seeing education
moving away from local communities, with schools
losing their autonomy. Education has become
centralised in Victoria and now at the same time it is
becoming centralised in Canberra. With so little of the
management of education in schools in Victoria, it is no
wonder the Minister for Education has been able to take
on other portfolio responsibilities. Now there is very
little to do in education in Victoria because the federal
minister, Julia Gillard, has taken over most of it.
One concern that has been raised with me about the
Victorian Institute of Teaching and the changes in this
legislation is the one-year intervals for renewals of
registration. As I mentioned earlier, renewal has usually
been for five years. Because a number or the vast
majority of teachers go through at that five-year
interval, at the moment many teachers who have sent in
their money are not getting their paperwork through,
their phone calls are not being returned and they are not
getting responses to emails. On my desk now I have
half a dozen emails from teachers who, early in the
year, were worried whether they were even registered
any more. Some of the short-term relief teachers who
needed to present their qualifications to schools before
school started were not able to do that because they had
not received their new registration and theoretically
they were not registered.
I know the processes will go online but I am worried
that it is going to be a yearly instead of a five-yearly
event. I certainly hope and would like some assurances
that the new processes that will be online now will iron
out some of those bugs and that even though it is
happening more often it will happen more smoothly
than it has in the past.
The Victorian Independent Education Union (VIEU)
raised with me a few issues and concerns that it has
with the legislation. I do not necessarily agree with
these but I certainly undertook to raise them in this
place. One is that there is a possibility that under this
new legislation there would be a minority of teachers
on the VIT board. The VIEU also has concerns about
the new panels that are being established and states that
teachers should always make up the majority of
members of those panels. The VIEU disagrees that
some of the less serious misconduct issues that the VIT
will be able to investigate should be addressed by the
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VIT, and states that they should be addressed locally. It
is also concerned that there is no automatic right of
representation for teachers who are being investigated
and that the blanket refusal of appeal to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal when prior sexual
offences committed by teachers has not been addressed
in this legislation. As I said, I do not necessarily agree
with all aspects of what the VIEU is raising but I
undertook to raise those matters on its behalf.
In conclusion, on how the VIT stands and has operated,
the changes will reflect better what the VIT should be
on about. They will help it to do its job better. The
legislation redefines its role which, following this
review, is closer to what teachers and certainly I
expected in the first place. Still I have real concerns
about the VIT basically being an arm of government. It
should be conducted by and for teachers. It is not
something the Minister for Education should be
appointing people to and making recommendations
about. This really has to be an independent body for
and run by teachers.
Given that the situation at the moment is that we have
the Victorian Institute of Teaching, these changes, as I
said, improve its operations. We will wait and see how
some aspects of the changes work out, but I consider
that they are certainly worth giving a fair go to. As I
said at the beginning of my contribution, the opposition
will not be opposing this bill.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to speak
on this bill. I am pleased to hear that the opposition is
supporting it and saying a couple of nice things about
the Victorian Institute of Teaching. From past
performances of opposition members in this chamber I
had the distinct impression that they wanted to scrap it,
that they considered there was nothing good about the
VIT. It is good to hear some praise nowadays for the
work that the VIT is doing.
This bill is about a little more than just the VIT. That is
why I am very pleased to speak on the Education and
Training Reform Amendment Bill 2009. This bill is
part of an ongoing process. It should not be seen in
isolation; it is part of a continuing process of reform of
education in this state. It is designed to ensure that all
aspects of education — in schools and the
administrative wings and institutions that govern
education — operate fairly and efficiently, are designed
to protect students and give the very best education
opportunities possible to young people in our state.
Legislative reform began in 2006, with the introduction
of the Education and Training Reform Act. That has
now been in operation for almost three years. When the
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government reformed the education legislation it was a
historic milestone in legislative reform in this chamber.
It followed a comprehensive review of all legislation
that had not been changed basically since 1958 and
some sections had not had substantial review since
1872. When that legislative reform in education started,
many members of the house took it very seriously. We
had constituent groups and conducted forums in our
electorates, and we fed back into the process a lot of
what ordinary people were saying about schools and
their operations to make sure that that reform resulting
in that new legislative framework would work
extremely well.
Three years is not a long time but it can be a fair time in
education, and there have been some changes in that
time. The government has recognised the need to
change the bill a bit and improve it so that some aspects
of it have more integration. The bill does that by
improving the 2006 act. It does not change any of the
basic principles and policies which underpin the 2006
act. It introduces technical amendments to clarify and
improve the operation of the act and addresses a range
of matters which have arisen since the act was
originally passed.
In regard to the Victorian Institute of Teaching, the bill
amends the act by making improvements to the role,
responsibilities, structure and operations of the VIT,
consistent with the government’s response to the 2007
review. In short, it actually strengthens the powers of
the VIT to ensure that we have quality teachers in our
schools. I heard the opposition spokesperson for
education do a bit of double dipping by presenting
views and concerns that had been put to him. In the
2007 review process there was plenty of opportunity to
put viewpoints. I dare say many of the people who raise
issues now also put forward those issues then. They
were part of the 277 submissions or took part in the
stakeholder meetings or a whole range of processes in
that review. I dare say that then they would have put
forward their views, which were taken into account,
and so we have this legislation today. It is double
dipping to raise those issues again.
The bill also broadens the membership of the merit
protection boards by including a new class of
employees and changing the structure of the boards to
increase the number of members available to hear
appeals. The bill makes a few minor technical
amendments. The other major aspect of the bill is that it
ensures that registered schools that are also approved to
provide accredited senior secondary courses, Victorian
certificate of education and Victorian certificate of
applied learning, have ongoing registration so they
continue to offer those courses. That reduces their
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administrative burden. I will go into more detail of
those aspects of the bill in a few moments.
When you look at the bill it is worth reflecting on the
massive changes that have been made since 1999, when
the government came into office, in the way that
education is administered in this state. Central to the
improvements we have seen are much better
registration of teachers and the regulation of the
growing of the school workforce, ensuring that there is
some quality in our school workforce. Part of the
reason the government has done this is that there are
9500 extra teachers and staff in state schools. It is a
massive growth in staff. We have smaller class sizes
and a lot more teachers in our schools — nearly
10 000 extra teachers and staff — and that requires a
new approach and better regulation.
Let us look back over those last 10 years. When we
came to government we did not have a VIT. Labor
introduced the VIT to achieve some regulation of
teaching quality in this state. Maybe the previous
government did not care; it was just intent on kicking
9000 teachers off to the slaughter yard, out the door.
But we have brought in a regulation process, one that
the opposition was very critical of, as I said earlier. We
brought in police checks. It is hard to believe that the
previous government did not even have police checks
on teachers.
We have brought in a lot more flexibility — and that
was acknowledged by the shadow Minister for
Education — so people can join the teaching
profession, whether it is through internships or through
the new Teach for Australia entry process. There is a lot
more accountability in the system, in the way schools
have to report to school councils, parents and guardians.
The other part of this bill concerns merit protection,
which was unheard of under the previous government;
the 9000 teachers who were sacked by it had no merit
protection, no protection for their jobs or for their rights
in the teaching workforce.
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streamlines registration practices. Currently when
teachers pay their registration, they have to fill out
forms and send them in for registration each year. This
bill will enable a one-stop online process, where
teachers can do it once, and off it goes. A lot of teachers
will be very happy that they do not have to go through
such an administrative process any longer.
The bill also enables the VIT to better examine the
conduct of teachers and to deal with each case in an
appropriate manner. It will be able to convene medical
panels, something it could not do before, and
investigate when a teacher’s ability is seriously and
detrimentally affected through a range of health or
addiction issues. I think it is important that the VIT be
given greater scope to examine the conduct of teachers.
The change from the ‘fit to teach’ requirement to
‘suitability to teach’ introduces a much broader
definition that takes into account a person’s health,
which does not currently get taken into account.
In regard to merit protection boards, the principal
change is the expansion of board membership to enable
education support employees — part of the 5000 extra
staff in schools — to go on boards to hear appeals in
regard to education support workers. That makes a lot
of sense. You need some experts who are education
support workers, not teachers, on an appeals board
when it is hearing issues to do with support workers. I
think that is a very positive change.
This quite reasonable bill covers a range of areas and is
part of the process government is engaged in to
absolutely reform, to make efficient, fair, just and
accountable the administrative arrangements of
teaching around a range of issues to do with
administration in schools. It is a good process; I am
pleased the opposition is supporting it, and I think it
will go a long way towards putting Victoria and those
aspects of its education administration in the forefront
of what happens Australia-wide. Undoubtedly it will be
copied by other states. I commend the bill to the house.

We have seen some absolutely massive reforms in
regulating the system, in ensuring teachers can have a
bit of faith in the quality of teacher qualifications, in
teachers’ capacity to teach and in how those schools
report back on how they deliver good educational
outcomes. That is something to be proud of and
something the bill improves.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the Education and Training
Reform Amendment Bill 2009, which amends the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006. One would
have thought that because of the way the member for
Eltham was talking about it — he was talking about
what happened in the last century — this bill might not
contain many positive measures.

The VIT component in the bill reduces the size of the
board; it brings in a deputy chairperson position, which
makes the most sense, as we have heard; and it will
shift the load a bit. Importantly it improves and

Nonetheless the bill reforms the functions and
operations of the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT).
It contains a number of provisions, which I will outline
quickly. They include: making changes relating to the
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investigation of registered teachers, including the
requirement to have a health assessment and the
widening of the grounds on which teachers may be
investigated. It also provides for the widening of
informal panel hearing powers and the appointment of a
medical panel to deal with complaints against registered
teachers.

employed in government schools; one registered
teacher employed in a government school for students
with disabilities or impairments, and that is a very
important aspect; one registered teacher employed in a
Catholic school; and one registered teacher employed
by an independent school. There will be one member
who shall be the secretary or the secretary’s nominee.

It also widens the sanctions available to hearing panels,
provides for the annual registration of teachers who are
registered under section 2.6.9 of the original act and it
alters the constitution of the merit protection boards and
the Council of the Victorian Institute of Teaching. It
also provides for registered schools to have ongoing
registration with respect to accredited senior secondary
courses, and it makes consequential and miscellaneous
amendments to the act.

It is important to note that there is no mention of any
regional presence in the make-up of the council. I think
it is imperative that a regional representative form part
of the council to ensure that regional Victorian school
communities have a say.

As other members have suggested, back in 2007 an
independent review of the VIT was undertaken by the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development. That review considered a number of
different things including whether the objectives of the
institute had changed over time in light of government
policies and other changes in the education sectors in
Victoria. It also sought to determine the effectiveness of
the institute in achieving some of these objectives and
to have a look at some of the most appropriate
structures to have in place for the VIT — and indeed
whether the VIT even had a future role to play in the
environment it was in. The review also continued to
monitor the changes in the functions and structure of
the institute.
Through that review process some 277 submissions
were received, and obviously many interested parties in
the Victorian educational system took the time to
provide submissions on the role of the VIT. As the
member for Nepean quite rightly pointed out —
surprise, surprise! — the VIT was found to have a
future.
Changes to part 2.6 of the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 basically set out to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of the Victorian Institute of
Teaching. As other members have pointed out, under
these reforms the bill provides for a smaller council to
be governed by 12 members — I believe there are
currently 20. It is important to note the composition of
this council. Five members will be appointed by the
Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
Minister for Education. They will include one teacher,
who will be appointed as chairperson of the institute;
two employers of teachers; one expert in pre-service
education; and one parent. There will be six elected
members. They will include three registered teachers

As I said earlier, the bill seeks to instigate a more
streamlined and efficient registration service to
Victorian teachers. Again the member for Nepean
pointed out quite rightly there are concerns over the
renewal of registration occurring on an annual basis
rather than a five-year basis. We seek an assurance
from the government that this process will be in place,
teachers will not experience any hiccups or issues in
registering on an annual basis and that the system will
work well.
In Victoria provisional registration for teachers is
currently granted for one year with a further one-year
extension possible on application by the teacher. As we
know, many provisionally registered teachers require
two years to satisfy the standard required to qualify for
full registration. This legislation seeks to amend the act
to raise the provisional registration period from one to
two years, and I think that is a step in the right
direction. In the last couple of weeks I have visited a
couple of schools, and it has become clear that one of
the impediments, particularly for some of the male
teachers at the moment, is having to register annually
through this process. It leads to uncertainty not only for
the teacher but also for that school community. I think
this is a step in the right direction.
Permission-to-teach provisions allow non-registered
persons to be employed to teach or to instruct in schools
in specified circumstances. I think this is an important
provision which allows for some flexibility within the
education system and amongst school communities. An
application for permission to teach must be
accompanied by evidence that the person or body
seeking to employ or engage the applicant attempted to
employ or engage a registered teacher first, with some
exemptions. That is an important point. Certainly the
member for Nepean made reference to it in his
contribution, in particular about regional areas and the
lack of or shortage in the number of teachers.
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While I note that this legislation requires that attempts
be made to employ a registered teacher first, I think
providing flexibility to allow non-registered persons
permission to teach is quite important. You need only
look at recent statistics to see the impact upon some of
our regional schools of a shortage of teachers. It is
another government policy that impacts on student
retention rates in regional areas. I know in the
Gippsland region, for example, in my neck of the
woods, student retention rates for years 7 to 12 have
decreased from 71 per cent in 2002 to 66.8 per cent in
2009.
I acknowledge the fact that many students undertake
different pathways and that many students leave school
to take up other careers, but it is very concerning to see
that trend occur, and unfortunately it is happening right
across many regional centres and regional areas. In
comparison, retention rates amongst our metropolitan
counterparts have been steady for many years.
Therefore it would indicate to me and to many others
that there is something wrong with our system and that
we need to improve retention rates to give students the
best possibilities to realise their potential.
We have seen a 4.2 per cent drop in school retention
rates in Gippsland over this time. An inquiry conducted
by the all-party Education and Training Committee
found that less than 70 per cent of Gippsland students
were applying for university places, and this is well
below the average. Issues such as the federal
government’s youth allowance are impacting quite
heavily upon regional students undertaking further
education.
While I acknowledge the investment in schools through
the Building the Education Revolution — and it is great
to see — the whole process around that program leaves
a lot to be desired, and that has been expressed many
times by our school communities. The curriculum itself
is fantastic, including as it does programs such as
Victorian certificate of applied learning. My own young
son undertook those studies last year; they are different
pathways and great programs to have. I believe the
government could quite easily support those types of
programs, even the Rock Eisteddfod Challenge, to
ensure that our students have access to that type of
curriculum. But providing more teachers in regional
areas is foremost in our minds. Having said that, we do
not oppose the legislation.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — It is with pleasure that
I rise to contribute briefly to the debate on the
Education and Training Reform Amendment Bill. I
believe it is a very good and straightforward bill. The
overall objectives of the bill are to make improvements
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to the role, functions, structure and operation of the
Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT); to enhance the
operation of the merit protection boards; to ensure that
registered schools which provide an accredited senior
secondary course such as the Victorian certificate of
education (VCE) will have ongoing registration to
provide such a very important course in our education
system; and to amend the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 to improve its operation and correct
any inconsistencies or anomalies.
The Education and Training Reform Amendment Bill
2009 proposes amendments to the act. The bill will
amend part 2.6 of the act to make improvements to the
role, responsibilities, structure and operations of the
institute, as I have just mentioned. As I also said earlier,
the bill will expand the membership of the merit
protection boards to include education support
employees and amend the structure so that member
boards will be appointed from the three pools of
persons, which I will talk about later on.
It will also modify the act so that the registered schools
that are approved to provide accredited senior
secondary courses such as VCAL (Victorian certificate
of applied learning) or VCE will have ongoing
registration to provide accredited senior secondary
courses. Currently these schools are only registered for
a period of up to five years.
The bill will also amend learning areas that are the
subject of free instruction in government schools to
reflect the eight new learning areas specified in the
Melbourne declaration on educational goals for young
Australians. The remaining amendments are basically
very simple or very minor in nature and are designed to
correct inaccuracies.
As I said, the bill includes amendments to part 2.6 of
the Education and Training Reform Act 2006, and these
will enable reform of the Victorian Institute of
Teaching arising from a review that was conducted in
late 2007. That review considered many things.
Amongst those things were the appropriate objectives
for the institute in the light of government policies and
changes in the education sector since its establishment.
It also considered the effectiveness of the institute in
achieving its original objectives. It also considered the
most appropriate structures for achieving these
objectives and whether the institute or a successor body
had a role to play in this future environment together
with — if the institute were to continue — changes that
may be required to its function, structure and legislative
mandate.
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The review considered 277 submissions, met with key
stakeholders, analysed current responsibilities and
operations, and researched similar bodies within
Australia, New Zealand, the United Kingdom, the
USA, Canada and other international jurisdictions. The
basis for its findings was thorough and inclusive of the
view of relevant stakeholders. A number of
recommendations in relation to structure and functions
were made in the report for consideration by the
government.
The review found that there was a role for the institute
but one that has a streamlined single focus to avoid
potential overlaps with the core roles of other major
stakeholders. That is why changes to part 2.6 of the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 are contained
in this bill, which will give effect to reforms that will
improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the institute.
This will in turn have direct benefits for teachers,
schools, children — the most important stakeholders in
our education system — and their families, who are
closely monitoring, as they should, their children’s
education.
Under this bill the institute will be governed by a
smaller council, with 12 members. This council will be
able to focus on leadership and strategic planning for
the institute. It will continue to consist of both
appointed and elected members, with broad
representation from our diverse education sector. The
council will now include five members appointed by
the Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
Minister for Education. There will be one teacher, who
will be appointed as chairperson of the institute, two
employers of teachers, one expert in pre-service
education; and one parent. It will include six elected
members. There will be three registered teachers
employed in government schools, one registered
teacher employed in a government school for students
with disabilities or impairments, one registered teacher
employed in a Catholic school, and one registered
teacher employed in an independent school. It will also
include one member who will be the secretary or the
secretary’s nominee.
So this will be a quite diverse council; it represents
private schools, public schools, Catholic schools and
independent schools, and of course there are teachers
and parents. So everybody has a say in the way this
council operates. A chairperson, as I said, is nominated
by the minister, and the reason for this is to provide
support and resources for the chair.
This bill will also enable the institute to provide a more
streamlined and efficient registration service to
Victorian teachers. The renewal of registration will be
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annualised, with a straightforward online process being
developed to minimise the time being spent on this task
by teachers. It can be quite onerous and lengthy, so
hopefully this more streamlined process will be
efficient.
As I said, the bill proposes a range of amendments to
the act relating to the assessment of teachers for initial
registration and to the investigation of teachers who are
the subject of a complaint, allegation or something else.
These changes will extend the powers of the institute in
making determinations on applications for registration,
in determining how they are managed and in
determining what sort of discipline functions are
required.
The bill will also give the institute the power to
investigate allegations below the level of serious
misconduct so that parents, teachers and employers —
whoever has made a complaint — will have peace of
mind, knowing that even though some others may think
a complaint being made is not serious, the council will
have the power to investigate any allegation, whether it
be serious, trivial or whatever.
I know I am running out of time — and there is so
much I could say about this fairly simple and
straightforward bill — but basically I would like to say
that this bill reflects the government’s commitment to
improving Victoria’s education services, its education
system and the quality of teaching, making it a very
good system for all students in Victoria. Education is
one of the most important things for our young
students, because they are the future of Victoria. I hope
we can see them grow, aspire to and do things they
want to do. This is a very good bill. I wish it a very
speedy passage, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure to
briefly speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment Bill 2009. I say from the outset that I think
education is important, and both sides would agree that
education is very important for our children. It is also
important for the future of our state and this nation.
I begin by saying that like my colleague the member for
Nepean, I am a paid-up member of the VIT (Victorian
Institute of Teaching); I am a registered non-teaching
member. I would like to make that clear — especially
to the member for Eltham!
The Victorian Institute of Teaching was established in
2001. The main aim of VIT back then was to improve
Victoria’s education services by enhancing the quality
of teaching in all Victorian schools. When I spoke in
debate on the bill at that time I said that I thought it was
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a good way to go but I did not agree with the way that
VIT was established because it was just an extension
arm of this government and it was not independent and,
while the theory was good, I think the practice was
wrong at the time.
The Victorian Institute of Teaching Act provides for the
registration of all teachers in Victoria. It accredits preservice teacher training to ensure that the courses are
appropriate, and it ensures that all teachers meet certain
criteria, qualifications and standards. It supports the
professional development (PD) needs of the teachers
and allows for the investigation of serious misconduct.
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50 000 registered teachers, were aware of the website.
Members from both sides of the house agree that
teachers who have done something wrong should not
be allowed to teach. As to the awareness of a code of
conduct, 49 per cent are aware of what they can and
cannot do. Less than half know what they can and
cannot do as a qualified teacher. As to the use of the
registration process, it is 28 per cent. In 2008 it was
46 per cent. In one year it dropped to 28 per cent, so the
use of the registration process was down 18 per cent
from 2008.

The bill also amends the constitution of merit protection
boards. The question I ask is: has VIT made a
difference since 2001? I ask members opposite whether
they believe VIT has made a difference. In theory it
was good to establish VIT, even though we disagreed
with the way that it was established, but the question I
want to ask members on the opposite side is: has VIT
really made a difference? Have teachers embraced
VIT? I have to say that I have spoken to a number of
teachers over the years, and many of them are
disappointed with VIT because they expected more and
they have not received value for their money. It was
$50 initially and now it has gone up to $70. That is not
the issue. The issue is that if you are registered, you
expect something from the institute to assist you in your
teaching profession, and I do not think that VIT is
doing its job.

In relation to membership of the VIT council, I indicate
that it used to have 20 members. I can recall saying in
this house that 20 council members is perhaps far too
many. The government has now said it is going to take
it down to 12 members, but 10 of those 12 members are
puppets of this government. One from the independent
schools and one from the Catholic school sector are the
only two independent members on the council. There
are five members appointed by the minister. You tell
me, Acting Speaker, is the minister going to appoint
someone who is going to be critical of the government?
You do not have to respond. Five members will be
appointed by the minister and six members will be
elected. Three of those to be elected will be registered
teachers in government schools — and those three
teachers are guaranteed to be members of the union, put
there to make sure that this government is not
criticised — one will be a registered teacher from a
school with students with a disability, one will be a
registered teacher from a Catholic school and one will
be a registered teacher from the independent sector. The
other member will be the secretary or his nominee. So
10 out of 12 members will be simply mushrooms or
puppets of this government. This government, which
claims that education is its no. 1 priority, wants to fill
the council with members it knows it can fully control
so that it will not get criticised about education in
Victoria.

It was interesting to read the annual report of VIT.
There are some interesting statistics which highlight the
success or the failure of VIT. In 2008, 33 per cent of
registered teachers actually made contact with VIT. In
2009 that figure dropped to 24 per cent of a total of
over 100 000 registered teachers, so only 24 per cent
actually made contact with VIT. As to the quality of the
dealings with VIT, only 50 per cent felt that the quality
was there, so 50 per cent — in other words,
50 000 registered teachers — thought that the quality
they received from VIT was not excellent.

What has VIT done over the last nine years? Yes, it is
true that every teacher gets this I Teach newsletter, so it
prints out 100 000 copies, as I understand it. If I am
wrong, I would like the minister to advise me. I am told
these cost $5 each. If that is true, again if I am wrong I
am happy for the member for Eltham to advise me of
the cost; I am told it is $5 each — 100 000 at $5 each is
a lot of money. I ask the member for Eltham whether it
is $5 because I am happy to refer him to my printer,
who will charge much less than $5. In fact these days
with the internet, VIT might not need to send these out.

As to the awareness of the PD website — members
opposite claim that PD is important, and I agree with
them — only 49 per cent of registered teachers, or just

In 2001 when VIT was established I said the
government was moving in the right direction, but the
way that it established VIT was wrong. Over the last

The government has now introduced amendments to
the 2001 act, and the main provisions of this bill are to
amend the teacher registration process to widen the
grounds on which the institute can investigate
registered teachers, which is a good thing, and allows
teachers who are under investigation to undergo health
assessments and to increase the range of disciplinary
responses.
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nine years it is clear that VIT really has not achieved
what it set out to achieve. If you honestly speak to
teachers, they will tell you that VIT has not reached the
expectations that they expected of VIT. Yes, it is
checks and balances, and that is good. Teachers have to
have a police check and that is good, but they have not
achieved what the council was meant to achieve in the
last nine years. That is an objective view and is also the
view of those who are out there teaching our children.
Although this bill goes some way towards improving
the operation of VIT, I have some concerns. The VIT
council is clearly still controlled by the minister; it is
not independent. It also makes the granting of the
permission to teach more restrictive. Those of us who
have been in schools where teachers had to be used
because they could not find another person to teach that
subject recognise that the permission to teach is vital
and important to those small schools. The question I
also have to ask the government is: does it believe VIT
will be able to cope with the annual registration given
the delays that it takes today for a renewal after every
five years of registration? If that is a problem for the
government every five years, will it cope with it being
required every single year? Despite the fact that the
minister might have 20 advisers and is driving around
in a white car, I will be surprised if the government will
be able to cope.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
also speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment Bill. Let us just look back. We know that
the central aspect of this bill relates to the establishment
by this government of the Victorian Institute of
Teaching (VIT) and a review of its processes. When
this government came to office we said that education
was a key part of our platform. We committed to work
to restore education, to put teachers back into the
classrooms from which we had lost so many and to
support schools to enable them to deliver good
education. We also wanted to ensure that teachers were
challenged so that they could provide high-quality
education.
As part of that process not only did we employ many
more teachers to replace the thousands who had been
lost from teaching and reduce our class sizes, especially
at the lower end of education, but in 2001 we also
established the Victorian Institute of Teaching to
provide an appropriate registration mechanism for
teachers so that they could be challenged in regard to
professional development. This recognised that as
professionals teachers needed to promote themselves
and to be reviewed so that those who were performing
well could be supported and could gain extra skills and
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those who were not performing well would come under
review and perhaps would not continue in education.
As I said, in 2001 we created the Victorian Institute of
Teaching and then — quite appropriately, and as was
promised at the time — we reviewed its operations to
see whether we could improve them. Over the nearly
nine years since it was established it has clearly played
a significant role, but of course we recognise that there
is more to be done. We have been very consultative as a
government. In the review process we sought
submissions from a range of bodies that have a role in
setting teacher standards and supporting teachers. We
received 277 submissions, and in reviewing those
submissions we developed the amendments in the bill I
am speaking on tonight. Clearly the government has
acted very soundly in this process to date.
In reviewing the VIT we wanted to ensure that we
avoided overlaps and that we could streamline the
board so that it would work in the interests of teachers
and the teaching profession as well as possible. The
obvious aim of that is to ensure that by acting in the
interests of the teaching profession the board is
supporting the students in the classroom to get the best
quality education in our schools across the state —
whether that be in state schools or in Catholic or
independent schools. The VIT has jurisdiction over all
those areas in terms of teacher registration and
providing support for teachers. I am pleased to advise
that it has been working very well in all those areas.
Last year I was pleased to be part of a forum of teachers
auspiced by the VIT, where I was able to speak on
issues I had been dealing with as part of the
parliamentary Education and Training Committee in
relation to teacher professional learning. We were able
to share those issues with the VIT and the teachers who
attended, and to further discuss issues of teacher
professional learning. I know the VIT holds a range of
meetings and forums for teachers to try to challenge
them — and many teachers have taken up those
opportunities — as well as sending out its written
material on the internet, again to help teachers to pick
up on issues or to support teachers in areas they may
want to work on further in professional development.
As part of the changes in the bill we have determined
that we should reduce the size of the council that
supports the VIT to 12 members. Other members have
spoken about the nature of that group. Five members
will be appointed by the Governor in Council. Of that
group, one member will be a teacher appointed by the
chairman, two will be teachers employed by
independent schools, one will be an expert in preservice teacher education — and it is good that we are

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT BILL
Tuesday, 23 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

continuing with that, because we want to ensure the
flow of teacher training, of teachers becoming
registered teachers and to ensure that ongoing
professional development through that process — and
one will be a parent. Six members will be elected to the
board. Of those members, it is required that three be
registered teachers employed in government schools,
one be a registered teacher in a government school for
students with disabilities and impairments, one be a
registered teacher in a Catholic school, one be a
registered teacher in an independent school and one be
the secretary’s nominee. This makes the board a little
smaller but better able to deal with the issues it should
be dealing with, and to deal with them more efficiently.
As we have heard, teacher registration will now be an
annual requirement, but this will be streamlined
through an online process. We believe this will work
more effectively in terms of the whole process of
teacher registration. Provisional registration has been
allowed until now, and that will continue to be allowed.
It will be extended to a two-year process in recognition
of the fact that people may well require two years to
demonstrate that they have the skills to be a teacher. A
range of issues in terms of provisional registration are
addressed by the new amendments.
The investigative powers of the VIT is another area
addressed by the bill. If teachers have been brought to
the attention of the VIT to be disciplined for
misconduct, they can be evaluated or assessed and then
the disciplinary appeals board will review their cases.
Until now the VIT has only been able to hear appeals
by the secretary in regard to issues of misconduct by
teachers. We will now extend its powers to enable it to
deal with issues of unsatisfactory performance. We
have extended the potential opportunities for that
evaluation to take place so that it can be rigorous — fair
but thorough.
Clearly this legislation indicates that the government
wants to maintain the teaching profession as a quality
profession in Victoria. The bill will ensure that teachers
are challenged and that the Victorian Institute of
Teaching is the body that both oversees the registration
of teachers and deals with issues of misconduct or
unsatisfactory performance. More importantly the bill
provides a challenge to people in the teaching
profession to improve, to take on professional learning
opportunities and to ensure that teachers can develop so
they can continue to provide top quality education,
improve their standards and be challenged to continue
to improve their standards.
As a former teacher and someone who is very
committed to education, I support this bill. The bill is a
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cornerstone of the government’s education platform in
terms of ensuring that we support education. I am also
delighted to see that we continue to support the physical
infrastructure of schools, with millions of dollars being
spent. I am pleased to see so many schools in my own
electorate being upgraded and their physical
infrastructure being sound.
Another important aspect of the bill is that it will help
ensure that Victoria has a top quality teaching
profession to support education, and this particular bill
addresses that issue. I am also very pleased that this bill
makes variations to the structure of the VIT and the
disciplinary appeals board. I am pleased to support this
bill.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
the Lowan electorate to speak on the Education and
Training Reform Amendment Bill. As the shadow
minister for youth affairs I think that education and
training is vital for the continuing development of any
person, particularly a younger person in Victoria. It is
also vital that they have the best opportunities to get an
education to gain the skills for their later life. As we all
know, young people need a pathway which leads from
education and training to employment and hopefully
which will help this state be the powerhouse it used to
be many years ago.
The bill makes changes to the investigation of
registered teachers. It also provides for the
establishment of an informal hearing panel and a
medical hearing panel to deal with complaints against
registered teachers. The bill widens the sanctions
available to disciplinary panels and provides for
annualised registration of teachers, among other
matters.
In my contribution I will speak about some of the
points that have been raised in the debate tonight. The
bill provides that the council of the Victorian Institute
of Teaching (VIT) will be smaller, with 12 members.
Many other members have spoken about that
amendment in greater detail. The council will also have
a pool of panel members ranging from parents and
teacher representatives to others within the community.
It is good to have a broad range of people as panel
members.
The bill also provides that the renewal of teacher
registration will be annualised, with a straightforward
online process being done each year instead of every
five years. At this point let me say that I have three
daughters-in-law who are teachers — my three sons are
all married to teachers. Two of my daughters-in-law are
registered with the VIT — one being a secondary
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school teacher and the other a primary school
teacher — and the third is a preschool teacher, who is
not and does not have to be registered with the VIT.
I have spoken to them and others in the teaching
profession, and I have heard them speak of the
difficulty of new graduates registering with VIT. It is an
arduous task, and no doubt it needs to be in a lot of
cases, but sometimes teachers and staff at schools —
principals in particular — tell me it is an enormous task
for the applicant, who has to put in a portfolio of
references and experiences even though they have
graduated from university and done placements in
schools. They still have to put forward all of that
information in a portfolio, which is understandable, but
my understanding is that some of the schools also have
to put forward information to support these teachers,
which staff find very arduous.
I believe the process could be streamlined not only to
ensure that we have good and appropriate teachers but
also importantly to make registration a less arduous task
than it is. I understand that some teachers miss the
opportunity to be registered in time for the start of the
school year because registration is such an arduous
task.
In relation to re-registration, which at the moment is
required every five years, teachers have to go through a
police check at their cost. That is a requirement, and we
all agree that it needs to be done in today’s
circumstances, but it is a pretty arduous task. I have an
important question to ask the minister if she responds at
the wrapping up of the debate on this bill: next year will
teachers who have already completed registration and
signed up for a five-year renewal period have to go
back and start again a process of annual renewal? Does
that five-year period continue from this year — the start
of 2010 — to the start of 2016, or will teachers have to
go back to VIT and hand in their registration if it has
been for a five-year period and re-register for annual
renewal?
The member for Nepean highlighted that sometimes
there are delays in going through the process with the
VIT, even with the five-year renewals. If it is to be done
on an annual basis with new graduates coming in each
year, it is important that it be done in a timely fashion to
ensure that teachers are ready to start teaching at the
start of the school year. Those are some of the concerns
I have heard.
Another concern I have relates to Melbourne
University, which at the moment runs a bachelor of
teaching and early childhood development course. One
of my daughters-in-law told me of her experience going
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through Melbourne University. When she started, the
course was a diploma of teaching and early childhood
development. Before she did the course it was a
bachelor of teaching and early childhood development,
but it was changed to a diploma. It was a three-year
course, and it enabled her to teach students from zero to
eight years of age. The course is now a four-year
course, and it has gone back to being a bachelor of
preschool and primary school teaching, and it qualifies
the people who go through the course to teach from
zero years of age to grade 6; however, unfortunately my
daughter-in-law cannot be registered with the VIT
because it was a diploma course — a three-year
course — which a lot of courses were back in those
days. Fortunately this does not affect her current
employment because she is teaching quite happily in a
preschool. However, she was very disappointed that she
could not get the opportunity to register with VIT.
I also want to speak about provisional registration,
which will be extended from a period of one year to
two years. I compliment the work that was done in a
research brief provided by the parliamentary library
research team. Their work covers this issue in great
detail, and it is a very good paper if any other members
would like to read it to gain a greater understanding.
Unfortunately, as you know, Acting Speaker, I only
have 10 minutes to speak on this bill, so I will not be
able to cover all the points I would like to cover.
The research paper raises the issue that permission to
teach will be limited to a period of three years and that
schools will be encouraged to advertise more widely.
However, there are some enterprise bargaining
agreement requirements, and many principals find it
difficult to get teachers who are unsuitable for teaching
to move on. It can be the same with other
occupations — politicians, teachers, shopkeepers and
nurses, for example. Some people are not suited to their
profession, and there are times when they need to be
moved on. This bill provides for the broadening of the
criteria used by the Victorian Institute of Teaching so
that teachers will be deemed ‘suitable to teach’ rather
than ‘fit to teach’. I am not sure of the exact definition,
but we will see how its implementation goes.
Many teachers I have spoken to about this bill and other
matters are extremely concerned about the fact that this
government has turned its back on supporting our
young people, particularly in the school scenario in
relation to music, dance and drama through the
spectacular event called the Rock Eisteddfod
Challenge. This government has walked away from
Victorian youth. Some 7500 students are involved in
this program, and the teachers and parents are very
supportive, but unfortunately because of the lack of
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support from the Brumby government the Rock
Eisteddfod has now been cancelled.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition will, given the
opportunity at the end of the year, support the Rock
Eisteddfod with $800 000 for the next four years. We
want to support our teachers, particularly our students
and also the parents who are trying to give their
children the best opportunity in music, dance and drama
through the Rock Eisteddfod.
The other thing I raise quickly is the fact that there has
been another broken promise by the Brumby
government in relation to regional high school retention
rates. Labor’s failure to support high school students in
regional Victoria has been highlighted by the fact that
research shows while metropolitan schools have
remained steady at 85 per cent, under Labor country
high school retention rates, the percentage of students
remaining at high school until year 12 has fallen from
72 per cent in 2002 to 67 per cent in 2009.
In my electorate of Lowan constituents are covered by
two regions. One is the Grampians region where
year 12 retention rates have fallen from 68.2 per cent in
2002 to 64.6 per cent in 2009. In the Barwon Southwestern region which covers the southern part of my
electorate, the retention rate has dropped from 72.7 per
cent in 2002 to 65.3 per cent in 2009.
The Brumby government must address the slump in
retention rates as a matter of urgency. As I highlighted
at the start of my contribution, education and training is
vital for the continuing development of young people.
The drop in the retention rates during the period of the
Brumby government highlights the fact that the
government has turned its back on many country
Victorian students and students in general.
High school and country students do a magnificent job
with the resources they have. Labor has failed to
support them, which is why we have the slump in
retention rates, particularly in country Victoria. I am not
opposed to this bill and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr EREN (Lara) — It is good to see the opposition
is again supporting a government bill.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EREN — I hear the interjection, that the
opposition is ‘not opposing’ the bill rather than
supporting it, but at the end of the day I think it is
supporting the bill. I am pleased to speak in favour of
the Education and Training Reform Amendment Bill
2009.
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I speak from experience about public schools. I
attended a public school in my school years — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EREN — It is true and my five children
attended public schools.
Ms Munt — How many children?
Mr EREN — Five children; three of them are now
out of school but certainly there are two still at school.
One child is year 12 Victorian and doing certificate of
education, and the other is in year 5. I know the benefits
of the public school education system, which has
certainly improved since this government came to
power. I am proud to say that it has done a lot for public
school education.
At the outset, before I speak further on this bill, I
indicate that I support all the teachers in my electorate,
both in public and private schools. We have got some
tremendous teachers out our way, but I do not want to
start naming any of them or I will be here all night.
Since we came to government, and the opposition
cannot dispute this, we have genuinely put over
8000 more teachers and staff back into the system, not
to mention the record investments that have been made
and which continue to be made, not only by this state
government but by the new federal Labor government
as well. It is great to see we are in partnership with the
federal government. Like the state government, the
federal government obviously sees education as a
priority. I am very proud to be part of a government that
continues to invest in education.
Victorians have every right to have confidence in the
expertise and professionalism of the teachers and
leaders who are educating our children; that is why this
bill is before the house. The independence of the
Victorian Institute of Teaching and its charter of
enhancing the quality and performance of the teaching
profession contributes to this government’s goal of
creating a world-class education system which gives
our children the best possible start in life.
It is very important that every child, regardless of their
economic circumstances, be given the best possible
start in life. One objective of the Brumby Labor
government is to make sure we make the right
investments in education, which will give every child
the best possible education they can get. As I said
earlier, this government continues to invest in public
education.
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Under this bill proposed amendments will provide the
Victorian Institute of Teaching with a greater capacity
to examine the conduct of teachers and deal with each
case in the most appropriate way. The review of the
institute found that some complaints received by it have
been about teachers who exhibit erratic and irrational
behaviour. Unfortunately further investigation revealed
that this was due to ill health, alcohol or drug abuse.
The current powers of the institute prevent it from
dealing adequately with such cases.
This bill gives the institute the power to convene
medical panels in cases where a registered teacher’s
ability to practise is seriously detrimentally affected or
is likely to be seriously detrimentally affected by a
physical or mental impairment. This will prevent
teachers, who may be unfit to continue to teach for
health reasons, from being subject to a disciplinary
hearing process to determine their fitness to teach. It is
very important that all teachers are equipped and
mentally able to teach, with the capacity in their day-today dealings with children and young adults to make
them capable of teaching in a fit and proper manner.
Where a finding is made by a medical panel that a
teacher’s ability to practise is seriously detrimentally
affected, or is likely to be seriously detrimentally
affected by a physical or mental impairment, the panel
will be empowered to make a determination, including
to impose a condition on the teacher’s registration or to
suspend the registration for a period. Such conditions
may include that the teacher undergo counselling,
undertake specified further educational training within a
specified period, work under the supervision of another
teacher, or attend an appropriate registered health
practitioner for treatment.
This will enable the institute to determine the most
appropriate course of action following a hearing into a
matter. Further, to ensure that the rights of teachers are
also protected in the application of this new power by
the institute, civil safeguards have been included in the
proposed amendment. They are that the power of the
medical panel to direct a teacher to undergo a health
assessment can only be exercised where the medical
panel believes the state of the health of the teacher may
be a danger to the teacher or has caused or may cause a
teacher to be a danger to other students, colleagues or
members of the public.
In addition, if a teacher agrees to undergo a health
assessment, the teacher must be assessed by a registered
health practitioner who is agreed upon by the institute’s
council and the teacher. If the institute and the teacher
are unable to agree upon a registered health practitioner
to conduct the assessment, then the chairperson of the
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institute council will appoint a registered health
practitioner to perform the assessment. The cost of the
health assessment will be the responsibility of the
institute.
Having said all that, I believe these and the other
amendments will strengthen the institute’s ability to
regulate the teaching profession and to ensure that only
appropriately qualified and suitable individuals are
teaching Victoria’s children. As I outlined before, that
is very important. Young minds, particularly those in
primary school and even in early secondary school, are
very susceptible to influence.
We live in an age where they are sensitive to a lot of
things happening around them with the internet and
with the technology that is available particularly to
children in years 7, 8 and 9. They are always on social
websites and there are a lot more sensitivities for young
people nowadays than I suppose there were when we
were younger. The way a teacher acts can have a longlasting effect on young minds. Having said all of that
and for all those reasons, I give my full support to the
bill before the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CRISP
(Mildura).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (GROWTH AREAS
INFRASTRUCTURE CONTRIBUTION)
BILL
Council’s rejection
Message from Council read rejecting bill.

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I am very pleased
to rise to support the Crimes Legislation Amendment
Bill, and I think the house will wholeheartedly support
it. It effects amendments to four acts; three amendments
are fairly technical and the other refers to the Crimes
Act 1958.
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Last year’s annual statement of government intentions
committed to a range of amendments implementing
recommendations of the Sentencing Advisory Council,
and this bill implements some of those changes. It
relates to an area that the whole community has
considerable interest in and concerns about, which is
the alteration of the age ranges for sexual penetration of
a child under 16 years. Currently the penalty is 25 years
jail for offences against a child under 12 years;
previously the penalty for an offence against a child
under 10 years was only 10 years jail.
A County Court case, R v. Maurice, relates to a
situation where a person called Maurice broke into a
home and sexually assaulted a child while she was
asleep in her bed. She had turned 10 years two weeks
previously, and accordingly the maximum penalty the
court could apply was 10 years jail. In October 2008,
following that case, the Attorney-General sought the
advice of the Sentencing Advisory Council. A number
of bills have been introduced this year and last year as a
result of the work of the council, and I would like to
commend it for the great work it does.
I know many members of the house read the council’s
reports. It always provides very interesting and
unbiased assessments of the matters that are put before
it. Certainly its reasoning and the rationale it provides
for its recommendations are ones that all members of
the house can well accept. I am always impressed by
the reports that come before us, and once again the
council’s recommendations are ones members of the
house will support.
The council’s report into the sentencing issue was
released in September last year; while its advice was
that the penalties were appropriate, it advised that the
age levels needed adjustment, and this legislation is the
result of that. There are many views on the length of
sentences for crimes against children. Not only
members of this house but the community as well are
always sympathetic to victims of crimes where they are
in a position of lesser power, and certainly children fall
into that area. All of us abhor crimes against children,
particularly crimes against children as young as
10 years or 12 years. Accordingly, the legislation
reflects the council’s recommendations.
The bill also includes other changes to penalties in
relation to the sexual penetration of young children.
Another change is that for taking part in an act of sexual
penetration of a child aged 12 years to 16 years, the
maximum penalty of 10 years has been increased to
15 years if the child was in the care of the accused. I
guess all of us who leave our children in the care of a
person expect that person to act in the same way as
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loving parents would towards the child they are looking
after.
In that situation a crime is regarded as more serious
and, I suppose, more of a breach of trust than crimes in
other areas. The defence of marriage will only apply if
the child is 12 years or over, and the defence
incorporates the situation where the person accused
believes the child was over 16 years. Thirdly,
consensual sex if the younger child was 12 years or
over and the older child was no more than 2 years old is
also covered by the bill.
Another act that is amended by the Crimes Legislation
Amendment Bill is the Crimes (Controlled Operations)
Act 2004. There are technical amendments in relation
to reporting dates for the special investigations monitor,
which brings this section of the act in line with some
other reporting dates, particularly relating to police. The
amendments enable that provision to operate more
appropriately.
The amendments also relate to family violence safety
notices, particularly relating to incidents after hours.
These notices, when they were introduced, had a sunset
clause of December this year. Family violence safety
notices have the same effect as interim intervention
orders. It is interesting that, in relation to these orders,
3118 notices were issued by Victoria Police in the first
year of operation. Almost half of these were handed out
on weekends, so they were out of order, and almost
90 per cent of the respondents involved were males.
Obviously there is a concern that the sunset clause was
in December this year, because at the moment the
family violence safety notice procedure is undergoing
extensive evaluation; that evaluation will possibly not
be finished by the end of this year, so the purport of this
amendment is to extend the sunset clause until
December 2011, by which time the evaluation will be
done and the government will be able to access how it
should operate in the future. Certainly if you look at a
number of family violence safety notices that were
issued last year, you would say that there appears to be
at this stage a strong need in the community for
provisions of this kind.
The Crimes Legislation Amendment Bill amends the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 and the
definition of a document therein. This is a technical
amendment that comes from the introduction of the
Uniform Evidence Act. The Evidence Act 2008 and the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 do not
have identical definitions for the term ‘document’; this
legislation makes the definitions the same. This relates
specifically to copies of documents.
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Most of the provisions of this bill are just common
sense. They will enable the justice system to work
better. I think that the introduction of the clauses
relating to the Crimes Act 1958 and to sexual
penetration of young children is a move that the whole
community will support. I look forward to this bill
being passed in both houses and to coming into
operation so that we can further protect the young and
vulnerable in our community.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to comment on
one particular aspect of the Crimes Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009, which, as the member for Box
Hill indicated earlier, the coalition supports.
There are a number of changes to different acts
encapsulated in the bill. The primary change relates to
the determination of whether a 25-year maximum jail
term may be applied to the offender. Currently the
maximum jail term may be applied to the offence of the
sexual penetration of a child under the age of 10; the
bill allows that the maximum jail term may be applied
to offences against a child aged under 12.
The Attorney-General, in his second-reading speech,
outlined a particularly horrendous case, which I believe
has prompted the government to bring in this reform. I
listened to the member for Box Hill when he outlined
the average sentences for this sort of offence, and I have
to say I was horrified about the short durations of the
actual average sentences. Whilst I applaud the
government for making this reform, it may well be that
the government needs to look at those figures supplied
to the house by the member for Box Hill and may need
to do something about that. I think the general public
would be horrified if they knew the low level of actual
sentences for these sorts of offences against children.
The bill changes the dates for various reports to be
given to the special investigations monitor — that is,
reports from police, from controlled operations and
from fisheries and wildlife inspectors. The reasons for
this that are spelt out in the second-reading speech are
rational, and no-one would have any objection to that
streamlining of reporting requirements.
The bill also brings in a change to the definition of the
term ‘document’ in the Evidence (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1958 to make sure the definition is the
same as that in the Evidence Act 2008. On face value
that seems very sensible.
I wish to address most of my comments to the
extension of the sunset dates for family violence safety
notices. I have had a longstanding interest in this area
since entering Parliament in 1992. I have a very keen
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interest in these sorts of services in this particular area,
from when I was on the backbench until today. I will
make a brief comment about this aspect of the bill.
A family violence safety notice is something that can be
compared with an interim intervention order issued by a
court. They can be issued by police, for example, in the
middle of the night when trying to deal with a difficult
and aggressive situation. It allows a prompt response,
and we on this side of the chamber advocate and
support the reform of the family violence safety notice.
The aim, of course, is to protect victims from family
violence, and, as I touched on earlier, to allow a
response from police, perhaps at a time where courts
are not able to provide an adequate response. The
notices have conditions. For example, some notices
may require that a victim, generally a woman, be left
alone. Other conditions include the requirement for an
offender, usually a male but not exclusively so, to leave
a residence.
The Family Violence Protection Act 2008 introduced
the family violence safety notice. I want to make it very
clear that the opposition supports this particular ideal,
but the issue in the bill is a change to the sunset
provisions. The act actually commenced in December
2008 and the Chief Commissioner of Police and the
Chief Magistrate of the Magistrates’ Court are required
to report on the way in which this new system of family
violence safety notices actually operates. The
requirement to report was set at three months after the
bill became operable for one year. The sunset provision
was to be in December 2010; this bill extends that
sunset provision to December 2011.
In the second-reading speech the government makes it
clear that it wants to independently evaluate the way the
family violence safety notice system is working. It is a
very important thing to take up an idea and test it to see
whether it has been beneficial and fair and whether it
has improved the system. But in the second-reading
speech the government reiterated its commitment to
review this matter and mentioned that consultation was
under way. The speech refers to consultation being
undertaken with Victoria Police, the courts and family
violence service providers as well as victims and
perpetrators. The government then offered a very odd
reason for having to extend this sunset provision.
Basically the problem the government is trying to
rectify is that in terms of the family violence safety
notices, if the sunset provisions are left unchanged they
will sunset before the evaluation is finished.
The government made the following observation on
page 4 of the second-reading speech:
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Rather than rush our response to the evaluation, we intend to
allow the family violence safety notice system to operate until
December 2011. This will give the government time to
consider the evaluation and make any changes that are needed
before the legislation sunsets.

On the face of it that may seem reasonable, but the
problem is it was the Attorney-General in the first
instance who was in control of choosing the time of the
sunset provision. If this were a one-off instance, it may
be just okay; there may have been consultation, a delay
or whatever. But the problem is the Attorney-General
has form on botching sunset provisions and,
presumably, not setting mechanisms in place to ensure
proper evaluations take place in the time frame he
himself has chosen. He was free to choose whatever
time frame he wanted. For example — and so I am not
just leaving that as an assertion — sunset provisions
had to be changed in the courts legislation amendment
legislation. There were two changes in a particular bill;
one was a change to sunsetting in the Family Violence
Protection Act in relation to the Family Violence
Court’s intervention project which referred people to
counselling. There was also another change to sunset
provisions in relation to neighbourhood justice centres.
Whilst I have no problem with this extension, I make
the general point that it is the Attorney-General who
chooses the sunsetting provision. Time after time he is
not able to meet the timetable.
I would like to conclude by making reference to a letter
sent to me dated 28 January 2010 from CASA House,
which is one of Melbourne’s centres against sexual
assault, which are also known as CASAs. Obviously I
asked what it thought about this issue. It indicated
strongly that it supports the extension. Mary Draper, the
interim manager, said:
We know from our practice experience and established
research that women’s safety is at greatest risk after
separation. We believe that it is very important that the
benefits to women’s safety offered by the safety notice
continue to be reviewed beyond the proposed sunset of
December 2010. Such significant change in practice and
cultural responses to violence against women and children
takes a very long time.

She strongly supports this extension. CASA, which is
the principal agency regarding family violence, has not
been consulted. If it has been consulted, it has not been
listened to, because Mary Draper further said:
We propose that there should be a longer time, perhaps two
additional years, so that appropriate refinement and
improvement can be made before the safety notice practice is
embodied in legislation.

I just wish to put that on record. Also a representative
from WIRE, the women’s information service, rang me
to say it was fine regarding this extension of sunsetting.
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I am all for evaluation. These new ideas which seemed
terrific at the time should obviously be analysed
properly to see if they are working. But first, if the
Attorney-General wants to bring in sunset provisions he
needs to sit down and do some work on whether these
provisions are appropriately timed so they do not have
to be brought back to this house over and over again.
My other suggestion to the Attorney-General is that he
may like to consult practitioners in the field. In this
instance, for example, had he consulted with CASA, a
highly reputable organisation in this area of family
violence, he may well have put forward a different
sunset date. One can only wonder, if the AttorneyGeneral gets sunset dates so wrong, what else has he
got wrong under his jurisdiction? The opposition
supports the bill.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise this evening to
speak on the Crimes Legislation Amendment Bill,
which contains a number of amendments to legislation.
In particular the bill contains a range of amendments to
legislation related to the operation of the criminal
justice system.
Most importantly, the bill will act on the Sentencing
Advisory Council’s recommendation to restructure the
offence of the sexual penetration of a child under
16 years of age, so the highest penalty available under
that offence, 25 years jail, will apply to an offence
against a child under 12. This penalty currently only
applies to offences against children under 10 years of
age.
This raising from 10 to 12 years of the age that defines
the most serious form of this offence involving children
recognises the vulnerabilities of primary school-age
children. It is a direct result of an incident in 2007 in
Sunshine where a child was attacked two weeks after
her 10th birthday. The maximum sentence available to
the courts was 10 years imprisonment because she had
had her 10th birthday two weeks before the attack. I am
sure her parents would have been much more satisfied
if a sentence of 25 years rather than 10 years
imprisonment had been available to the sentencing
judge because she was 10 years and 2 weeks old. Let us
be pretty frank about this: a 10-year-old child being
attacked is a heinous crime. Whether the offence
against that child occurred two weeks after or two
weeks before her 10th birthday really was
immaterial — except in the eyes of the law in that
instance.
The bill also corrects an anomaly in the reporting dates
under the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 and
related legislation. This correction will allow the special
investigations monitor to report comprehensively on the
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controlled operations conducted by the various
agencies. The bill will adjust the sunset provisions of
the Family Violence Protection Act 2008 to extend the
operation of family violence safety notices for one
more year beyond December 2010. In addition the bill
will amend the definition of ‘documents’ in the
Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 so that
it matches the definition of documents in the Evidence
Act 2008. This sounds technical, but it will ensure that
copies of documents remain admissible in proceedings
conducted by bodies such as royal commissions in the
same manner as copies of documents are admissible
within courts. I think that is a fairly important part of
this legislation.
But as I said, the critical part of this legislation in my
mind is the part that will provide a maximum 25-year
jail term for offences against children, particularly
sexual assault against children, which must rate, along
with violent crime against children, as the very worst
crime we come across. We can legislate in protection of
those very vulnerable children.
I try to make it a point always to speak on legislation
that protects women and children. I think it is vitally
important, and I am proud of the record of this
government and the Attorney-General which shows
that we are always ready to enact such legislation where
we see a need. On behalf of all the women and children
in my electorate I believe it is important to enunciate
the changes, as they come with stiffer penalties for
criminals. With those few words, I would like to
commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Crimes Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. The
Nationals in coalition are supporting this bill.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Crimes Act
1958 to restructure the maximum penalties for an
offence of sexual penetration of a child under 16 and to
amend the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004,
the Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958, the
Family Violence Protection Act 2008, the Fisheries Act
1995, the Sentencing Act 1991 and the Wildlife Act
1975 and for other purposes.
The main provisions of the act are to increase the victim
age to which the maximum 25-year jail term applies for
sexual penetration of a child from under 10 years to
under 12 years and to extend the sunset date for family
violence safety notices from 8 December 2010 to
8 December 2011. The bill changes the dates by which
reports on controlled operations by Victoria Police and
by fisheries and wildlife inspectors must be given to the
special investigations monitor. At present they are to be
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given as soon as possible after 31 March and 30
September each year; under the bill they must be given
as soon as possible after 30 June and 31 December but
no more than two months after each date. The bill also
amends the definition of ‘document’ in the Evidence
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 to bring it in line
with the Evidence Act 2008 by providing that reference
to a ‘document’ includes reference to any part of a
document or part of a copy, reproduction or duplicate.
The catalyst for the amendment to the Crimes Act was
the County Court case where a victim’s house was
broken into and she was sexually assaulted while she
was sleeping in bed. The victim had turned 10 years of
age only two weeks before that. She was over the age
of 10, and the available penalty for the offence was
10 years imprisonment. If the offence had been
committed two weeks earlier when she was under
10 years of age, then the available penalty would have
been 25 years. This caused action to occur. In October
2008 the Attorney-General sought the advice of the
Sentencing Advisory Council on the adequacy of the
current maximum penalties for the offence of sexual
penetration of a child under 16. The council released its
report in September 2009, and it found that while the
maximum penalties were appropriate, the age ranges
that determined the different penalties to be applied
should be altered.
The amendment to the Family Violence Protection Act
2008 extends the expiry date for family violence safety
notices from 2010 to 2011. The member for Brighton
spoke at some length on this particular issue as well,
particularly in relation to the minister’s form in this area
of not allowing enough time for reviews before
sunsetting occurs. I agree entirely with the member for
Brighton on the issue that this Parliament has better
things to do than to keep amending legislation to cover
up the lack of preparation and planning by the
Attorney-General to allow the reviews to occur as they
should. There are other things this Parliament needs to
attend to. The long list of bills amended was detailed by
the member for Brighton.
Similarly there is a view that has been responded to by
the Attorney-General that we feel in the community
that the courts are not in step in reflecting community
values. The current knife violence is very much a case
in point.
The community would be quite surprised, as the
member for Box Hill detailed in his contribution, that
the increase from 10 years to 25 years as the maximum
penalty applicable to sexual offences against children
aged 10 and 11 is likely to have little effect on the
penalties actually imposed by the courts. The
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Sentencing Advisory Council figures show the average
sentence awarded for sexual penetration of a child
under 10 years of age, with a maximum penalty of
25 years already applying, is currently 3.3 years. This
compares with the current average sentence of 3 years
for offences against children aged 10 and 11, where a
10-year maximum sentence currently applies. On those
figures the increase in maximum penalty is likely to
increase the average sentence for this appalling crime
against a 10-year-old or 11-year-old child from 3 years
to only 3.3 years — an increase of about three months. I
reiterate that the community’s views on this issue are
certainly out of step with those of the courts.
The country law and order issues that run with this
subject and the feeling of being out of step with
community needs extend to the country, where
preventive policing versus reactive policing is an issue.
This legislation shows a reaction, particularly for this
type of crime, where the far more serious offence is
rape, and rape could well have been used here. But
sentencing has a softer option — something country
people are not comfortable with.
Returning to preventive policing versus reactive
policing, police can see trouble coming, and if they
have the time and the resources, they can do something
about it. This is no more apparent than in Red Cliffs,
where the community has been asking for a 24-hour
manned police station for some time. The issue is that
the response time from Mildura means that where
trouble could be headed off it is not being done,
because by the time the police arrive things have
happened, and that sets off a whole lot of other actions.
The Nationals are supporting this bill but are concerned
that the bill does not go far enough in extending the
expectations of the community in regard to these most
serious and heinous of crimes — ones that I find
extremely difficult to talk about because crimes against
children and especially sexual crimes against children
are about as low as anyone can get. The Nationals are
supporting this bill.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise tonight to speak
on — —
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Beresford Street, Mont Albert: parking
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the Minister
for Roads and Ports the unintended consequences that
his introduction last year of a new single-white-line
road rule is causing for residents in the Box Hill
electorate, and I ask the minister to take action to ensure
that these and any other similar unintended and
undesirable consequences are remedied.
I have received a letter from a resident of Beresford
Street, Mont Albert, who has sent me a copy of a notice
delivered to householders by Victoria Police informing
residents that statewide changes to the ‘white line’
traffic rules introduced last year mean that residents are
no longer permitted to park in parts of Beresford Street.
This is so even though the relevant parking areas are
designated by white lines marked on the road and are
areas in which they have previously been able to park.
Residents are threatened with infringement notices if
they continue to park there.
In particular the police notice says:
Please note as of 09/11/2009 there has been amendments to
the road rules 2009. As such drivers in Beresford Road, Mont
Albert, are breaching some of these new rules.

It states that road rule 208(6) provides that:
If the road has a continuous dividing line, the driver must
position the vehicle at least 3 metres from the continuous
dividing line, unless otherwise indicated by information on or
with a parking control sign.
By drivers parking as they do now, they are causing other
motorists to cross onto the wrong side of the single dividing
line which is also a new rule under the amended road rules
2009 — RR132(2) …
Please ensure you comply with the above rules to ensure you
are not issued with an infringement notice.

It is appalling that changes to longstanding parking
arrangements can be imposed by the statewide
introduction of a new traffic rule without any
consideration of how that rule will operate in streets
such as Beresford Street. If changes are to be made in
particular streets, they should be made by a decision
based on proper consideration of the local situation, not
as an unintended consequence of a poorly considered
statewide rule change.
These unintended consequences have all the hallmarks
of yet another centrally determined Brumby
government initiative that has been imposed on the
community with hopelessly inadequate consideration of
the real world consequences that it will have in practice.
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Based on what the police notice states, the unintended
effects of this rule change on Beresford Street can be
overcome either by removing the continuous white
dividing line along those parts of Beresford Street
where it is intended that parking be permitted or by
installing parking signs in those areas as well as parking
areas designated by road markings.
It may therefore be possible for the local Whitehorse
council to overcome these consequences of the
minister’s fiat and restore parking in those parts of
Beresford Street that council considers are suitable for
parking. However, the onus should not be put on
Whitehorse and other councils without forewarning and
at ratepayers’ expense to have to remedy the
consequences of the minister’s ill-considered action. I
therefore ask the minister to do whatever is within his
power to remedy the situation himself, not only in
Beresford Street, Mont Albert, but in all other streets
where similar problems have been caused.

Bushfires: arts library
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for the Arts. The action
I seek is for the minister to investigate the feasibility of
establishing an arts library for Black Saturday bushfire
survivors.
As I have mentioned before in this place, arts and
cultural activities in their broadest sense have played an
enormous role in our community’s recovery. Whether it
be in music or performance, art or photographic
exhibitions, from young or old, from people who have
been impacted by the fires personally or as observers,
both telling the story and being part of recovery, arts
and culture have been absolutely crucial.
The concept of an arts library has come from the
members of the Whittlesea bushfire community
recovery committee’s subcommittee, the wellbeing and
mental health group. The subcommittee has been
operating for many months now to support bushfire
survivors. Its other activities include events with people
like Bali bombing survivor Jason McCartney, who has
talked with young men and their families, and events
with counsellors for families with young children who
went through those fires. In particular Ian Shiel, a
community representative on the subcommittee who is
also a volunteer with the Mernda branch of the Country
Fire Authority and the service delivery manager of
digital media solutions at Melbourne University, has
come up with this idea of a library.
The aim of the library is to have participating artists
across a wide range of media provide their artworks to
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bushfire survivors who have taken the brave step of
rebuilding their homes. The group is seeking support to
evaluate the feasibility of offering works to people
when houses on burnt properties are again ready to
inhabit, so that they do not have to return to bare walls.
Households could borrow these works for a set period
of time and then look at the opportunity to purchase or
hire artworks for extended periods.
There has been a great history of the arts in our
community, and so much was lost. Many of these
survivors have had all their belongings destroyed,
including paintings, sculptures, statues, glasswork and
pottery. The community recovery committee is hoping
that it can come up with a scheme that will ensure that
when people come back they have the opportunity to
make their houses habitable again and starting to feel
like homes as quickly as possible to aid in the recovery
process. The concept is very much in the initial stages,
so any assistance or advice that the minister can provide
to support the community in this objective, whether it
be in Whittlesea or in other fire-affected communities
across Victoria, would be very valuable.

V/Line: private fencing damage
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport. It concerns V/Line staff
accidentally burning down a fence on the property of
one of my constituents, Peter Reynolds, at Pyramid
Hill. While Mr Reynolds was on holidays in October
2008 V/Line staff conducted a clean-up burn along the
railway tracks adjacent to his property. The fire got out
of control and burnt 200 metres of his boundary fence.
Notification of the burn and damage was withheld by
V/Line, and it was only through the intervention of the
local Country Fire Authority unit that Mr Reynolds was
able to ascertain who caused the damage to his fence.
Mr Reynolds attempted to communicate with V/Line,
but it was not until my intervention in July 2009 that a
response was received from the office of the then
Minister for Public Transport saying the matter was
being investigated. Finally in September 2009 V/Line
acknowledged responsibility for the fire and offered to
pay $700 for 86 metres of fencing. This offer was
refused by Mr Reynolds, because actually 200 metres
of fencing was burnt. In mid-October 2009 the extent of
damage to the 200 metres of fencing was
acknowledged by V/Line and an offer of $1500 was
made. Before accepting this offer, Mr Reynolds sought
a detailed quote from a reputable local fencing
contractor. The quote to clean up the area and replace
the 200 metres of fencing with a new fence was $3725.
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This cost was communicated to V/Line by both
Mr Reynolds and me shortly thereafter. However, since
November 2009 there has been no response from
V/Line. The fence was burnt in October 2008. It is now
February 2010. V/Line has not done the right thing and
paid to replace the fence that it burnt on Mr Reynolds’s
property. I ask the minister to intervene so that
Mr Reynolds can have his burnt fence replaced as soon
as possible.

Police: Neighbourhood Watch
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I rise in the house
tonight to raise a matter for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The action I seek is for the
minister to provide adequate resources to support
Victoria Police to ensure that Neighbourhood Watch
groups remain effective, as they are an important part of
the Forest Hill community. Since their inception in the
early 1980s Neighbourhood Watch groups have played
a vital role in assisting residents to feel safe in their
homes, foster communication between neighbours and
offer a sense of belonging in the community.
Some of the Neighbourhood Watch groups in my
electorate of Forest Hill have voiced concerns about the
changes to the structure of the Neighbourhood Watch
model of operation. Local media have been contacted
by concerned residents, who believe that Victoria
Police will no longer be attending Neighbourhood
Watch meetings to provide local crime statistics. They
suggest that the street-by-street crime statistics for each
Neighbourhood Watch group will no longer be supplied
and will be replaced by the local police service area
(PSA) statistics. There are concerns that these changes
could make it difficult to identify hot spots and that
police may be increasingly reliant on residents to report
suspicious or criminal activity. It is imperative that
these concerns do not become a reality and that
Neighbourhood Watch groups remain a part of a
multilateral approach to tackling crime and violence.
I understand that Victoria Police is making these
changes to the Neighbourhood Watch structure to
strengthen relations between police and Neighbourhood
Watch. I am assured that in aligning with PSAs police
will be able to focus on a broader range of crime
prevention and community safety initiatives.
I congratulate the local police on their hard work in
preventing crime and keeping our streets safe. In the
Whitehorse PSA the overall crime rate was down
36.5 per cent between 2000–01 and 2008–09, whereas
the statewide average is down by 25.5 per cent.
Aggravated burglary was down 59.7 per cent, theft
from motor vehicles was down 50 per cent and theft of
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a motor vehicle was down 77.4 per cent since 2000–01.
The crime rate in Whitehorse is still declining — down
by 7.4 per cent from 2007–08 to 2008–09, with assaults
down 5 per cent over the past year.
The Brumby Labor government is giving police the
resources they need to combat crime, but the people of
Forest Hill want to see Neighbourhood Watch groups
remain effective and continue to help Victoria Police
work towards creating safer communities. I ask the
minister to ensure that resources and funding to
Victoria Police are adequate to allow the legacy of
Neighbourhood Watch groups to continue.

FReeZA program: City of Maroondah
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to turn the
government’s attention to funding for the FReeZA
program and to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs to provide additional funding for
Maroondah City Council to run these programs into the
future. The FReeZA program was initiated by the
Kennett government in 1996 and has been
enthusiastically supported since then.
In June of last year I and my hardworking colleague the
member for Kilsyth raised this matter in the house
asking for an increase in funding so that Maroondah
City Council could continue to run a full agenda of this
very successful program. I am advised that this request
has been ignored. While the Brumby Labor government
is content to let a whole range of fees rise unheralded
annually, according to the inflation figures funding for
initiatives such as the FReeZA program are being left
without any recognition of the ever-increasing rise in
costs.
Funding to Maroondah City Council for the FReeZA
program has remained stagnant since 2003, and I have
been advised that the funding allocated for 2010–11
continues to remain the same. While paying lip-service
to youth programs, the government seems reluctant to
actually fund them, leaving local government in this
case to pick up the tab. No more evidence is needed of
the Brumby government’s disregard for youth and the
promotion of arts, music and personal development in
youth than in its refusal to fund the Rock Eisteddfod,
leaving many dedicated young performers without an
outlet for their artistic talents.
The Liberal-National coalition has committed to
funding the Rock Eisteddfod in government, and we on
this side of the house look with interest to see if the
Brumby government intends to follow yet another
policy lead from the coalition on this particular issue.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
can only raise one matter on the adjournment. He is
raising the FReeZA funding and the Rock Eisteddfod. I
ask the member to raise just one issue.
Mr R. SMITH — The FReeZA program embraces
many of the same initiatives, outcomes and artistic
achievements as the Rock Eisteddfod, and the need for
review of state government funding was recognised and
endorsed by the Municipal Association of Victoria in a
unanimously supported motion in 2008, support which
was reiterated in 2009. In June of last year I raised the
point that in an environment of teenage binge drinking
and antisocial behaviour amongst a sector of young
Victorians these sorts of programs provided an
alternative and appropriate outlet for our youth.
That environment has arguably become worse since
that point was raised, and I would think that if the
Brumby government were serious about addressing
those issues, then committing to, supporting and
adequately funding a drug, alcohol and smoke-free
program to youth, namely the FReeZA program, would
be an effective way to begin. It would be incredibly
disappointing for many of the young people in my
community if Maroondah City Council was forced into
the position of having to further reduce the program or
cut it altogether because of a lack of state government
support. I urge the minister to urgently review the
funding of this important program and ensure that
adequate funding is provided.

Healesville memorial hall: redevelopment
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for the Arts. I call upon the
minister to support an Arts in the Suburbs capital grant
application that has been made by the Yarra Ranges
Shire for the redevelopment of the Healesville
memorial hall. For some time local residents,
community groups and organisations have expressed to
me how vital it is that the Healesville memorial hall be
upgraded to ensure it is able to continue to provide vital
services to the local community.
The Healesville memorial hall is a typical public hall; it
was built in the 1920s or 1930s and is no longer able to
meet the needs of a growing and modern-day
community. The proposed redevelopment is aimed at
significantly increasing the quality and range of
programs that can be offered by relocating the
municipal library, for which the state government has
provided a $500 000 Living Libraries grant, upgrading
the auditorium and creating new front-of-house and
back-of-house facilities.
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The Healesville memorial hall is home to the
Healesville cinema and caters for a wide range of
classes, workshops and performances, including Young
Voices of Healesville, Circus Arts, Healesville High
School presentation nights and public meetings, to
name a few of the activities. Every Anzac Day the
dawn service is held there and another service is held at
9.30 a.m.
As all members of this place would know, halls such as
this are more than just a place for seeing plays and
concerts. They are often the place where new
friendships are formed, community groups and
organisations are born and vital services are delivered
to the whole community. In a time of need they can
also provide a safe place for people to seek shelter from
natural disasters such as the Black Saturday bushfires.
During the weeks after the Black Saturday bushfires the
Healesville memorial hall was providing assistance
from a wide range of service agencies.
The people in the Healesville district were on alert for a
couple of weeks after Black Saturday as fires continued
to threaten the town. People closer to the forest
evacuated their homes several times, and they needed a
place to go. The hall served many people well —
people from places such as the Marysville and The
Triangle areas, Chum Creek, Dixons Creek and Steels
Creek, who had to evacuate and in some cases were
unable to return to their communities for many weeks.
On several occasions I met people from the Marysville
and The Triangle areas there and they were utilising
this important facility and the services that were on
offer.
The upgrade of this important facility has been planned
for some time. It has also received significant funding
from the federal government and from the shire, and it
would be fantastic for this further grant to be afforded,
as it will help make the project even more successful,
providing the community with a modern and usable
facility.
As the member for Seymour I am very proud to support
this grant application. I call on the minister to help
redevelop this facility so that the Healesville
community will have a facility that will bring a new
level of performing arts programming to the local
community.

Police: Narracan electorate
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The action I seek is for the
minister to urgently address the lack of police numbers
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in the Narracan electorate. For the last eight weeks the
Neerim South police station has been closed due to
members being on annual leave, sick leave and
compassionate leave. Police command did not have the
numbers to fill these vacancies; therefore the safety of
the Neerim and district community was compromised
for an unacceptable length of time.

provide basic services, and its inaction indicates that
members of the government do not even care. I call on
the police minister to get his head out of the sand and
provide police command with the funding required to
put the appropriate police numbers back on the job.
Victorians deserve better. The police minister must act
now.

Neerim South is a 16-hour station, and outside those
hours police response has to come from Warragul, at
least 20 minutes away, or sometimes from even further
away — from Pakenham or Moe, 45 minutes away, if
Warragul is unable to respond.

Buses: Narre Warren South electorate

For four years I have been calling for the Neerim South
police to be available for 24 hours a day. For four years
this arrogant Brumby government and its incompetent
police minister have ignored this request and ignored
the needs of the Neerim and district community.
Neerim South is a growing community, and tourism
numbers continue to increase, especially at weekends.
Police have a responsibility for a large area of state
forest, including Mount Baw Baw.
Police numbers at Trafalgar have also been reduced, as
resources have been dragged to Moe to man the
D24 unit. Again front-line police are covering
administrative positions that should be delivered out of
the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority facility at Ballarat; the minister still refuses to
fully fund the staffing of this facility. It is another
broken promise of the Brumby government, another
service not delivered and another example of the public
safety of Victorian communities being compromised,
despite 11 years of record income.
Now we have the deplorable situation where the Baw
Baw Shire Council is forced to employ security guards
for the Drouin swimming pool because the local police,
due to lack of police availability, cannot guarantee they
will be able to respond to incidents at the pool. As in
the situation in Frankston, ratepayers are being called
on to cover the cost of community safety because this
arrogant Brumby government continues to ignore the
fact that police numbers in many communities are
hopelessly inadequate.
Frankston residents are having to pay $250 000 over the
next 12 months to put security officers on the beat. Baw
Baw Shire Council is having to pay nearly $10 000 per
month to put security officers in place at the Drouin
pool during the swimming season so as to protect staff
and patrons.
What is wrong with this government? It has a budget
more than double what it was in 1999, yet it still cannot

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The matter
I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport and concerns bus services in the Narre
Warren South electorate. I ask that the minister take
action to provide improved bus services in my
electorate. The Narre Warren South electorate, in the
city of Casey — as most members in this house know
by now — is one of the fastest growing areas in
Melbourne. New housing estates are constantly being
established, attracting thousands of new residents each
year. It is a great thing to see young families moving in,
getting the home owner’s grant and establishing a really
nice place for their kids to grow up in.
The Brumby government has been providing new and
improved infrastructure and services for Narre Warren
South in order to meet the requirements of this growth.
Already 160 weekly train services have been added to
the Pakenham line; the NightRider bus service has been
extended to Narre Warren South and Berwick so that
our young people can get home safely; and, following
representations by me and the member for Gembrook
on behalf of our residents, the bus service will go to
Casey Hospital, which will be really handy for visitors.
As I make this contribution tonight there are several
transport projects currently under construction around
my electorate, including the Berwick railway station car
park and various road improvements. The duplication
of Thompsons Road — a very long stretch of road —
will make it much easier for drivers to move about.
Only last week the Parliamentary Secretary for Roads
and Ports visited Hampton Park to start the wheels in
motion for the $36.8 million Pound Road–South
Gippsland Highway interchange upgrade — a huge
project which will make it much easier for residents and
business folk to move in and out of the Hampton Park
and Dandenong areas.
However, the families moving into the housing estates
are looking for new bus services to get to school and to
work. They also need extra bus services that connect to
train stations and shopping centres. I am very pleased to
say that the government is doing a lot of great work in
the area, but in a growing community there is always
more that needs to be done.
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I note that in the Victorian transport plan — a plan
those opposite have declared they are going to tear
up — there is $500 million to upgrade bus services in
growth corridors. I am very keen to make sure some of
the funding for new services makes its way to the Narre
Warren South electorate.
Narre Warren South is a great place to live, work and
raise a family, and improving bus services will help
make it an even better place. I ask that the minister take
action to provide improved bus services in my
electorate.

Buses: city of Manningham
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is for the minister to
request a full and comprehensive review of
Manningham’s bus services and provide additional
services where needed. A recent incident that has been
brought to my attention indicates to me that a review of
the bus services in Manningham is needed: I received
two emails from two distressed parents about their
children being left stranded at bus stops. I wish to read
one of the emails:
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they were upset they were going to miss the first day of
school, and I think something needs to be done.
I sent an email to the bus company, and received a
response:
We have been monitoring this service this week to ascertain
the extent of the problem, and after consultation with the
Department of Transport we will operate an additional bus
from Templestowe shops to Box Hill to cater for the
additional loading.
This extra service will commence next Monday, 22/02/10
departing Templestowe at 8.15.

But the problem is the time is wrong. The two children
will miss the first bus. There is no point arriving at
school at 10.00 a.m. They need to make sure that they
arrive at school when it is due to commence, so the
problem is there are not enough buses in Manningham
to cater for the increased number of students who are
using the buses to attend school.
I ask the minister to ask his department to review
Manningham’s bus service to make sure there are
additional buses at the time when students need them to
get to school.

Rock Eisteddfod Challenge: funding
My two secondary school children, year 7 and year 9, had
only started taking the two buses that it takes to get to school
yesterday (18 Feb). It takes them from the time that they leave
the house til the time they get to school an hour. They catch
the 281 and the 305 to get from Templestowe, corner High
and Parker streets to East Doncaster secondary school on
George Street.
They need to be aware that if they miss the connecting bus,
there is not an alternative for them for a long time.
…
Today was the real deal and they were at the first bus stop
promptly and ready for the bus in plenty of time. I then
received a phone call at my place of work from two very
distressed children to say that they had flagged the bus and it
continued straight past without stopping. This then leaves
them completely stranded with no way to get to school.
I now have two children who have had their confidence
shaken. As a working mother I need for them to be able to
catch the bus to get to school and I need to be able to rely on
that.

I was advised that the parent called the bus company
and was told that the reason the bus did not stop is
because it was full, but you would think with a year 7
child — and there were other children, I have been
advised, also at the bus stop, aged 11 and 12 — the bus
driver would open the door and tell them that he could
not stop because the bus was full. However, the bus
drove past the children; the children were distressed;

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The matter I wish to
raise tonight is for the attention and action of the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs. I ask
the minister to maintain the Victorian government
funding for the Rock Eisteddfod Challenge.
It is my understanding that the Victorian government is
in the middle of a two-year contract with the Rock
Eisteddfod organisers to provide funding to the event of
$112 000 per annum in 2009 and $112 000 per annum
in 2010. This is in addition to the $1 million this
government has provided to the Rock Eisteddfod over
the last 10 years.
I have been a regular guest at the Rock Eisteddfod over
the last seven years, to present prizes to the best in our
state in the different categories and to watch with great
pride and excitement the wonderful performances of
secondary schools in and around my electorate of
Mordialloc. Mordialloc Secondary College, Parkdale
Secondary College, Kilbreda College and others have
put a great deal of time and effort into their Rock
Eisteddfod performances.
This whole process is a wonderful educational
opportunity for secondary school students. They learn
stagecraft, vocals, movement, confidence, skills of set
making, costume making, working together as a unit
and striving for excellence.
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Some secondary schools that I have seen perform have
been from metropolitan or regional areas with limited
resources, but they give their best and do themselves
proud, and sometimes the performances are just
astonishing, as was Parkdale Secondary College’s
performance of Jack the Ripper a few years ago. The
students like participating, as do the teachers and the
parents — and what a spectacle.
Recently my federal colleague Mark Dreyfus, the
member for Isaacs, visited Kilbreda and was presented
with a Kilbreda College for Rock Eisteddfod petition,
requesting that this 20-year tradition be maintained.
On their behalf I ask the minister to maintain our
funding for this great event. There are some, by the
way, who are spreading misinformation about the
government support for the Rock Eisteddfod, and I
quote — and this is from an opposition South Eastern
Metropolitan Region MP in another place:
The state government’s refusal to secure the future of the
popular and successful Rock Eisteddfod has hit a flat note in
Kingston and Victoria arts and school communities.

I further quote this MP who said:
Event organisers have been forced to call curtains on the
popular event after the Brumby government slashed funding
leaving many students, parents, teachers and schools in limbo.

It is absolutely untrue. I would also like the minister to
address this untrue accusation that has been made not
only in my electorate but, as I understand it, around the
state and even in this place tonight.
I ask the minister to reaffirm the government’s
commitment to fund the Victorian government
contribution to Rock Eisteddfod on behalf of my local
secondary school students.

Responses
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for the Arts) — The
member for Yan Yean raised with me a very important
and sensitive matter, asking for some advice on how the
community might establish an arts library for the
survivors of the Black Saturday bushfires in this part of
Victoria.
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as an idea that is deserving of greater investigation and
examination.
I also know that in this area, and particularly through
the Plenty Valley, there are a large number of active,
important and world-renowned artists who may be
interested in participating in this, and also the library
services in Whittlesea — both the mobile and the
established location libraries — would be, I am sure,
interested in assisting to provide a storage location and
a loan service.
So there are the elements of a solution to this idea that
has come from the recovery process of the people in
Whittlesea, and I will ask my department to see if they
can take that up with the local artist community and
also with the Whittlesea libraries to see if it can be
progressed any further as a way of providing that sort of
assistance to people who are struggling through this
recovery process.
The member for Seymour also raised an important
matter about arts. He wants me to give favourable
consideration to the application put forward by the
Yarra Ranges shire. I can advise that the application is a
very impressive one, and I want to thank the member
for Seymour for the work that he has done thus far. The
member for Seymour is here and listening to this
advice.
I have had the pleasure of visiting Healesville, and I
have done that on a number of occasions, more recently
during the aftermath of the Black Saturday bushfires,
and I know that the proposed upgrade of the memorial
hall will provide significant benefits to the community
that he is representing.
The Healesville memorial hall is really typical of public
halls that were built in the 1920s and 1930s, but it is no
longer able to meet the needs of a growing community
and no longer able to meet the needs of a modern
community — and a community that knows and values
the benefits of community arts.

The bushfires were indeed a great tragedy. The
recovery program is under way, and communities that
were directly affected by the bushfires, such as in the
Whittlesea area, just to the north of Whittlesea, are keen
to try and assist those people who lost their homes.

The proposed redevelopment, as I understand, is aimed
to significantly increase the quality and range of
programs that can be offered at this location. They will
achieve this in a very creative way. The proposal, as I
understand, looks at relocating the library and then
upgrading the auditorium and creating new front and
back-of-house facilities at the hall. The member for
Seymour has also informed me that the project has very
widespread support within the Healesville community.

This idea of providing some assistance to turn the
newly built houses into homes by the temporary
provision of art works is an idea that comes from them

The Brumby government is proud of the way it
supports local councils and local arts organisations
throughout Victoria. We are proud of the way we are
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able to build cultural infrastructure through the Arts in
the Suburbs capital grants program and, through this
program, we have been able to assist a number of
community arts programs. We have been able to do this
because the Arts in the Suburbs capital grants program
aims to deliver high-quality cultural programs for local
communities, to increase access to the arts by providing
new opportunities close to where people live, to
encourage local engagement and participation in the
arts at the local level and to nurture local talent — and
there is plenty of it in and around Healesville.
As the member for Seymour and other members would
be aware, the government has already provided
assistance in the Yarra Ranges shire by providing some
$3 million to the Burrinja Gallery and $400 000 to the
Yarra Ranges Regional Museum. You can see that the
arts community in this part of the world is strong and
vibrant, and fellow residents in nearby Healesville are
keen to join in that vibrancy.
The Burrinja Gallery in Upwey is a good example of
what community-focused cultural centres are able to
offer. They offer a broad range of arts and cultural
experiences — and the member for Monbulk knows
exactly what the benefits are and what these sorts of
facilities can offer. At that gallery they have had a
particular focus on indigenous arts as well as on
community cultural development programs for local
youth and for seniors.
As a government we understand the importance of the
arts to all Victorians, particularly to communities that
are separated by distance, and that is why we are
committed to building first-class infrastructure whilst
supporting arts programs in those local communities.
We have also invested in regional arts infrastructure,
and we want to make sure that people understand that.
New performing arts centres are opening in
Wangaratta, Benalla, Shepparton, Echuca and Sale.
New galleries and upgrades to current venues have also
been funded at Ballarat, Warragul, Morwell, Traralgon,
Geelong, Mildura and Swan Hill, so our track record is
pretty good.
We are committed to this sort of activity, and I guess
that is why the Australian Financial Review named
Victoria Australia’s cultural capital. That is an
important external recognition of the work we are
doing. I want to thank the member for Seymour for his
advocacy of this project. These are the sorts of things
that we value and find important; they are the sorts of
things that develop community engagement and
strengthen communities. I can assure the member for
Seymour that his views and advocacy will be taken into
account when the decision is made.
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Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The member for Warrandyte raised
the issue of funding levels for the FReeZA program.
The Brumby government has provided $8 million for
the FReeZA program over four years. The reason we
provide funding and support for this program to such an
extent is that, as the member outlined, it is a wonderful
program for young people. It is an extraordinary
community building initiative, and young people are
involved every step of the way. They are involved in
the planning and delivery of each event, with the
assistance of community organisations and local
government. Young people participate in FReeZA by
forming a local FReeZA committee; they actively plan
and then run cultural and music events in their local
area, which are alcohol and drug-free events; they also
perform as artists in the events themselves; and they
provide additional volunteer support in the planning
and running of the events.
The program is a great success; there is absolutely no
doubt about that. The young people lead drug, alcohol
and smoke free music and cultural events in the local
community. In the last financial year, 2008–09,
1000 young people participated in FReeZA committees
across Victoria, including in the city of Maroondah.
Some 446 FReeZA events were held across Victoria,
and over 139 000 young people attended those events.
We have been in discussions with local government
and other organisations involved in FReeZA about how
government can provide support and additional benefits
to FReeZA committees and to local government. I will
just run through a few of the additional supports we
have provided in recent years. Since 2008–09 there
have been improvements to the program. The most
significant improvement to the running of the program
that is of benefit to local government and to the
committees is the move from single-year funding to the
provision of up to $38 900 over two years — that is,
going from single-year funding to two-year funding.
That really has assisted local governments and
community organisations to better plan the delivery of
FReeZA events for young people, and that change was
very well received.
Some of the other things we have done include
providing the opportunity for local governments to
access $10 000 grants for the Victoria Rocks music
equipment grants program. There are currently 54 local
governments participating in that. We are also liaising
with Arts Victoria and Tourism Victoria to explore
additional opportunities for young people to participate
in other Victoria Rocks initiatives. In addition to that
there is the FReeZA support service delivered by the
Push, which now offers a greater range of services at no
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cost to FReeZA providers. These include training for
FReeZA workers; best practice music industry
resources posted on the FReeZA website; support for
young people in the planning, marketing and staging of
events via a toll-free 1800 number; and also regional
network meetings.
Young people involved in FReeZA also have the
opportunity to participate in Victoria Rocks, FReeZA’s
central program, which includes accredited music
industry training workshops delivered across Victoria
each year. In addition, 50 young people are mentored
by music industry professionals in participating in the
production of a CD and in high-production music
events.
The totality of those additional supports to the FReeZA
program — particularly the two-year funding rounds, as
opposed to one-year funding rounds, and the
$10 000 grants for the Victoria Rocks music equipment
grants program — really has provided additional
benefits to the FReeZA program. As I said, it is a
wonderful program that has been in place for many
years, and we will continue to support it.
The member for Mordialloc and the member for
Warrandyte raised the matter of the Rock Eisteddfod
Challenge, which has received a high level of public
interest. The Rock Eisteddfod is an iconic event that has
been run around the country for more than two decades.
I was disappointed, along with staff and students at the
participating schools not only in Victoria but around the
country, to learn that the event may not proceed in
2010.
The Rock Eisteddfod is a wonderful event. It is a
wonderful opportunity for young people, both onstage
and backstage, to express and celebrate their talents and
then to share them with the wider public. The Brumby
Labor government has strongly supported the Rock
Eisteddfod Challenge for more than 10 years, and the
government has an existing contract to provide the
Rock Eisteddfod Challenge with $112 000 in 2010. The
contract is being honoured, and I can inform the
member for Mordialloc that there has been absolutely
no reduction in funding for the Rock Eisteddfod
Challenge.
The member for Swan Hill might shake his head, but it
is a fact: there has been no reduction in funding of the
existing two-year contract, and we are in the middle of
that contract period. The contract is being honoured and
builds on more than $1 million of funding which the
government has provided to this event.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
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Mr MERLINO — I will tell you why they are
upset. We have provided $1 million to this event over
the course of the last 10 years. Last week I had
discussions with the organisers, and whilst the event
remains under a cloud for 2010, they did not rule out
the possibility of proceeding with the event in 2010.
There has been a rise in corporate interest following the
publicity of the fact that the event may not proceed this
year. However, I would like to get a number of points
on the public record.
Firstly, there is a perception that the Brumby
government has reduced funding. Let me say
categorically that that is not the case. The government
is honouring an existing contract, and not one dollar is
going to be reduced from that commitment to the event.
Based on the financial information we have received
from the event organisers as well as the venue operator
in Victoria — Hisense Arena — it is clear that the Rock
Eisteddfod does not lose money in Victoria. The
combination of the Brumby government’s significant
contribution to the event and the revenue generated
from ticket sales and sponsorship shows that the Rock
Eisteddfod makes a clear profit in Victoria. For the
benefit of the member for Bulleen, the issue is that the
Rock Eisteddfod is a national event, and it is
understood that a significant contribution from the
Victorian government, the New South — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr MERLINO — It is about outlining all the facts.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The minister,
through the Chair. The member for Bulleen will cease
interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — Although there has been a
significant contribution from the Queensland and New
South Wales governments, there has been a lack of
funding from the other states and territories, which
means that in effect the eastern seaboard states are
subsidising the entire national event. I would not have
thought that anyone in this house would want to see
Victorian taxpayers spending hundreds of thousands of
dollars subsidising an entire national event, but
apparently those opposite are quite happy to do so.
This lazy policy developed on the run shows how
economically irresponsible and unfit to govern the
coalition is. Members of the coalition are too lazy to do
their proper homework. They have developed a policy
which would see Victorian taxpayers forking out close
to $1 million to subsidise taxpayers in Tasmania, South
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Australia, Western Australia, the Australian Capital
Territory and the Northern Territory. The Brumby
government will continue working with event
organisers to honour its commitment to the Rock
Eisteddfod, particularly in light of renewed interest in
the event from the corporate sector. I have made it clear
to the event organisers that the government is keen to
continue its support for the event and to continue
supporting the event beyond 2010.
I remain hopeful that with the government’s continued
support, as well as renewed interest from the corporate
sector, the event can continue in Victoria. I look
forward to the event’s organisers working towards this
outcome. Unlike those opposite, I intend to ensure that
Victorian taxpayers money is spent in Victoria.
I will ensure that the remaining matters are referred to
the relevant ministers for action.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.45 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (96 signatures),
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (19 signatures) and
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) (99 signatures).

Students: youth allowance
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 93, 94,
155, 156 and 243 to 254 will be removed from the
notice paper on the next day. A member who requires
the notice standing in his or her name to be continued
must advise the Clerk in writing before 6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Liquor licensing: fees

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposal to change the independence test for
youth allowance by the federal government.
The petitioners register their opposition to the changes on the
basis that the youth allowance changes proposed in the
federal budget place another barrier to university participation
for students in regional areas; unfairly discriminate against
students currently undertaking a ‘gap’ year; and contradict
other efforts to increase university participation by students
from rural and regional Australia.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reject the proposal and call on the state
government to vigorously lobby the federal government to
ensure that a tertiary education is accessible to regional
students.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (42 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the need to urgently reconsider the proposed
massive increases in liquor licence fees in view of the
enormous adverse impact such across-the-board increases
will have on many highly reputable liquor outlets, and most
particularly those in country areas.
Such huge blanket increases in licence fees will impact on
employment, community sponsorships, even business
survival in some cases. Risk-based fees should actually
address the problems which have arisen in ‘hot spot’ areas,
distinguish activities increasing risk of antisocial behaviour,
and be imposed selectively, to address those issues.
The petitioners therefore request that the Victorian
government recognises the damage such across-the-board
increases will cause, particularly in many country
communities and review the legislation as a matter of
urgency.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (25 signatures).

Insurance: fire services levy
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the inequitable nature of the current Fire Services
Levy (FSL) on house, property and business insurance and
points out to the house that everyone who benefits from fire
services should contribute to its funding not just those who
take out insurance whose premiums are effectively doubled
by the FSL and associated taxes.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria investigate and implement a fairer
model of funding fire services.

Students: youth allowance
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposal by the federal government to change
the youth allowance independence test and also to change the
living away from home allowance.
The petitioners register their opposition to the changes on the
basis that the changes proposed in the federal budget place
another barrier to university participation for students in
regional areas; unfairly discriminate against students currently
undertaking a ‘gap’ year; and contradict other efforts to
increase university participation by students from rural and
regional Australia.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reject the proposed changes to both
allowances and call on the state government to vigorously
lobby the federal government to ensure that a tertiary
education is accessible to regional students.

By Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) (37 signatures).

Rail: Mildura line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the need for the reinstatement of the Mildura–
Melbourne passenger train.
The petitioners register their request that the passenger service
be suitable for the long distance needs of the aged and
disabled who need to travel for medical treatment, for whom
travelling by coach or car is not a comfort option, and for
whom flying is financially and logistically prohibitive.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reinstate the passenger train to service
the needs of residents in the state’s far north who are
disadvantaged by distance.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (58 signatures).

Rock Eisteddfod Challenge: funding
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Lowan be considered next day on
motion of Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Gippsland draws to the
attention of the house the failure of the Brumby government
to adequately fund the Victorian Rock Eisteddfod Challenge,
therefore threatening the future operation of this important
event for Gippsland students, teachers and families.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call upon the government to increase its
funding commitment to the Victorian Rock Eisteddfod
Challenge to ensure this event continues this year and in
future years.

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (665 signatures).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Management of Concessions by the Department of
Human Services — Ordered to be printed
Tendering and Contracting in Local Government —
Ordered to be printed
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Road Safety Act 1986— SR 9

Glenvue Road–Dundas Street, Rye: traffic
management
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Nepean electorate in Victoria
draws to the attention of the house that the intersection of
Glenvue Road and Dundas Street, Rye, is a dangerous blind
corner with a speed restriction of 80 km per hour.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria request VicRoads to reduce the speed
limit to 60 km per hour at that intersection or provide the
necessary funding for Mornington Peninsula Shire Council to
carry out road works to realign Dundas Street so that there is
no visual obstruction from Glenvue Road to Dundas Street.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (408 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Murray Valley be considered next day
on motion of Mr JASPER (Murray Valley).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Benalla be considered next day on
motion of Dr SYKES (Benalla).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Morwell be considered next day on
motion of Mr NORTHE (Morwell).

Taxation Administration Act 1997 — SR 10
Transport Accident Act 1986— SR 8.
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Justices of the peace: future
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — On Monday this week
the Attorney-General announced that the Brumby
government had backed down on its arrogant plan to
abolish the office of justice of the peace (JP). However,
as with so many of the Attorney-General’s other
announcements there was a sting in the tail. Henceforth
the government intends to impose a five-year limit on
the term of appointment of JPs with, to quote the
government’s cryptically worded media release, ‘the
option of an extension’. In other words, like its threats
to the independence of so many other office-holders,
the government seems to be seeking to give itself the
power to dismiss any JP who incurs the government’s
displeasure.
It may be appropriate to have provisions to end the
appointment of JPs who are young enough to perform
active duties but who do not make themselves available
for duty. Any terminations of appointment should be
for a good reason and with independent safeguards. JP
appointments should not be terminated in secret, behind
closed doors, on the unjustified say-so of the AttorneyGeneral or his department officers.
For countless generations justices of the peace have
served the community with distinction and have
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provided untold hours of valuable community service.
The proper performance of their duties requires them to
be people committed to upholding the law and ensuring
that the requirements of the law in relation to the
signing of documents are properly complied with. That
is what their signature certifies. JPs are entitled to be
treated with respect by the community, and the
community needs JPs who deserve that respect.
If the Attorney-General turns the office of JP into that
of unpaid junior public servants who must toady to the
government to retain their appointment, the community
will not attract the calibre of applicant we need, and we
will all be much poorer for that loss.

Chinese New Year: City of Monash
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — I want to take the
opportunity to extend to Victoria’s Chinese community
my best wishes for the Year of the Tiger. Victoria has a
significant and growing population of people with
Chinese ancestry. The city of Monash has the largest
number of residents who have Chinese ancestry, and is
followed closely by the city of Whitehorse and the city
of Manningham. I am proud to represent an electorate
with a significant and growing number of residents who
have a Chinese background.
On Saturday night I attended the 14th Australian
Chinese events committee charity ball at the Hyatt
hotel. This year the funds raised from the evening are to
be given to the Centre for Adolescent Health at the
Royal Children’s Hospital. It was great to see Susan
Sawyer and George Patton at the event, along with the
Consul-General of the People’s Republic of China,
Mr Shen Weilian; the Deputy Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, Susan Riley; and many others.
I congratulate the organisers of this event, including
Dr Saw, the chief executive officer of the Australian
Chinese Events Committee, David Wong, chairperson
of the Australian Chinese Events Committee and many
others. I am looking forward to the Chinese Lantern
Festival held this weekend in Glen Waverley. This is
organised by the Monash events organising committee
with support from Monash City Council and the
Victorian Multicultural Commission.

Glendal Primary School: robotics champions
Ms MORAND — I would also like to congratulate
Glendal Primary School students in grades 3 and 4 who
were named Australian robotics champions last year.
They now have the opportunity to compete in the first
Lego World Festival in Atlanta, Georgia, USA, in
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April. What a great achievement. I wish them well in
that adventure.

Police: Ballarat
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — The people
of Ballarat are quite rightly outraged about the lack of
police numbers in that great city. They are concerned
about violence in their streets; they are worried about
being able to walk their streets in safety.
Just last week, the Ballarat Courier ran an editorial
headed, ‘Labor in denial about Ballarat police
numbers’, which reads:
Victoria’s Labor government is in denial if it believes Ballarat
has enough police to provide this city with the policing it
deserves.
Ballarat East MLA Geoff Howard said last week he did not
believe Ballarat had a shortage of police. At the weekend, his
local colleagues supported him.
Community sentiment, it would seem, is against them.

Is it not the case? It is the case, because Ballarat is not
served by enough police. It simply does not have
enough operational police to make sure the people of
that great city are being kept safe. That is the
overwhelming community sentiment. It is reflected
accurately in the Courier editorial.
It is the fact that the Premier of the state, together with
the members for Ballarat East and Ballarat West, are all
in denial about an issue which is renowned across
Victoria now, not the least in Ballarat — that there are
simply not enough police out there on the ground doing
what needs to be done to protect the people of our state
at large, particularly in Ballarat.

National Ice Sports Centre: opening
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — Melbourne is the undisputed home of
winter sport following the opening of the National Ice
Sports Centre, the Icehouse. Opened by the Premier on
the eve of the Winter Olympics in Vancouver, it is an
incredible facility — a first for Australia and a truly
world-class venue for our winter sports. Joining us at
the event was the local member, the Minister for
Education, who is a great supporter of ice sports.
The Icehouse features two rinks with 1000-capacity
seating and is equipped to host national and
international ice hockey, skating, curling and speed
skating events. It is also the new home of the Olympic
Winter Institute of Australia and the national base for
Olympic training. The Brumby government was proud
to invest $10 million into this facility. Its construction is
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a symbol of Victoria’s resilience in the face of the
global financial crisis. Through the support of the
Brumby Government, ING Australia secured
$48 million towards the Icehouse — it was the very last
project ING funded worldwide during the crisis.
The Icehouse will offer a great new opportunity for
families and friends to get out and be active on the ice.

World DanceSport Championships
Mr MERLINO — Victorian has scored another
major events coup — securing the 2012 standard world
DanceSport championships. The championships will
bring the world’s best dancers to Melbourne and will
take competitive ballroom dancing to a level never
before seen in Australia or the broader Asia Pacific
region.
Victoria is the undisputed DanceSport capital of
Australia. We held the world championship 10 dances
in 2004 — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MERLINO — Not that world! And Victoria
held the World Latins in 2008. By securing the
standards, Melbourne will now be one of few cities to
host the triple crown of DanceSport world
championships. The week of dance is expected to
generate more than $6 million in economic benefits and
attract more than — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Home insulation: federal program
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Recently I have had
local residents complain about the federal government’s
failed household roof insulation scheme. It seems that
some dodgy operators were preying on Manningham’s
senior citizens.
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more interested in looking after its Labor mates in
Canberra than standing up for Victorians.
Regardless of whether the scheme has been scrapped,
these serious allegations must and should be
investigated by the Victorian government. It is nothing
more than fraud! This Victorian government can no
longer remain silent. Playing the role of Marcel
Marceau and spreading the art of silence is no way to
deal with these serious allegations. What has the
Minister for Consumer Affairs been doing about this
fiasco? He has made not a single criticism of the federal
government’s handling of this scheme. All these dodgy
operators should and must be investigated by Consumer
Affairs Victoria.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest that the
member for Bass should leave the chamber if he is
going to interject in that way during members’
statements.

Bunyip auditorium: opening
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — Last Sunday I had the great pleasure
of opening the Bunyip auditorium. I cannot begin to tell
you how impressed I am with the community in Bunyip
and Garfield for its achievement in such an
astonishingly short time. In May 2008, when I was
Parliamentary Secretary for Community Development,
I attended the launch of the action plan for the BunyipGarfield community building initiative, a program that
gives local people an opportunity to talk about local
issues, articulate a vision for the future, and then deliver
on that vision. The plan identified the need for a new
multipurpose facility in the area — an area that has seen
very little investment in community infrastructure over
the past 25 years.

I have been advised by a constituent that employees of
Australia Wide Insulators Pty Ltd came to insulate his
property. Unfortunately they had no intention of
completing the job. Instead they only covered parts of
the roof that were visible from the manhole — but they
got paid in full, $1177 for the job, compliments of the
taxpayers.

Last year, the Brumby government awarded a $500 000
grant towards the construction of the new, multi-use
facility. In less than two years the Bunyip-Garfield
Community Building Initiative Steering Committee
developed the details for the Bunyip auditorium, built it
and opened it. This has been done in the face of some
significant challenges, namely the Bunyip Ridge
bushfires just a year ago, not to mention the global
financial crisis.

It is inexcusable, however, that the Victorian
government has sat on its hands during this fiasco.
Victorians are being taken for a ride and their lives have
been put at risk, and yet this Victorian government is in
denial. It seems the Victorian Labor government is

The Brumby government is pleased to be able to invest
in projects that deliver real, tangible results for local
communities. I wish to congratulate the BunyipGarfield community, and members of the community
building initiative steering committee in particular, for
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their dedication to delivering their vision. They are an
inspiration. May I add that the opening attracted
between 2000 and 3000 people throughout the day,
with the community making a wonderful day of it, with
picnics, a variety of sporting activities and — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Water: eastern treatment plant upgrade
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — No thanks to the Brumby
government, the final hurdle in upgrading the eastern
treatment plant has been overcome. The Environment
Protection Authority has signed off on a plan to
upgrade the treatment plant at Carrum to class A. The
Labor government has been promising an upgraded
eastern treatment plant since 2002, and each time with
an escalating cost. The government’s latest promise,
given in 2006, was that the work would be completed
by 2012 — now it is the end of 2012. With this
government’s record of major projects that are over
budget and over time, the latest estimate is rubbery at
best.
The problem as usual will be only half fixed as once the
upgrade is finished we will just have cleaner fresh
water being discharged into the ocean at the
Gunnamatta outfall. Millions of litres of class A water
will be wasted, with this government refusing to
disclose the business case for the re-use of the water.
Any use of the treated water, which is suitable for all
industrial and agricultural applications, would be far
cheaper than the billions of dollars being squandered on
the desalination plant and the cost of piping water from
a desperately dry area in Victoria to Melbourne.

Point Nepean National Park: facilities
Mr DIXON — On another matter, recently I was at
a local community meeting where it was confirmed that
due to the glacier-like progress of both the federal and
Victorian governments on getting anything done at
Point Nepean National Park, both Melbourne
University and a philanthropist have given up and
walked away with their millions of dollars. As a
consequence both the respite centre for seriously ill
children and a centre for coastal and environmental
studies have been lost. Federal environment minister
Peter Garrett cannot even get basic services into the
precinct, but I understand that the 69 heritage buildings
have had their ceilings insulated — twice!
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Jasmine Knox
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I would
like to inform the house of a true hero in my electorate.
Some populist commentators unfairly criticise
teenagers as being selfish and non-caring about others
in the community. I do not believe that is the norm.
Two weeks ago, an inspirational Grovedale teenager,
13-year-old Jasmine Knox, put her own life at risk to
rescue four children, some as young as age five, from a
dangerous rip at Anglesea. More than 400 people
attended the annual surfing carnival, but it was this
remarkable young lady with nerves of steel who acted
so bravely to rescue these youngsters from the water.
Jasmine had been at the carnival assisting organisers in
the event when she noticed the tiny children in trouble.
They were getting carried out in a rip, and without a
thought for her own safety Jasmine ran straight out to
them, retrieved them from the water and brought them
back to the shore. However, when she turned around
there were two more children getting carried out and
she rescued them. Eyewitnesses described her bravery
and quick thinking as the only thing that saved these
young children — a marvellous act of bravery by this
amazing teenager.
Even Jasmine’s aquatics officer, who taught her surf
safety, was impressed with her skills and instincts. This
could have easily ended in tragedy, but it was Jasmine’s
determination and quick thinking and Surfing
Victoria’s development program training that saved
these little children’s lives. I congratulate Jasmine Knox
on her heroic efforts to save the lives of these young
swimmers. Well done.

Danny Hutchinson
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — On another matter, I
congratulate Danny Hutchinson for his exceptional
service to the Torquay community, and in particular his
efforts as president and counsellor of Torquay College.
Danny has just resigned from the committee after
serving the school with distinction, dedication and
passion for many years. His energy and input will be
greatly missed and I, along with the school community,
wish him well in his new endeavours as a tradie.

Murray to Mountains rail trail
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — One of the great
success stories in north-eastern Victoria has been the
development of the Murray to Mountains cycle trail. In
the mid-1990s approximately $2 million was spent on
the first stage from Wangaratta through Myrtleford to
Bright, with a spur track to Beechworth utilising the
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closed rail lines. This has proved to be an outstanding
success with thousands of locals and visitors taking
advantage of riding along the rail trail through
picturesque north-eastern Victoria.
Late last year a further extension of the trail was
opened — the $850 000 Wahgunyah to Rutherglen
section — utilising the closed rail line. I was pleased to
be involved in the representations to achieve state and
federal funding for the project and negotiations to
utilise the former rail track. However, to fulfil the
original objective of the Murray to Mountains rail trail,
funding will be required to complete the section from
Rutherglen to Springhurst to North Wangaratta.
Preparations are currently under way for the track to be
used, as are negotiations with appropriate authorities
and pricing for the project. I call on the government to
cooperate fully in enabling the completion of this
unique cycling experience and great tourist attraction
with further funding support. This would also present a
great opportunity for visitors to experience the other
great attractions, including the wineries, and in
particular those located at Rutherglen.

Geelong: Pako Festa
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — This Saturday the 2010
Pako Festa is to be held. It is a great community-based
festival that truly celebrates Geelong as an embracing,
multicultural community. During the festival Pakington
Street, Geelong West comes alive in a sea of colour and
sound and the aroma of food from all around the world.
If there is a better community festival in Australia, I
would like to see it. As the local member representing
the Brumby government, I am proud that this
government has contributed $150 000 over the last
three years not only in support of the festa but in
emphasising our belief that our cultural diversity is one
of the state’s greatest assets.
People in Victoria come from over 200 different
countries, whilst in Geelong we have more than
40 different ethnic communities, all of whom
enthusiastically contribute to the success of Pako Festa.
As I said, Pako Festa is a great festival, and more than
100 000 people will jam into Pakington Street to enjoy
the celebrations. I take this opportunity to congratulate
all those involved over the years who have made Pako
Festa what it is today, in particular the team from
Diversitat, including chief executive officer Michael
Martinez, Pako Festa organiser Luisa La Fornara, all
the ethnic communities that will be involved in making
the day great and also the Pakington Street traders.
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Schools: building program
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I have had the
pleasure of visiting many of the schools in my
electorate over recent weeks to present badges to this
year’s school and house captains and to discuss a
number of aspects of the coming school year with
principals. A topic which has been raised on every
occasion and every visit is the issue of the federal
government’s Building the Education Revolution
funding.
As I have said in this house on many occasions, it
continues to amaze me how school communities that
have been allocated such a large sum of money for
building projects can become so disillusioned and
disheartened by the lengthy, disorganised and
unreliable process that has resulted from the
intervention of the Victorian Brumby government. The
incompetence of the Minister for Education and the
Brumby government is evidenced by the startling
contrast between the experience of the state schools and
that of the non-government schools in my electorate,
most of which have found the process of beginning
construction on their buildings broadly trouble free.
This can only be explained by the fact that these
independent schools have had their projects managed
without the intervention of the Brumby government.
Cost overruns, the inability to retain builders or obtain
materials and the continuous changing of plans after
their final sign-off have all been amongst the
circumstances that have contributed to the frustration of
my local state schools’ communities, and I have no
doubt that this Brumby government-induced frustration
is being felt throughout the state.
Local school communities have had their expectations
raised in the early stages of applying for this funding,
and now they find these expectations being dashed as
delays and excuses continue to plague their planned
developments. The minister needs to step up,
acknowledge the mess she has made in managing these
projects and commit to ensuring that the outstanding
projects commence without further unnecessary delay.

Marian College: facilities
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — The
Ararat community and the community of the district of
Ararat are justifiably and extraordinarily proud of the
education institutions that serve those communities.
There is no single factor that affects the wellbeing and
aspirations of young families in my electorate more
than education. Members may understand how pleased
I was to be able to join in the celebrations of Marian
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College, a year 7 to 12 Catholic coeducation school in
Ararat, on the completion of building works to which
the state government contributed $350 000.
The needs-based capital assistance program for nongovernment schools provided for a specialist learning
resource area, two interview offices and general
learning areas. The federal government also contributed
to construction of additional facilities to the tune of
$775 000, and I congratulate the commonwealth
government for that investment.
The opening celebrations were held on 12 February,
and I was very pleased to be able to join Brigidine
Sisters provincial leader Sister Helen Toohey, Bishop
Peter Connors and student leaders Abby Main and
Peter Slatter for what was truly a community
celebration. I congratulate Marian College for its role in
the education of the Ararat community.

Inghams Enterprises: Somerville site
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The announcement
that Inghams Enterprises is rebuilding in Somerville
after its processing plant was partially destroyed by fire
on 11 January is a great step forward for our local
community. The loss of the plant was a major blow to
the Inghams local workforce of around 700 employees
and a further 200 subcontracted drivers, not to mention
the loss of those incomes to our local traders. The plant
was the only processor of chicken meat on the
peninsula. The industry is valued locally at around
$350 million per year. While this announcement is a
great outcome for many, more than 300 people now no
longer have a job. The state government must provide
further support to those who lost their jobs as a result of
the fire.

Heath Langdale
Mr BURGESS — I wish to pay tribute to a much
loved member of our community, Heath Langdale.
Heath passed away suddenly when training with his
beloved Western Port Warriors football team on
3 February. Heath was a leader at the Warriors, his
valuable skills helping the team win two premierships
and two runner-up awards in the RecLink football
league. Heath was well liked and respected in the
community for his keen sense of humour and positive
attitude. Heath’s commitment to helping others also
helped him establish his own business in the local area.
However, Heath’s most important role was that of a
loving family man. Our thoughts are with his partner,
Cassie, and children, Connor and Lexi. Heath’s passing
is a great loss for the Western Port community. He will
be both sadly missed and lovingly remembered.
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Western Port Festival
Mr BURGESS — The Western Port Festival is on
again from 26 to 28 February at the picturesque
Hastings foreshore. The festival’s program has
something for all members of the family, with free
entry and entertainment. The Western Port Festival is a
fantastic community event run by a band of wonderful
volunteers who work in partnership with the local
community to provide safe, affordable, family-friendly
entertainment. Congratulations go to the president,
Tammie Johnstone, the vice-president, Aaron O’Brien
and the secretary, Julie Dewberry, and to their
hardworking committee.

Ballarat: employment
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — Earlier this month
I was pleased to visit CMI Ballarat with regional
development minister Jacinta Allan, where she
announced that 75 new jobs would be created at the
Ballarat plant as a result of an investment of
$6.15 million. This investment by CMI Industrial,
supported by the state government, will also see an
expansion of the company’s Horsham operations as
well as new investment in Ballarat.
This investment will double the size of the Ballarat
operations of this component manufacturer, providing
security for the 70 existing workers as well as
promoting a sense of confidence for the future of
Ballarat’s important manufacturing sector.
This announcement is great news coming out of a year
of uncertainty created by the global economic
downturn. It also adds to the very positive job creation
announcements in other Ballarat employment sectors,
including the opening of the new IBM IT services
centre at Mount Helen, which is creating 300 jobs; and
the extension of tourism opportunities with the opening
of the new Trapped Experience at Sovereign Hill, both
projects substantially supported by the Brumby
government.

Daylesford Spa Country Railway: funding
Mr HOWARD — I also advise the house that I was
pleased to visit Daylesford last Sunday to announce a
$300 000 grant for the Spa Country Railway, where a
section of the track was burnt out in the fires last
February, causing the rail operations to be significantly
reduced. The funding from the bushfire recovery
infrastructure program will provide a boost for tourism
in Daylesford area as well as a boost to the morale of
the many volunteers.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
414

ASSEMBLY

Rail: Rowville link
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — The Brumby
Labor government has chosen to ignore the continued
pleas from Rowville residents and has now completely
abandoned its 1999 election promise by admitting it has
no intention of completing a Rowville rail feasibility
study. For years the Labor government has lied to
Rowville residents, promising them this vital transport
infrastructure study, but it has now left the community
out in the cold. Unlike the Brumby government, the
Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition will commence a
Rowville rail feasibility study within 100 days of being
elected. The Labor government has shown time and
time again that it cannot be trusted and residents in
Melbourne’s outer east are fed up.

Rock Eisteddfod Challenge: funding
Mr WAKELING — The Brumby government has
disappointed thousands of students across Victoria by
failing to provide the necessary level of funding for the
Rock Eisteddfod Challenge competition. I know a
number of schools in my electorate are devastated that
they will not be able to perform in this year’s
eisteddfod. Schools such as Fairhills High School put in
months of work for the Rock Eisteddfod. It is a
challenging and rewarding experience that the Brumby
Labor government has, in effect, taken away from these
students.
The Brumby government continues to prove that it is
completely out of touch with Victorians. They continue
to waste money, break promises and ruin dreams, with
taxpayers picking up the bill for their incompetence and
waste.

Hoon driving: Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING — Many residents have
expressed their frustration at the proliferation of hoon
drivers in the Ferntree Gully electorate.
It is clear that our local police force is badly
underresourced. It is time the Brumby government took
action and provided more police resources to
Melbourne’s eastern suburbs. My community is
suffering from this government’s inaction.

Bushfires: Narre Warren South memorial
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It was an
honour to join with local Narre Warren South residents
on a beautiful day for a memorial service on the
anniversary of Black Saturday.
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While we were very fortunate not to have experienced
any loss of life in the Narre Warren South fires,
residents were left devastated by the loss of their houses
and the many treasured memories and mementos of
family life that are part of a home. The residents wanted
a memorial not only to remember their loss but also to
acknowledge the local community that supported them
immediately and generously after the fires. They were
not asking for much — just a memorial and a place for
quiet reflection.
Our government offered the City of Casey funds for
such a memorial; however, council rejected this offer
much to the disappointment of the local community,
but the locals again showed their fighting spirit and
campaigned for a memorial. Nicky and Mark Johnson
from Affirm Welding in Dandenong stepped in and
donated a bench seat to be used as a permanent
memorial, for which I thank them.
The memorial was unveiled at Amberly Park Shopping
Centre where we hope it will find a permanent home.
We said our prayers of thanks and Andy Miszkowiec
read a poignant blessing prepared by Reverend Mat
Harry. It was a special occasion, a time for
contemplation and starting afresh.
The feelings of affected residents were expressed in a
poem written by Carol Miszkowiec, who lost her home
on Black Saturday:
Black Saturday: now it’s known to be
When the wildfires roared down upon us so free
The thick black smoke around us everywhere
Flames, hoses, buckets people rushing here and there
Then the sirens finally came
Firemen yelling and running but it was all in vain
From smoke to ashes was all that was seen
Blackness, soot and that smell, showed where the fire had
been
Devastation, sadness and grief was all around
No longer stood our house, it was burnt to the ground
All those treasures and photos we long for so dear
But we still have our memories of all bygone years
All the tears and hugs we shared with everyone
Will help us again to grow and move on.

Hospitals: waiting lists
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I place on
record the concerns of a Sandringham electorate
constituent in relation to his difficulties in dealing with
a major Melbourne hospital that cannot arrange its
processes to separate emergency procedures from the
provision for elective patients. There is such a long
waiting list of patients for elective treatment that many
suffer deterioration while waiting, causing additional
pain, disability and more complex treatment.
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Patients with severe disabilities are described as
elective patients, when the last thing any patient would
elect to have would be a condition requiring surgery.
This major hospital has become so big and its processes
so bureaucratic that patients are treated as pawns in the
system rather than needy and sometimes traumatised
individuals.

and Higinbotham plastered with campaign posters to
upset the local Liberals. I knew Graham, and I
respected and admired him. I will miss him. My
condolences go to his family. Rest in peace, Graham
Cyril James.

My constituent had a surgical procedure arranged for
10 February. He made the necessary arrangements to
wind down his business and organised his affairs to
attend. He stated:

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Yesterday in
question time the Premier and the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services claimed that the crime rate
was down. Some crime — bicycle theft in particular —
is down, but the crimes that leave people feeling scared
and vulnerable are not. If the Premier’s claims had an
ounce of truth in them, then why has the Frankston City
Council had to hire security personnel to patrol the
Frankston central activities district and foreshore? The
local police are fantastic, but there are simply not
enough of them.

My wife and I waited for 4 hours without any contact from
the staff, who when approached ‘knew nothing’ and ‘were not
responsible’. They were unsympathetic, seemed to have little
empathy for the public they were dealing with.
After waiting nearly 4 hours a doctor came from the operating
area and explained that my surgery (and others) was cancelled
due to more important surgery and we would be notified of
when to come back. He did not know when.

My constituents were concerned to ascertain how many
other people in the system confront this problem — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Graham James
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I rise today to pay
tribute to the life of Graham Cyril James, who was born
on 16 October 1937 and passed away on 27 December
2009. Graham was born and raised in Collingwood. He
was working class, he barracked for Collingwood his
entire life and he was a light on the hill true believer —
a passionate Labor man and proud of it. In Collingwood
at the age of 11 years he went into part-time work to
help with the family finances. His sister, little May, said
at his funeral that this provided the family with muchneeded income and food. They had water, not milk,
with their Weeties. He vowed to provide for his own
family, and he did.
He leaves the love of his life, his wife of 50 years,
Veronika; his beloved daughter, Kathryn, whom he said
must have a career, because if she married a bum, she
could still walk out; his son Mark, an engineer; his late
son Richard, a barrister; his daughter-in-law, Carol; and
his adored granddaughter, Sarah. I know his family will
be bereaved, but he has lived a life of which they can be
proud, and a wonderful legacy is left.
At his funeral, which I attended, it was said that nothing
was too hard for Graham if it benefited his family. He
has left a lasting impression. He loved driving his 20year-old van around the federal electorates of Goldstein

Crime: Frankston response

Real crime in Frankston has soared. Rapes have gone
up from 51 to 83 in 12 months, assaults have gone up
almost 8 per cent for the year, property damage has
gone up more than 14 per cent, theft from motor
vehicles has gone up 25 per cent in 12 months, motor
vehicle theft has gone up by more than a quarter to 805,
harassment has gone up by 43 per cent and behaviourin-public offences have gone up by 53 per cent. Not
only is John Brumby out of touch, he is in denial, and
local government is left to clean up the mess. Well
done, Frankston council.

Mornington Secondary College: youth corps
Mr MORRIS — On 11 December I had the
pleasure of attending the 2009 graduation of
50 Victoria Police Youth Corps members at
Mornington Secondary College, which has the largest
corps in the state. The program was established in 2007,
and in its three years of operation 189 young members
of our community have graduated. The corps has
become a valued and indispensable part of every
community event. Congratulations to principal Sarah
Burns, senior constables Mick Mears and Chris
Dawson, drum major Kirsty Reaks, who is also the
Mornington Peninsula Young Citizen of the Year, and
all the graduates who together have created an
organisation the whole town can be proud of.

Lynne Freney
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I would like to pay
my respects to Lynne Freney, a tremendous contributor
to the local community, who passed away tragically
from illness on 6 February 2010. Lynne was a longterm member of my local branch of the Labor party and
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a strong supporter of mine. Along with her husband
Len, Lynne was involved in the Neighbourhood Watch
program for over 20 years, running programs in
Preston, Heidelberg and Olympic Village. She also
volunteered for a number of years at the YMCA
canteen in Macleod and drove the community bus for
the Olympic Village Combined Pensioners Association
in the area. Her compassion and community spirit will
be missed by all those who knew her. My condolences
go to her husband Len and her son Justin for their tragic
loss. I know Lynne and Len would like me to pass on
their thanks to the doctors, staff and nurses at the Austin
Hospital for their loving care of Lynne in her tragic last
few days.

Dulcie Griffiths
Mr LANGDON — I also pay tribute to Dulcie
Griffiths for her fantastic achievement of 30 years as a
teacher at Viewbank Primary School. Dulcie has
remarkable energy, a talent for teaching and high levels
of enthusiasm, all of which mean that she has a well
deserved reputation in the area. I am aware of Dulcie’s
contribution to the school, and I know she is much
loved by everyone there. I wish Dulcie all the best for
her 30th year at the school, and I know that all the
teachers and students at the school wish her all the best
as well.

Quang Minh Buddhist Temple: Lunar New
Year celebrations
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I congratulate all
involved in the Quang Minh temple’s Lunar New Year
celebrations. Chúc mừng năm mới to all of the
5000 people who attended the celebration. To the
Senior Venerable Thich Phuoc Tan, congratulations!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time for
making members statements has concluded.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Liquor licensing: regime
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the member for Malvern
proposing the following matter of public importance for
discussion:
That this house condemns the Brumby Labor government for:
(1) introducing an unfair and discriminatory liquor licensing
regime that has hurt thousands of small business and
community organisations across Victoria;
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(2) maintaining that ‘the … risk-based renewal fees are not
considered a burden on businesses’ despite the
$20 million licensing revenue increase imposing
massive fee rises on many struggling enterprises;
(3) failing to provide small businesses and community
organisations with an adequate opportunity to apply for
reductions in their liquor licensing fees —
and calls on the government to scrap its failed system in
favour of a genuinely risk-based approach that does not
penalise responsible licensees for the Brumby government’s
failure to tackle antisocial behaviour.

Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — If any policy initiative
could more effectively sum up the current
government’s disrespect for small business and the fact
that its members are so out of touch and all about spin
and not about substance, it is the government’s
treatment of liquor licensing in Victoria. In 2008 the
government took in $10 million in liquor licensing fees.
During the course of that year the government said,
‘We need to increase the amount of money we take in
to cover the administration of the system’, so it decided
to increase fees by an average of 50 per cent. The
government went from taking $10 million a year to
taking $15 million a year in fees, and said, ‘This is
sufficient to cover our costs’. The October 2008
regulatory impact statement issued by the government
itself said:
The regulated fees will recover the costs associated with the
liquor licensing framework …

The government has decided that $15 million is what it
costs to run the system. What happened then? The
government said, ‘We are going to move to a risk-based
system’. Members of the opposition think that a riskbased system — one that distinguishes between types
of licensed venues based on the risk that they pose by
contributing to the creation of antisocial behaviour — is
a good thing; there is bipartisan agreement on the
concept. But whether it is myki, smart meters or any
major project, this government cannot get it right.
Government members have gone from saying, ‘We are
going to take $15 million a year in liquor licensing fees;
that covers our costs’, to saying, ‘We are going to take
$35 million in 2010’. It is hard to imagine how the costs
of the bureaucracy-gone-mad Brumby Labor
government have increased from $15 million to
$35 million in just 12 months. How many more
bureaucrats can you employ with $20 million?
But of course that was the excuse. We know where the
$20 million has gone. There has only been one policy
announcement by the Brumby government in recent
months that cost $20 million, and it was the
announcement that fairy lights would be fitted to the
West Gate Bridge. At a time when the liquor licensing
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fees for small business across Victoria are being
massively increased, the people affected by those
increased fees will know that the money is going to a
good cause. Each of them knows when the fairy lights
on the West Gate Bridge are lit up that one of the lights
will be theirs, because that is what they are getting.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — Let us go through this matter of
public importance (MPI) and look at the evidence. I
know the member for Melton is not very keen on
evidence, but let us look at it. The MPI states in part:
That this house condemns the Brumby Labor government for:
(1) introducing an unfair and discriminatory liquor licensing
regime that has hurt thousands of small business and
community organisations across Victoria;

Let us look at the evidence that proves my contention in
that MPI. Is it unfair and discriminatory? One might
say that large merchants of liquor like Dan Murphy’s or
First Choice that have huge supermarket-style layouts
and massive turnovers are very big players in the
industry. One would think that if this government were
committed to a genuinely risk-based system, the large
outlets would pay more than a tiny packaged-liquor
outlet. One would think that would be a sensible way to
allocate risk: if there is a massive liquor supermarket
that sells 20 times more alcohol than a tiny corner shop,
maybe the big supermarket should pay more than the
tiny corner shop.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — What is the reality? I refer the
member for Melton to the liquor licence for Dan
Murphy’s in Alphington. Anyone who has been to Dan
Murphy’s in Alphington, as I have, knows that it is a
standard Dan Murphy’s store. You cannot drink on the
premises, but under this government’s liquor licensing
regime it has a general licence. A general licensee pays
$795. Now let us look, for example, at the situation of a
tiny boutique wine shop called Riversdale Cellars,
which is in the marginal electorate of Burwood. I was
in there the other week. It is about one-twentieth the
size of a Dan Murphy’s store and would be likely to
have about one-twentieth of the turnover of a Dan
Murphy’s store. Dan Murphy’s Alphington pays $795,
yet Riversdale Cellars pays $1590 — it is one-twentieth
the size and pays twice as much in licensing fees.
Members opposite will stand up and defend this as
being a genuinely risk-based system, but that is
absolute nonsense.
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There is a story on the front page of the Progress
Leader this week headed ‘Cellars dark on fees’. I will
read a few extracts:
A massive hike in licensing fees has led to staff cutbacks at
one Boroondara bottle shop, with others also feeling the strain
from the ‘unfair’ new rules.
Camberwell’s Riversdale Cellars owner John Bicton was
forced to let go of one employee and cut hours for another by
30 per cent after a rise in liquor licence renewal fees from
$250 to $1590.

The Riversdale Cellars fees have gone from $250 to
$1590 while Dan Murphy’s is paying half that at $795.
The owner of Riversdale Cellars has had to let go one
part-time employee and he has had to cut back the
hours of another employee by 30 per cent. This shows
the human cost of this government’s neglect, the human
cost of this government’s arrogance and the human cost
of this government’s attack on small business through
liquor licensing.
What does the government say about this situation?
Does it acknowledge, as I have put forward in this
matter of public importance, that it is an unfair and
discriminatory liquor licensing regime that has hurt
thousands of small businesses across Victoria? Here is
what the government says:
The proposed risk-based renewal fees are not considered a
burden on businesses.

A $20 million increase in liquor licensing fees is not
considered a burden! The fees paid by a small business
person have jumped from $250 to $1590, yet this
government has the arrogance to say the proposed riskbased renewal fees are not considered a burden on
businesses. That just shows that this government does
not understand how tough it is for small businesses and
does not care that small businesses cannot afford these
fee increases. The government does not care that staff
are losing their jobs and losing hours because of this
government’s greed, because it is more obsessed with
putting fairy lights on the West Gate Bridge than it is in
supporting the small business community of this state.
While I am talking about the Burwood electorate, I can
say that a couple of other local organisations have been
hit between the eyes by these fees. Ashburton United
Soccer Club is not known as being a hotbed of
violence, and I do not think the police need to send their
crack squads down to the soccer club instead of King
Street on a Friday night, but it has a renewable limited
licence. The club’s fee went from $93 last year to $397
this year, which is a 326 per cent increase. The club is
an example of the type of organisation at which
volunteers put in their blood, sweat and tears to try to
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make their community a better place to give kids and
other people a chance to engage in healthy activities
like soccer, and the Brumby government treats them as
cash cows —
Mr Nardella — Cash cows for $250?
Mr O’BRIEN — and increases their liquor licence
fees by 326 per cent. The member for Melton
interjected and said, ‘Cash cows for $250’, which just
shows how he thinks. The member for Melton is typical
of the Brumby government. He thinks it is just a few
hundred bucks. I suspect the Ashburton soccer club
does not have as many properties as the member for
Melton has and that it is not quite as flush as the
member for Melton is. People who voluntarily pay fees
to keep community organisations going deserve a little
bit more respect than they are getting from the member
for Melton — —
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — Or from the member for
Bentleigh, for that matter. Burwood Cricket Club is
another organisation with a restricted club licence. It
paid fees of $98.70 in 2009 but $397 this year, which is
a 302 per cent increase. Where has the member for
Burwood been on this issue? Has the member been
standing up for his constituents or for small businesses?
The member has been doing absolutely nothing,
because he is as embarrassed by this as anybody else is.
The member runs around, speaks to people in his
electorate and says, out of the side of his mouth, that he
does not really support this.
Mr Nardella — You would not know what he said.
Do not put words in his mouth.
Mr O’BRIEN — But we know when it came to the
crunch that he voted for it. The member is the Premier’s
man in Burwood. He is there to try to sell these
disgraceful Brumby government policies.
The matter of public importance condemns the
government for:
… maintaining that ‘the … risk-based renewal fees are not
considered a burden on businesses’ despite the $20 million
licensing revenue increase imposing massive fee rises on …
struggling enterprises …

Let us have a look at some more case studies. I was
travelling through Bendigo very recently, and I went to
the Basement Bar. It is a fantastic little venue. I met a
great band there called the Classic Aussie Rock Show.
These are musicians who are doing everything they can
to try to make sure they can earn a living from pursuing
their passion, which is music, and this government
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treats them as though they are harbingers of violence, as
though they are responsible for the failure of this
government to clean up King Street.
The Bendigo Clay Target Club is a fantastic little club. I
went out there and saw its terrific little clubrooms. Its
fees have gone from $93 in 2009 to $397 this year,
which is a 326 per cent increase. That is absolutely
disgraceful. It does not matter where you go across
Victoria: the story is the same. Where is the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, who is the member
for Bendigo West? Is he standing up for the Bendigo
Clay Target Club? No, he is not. Is he standing up for
the Basement Bar? No, he is not.
Como Wine and Spirits in South Yarra — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Once again I
ask the member for Melton, and I also ask the member
for Warrandyte, not to yell in that manner. At least the
member for Melton is in his place; the member for
Warrandyte is not.
Mr O’BRIEN — Como Wine and Spirits has a
packaged liquor licence. It opens on Good Friday, and
for that alone its fee increased from $249.90 last year to
$6360.00 in 2010. Dan Murphy’s in Alphington opens
longer hours and pays $795.00, yet a tiny shop in South
Yarra pays $6360.
Mr Robinson — Different licence categories.
Mr O’BRIEN — Come in, spinner! The minister at
the table says, ‘Different licence categories’ because he
has a special deal for Dan Murphy’s. The minister
thinks, ‘Let’s look after the big liquor supermarkets, the
ones that have 20 times the turnover of the little corner
shop, and let’s whack them between the eyes’.
On Thursday the Premier was quoted on the news as
saying, ‘We needed to increase those (liquor licence
fees) so we could get a better fix on tackling alcoholrelated violence’. I ask: how is the Bendigo Clay Target
Club contributing to alcohol-related violence? How is
Riversdale Cellars contributing to alcohol-related
violence?
The government is completely out of touch. It is costing
jobs, it is costing small businesses, it is costing
community sports clubs, and it is costing RSLs, which
are hardly known as places where people get drunk and
cause violence, yet their fees are going up. Every single
RSL across Victoria is paying more because this
government wants to blame them for its failure to clean
up King Street.
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The third aspect of the matter of public importance
states that the government is:
… failing to provide small businesses and community
organisations with an adequate opportunity to apply for
reductions in the liquor licensing fees — —

In December last year the government extended the
deadline for people to bid for pokies, but when I called
on it to extend the deadline for small businesses that
wanted to apply for hardship relief because of their
fees, the minister said no. He extended the deadline for
people who wanted to bid for pokies, but he would not
extend the deadline for people to apply for a fee waiver.
That shows the priorities of the government. It is all
about revenue. It is all about taking money from small
businesses and from community organisations. It is all
about looking after the big end of town, looking after
the government’s mates. It is completely out of touch.
I have had a lot of contact from licensees who are
outraged. I was sent a photograph of a Duncan’s liquor
outlet showing a sign which states:
Our liquor licence: 2009 =$370; 2010 = $6360 (No liquor
licence breaches)
Thanks, Mr Brumby.

I say thank you to the Premier and thank you to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, because their failure to
understand the needs of small business and the
community has been writ large. There is $20 million in
tax hikes so the government can put fairy lights on the
West Gate Bridge. That is the government’s priority. It
is all about spin and there is nothing about substance.
It is not about tackling alcohol-related violence; it is all
about whacking those people who are doing the work
and creating jobs in the community. There is nothing
about tackling alcohol-related violence. This is a
disgrace. It is an example of the complete failure of this
government. It is out of touch and it is out of time —
and come November if it keeps going on like this, it
will be out of office.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Amidst the huge volume of commentary
that has been provided on liquor licensing and on liquor
generally right across Australia in recent years an
article appeared in the Ballarat Courier of 20 October
last year, headed ‘Time to deal with the damage of
alcohol’. The author of the article is a very respected
individual named Dr John Herron, who is currently the
chair of the Australian National Council on Drugs, but
commonly people would understand he was a longserving federal parliamentarian in the Senate who
survived the tumult of Liberal politics in Queensland
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and who is widely respected for his position on public
health.
I want to read some of the article:
It’s time to deal with the huge carnage alcohol is causing in
regional communities.
It’s clear the public wants more action.
Young people living in rural areas are almost twice as likely
to die from risky drinking as those who live in metropolitan
areas.
They are almost twice more likely than those in a city to be
admitted to hospital as a result of an alcohol-fuelled assault,
and 1.5 times more likely to be the victim of alcohol-related
violence.
The major problem is that we have a clear culture of drinking
in Australia that celebrates drunkenness and often —
unfortunately — promotes binge drinking as some sort of rite
of passage.

He goes on to say:
In fact, throughout my 30-year surgical career, I continually
saw violence and the hopeless wasting of life from alcohol.
When it comes to alcohol most people see themselves as
something of an expert — —

Hear, hear! The house just had an example of that. The
article continues:
While most of us consume alcohol, few of us actually believe
we ever contribute to the problems.

Later in the article he states:
None of us like the fear that drunkenness creates. Whether it’s
a pub, party or a big event, drunkenness can quickly make
them unsafe and unattractive for many people.
To change course, we have to be willing to support effective
change.

And he goes on to nominate a few areas, including
restricting promotions. He then states:
This does not mean it will be universally accepted, especially
by those with vested interests. But it is the best way forward.

As I said, that article was by Dr John Herron, who is a
courageous Liberal. What a pity there are not a few
more of them around today!
If people do not believe Dr Herron and the impact of
antisocial violence and activity that is connected with
liquor consumption, perhaps they should go up to
Bendigo to speak to Dr Sol Zalstein who was quoted in
the Bendigo Advertiser last week, and the member for
Malvern should speak to him when he is next up there.
Dr Zalstein is very hopeful that the new on-the-spot
fines which are being issued will help reduce the
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number of alcohol-related attendances at the hospital. In
the article he says:
In over 20 years in emergency medicine I’ve come to my own
conclusions — of all the substance-abuse cases we see in
hospitals, alcohol produces more attendances, more serious
injuries and more problems.

It is a commonly mouthed myth, and I have no doubt
we will hear it again in a few minutes time from
members on the other side, that the problem of
antisocial activity that is related to alcohol is only a city
problem, that it is only a King Street problem, and in
fact all of this reform by the government is some sort of
a conspiracy. That is a rubbish claim. It is a denial of an
essential truth. Alcohol-related antisocial activity is a
state and nationwide problem, and it is up to everyone
to address the problem, including everyone in the
licensed industry, the opposition, the police, councils
and a whole range of people. We all have a
responsibility. That is what the community demands.
If anyone wants evidence of that, they should look at
the recent statistics on the issuing of on-the-spot fines
for drunken and disorderly behaviour. In Mildura
65 fines have been handed out in just two months; in
Geelong some 87 people have been fined; in Ballarat it
is 53; in Latrobe it is 35; in Bendigo it is 33; in
Shepparton it is 28; in East Gippsland it is 26, and in
Wodonga 19 people have been fined. If John Herron,
Sol Zalstein and the hardworking police are all wrong,
then why was it that the Allen Consulting Group’s
report last year, which was certainly circulated —
although I am not sure it was actually read — quoted at
table 4.1 that 8 or 9 of the top 22 venues with the
highest rate of offences were country venues.
We are dealing with a statewide problem, and the
community wants it to be tackled. The question that
was posed by Dr Herron is: do we have the courage to
tackle it? Do we have the courage to change, because it
is not easy? Clearly, the answer is that the Brumby
government does but the opposition does not, and its
members demonstrate that over and over again.
The opposition is expert at a couple of things. One of
them is finding reasons why reforms should not be
taken on. The opposition talks about fairness; it keeps
coming back to fairness. Let me pose a couple of
questions in that respect. The opposition claims the new
system is unfair and in so doing they want to go back to
the old system. What is fairer? Is it the old system
where restaurants and strip clubs that are open until the
same hour of the night pay the same fee? Or is it the
new system where venues that serve alcohol range from
$400 to $30 000. Which is fairer? The government says
the new system is much fairer than the old system, but
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the opposition wants to go back to the system where
restaurants and strip clubs pay the same.
Let me ask another question. Which is fairer? The old
system where mums, dads and families right across the
state picked up the tab for the licensed — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Malvern and the member for Albert Park will cease
interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — In the old system mums, dads
and families right across the state picked up the tab for
the industry, a very substantial shortfall, and in the new
structure the industry actually pays its way. The
government says that a system where the industry pays
its way is more acceptable than the old one. Which is
fairer, the old system where the people who were
charged with going out and enforcing the law and
ensuring compliance were starved of the necessary
resources, or a new system where for the first time there
is adequate funding? There is more funding for the
director of liquor licensing and funding for the new
compliance unit with 40 compliance officers and the
very substantial police resources that are required.
Clearly we on this side of the house prefer a system
which has adequate resources in place. The opposition
wants to go back to the old system.
The opposition actually wants to go further. Not only
does it want the old system, but the member for
Malvern now has a new mantra. He says we should
reduce fees by $20 million. Let us consider that for one
moment. Who would be the beneficiaries of reducing
fees by $20 million? It would be the King Street strip
club owners, because they are the ones who have seen
the biggest increases in fees. They are now paying
$30 000 a year. If you reduce fees by $20 million, the
people who have the biggest increases get the biggest
decreases.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I think the
member for Malvern has made his point and he should
cease interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — The member for Malvern has a
friendly ear over on King Street. Someone is listening
to him for the first time. The strip club owners will be
making a beeline down to the offices of the member for
Malvern. They think he is terrific. If they can get a
reduction of $20 million in their fees, they will be the
big winners.
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The other effect of reducing the fees by $20 million
would be that police resources, which are now for the
first time being put together to enable the police to fulfil
their role, would be stripped away. What the member
for Malvern has revealed is his total ignorance of the
advice that was put forward last year in a regulatory
impact statement that outlined the real costs of policing
the liquor licensing system. In August 2009 the
government said it would go to full cost recovery and
that more resources were required. This was revealed
last year in the regulatory impact statement, which I am
presuming the member for Malvern never quite got
around to reading.
Page 141 of the Liquor Control Reform Regulations
Regulatory Impact Statement of August 2009 details
the total costs of Victoria Police as $19.18 million. If
you want to reduce fees by $20 million, guess what you
would cut out? You would cut out the police costs. All
those things that the police have to do, such as going to
VCAT (Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal),
training their staff, making operational visits, attending
disciplinary proceedings, processing offences — all the
things that were clearly laid out in the regulatory impact
statement — would disappear and with them the police
officers who do those jobs.
The opposition has form when it comes to cutting
resources for police. The opposition has done it when in
government, and it will do it again. The coalition
promises to boost resources, and then what does it do?
It pulls the fees out, reduces the fees and strips the
police of the resources they so desperately need.
We talk about fairness. I want to talk about the
regulatory impact statement and the draft regulations
that were put out last year. The regulations were, of
course, modified. The government put them out for
commentary and they were modified. I remind the
house of some of the responses we got from people in
the licensed industry when we amended the fees last
year — the Warrnambool Standard said ‘Pub fee
win — relief for hotel operators’; the Ballarat Courier
said ‘Licence fee rethink a “saviour” for small country
venues’; the Border Mail said ‘Publican happy at what
she will pay’; the Geelong News said ‘Country pubs
win licence fee reprieve’; the Geelong Advertiser said
‘Liquor fee structure “less risky”‘; the Warrnambool
Standard said ‘Small hotels win fee fight’; the McIvor
Times said ‘It’s cheers for local pubs as fee plan to be
refined’; the Bairnsdale Advertiser said ‘Ingram
welcomes fee structure refinements’; the Mansfield
Courier — this was an interesting one — published a
letter headed ‘Licence fee changes welcomed’ signed
‘Bill Sykes, MLA, Benalla’; the Shepparton News said
‘Some country publicans have won major licence fee
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concession’; the Berwick Leader said ‘Praise for
changes to drink laws — win for suburban licensed
venue owners’; and the Stonnington Leader said
‘Thumbs up for government’s revised risk-based
system’. The Stonnington Leader even quotes Michael
Burke, Malvern Hotel co-owner as saying, ‘I am
pleased that the state government revised the system’.
This is a government that put out regulations, listened
to commentary and then modified those regulations. I
want to talk about the point in the MPI (matter of public
importance) where the opposition claims inadequate
opportunity in the regulations for people to take up the
hardship review application for the first time. It is worth
noting that some 800 applications were received and
the director of liquor licensing has gone through them
and has granted about 300 of the applications. So this
point made by the opposition that there has been no
opportunity for people in the industry to make a
hardship application, that no-one has been able to make
such an application, is clearly wrong.
When we talk about the opportunity to restructure an
opportunity that was provided to licensees at the end of
last year, let us understand that 150 licensees have
reduced their patron numbers as a consequence and
more than 500 licensees have reduced their trading
hours. It is a nonsense to suggest that an opportunity
has been denied to people in this industry. If the
member for Malvern spent less time Twittering and a
little more time reading material and asking questions
he would get closer to the truth.
We are seeing the effects of the changes the
government is making. We are seeing progress. We
have seen over 2700 banning notices issued by the
hardworking Victoria Police. I remind the house that
when the banning notices were proposed the opposition
said, ‘No, you should allow a right of review’. I want to
think about how this would work on the streets of
Melbourne. The police go up to someone and say, ‘You
are going to be banned from these premises’, to which
the reply is, ‘Hold on. Here’s my lawyer’.
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I will resist the temptation to point out that the
minister’s comments are not accurate, but I will simply
say that banning notices are not within the scope of the
MPI.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr ROBINSON — It is interesting that when the
Victorian community says they want effective action
and they strongly support banning notices, the
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opposition gives them a job creation program for
lawyers. That is what the opposition delivers: a job
creation program for the mates of the member for
Malvern. It is like saying, ‘Here is my lawyer. We need
this reviewed before I get this ban’. That would just
clog up the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT); it would be a totally unworkable system.
We have seen that compliance unit of about 40 officers
who are very hardworking and who are funded by the
new fee structure. They have initiated over 50 criminal
investigations, they have undertaken about
17 000 inspections in the last eight or nine months and
have issued over 2900 voluntary compliance letters.
In terms of the disciplinary action at VCAT, 10 years
ago two licensees were disqualified in one year. Last
year about 20 individuals and companies were
disqualified. We now have an accumulated total of over
100 who are subject to disqualifications. That number
has never been greater.
We have seen the director of liquor licensing ban
32 inappropriate alcohol promotions at venues around
Victoria, which is something John Herron said needed
to be done. We needed to be able to tackle promotions
more effectively. I remind the house that when we
proposed a power, the other side said no. The then
spokesperson — and I will finish on this issue, because
it is a bit of a highlight — —
Mr O’Brien — No, don’t lie.
Mr ROBINSON — I am going to quote her; I am
not going to lie. These are her words:
… we feel that the role of the director of liquor licensing is to
do with the consumption of liquor in this state and it is not her
role to be a censor …

This arose in the context of a promotion where women
who wore bikinis were given free drinks all night. The
Liberal spokesperson at the time said:
Women fought long and hard for the right to wear bikinis
when they want to.

And that it:
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liquor licensing fees is nothing but an ill-conceived
grab for cash. It has been ineptly, inflexibly and
inconsistently managed. It has been imposed upon the
people of Victoria by an arrogant Brumby government
that will not listen.
The proposal is ill conceived on two counts. Firstly,
there is the principle of full cost recovery, which
involves a $20 million hike. I say to the government:
justify those costs and show us that that is value for
money. Everyone agrees in principle to the approach
regarding risk-based licence fees, and the elements of
hours of trading, the number of patrons and previous
infringements all arguably reflect increased risk. But
the criticism of the model is that it is insensitive and
was not field tested.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
member for Malvern and the minister to stop
commenting across the table. It just makes the member
for Benalla a bit harder to hear. The member for
Benalla, to continue without interjection.
Dr SYKES — I rang the consultants, and I had a
discussion with them about the notion of risk modelling
and importance of field testing. They said, ‘We did not
field test’. I said I had at least 40 people saying they fit
the high-risk categories, and they are having to pay
massively increased fees but they have not had a
violence-related infringement. The model is poorly
done. The government’s guidelines are restrictive. It is
fundamentally flawed.
The implementation of this approach is inept, inflexible
and inconsistent. The hardship provisions that the
minister has trotted out so proudly were introduced and
mailed out during the first week of December. That left
people with a maximum of three weeks until
31 December to absorb a massive amount of
information from the liquor licensing commission. The
lead-up to Christmas just happens to be a very busy
time from a family point of view, and members should
keep in mind that many of our businesses are small
family businesses. There is also a pre-Christmas rush in
our licensed venues.

… is quite legal to wear a bikini in this state.

The opposition did not want the director to have the
broad power which she has used so effectively. This
matter of public importance shows the opposition does
not have a clue.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — What a performance! I
support the matter of public importance proposed by
the member for Malvern, because this massive hike in

Importantly, the government needed an accountant’s
input. I remind members that a lot of accountants
actually knock off and go on holidays over Christmas;
my accountant knocked off for Christmas on
18 December. That meant these people who were given
the option to apply under the hardship provisions only
had a maximum of a couple of weeks to do so. That is
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not reasonable. In terms of the amount of information
that was required, the Flowerdale Hotel said:
After a lengthy detailed letter and confirmation of our trading
details … and the colour of my undergarments — —

That is what the Flowerdale pub felt about the level of
detail that was required. Having submitted all that
detail, it would appear that the key criteria to assess the
impact of the fee increase on businesses is that if it is
less than 1 per cent of the gross income, it will have no
impact.
That is a load of hogwash. Anyone who knows
anything about operating a business knows that it is the
net profit — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
should leave the chamber if he wishes to carry on in
that manner. The member for Benalla is to speak
without interjection.
Dr SYKES — It is the net profit that influences
your ability to live and make an income from your
business.
In terms of inconsistency, I attended a liquor licence
accord meeting last week in Benalla. A number of the
attendees raised concerns about being given different
information by different people from Responsible
Alcohol Victoria in response to the same queries. The
Victoria Hotel in Benalla had requested a reduction in
fees because of hardship, but that was knocked back. It
then applied for a reduction in trading hours; but that
too was knocked back. It then applied for a time
payment; that was knocked back.
Within a couple of days people from the liquor
licensing commission were ringing people who it had
knocked back under the hardship provisions, wanting to
do deals over modifying trading hours. How can one
fellow get knocked back on Friday, yet other people are
being contacted on Monday? It is incompetence on the
part of the government in implementing the regulations.
It is slow processing. One licensee has been waiting for
eight weeks for their application to be processed. In that
time — and it was an application to sell alcohol at
markets — they missed the opportunity to be at a major
market in our area, and that impacted significantly on
their income.
Firstly, I ask the minister to comment on some
questions about inconsistencies and issues about inept
management. I ask the minister if it is correct that
Responsible Alcohol Victoria inspectors are only
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working 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m. because of WorkSafe
issues? The minister should be talking to his staff out
there.
Secondly, is it correct that the infringement information
that is being collected by Responsible Alcohol Victoria
is not being shared with Victoria Police because there is
no memorandum of understanding?
Mr Foley interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will give the
member for Albert Park the call when it is his turn.
Dr SYKES — You check, because that is what was
told to the liquor licensee and accord attendees last
week — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Through the
Chair.
Dr SYKES — It is being ineptly managed.
The other thing is that the liquor licensing commission
under the direction of the Brumby government is
applying a reverse onus of proof. Licensees are being
expected to comply with an unreasonable, impractical
and expensive set of rules, guidelines and categories,
and unless they are prepared to modify their practices
they are told, ‘No licence; you are running out of time’.
Now I will move on to the government’s oblivion of the
impact of its proposals. The fees of community groups
and not-for-profit organisations have gone up from
around 50 to 93 bucks in 2009 to nearly $400. These
are the clubs where people go to get together to build
up each other’s spirits and generally enjoy a good time.
This is in the face of 12 tough years up in northern
Victoria, and this is in the face of three megafires —
and this government is saying, ‘We are going to ramp
up fees’.
Equally our small businesses have suffered from
12 tough years and three megafires. Tourism and
hospitality are the ways to go forward out of this
problem, but what is the government doing? It is
ramping up fees and making it harder for the bed and
breakfasts that are used to providing complimentary
port. When people sit down in the Murrindindi area to
enjoy a nice bed and breakfast’s hospitality with a nice
hot fire in the winter and a complimentary port, the
owner of that business will have to pay $400 for
making the port available.
I also have lots of correspondence from about
80 licensees in my area, interestingly, many of them
from the electorate of Seymour. The Black Spur Inn,
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the Buxton Hotel, the Flowerdale Hotel and the
Reddrops supermarket in Alexandra are all small
businesses that are hurting like heck as a result of these
fees going up unreasonably. This is in the face of the
regulatory impact statement saying the proposed riskbased renewal fees are not considered a burden on
small business. What a load of rubbish.
The other point is that the Premier is not listening. He
will not listen, although I should say the minister did
meet a deputation last year. When the minister met the
deputation he said, ‘Yes, the program does need some
finetuning or review’. That is code for, ‘We stuffed up
big time, but you’re going to bear the cost for the next
12 months’. There was no progress until The Tote got
closed. Yesterday we saw 20 000 people out there
saying to the government, ‘You’ve got it wrong’.
But the government does not listen. Most times there is
no government member out on the steps, but yesterday
we saw a number of government members out on the
steps wanting to be seen — the member for Bentleigh,
the member for Richmond, the member for Prahran and
the member for Mount Waverley — and all were
members whose seats are very close. They are dead
scared of getting rolled because of this outrageous
imposition.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I was on the
steps too.
Dr SYKES — I am sorry; the member for Oakleigh
was there too. The message is that this government
does not see the light until it feels the heat. In this case
the government does not feel the heat until its backside
is on fire. The people out there are torching its
backside.
Finally, I am wearing a tie that has got an elephant on
it. Everyone knows the elephant is an animal that never
forgets. I say to the Brumby government and to
backbenchers whose seats are at risk that the elephant is
not the only animal in the jungle that does not forget.
There are many, many people, especially in country
Victoria, who will send the government that message
on 27 November.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on this matter of public
importance. Before I start I cannot let the member for
Benalla’s comments go unchallenged. I would like to
reiterate the point that the minister made earlier in the
debate regarding our friend from Benalla’s comments
in the Mansfield Courier of 11 November last year
headed ‘Licence fee changes welcomed’. This is the
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member for Benalla’s letter; it is not a
misrepresentation. It begins:
The Liberal-National coalition has cautiously welcomed the
liquor licensing fee changes announced by the state
government.

This mob opposite will say and do anything to get its
name in the paper. That was last November’s position.
This year it has had five or six contrary arrangements so
far.
In terms of how this matter of public importance has
come before us, I am appalled and saddened in equal
parts by the matter appearing under the name of the
member for Malvern. He sits there on the opposition
bench or in his leafy suburb, where no doubt the social
highlights of the week are his efforts at croquet or a
civilized trip into town for a smoke at the Melbourne
Club with the old boys. He needs his opportunity to get
out with the chaps, no doubt.
This matter of public importance reflects the
unworldliness of someone who is apparently seen as the
future of the Liberal Party. It reflects his part-time
approach to his consumer affairs shadow portfolio now
that the shallow gene pool of talent has demanded that
the member for Malvern take on extra responsibilities.
It reflects the unworldliness over on that side. It reflects
that his part-time status as shadow spokesperson for
consumer affairs and his extra roles are anything but the
future of the Liberal Party. It is not the elephants on the
back bench but the shallow gene pool on the front
bench that reflects a range of concerns about this matter
of public importance being dished up for us here. First
and foremost it reflects an absolute and I think
deliberate misunderstanding of what public policy and
regulatory policy means in this state when it comes to
the important issue of liquor licensing. I take the
member back to the alcohol action plan as the
foundation from which the public policy arrangements
flow.
Secondly, the matter of public importance reflects the
worst attributes of the members of this opposition and
this shadow minister in particular when it comes to
public debate in this state. Their appeal is always to the
lowest common denominator. They will say and do
anything to grab the headline. They fail to do the hard
work on policy linkages and the implications of their
position. They fail to see the changes in public and
community behaviour and the fact that those changes in
community attitudes need a coherent policy response,
which this government has delivered.
This reflects the continual abandonment by the rabble
opposite of the long-term ideological basis of the once-

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 24 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

proud Liberal Party when it comes to hard work and its
public policy position. It is in keeping with its position
on most important issues — that it fails to do the work,
it fails to propose anything different, and it fails to
explain its position in a proper and coherent sense.
Let us consider the application of this matter of public
importance (MPI) and some of the specifics. Despite its
parading as supporting risk-based fees, it dresses up its
opposition to a risk-based system. That is what this
MPI does. We have heard the minister deliberately
point out that the position of those opposite is to oppose
a risk-based system; it would deliver to the taxpayer the
burden of the regulatory regime that would see some of
the worst performers profit and gouging profits being
delivered.
I have read the MPI and heard the shallow comments of
those opposite in public and in this place, which display
not the rhetorical position but the reality of what they
claim is their view. It says that those bad-performing
venues that have sought to avoid regulatory scrutiny
over time can gouge their way to, in some cases, mega
profits on the back of the taxpayer-funded system and
have a friend in the Liberal Party in the member for
Malvern. It says that for those operators who seek to
run venues that are unsafe — in my electorate we have
had instances of dwarf tossing and of ‘no undies
Mondays’ — all their arrangements are supported by
those opposite.
Their opposing time and again the introduction of the
risk-based system shows the true colours of those
opposite — that they will say anything for the headline,
and that they oppose the policy position of this
government and those of all comparable regulatory
systems in comparable jurisdictions around the world to
move to this kind of system. These people are out of
step with reality and with community expectations
about tackling the changes in community behaviour and
dealing with risk-based approaches to alcohol-fuelled
violence, particularly in and around entertainment
precincts.
But we really should not be surprised, because their
position is to continue to oppose everything that deals
with changes in community safety issues in and around
particularly entertainment precincts such as those in my
electorate, and presumably, given the high social
activities of Malvern, they have well and truly passed
that community by.
The princes of public policy paucity over there, the
protectors of the booze barons, those who oppose any
measures that come up with such arrangements are the
people — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
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Mr FOLEY — The member for Malvern would be
better placed not misusing his electoral allowance by
distributing his material in other members’ electorates
and instead — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order!
Mr FOLEY — He should do decent, hard work in
this policy area rather than misusing taxpayers funds;
he has no regard for taxpayers funds. With his policy
position he wants to make sure that the 120 police that
this system will deliver on the ground in the hot spots
where there are issues in and around entertainment
precincts across the state will not be there. He wants to
make sure that the 40 full-time inspectors who work
24/7, despite the myth that the author of fairytales up on
the back bench from Benalla might have us believe, and
who are out there delivering day in, day out — —
Dr Sykes — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member for Albert Park is misleading the
Parliament.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr FOLEY — I stand by my earlier comments. Let
us start at the most basic of premises for dealing with
this apparent matter of public importance being paraded
here today. The issue of a risk-based licensing system is
a key plank of the much broader policy outcomes that
this state seeks through the Victorian alcohol action
plan.
As members well know, that action plan is made up of
three key areas. The first is the area of health. I assume
those opposite would support the notion that activities
around the abuse of alcohol is a major endemic health
problem in our community. The second area is
education and cultural change. We want to send a
message around what has been an emerging pattern
over a few years now of alcohol consumption as a
whole, per head of population, reducing but alcohol
being consumed by a small cohort of the population —
sadly, young people, male and female — in a particular
time frame and in particular types of venues.
The third area is the compliance and enforcement
plank. It is this plank that those opposite have sadly and
continually sought to oppose. They can dress up their
argument to say they support a risk-based system. They
can dress up their argument to say they support
compliance and enforcement. But when given the
opportunity time after time to do something about it, to
take a decision and support measures to do that, they
are found wanting, because they are a vacuum when it
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comes to having a coherent, ideological public policy
position in this area.
I will wind up by pointing to the efforts made by those
in the compliance and enforcement area. We are
starting to see amendment and reform in this area. A
few years ago the St Kilda Festival had a notorious
reputation for violence and trouble. Two weekends ago
we had 400 000 people at the festival. The combined
efforts of the regulatory regime — the City of Port
Phillip, Victoria Police and the compliance
inspectorate — returned a record low number of
incidents so that 400 000 people enjoyed the best of live
music in this city with a minimum of alcohol-fuelled
violence.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is a pleasure to support
the matter of public importance proposed by the
member for Malvern. I wish to speak about how the
government’s new liquor licensing laws are going to
affect the community organisations on the Mornington
Peninsula, and specifically the tourism industry in my
electorate.
I will start at Mordialloc, where licensing fees for the
Mordialloc Life Saving Club — hardly a hotbed of
alcohol-fuelled violence! — have increased from $93 in
2009 to $397 in 2010, a 326 per cent increase. The
Parkdale United Cricket Club, a tremendous cricket
club with a restricted club licence, has seen its fee
increase from $98.70 to $397, a 300 per cent increase.
First Class Hampers in Mordialloc, again hardly a
hotbed of alcohol-fuelled violence, has a renewable
limited licence and sales only by internet or telephone;
it has seen its fee go from $93 to $397, a 326 per cent
increase. This is how it affects the ordinary, everyday
clubs and organisations on the Mornington Peninsula.
I will now move to Frankston, an area which is closer
to my electorate, where the Frankston Dolphins Junior
Football Club has a renewable limited licence which
only operates in the football season, between April and
September. The club’s fee has increased by 326 per
cent, from $93 to $397. The Centenary Park Golf Club,
where I would say there is hardly any alcohol-fuelled
violence, has a full club licence, which has gone from
$261.80 up to $795 this year, representing a 203 per
cent increase. The Frankston RSL, another great
community organisation, has a full club licence; its fee
has increased by 203 per cent, from $261.80 to $795.
I move now to my electorate and the effect that these
laws will have on the tourism industry in my electorate.
I have had a number of emails from tourism
organisations and businesses explaining to me how the
increased fees are affecting them. I received an email
from Cameron Chapman of Topez, who says:
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Topez is a small family run business that commenced
operation two years ago … Profit from sales does not exceed
$2000 —

a year, so that is a very small business —
… The increase in the new liquor licensing fees by over
400 per cent means that we are now forced to close our
business which we have spent endless hours and dollars in
promoting. We appealed the fee but like every other operator
we have spoken to the appeal was rejected.
…
We are extremely upset at having to close our operation so I
hope that in some way messages like this can reach those
responsible.

And that is what I am doing here; it is a pity the
government is not doing that. That email continues:
We are now left with over $40 000 worth of stock that we
will have to discard or dispose of via other means as we
cannot afford the new fees.

I also received an email from Ann and Ian Duncan of
Briarswood Cottage bed and breakfast, again hardly a
scene of alcohol-fuelled violence and knifings; it is a
cosy bed and breakfast in Mount Martha. They say:
Please find attached a letter sent to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs which explains our objection to the increase of our
licence fee. We had a response two months later which stated
that our letter was noted but no reduction was available to us.
Therefore we have not renewed our licence and are now not
able to sell or serve liquor to our B&B guests.

I also received an email from Kay and Rick Smith of
Olivers Creek Retreat in Tyabb. This is a bed and
breakfast in the sleepy little hamlet of Tyabb, hardly a
scene of alcohol-fuelled violence and knifings, but they
are being forced to pay. They say:
We own and operate a bed and breakfast cottage for two
guests … and have done so for nine years.
We have maintained a 4.5-star rating … To maintain star
ratings —

they need to provide extra requirements. What they do
is include a ‘complimentary provision of port or sherry
for guests’ in that bed and breakfast. They have a cosy
little bed and breakfast, providing a romantic getaway;
they are not roaming the streets of Tyabb, violently
kicking in windows and starting fights, but they are
being made to pay for this. They say:
We had a small complimentary decanter of port for
guests … We have several packages available …of … either
French champagne or a local wine.

However, they just do these packages about four times
year. In 2009 their licence fee was $93:
In November 2009 we received a letter stating that our licence
fee for 2010 will be increasing by $304 to $397.
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At the end of their email, they say:
The effects of this exorbitant and prohibitive fee increase to
our establishment means we no longer provide
complimentary port to guests —

so they cannot offer the service that they normally
do —
we no longer do packages with wine included and rather than
drop our star rating we have dropped out of the AAA tourism
star rating program altogether, it also means the Victorian
government are now losing $93.00 from every small
establishment in the same predicament as us.

And that is indicative of a lot of establishments along
the Mornington Peninsula and, I am sure, in other
tourism areas as well.
I also received an email from Naomi and Peter
Nicholson of Tamasha House, Melbourne Road,
Sorrento — hardly a scene of alcohol-fuelled violence.
They have their hands in their pockets too:
We have a run a bed and breakfast for 15 years in Sorrento. I
was an original member of the Victorian B&B Association.

They go on to say:
We have paid $50 a year for some years, then a year or two
ago it became a limited licence and the cost went to $90. This
year it is $390 and we decided it was not worth it.

They, too, have scrapped the extras that they offered —
a complimentary glass of wine — to guests at their
quiet bed and breakfast in Sorrento.
Mr O’Brien — Now the streets are so much safer!
Mr DIXON — That is right. The people who used
to go to this bed and breakfast in Sorrento would have
their glass of complimentary wine, go out there and
knife people; they would start fights and would kick in
windows in Sorrento. Hardly! They should not be
punished for this sort of thing.
Also Kay Wheeler from the Petit Amour Cottage in
Mount Martha emailed me. She said:
There is a large group of accommodation providers, bed and
breakfast operators within the Mornington Peninsula and
across the state, that are concerned about this issue and [the]
impact it will have on their businesses and tourism.
I personally am a small sole operator of a self-contained
cottage in Mornington … one couple per booking.

She provides romantic escapes, and went on to say:
I have been actively promoting and providing one bottle of
wine with cheese and biscuits on arrival since [I] started in
business seven years ago.
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…
Added to this is the fact that I insist the complimentary wine I
provide be local Mornington Peninsula wine.

So these are the flow-on effects to the whole tourism
industry, and industry on the Mornington Peninsula.
The email further says:
I purchase approximately 5–6 dozen bottles of Mornington
Peninsula wine a year, the cost of which is approximately
$600. When I first obtained the licence it was around
$50.00 per annum … The fee then went up to $90.00 per
annum … This latest renewal fee of $397.00 will dramatically
impact on my ability to continue to provide the
complimentary wine …

Another bed and breakfast operator decided she was so
upset about what it was going to cost her that she
looked at what was happening in other tourism
destinations. For example, she looked at Queensland; it
seems there is no liquor licensing required for any
premises that have less than six guests, which would
encompass most bed and breakfasts that we have in
Victoria and obviously in Queensland as well.
Here we see, whether it be in Frankston or Mordialloc,
community organisations and the very important
tourism industry on the Mornington Peninsula — our
biggest industry; there are so many small business
operators running bed and breakfasts and other small
tourism operations — being dramatically affected by
this unfair licence. These are the real, everyday people
who should not be punished for what is happening in
King Street and in other areas of Melbourne.
I accept it is not just King Street; it is happening in
other areas of Melbourne. But what is happening is that
very small businesses that are trying to do the right
thing are being punished by this strike with a massive
hammer that is just not required for these sorts of
businesses. They deserve better, and I implore the
government to go back and look at this whole system
and start again. I compliment the member for Malvern
on the fantastic work he has done on this and in
bringing forward the real issues and their effect on real
people, real community organisations and real
businesses.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I rise to speak in
opposition to this matter of public importance and to
delve into a number of issues that have arisen over
recent years in Victoria, which have led to the need to
make changes to and improvements in liquor licensing
in order to best deal with the problems that are caused
by alcohol abuse and alcohol-fuelled violence in our
community.
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It is an issue that has arisen in numerous places around
Australia and around the world. It is not a problem that
is restricted to Victoria but as a government and as a
community, we have to take responsible steps to ensure
that the response to these emerging issues is adequate
and that the community, both in its sense of amenity
and in its sense of safety, is properly protected.
As a community we all have a responsibility to play a
role in this respect — not just those of us who are
members of Parliament, not just people who enjoy
going out to have a drink of an evening, and not just
people who live in areas that are potentially affected by
alcohol issues. The whole community has a
responsibility. That includes those who operate licensed
venues in Victoria.
Historically we have had a system where those who
operate licensed venues and who make profits from that
industry have been supported by the taxpayers of
Victoria because of the cost involved to the taxpayer
being far in excess of the charges that have been
imposed on that industry. Over the last year or two the
government has made a conscious decision to recover
the full costs of compliance and of policing alcoholrelated harm in our community. It is time the licensed
venue industry in this state paid its fair share of the
costs that the community otherwise has to bear in
cleaning up the mess of alcohol abuse and alcoholrelated violence.
I think the principle I am enunciating is one that is
readily accepted by most people in the community.
Certainly most people in my community accept that
principle — that those who are engaged in the business
of service of alcohol need to pay the price of the
regulation of that industry, of ensuring compliance with
the liquor laws and of ensuring we have the police in
place to deal with the public safety and amenity issues
caused by alcohol abuse.
It is not simply what goes on in licensed premises that
is the issue here. What goes on in licensed premises
spills out into our streets and our communities, and it is
that part of the cost of alcohol and the cost to the
alcohol industry that industry members need to be
responsible for in addition to simply what goes on in
their premises. It is no good any longer for those
involved in the industry to say, ‘We will push the
problems out onto the footpath and into the residential
streets around entertainment precincts and in other parts
of the state, and it is up to other people to clean up and
pay the price’. We all as a community have a
responsibility in this area, and the risk-based liquor
licensing system the government has brought in in two
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stages over the course of the last year or so is designed
to do just that.
Mrs Victoria — It’s not risk based.
Mr LUPTON — The basis of the system is cost
recovery and taking risk into account. All fees have
gone up to some extent, but — —
Mr Burgess — So somebody with no risk shouldn’t
have to pay any more?
Mr Hudson — It’s cost recovery.
Mr LUPTON — It is cost recovery and risk based.
The cost recovery in the system needs to be applied to
that extent to anybody who is the recipient of a liquor
licence in this state. We are talking about fees in a
range of $300 to $400 in most cases for limited
licences. For cafes, for small operators and for
restaurants the fees have been kept very low, and the
big fee increases have been applied to the big pubs, the
big nightclubs and the sexually explicit entertainment
venues. Those venues in King Street are paying
$30 000 a year where they were paying previously low
fees.
Mr Nardella — How much?
Mr LUPTON — Thirty thousand dollars a year.
They are paying fees commensurate with what we
believe to be an appropriate response in relation to risk.
The whole issue of businesses that are licensed venues
is historically a pretty complex one. I have talked to
licensees, and particularly with licensees in my own
area I have had numerous discussions about licensing
and fees and the way in which these things can impact
on business, and one of the important principles that
licensed operators broadly understand is that unsafe
entertainment precincts are not good for business.
People do not want to go to places where there is risk of
harm. What is good for businesses, licensed venues and
others in these areas is safer precincts where people are
happy to go out at night knowing they are going to be
safe and can enjoy themselves and have a vibrant nightlife in a dynamic city. That is what we want. We do not
want the unsafe aspects, the violence and the other
things that go with alcohol-fuelled violence and abuse.
We put in place a scheme that will achieve those
outcomes, and the licensed venue operators need to be
able to pay that fee in order to deliver the outcomes.
What are the outcomes? More police, more compliance
officers and a range of extra powers for the director of
liquor licensing to ensure the safe and responsible
service of alcohol.
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When we look at some of those powers, what do we
find? These liquor licence fee increases will pay for
120 extra police on the streets to go to those hot spots
where alcohol-fuelled violence and alcohol abuse are
serious problems. And they are problems around the
state. The Allen Consulting Group study found that
about half of the licensed venues that had the highest
assault rates in the state were outside metropolitan
Melbourne, so do not let anyone suggest that this is just
a King Street issue or just a metropolitan Melbourne
issue! We need those extra police, and this liquor
licensing fee scheme is going to deliver those extra
police on the streets as well as the extra compliance
officers, and that is important to make sure that licensed
venues are doing the right thing and complying with the
law.
Where do we find the Liberal Party on this issue? In my
own area a little while ago the Liberal Party was putting
out material saying all licensed venues should shut by
2.00 a.m. It was a blanket approach. We are not talking
lockouts here; we are talking ‘Close the doors;
everyone out!’ at 2.00 a.m. Then, once the new liquor
licensing fees were announced and a campaign was
started by the Liberal Party and some of its supporters
about fees, it dumped all of that. It dumped the, ‘We are
against late night venues’ and now has started to say, ‘It
is not the venues at all; it is just the drunks’ — and they
were just getting drunk from nowhere in particular! It is
saying it was just drunks and the venues have no
responsibility at all.
The Liberal Party flip-flops; it changes its position and
is completely unreliable when it comes to all of these
issues of community safety, liquor licensing and
community amenity. Opposition members will say
anything to anybody they are talking to in order to try
and get the support of any protest group that is going
around in this state.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Malvern will cease interjecting.
Mr LUPTON — People do not like paying taxes,
but this Liberal-National coalition, in opposition,
simply goes to people and says, ‘We do not want you to
have to pay fees. We do not want you to have to pay
any of these charges. We will support you’, but they
come up with no positive propositions at all; they just
oppose everything that is put forward in this
Parliament — from banning notices from the director of
liquor licensing to having extra powers to close down
unsafe venues — all of these things are opposed by the
Liberal Party, and this MPI should be opposed.
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Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It is a great
pleasure to speak on this matter of public importance in
regard to liquor licensing and to stand here and
condemn the Brumby Labor government for
introducing these absolutely ridiculous, unfair,
discriminatory and unreasonable changes to liquor
licensing fees. I have many quotes that I am going to
give the house, from local businesses and those further
afield.
There was talk that risk-based renewal fees are not
considered a burden on business. How can anybody
come out and say that, when they are looking at very
small businesses — and again I will give members
some examples of that in a moment.
How can anyone expect small businesses and
community groups such as we have been talking about,
such as bowling clubs and all types of things here, to be
able to afford collectively to cough up $20 million a
year in additional fees — in other words, in additional
taxes for this government to go and spend? The
government says it will be spent on police. We do not
have enough police in Boronia as we speak, but that has
nothing to do with alcohol-fuelled violence. On a daily
basis, during daylight hours, the area does not have
enough police to put on the beat, so that government
claim is absolutely null and void.
One reason for the flat tax for all liquor suppliers is the
notion of ‘prefuelling’, which I know some of my
colleagues have spoken about. This is why they say
they can get away with charging suburban packaged
liquor outlets far more money than they have been
doing in the past, and that is because they say people
are getting drunk before they go into town, so citybound revellers — who, of course, are the only people
who shop at local liquor outlets in my area! — get
drunk before they go into town.
If this is the case, why when they get into town are the
bouncers not stopping them at the door? Perhaps we
should be looking at the licences of those larger
premises, where the bouncers are perhaps not doing
their jobs. Why are we not looking at the protocols in
place in these establishments? Why are they not
refusing entry before the problem gets so much worse?
Let me give you some examples. These are not made
up; these are not airy-fairy. These are real things that
people are telling us.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
member for Bayswater to speak through the Chair.
When she says ‘you’, she is actually addressing me.
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Mrs VICTORIA — I beg your pardon — you
collectively, on the other side.
Our local tennis club, the H. E. Parker Reserve in
Heathmont, is a very small club. It has a BYO licence.
It changed its constitution to obtain that BYO licence so
that people, perhaps from a visiting club, could bring
along some beer to have after Monday night tennis, if it
was a hot night, or to have a Saturday afternoon casual
barbecue for members once a month, if they wanted to
come along. What had been happening was people,
knowing that they did not have a liquor licence, would
stand outside the perimeter of the courts, in the car park
which is council land, and that is where they would
have a drink.
The club did the responsible thing, it got its BYO
licence, but instead of it being charged about $90 a
year, it is now paying $397 a year — just so they do not
get into trouble — but $397 is an incredibly large
amount for a very small club to find every year. That
amount could go towards paying their light bills or on
maintenance around the club — all sorts of things.
About $300 may not be a lot of money for members
opposite, who have extreme wealth, but to a local club,
$300 is a lot of money; it could use that $300 in so
many different ways. The club says it did not receive
notification of how to apply for a reduction, so perhaps
it will now have to wait if a new round of reductions is
going to be in place next year.
The Noise Bar in Brunswick — and I need to explain
that ‘noise’ refers to cultural noise, not volume —
supports, develops and assists Australian culture and
artists. It can host anything up to 1000 artists a year on
two stages, but that figure is a little misleading because
the audiences can be only up to 225 people. The
audiences range from literally zero for bands or artists
who come in without a following but simply want to be
filmed, so they make a TV program called Noise TV,
which is streamed online. It was on SBS for three years.
It is now online. It is philanthropic. It is a not-for-profit
establishment. In order to comply with the new laws,
they had to put in CCTV at a cost of $75 000, and last
year they paid an extra $50 000 for additional guards.
We are talking about places where you do not have a
large audience. As I said, this is philanthropic. They
aim — they have accommodation on the premises — to
house, feed, employ and train emerging artists.
This is to help artists develop themselves in a creative
sense, so perhaps they can go on and create
employment for themselves as artists. This is an
alternative to busking, and these people have not been
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able to open their doors since Christmas for this type of
activity because of the amount of money they are going
to have to pay.
They are aware of sound pressure levels. Before they
opened they consulted their neighbours, council and
police. They do everything within the rules. It is taking
away the opportunity for film and TV students to learn
how to put together a TV show. In fact, even the
Premier has been on this TV show — but it will no
longer exist if there are no bands to film.
They have never had an issue with violence. Their live
music is seen as a social gathering where all classes are
equal, and they simply do not have a problem.
Simon, the owner, says, in talking about Sydney, it is:
a lifeless, soulless town where the only good thing to do is
eat. They are very good at restaurants, but the live music
scene is dead. So many come to Melbourne for Noise TV to
be able to perform and get some experience.

Rattlers Hotel in Wallan is a small hotel. It was a refuge
during the bushfires. Its liquor licensing fee was $500
in 2006; in 2009 it was $2385. Add to that the
unbelievable increases in insurance premiums and
when you combine the two — the increase in the
licence and also the insurance premiums because of the
fire services levy and that type of thing — their fees
have been increased by $8110. That is not the total; that
is the increase.
It is a very small pub. It is very family friendly, without
trouble and, as I said, has been an amazing support to
the community, yet it is having to cough up an extra
$8000 a year. The publican there is really not sure how
she is going to do it.
What is the member for Seymour doing about that?
That is a good question! How do the hotels within the
bushfire-affected region expect to re-establish
themselves if they cannot open and operate in the way
that they would like to? The Premier is very determined
to shift the blame onto pubs and clubs instead of taking
some responsibility himself for what is going on.
Let me quickly tell members about Bayswater Cellars.
They have been operating for over 100 years. Their fees
have gone up from $249 to $1590 — a 530 per cent
increase. Add to that council rates, land tax and
insurance increases, and you have an extra $6000 or
$7000 a year imposed there on those cellars. The owner
applied for a hardship exemption, but was knocked
back. He is self-employed; he only opens from 12 noon
to 7.00 p.m., six days a week — with no violence and
no trouble, but he is copping the extra.
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Schokolade is an establishment which has been
operating for four years; Troy and Michelle are
hardworking small business owners. They supply 7 to
8 dozen bottles a year in hampers to celebrate birthdays,
Valentine’s Day and all of that sort of thing. They paid
their accountant $300 to do the exemption paperwork
but were knocked back, so the fee has gone from about
$90 to $397, plus the on-cost of the accountant because
they did not have time to do it. They were told that
basically the impost has to be seen to break the business
before they will get the exemption. Why do we have to
break businesses in order to give them exemptions? It is
absolutely ridiculous.
I turn to a key example. The minister responsible for
this ill-conceived scheme, the member for Mitcham,
has in his electorate the Mitcham IGA supermarket plus
its liquor store. The fee for a packaged liquor licence
was about $250 in 2009; it has increased to $1590 this
year. That is a 536 per cent increase. Compare that to
Dan Murphy’s in Alphington — and I think you can
gather the volume difference there — which is only
paying $795 a year. It is paying $795 in comparison to
$1590. Do not forget that if these premises want to
open later, or on Anzac Day, Christmas Day or
anything like that, they will be coughing up an extra
$4770 on top of their $1500 licence. How can the
government get away with that?
Let us have a look at Forest Hill and what the member
is doing over there. Let us have a look at the AMF
bowling alley in Forest Hill — and it is not exactly a
hotbed of violence over there. It has an on-premise
licence to trade until 1.00 a.m., Monday to Saturday. Its
licence fee has gone up from $323 to $2385. That is a
636 per cent increase. I want to know what the member
for Mitcham is doing, I want to know what the member
for Forest Hill is doing and I want to know what the
Labor Party — and, I have to say, the benches on the
other side of the chamber are very vacant at this point in
time — is doing to help small business.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I rise to speak against
the matter of public importance put forward by the
opposition, because the government has introduced a
risk-based licence fee system that meets the cost of
regulation. Fees are based on the type of licence held
and on an assessment of the licensed premises against a
number of risk factors. Quite frankly, those risk factors
are common sense. If you look at late-night venues, you
will see the risk factors — they are larger venues, they
are trading after 1.00 a.m. and they have a large number
of patrons.
It is obvious that under this structure late-night venues
will continue to pay the highest fees, with smaller,
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earlier closing venues paying less. Venues with a
capacity of fewer than 200 patrons and venues open
only until 1.00 a.m. do not pay a risk-based fee. Venues
that require more policing and regulation are paying
more because it costs the public more to create a safe
environment at those places, and venues that have a
poor compliance history are going to pay more in 2011.
When members of the opposition talk about this, they
seem to talk about it as if alcohol-related harm has no
cost. Let me remind the house that the turnover of
alcohol sales in this state is in the billions of dollars.
Alcohol-related harm in the Victorian community costs
$4.3 billion, and the cost of that alcohol-related harm to
the Victorian taxpayer is $366 million. This is where
the member for Malvern does not understand what is
going on. On several occasions in this place he has said,
‘We do not need more bureaucrats with biros, we need
more cops with cuffs’. What the member for Malvern
does not understand is that this system delivers both of
those things. The new risk-based liquor licensing
system has delivered 120 extra police to the hot spots
around Melbourne and around the state. The member
for Malvern wants to take those police off the streets by
scrapping the $20 million increase in liquor licence
fees.
The liquor licensing compliance directorate is making
sure that licensees meet their licence requirements. It is
making sure they are serving alcohol responsibly, it is
making sure they have CCTV (closed-circuit
television), it is making sure they employ the
appropriate level of security and it is making sure there
is a reduction in the negative impacts of the operation
of licensed venues on the neighbourhoods around them.
Those bureaucrats the member for Malvern loves to
deride are actually having an impact. They have
undertaken nearly 17 000 inspections, issued over
2900 voluntary compliance letters and initiated over
50 criminal investigations for liquor offences.
Licensees are being forced to clean up their act, they are
not serving alcohol to minors, they are not serving
alcohol to intoxicated people — they are making sure
their venue is compliant. Not only are those bureaucrats
having a direct impact on reducing alcohol-fuelled
violence, they are also ensuring that police resources
are freed up to deal with problems on the streets outside
the venues — problems that are caused by alcoholfuelled violence. The member for Malvern obviously
has no idea how the compliance regime works.
On the question of small live music venues, for over a
decade the director of liquor licensing has imposed
special security conditions on premises that trade after
1.00 a.m.; on premises that provide live or recorded
amplified music; on premises where amenity concerns
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have been raised by residents, police or the local
council; on premises where there have been incidents of
alcohol-related violence and antisocial behaviour; and
on premises where the licensees have been found to be
in breach of their conditions. These special security
conditions have required those venues to have CCTV,
to ensure that all staff are trained in the responsible
service of alcohol and to employ a specified number of
crowd controllers, which to date has been two for the
first 100 patrons and one for each additional
100 patrons after that.
Representatives of the music industry have said they
are concerned about the general rollout and
enforcement last year at all venues of those conditions
relating to the number of crowd controllers they are
required to have irrespective of the nature and size of
the venue and irrespective of when they play live
music. The government has listened to that concern.
That is why the Premier initiated the round table with
the music industry to discuss those concerns. That is
why a task force that I chaired was able to come up
with an agreement with Fair Go 4 Live Music, with
Save Live Australia’s Music and the newly established
Music Victoria, where it was agreed in writing that live
music venues could ask the director of liquor licensing
to reverse the imposition of special security conditions
relating to crowd controllers with the agreement of
Victoria Police.
Let us be clear about this measure: this does not affect
the imposition of specific licence conditions that apply
as a result of compliance issues. It does not affect
mediated outcomes agreed with local government, with
residents, with the director of liquor licensing, with the
police or in line with planning requirements determined
by the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
Where a licensee clearly wants to keep their licence,
they know that to do that they need to have appropriate
security. Licensees will still be expected to maintain a
safe venue, having proper regard for issues of amenity.
Mr O’Brien — The fees are still going up.
Mr HUDSON — The member for Malvern says by
interjection that the fees are still going up. The fact is
that licence fees are there to recover the costs of
regulation and to ensure that venues are properly
policed.
Because members of the opposition have no policy they
tried to cash in on the music rally yesterday and the
passion generated by live music lovers by holding up
placards which said ‘The Liberals support live music’.
The response from the crowd — which was to tell the
Liberals where to go in language that I cannot repeat in
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the Parliament — showed that those people know how
shallow that response from the Liberals is. They know
that the Liberals do not have a policy on this and know
nothing about the operation of live music venues. They
know that members of the opposition are not the ones
who are going to support live music venues. They
know that the opposition has no policy on such venues
and that probably opposition members have not even
been inside them. They know that it is this government
that is supporting young musicians through the
$7.1 million Victoria Rocks music program, giving
them a start in the industry and giving them the
opportunity to showcase their talents and to have the
start they need in the live music scene.
At the rally the master of ceremonies, Brian Nankervis,
described the display of those placards — members of
the Liberal Party were holding up banners that said
‘The Liberals support live music’ — as one of the
weirdest things he had ever seen. People who were at
the rally know that is a complete sham and a farce, that
that is not the case. What the government has done
clearly is shown — —
Mr O’Brien — They welcomed our support. Go
on — finish the quote from the Age! They welcome our
support.
Mr HUDSON — Mr Nankervis said, ‘Well, I guess
we are all in this together’.
Mr O’Brien — Exactly.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Mr HUDSON — People who were at the rally have
seen through members of the opposition. They know
the opposition does not have a policy. They know that
the opposition does not support live music venues.
They know that opposition members wanted to close
venues at 2.00 a.m. Those people also know that in
order to operate beyond 1.00 a.m. they need to comply
with security conditions, including providing
appropriate crowd controllers and respecting the
amenity of the local neighbourhood in order to stay
open. I oppose the proposition put forward by the
opposition.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — The rambling
contribution to the debate from the member for
Bentleigh shows just how out of touch this government
is. After being in power for 10 years its members are
standing up in here to try to defend the indefensible.
What an outrage! What a disgrace! Government
members are saying that the government is putting in a
licensing system which is responsible as it applies to
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small businesses. The government should go and tell
florists, who have had significant increases in their fees,
that the increase is due to all the violence that is taking
place in the florist shops around Victoria. The
government should go to businesses that put chocolates
and a bottle of wine in hampers they sell that their
increase in fees is because of the violence that is taking
place in the chocolate shops around Victoria. It is a
disgrace. The contributions from government members
are ridiculous.
The matter of public importance that has been put
forward by the member for Malvern is significant for
businesses around this state. We on this side of the
house are unashamedly supportive of the needs of small
business in this community. Unlike those opposite, we
will stand up for the needs of small business. The
fundamental problem we have with antisocial
behaviour in this state is the lack of police on the beat
patrolling the streets of Melbourne. Government
members can pretty it up as much as they like. They
can attack the florist shops, the bed and breakfasts and
the chocolate providers, but the reality is that antisocial
behaviour has burgeoned under the watch of those
opposite.
The government should not blame the opposition or
blame the state; it is the government’s responsibility to
provide enough police on the beat to deal with
antisocial behaviour. Instead of that this government
has gone out and attacked legitimate small businesses
which, I would like to remind the member for
Bentleigh, are not responsible for the antisocial
behaviour.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! If the member for Bentleigh and the member for
Malvern want to go outside and discuss the matter, they
can do so. They should not do it across the table when
someone else is on their feet.
Mr WAKELING — Thank you very much, Acting
Speaker. The member for Bentleigh should know
better. I would like him to come out and talk to a golf
course operator who has had a significant increase in
fees. He should ask that golf course operator why he is
having to suffer an increase in fees, because he
certainly is not responsible for the alcohol-fuelled
violence that is taking place in King Street. The way in
which the government has handled this issue is a sham,
and it is interesting to see the response of those
opposite. Government members are more than happy to
defend the situation, but more importantly many of
them have sat on their hands and said nothing. I would
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be very interested to hear a contribution to this debate
from the member for Gembrook, for example. I would
be interested to hear how she feels about how much the
3 Kings Bed and Breakfast, a hotbed of antisocial
behaviour at Yarra Junction, has suffered due to an
increase in fees. The fees have gone from $93 to
$397 — a 326 per cent increase — because of all the
antisocial behaviour that is taking place at that bed and
breakfast!
What about the Mount Thule Vineyard in Gladesdale,
which has suffered an increase in fees of 75 per cent,
from $226 to $397? It is an absolute disgrace. What
about the volunteers at the Belgrave fire brigade social
club. There is a hotbed of antisocial behaviour amongst
those volunteers, who have suffered a 258 per cent
increase — from $154 to $397 — because this
government cannot look after antisocial behaviour that
is thriving in this state! Instead of fixing the problem
and providing more police on the beat, which the
community, providers and hotel operators are calling
out for, government members are punishing bed-andbreakfast operators, vineyards and fire brigade
volunteers in Belgrave. It is an absolute disgrace. I
cannot believe that government members can sit stony
faced in this place and not be prepared to do something
about fixing that problem. I would be interested to hear
what the member for Gembrook is going to do about
fixing the situation for these three organisations in her
electorate.
I turn to the member for Mount Waverley, who is the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. Let us look at some organisations in her
electorate which apparently contribute to the levels of
antisocial behaviour and violence in the community.
What about the Mount Waverley Bowling Club? I do
not know whether we could justify a 203 per cent
increase in that club’s liquor licensing fees. I can
imagine the crowd controllers lining up, ladies at one
end and crowd controllers at the other for the men. That
is just for the greens; let us not worry about getting into
the bar. That is a 203 per cent increase in fees — from
$261 up to $795. It is a disgrace. There is no legitimacy
in that increase. No-one can explain to me how this
risk-based approach applies. The member for Bentleigh
talked about it earlier. How can he go out and talk to the
Mount Waverley Bowling Club — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WAKELING — He can talk about cost
recovery or he can talk about whatever he likes, but I
want him to go and talk to the people at the Mount
Waverley Bowling Club and say, ‘Your behaviour is
responsible for a 203 per cent increase in your fees’.
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An honourable member — Michael Gidley will
stand up for them.
Mr WAKELING — I am sure Michael Gidley, the
Liberal candidate for Mount Waverley, will. I know the
member for Gembrook is very quiet on these issues,
and I understand that Brad Battin, the Liberal candidate
for Gembrook, will go into bat for these organisations.
It will be interesting to see if the member for Mount
Waverley will go into bat for the Mount Waverley
Bowling Club, because if she does not, then I am sure
Michael Gidley, the Liberal candidate, will go into bat
for that club.
The next group to discuss is the Mount Waverley
Catholics Cricket Club.
Mr O’Brien — You cannot trust those Catholics!
Mr WAKELING — The member for Malvern
understands all about the Roman Catholic faith, and he
would know if people of his faith deserve that 302 per
cent fee increase. What a disgrace. That Catholic
cricket club does not deserve a 302 per cent fee
increase. How ridiculous is that? I am waiting to see the
member for Mount Waverley go out and explain to the
Catholic members of the local cricket club why that
organisation suffered a 302 per cent fee increase.
I have not even got to the best example yet. It is the
local cinema, the Waverley Cinema, at the Pinewood
shopping centre. It is a privately operated cinema, and it
is an institution for people in the east because many
organisations have discount cards so that people can
support the local cinema and then a percentage of the
ticket sales is paid back to a local charity or school. I
have a card for my kids’ local school, but do we know
if the Pinewood cinema has been a bastion of antisocial
behaviour for many years? Parents would not take their
kids on a Saturday afternoon to go to see Shrek if they
knew there was antisocial behaviour. Justifiably, I am
sure those opposite would say, that cinema deserves a
326 per cent fee increase. When the Pinewood cinema
paid its liquor licensing fee it was increased from $93 to
$397. Can anyone opposite, with any degree of
legitimacy, stand up and explain to me how the
Pinewood cinema, which has kids sitting there on a
Saturday afternoon watching Pixar films, can justifiably
be asked to pay a 326 per cent increase in fees?
What is the member for Mount Waverley doing to
represent the needs of her local community? What is
she doing to assist the operators of the Pinewood
cinema? What is she doing to assist the local cricket
club and the Mount Waverley Bowling Club? She is
silent on these issues, as are most members opposite,
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because at the end of the day the reality is that the
violence is not occurring at the local cinemas, the
violence is not occurring at our local bed-and-breakfast
establishments and the violence is not occurring at the
local bowls club — although it can get out of hand on a
Saturday afternoon, I am sure! The violence is
happening on the streets of Melbourne. Those opposite
are charged with the responsibility of fixing this
problem and putting more police out on the beat. The
government has had its time; it has had its chance. It
cannot deliver, and come November its time will be
over.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — That
was a very ordinary contribution we just heard. It was
an absolute load of drivel from the opposition. There
was a lot of finger-pointing, but the opposition is not
tough on crime, just big on whine. It is big on
whingeing, not tough on crime. It will not support the
extra 120 police we have proposed, and it will not ban
dangerous and tasteless drink promotions, as we have
done. The opposition would not support that, and I do
not know what the problem is with that. It would not
strengthen the director of liquor licensing’s power to
declare targeted lockouts, because it did not like that
either.
The opposition will not support the basic things needed
to get tough on crime, but it comes into this house to
whinge, whine and prance around — like it did
yesterday. There was the Dad’s Army out the front of
Parliament House dancing. Some friends of mine were
in the crowd yesterday, and they thought it was
hysterically funny — they thought Dad’s Army had
taken up dancing! We have seen no policy from the
opposition, but we saw a couple of dancers and
prancers sitting out the front yesterday with a couple of
placards and not much else.
I remember when we introduced the hoon legislation
there were a couple of members on the other side who
were worried about the poor hoons. They put up the
white flag — be kind to hoons week! Opposition
members did not want to take cars away from the hoons
if they had broken the law; they were a bit
uncomfortable with that, because they like votes from
all sides and everywhere. The opposition does not
really have one side or another; it will jump from one to
another the whole time. That is what we get from this
opposition. We do not get a policy; we get dancers and
prancers, but we do not get anything of great substance.
We have nitpicking on the periphery, but we actually
do not get policies from the opposition.
When we asked the opposition to give power to police
to issue banning notices to remove patrons from venues
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and entertainment precincts, it did not support that
either. I do not know what ‘tough on crime’ means, but
it is obvious the definition is a little bit different from
what the opposition is providing us with at the moment.
The opposition would not allow the introduction of a
compliance directorate to free up police resources
either. It failed on those four fronts to be tough on
crime, and that is quite tragic. The opposition is very
happy to dance and prance and carry on like a pack of
pork chops, but it does not deliver the things of great
substance. That is really the problem.
Earlier in the week we had the moral police from The
Nationals worried about what Tiger Woods has been up
to in his underwear and things like that, but at the end
of the day that is not law and order, that is the moral
police. Let us deal with the substantial issues and not
carry on like a pack of pork chops about what a very
good golfer does in his private life. It is none of my
business, and it is probably none of anybody’s business.
At the end of the day that attitude is not going to deal
with the serious issues such as law and order. This is
very much about being big on whine but no good on
dealing with crime. That is the real issue here — that
the opposition might deal with some moral issues but it
will not deal with the substantive issues of law and
order.
What is going to happen to the extra 120 police that we
have proposed in the overall scheme of dealing with
law and order if the Liberal Party does not believe
someone is going to have to pay for them and The
Nationals do not believe it either? I do not know how
you can have an extra 120 police when you cannot
provide the revenue to pay for them. It is magic
pudding stuff. It is a bit like when we saw former
federal Treasurer Peter Costello’s colts sitting in federal
Treasury when it was awash with mining money and
you could bribe everybody. You had a bribe because
you were alive, and you had a bribe because you
deserved one. The fact is that in Victoria we are not
awash with mining money that can be thrown around
willy-nilly: you have to make sure you can fund these
things. We are suggesting the industry needs to pay for
these things, and we will have the extra 120 police to
deal with the issues that the community considers are so
serious.
The Liberal Party and The Nationals say they love the
user-pays system, but not when the users have to pay;
that is the problem. They love the theory, but when it
comes to the practice they will not touch it. They say,
‘We do not want to make people pay for what are very
sensible policies’. In other words the broad community
of taxpayers will have to pay for this, and that is where
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the opposition is focusing its attention. It wants the
broad community to pay for it, so I guess we will run
out and let the taxpayers know the Liberal Party wants
everybody to pay. It is not the industry that should deal
with what are serious issues; the opposition wants all
taxpayers to put forward the money, and that is tragic.
Mr O’Brien — It is for fairy lights on the West
Gate Bridge.
Mr DONNELLAN — At the end of the day we
might have fairy lights or we might not have fairy
lights, but the one thing we do not have is a policy from
the Liberal Party and The Nationals. We have fairy dust
thrown around everywhere. The opposition says, ‘We
like to do everything. Whatever you want we will
promise you the world, but we will not deliver a
policy’. Yesterday we heard about real and unreal water
from The Nationals. We heard about water that was
coming down a pipe that was not real. That is not a
policy; it is a joke. We see press releases about it that
are absolute drivel. I come back to the point that the
opposition is big on the whine but it will not touch the
crime. It will not deal with the substantive issues.
Let us look at what has happened in the last couple of
months and at what the government has done to deal
with the serious issue of alcohol-fuelled violence. The
police have issued 2700 banning notices to remove
troublemakers from entertainment precincts; initiated
over 50 criminal investigations for liquor offences;
undertaken more than 16 795 inspections and issued
over 2900 voluntary compliance letters. That is dealing
seriously with the issue; it is not just playing games. It
is not just sitting around the edge and saying, ‘We like a
bit of this and we like a bit of that. We do not have a
policy but we will promise the world’.
In 2009, 16 disciplinary proceedings against licensees
were initiated at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, and 20 individuals or companies were
disqualified from holding a liquor licence for up to
15 years. The director of liquor licensing has banned
32 inappropriate alcohol promotions at 25 licensed
venues since the new powers came into force. The
Liberal-Nationals coalition would not support the
measure because they did not want to be tough on
crime. They wanted to be kind to everybody. They
want to be kind to criminals and to other people who
break the law because they would not mind receiving
their vote. They do not want to deal with crime; they
just want to be sweet to everyone. They want to be
everyone’s best mate. But the problem is when you are
dealing with these issues you cannot be everyone’s best
mate. You have to have a policy. You have to have
something of substance and not something that comes
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and goes, like the 5000 poker machines the opposition
was going to put in and then take out. That policy has
gone all over the place. I am not sure where that is up to
any more, but that was just another policy which never
came to fruition.
What else has the director of liquor licensing done? She
has entered into enforceable undertakings with major
retailers Woolworths and Coles to improve their
responsible-service-of-alcohol practices. The
government, the director of liquor licensing and others
are dealing with this in a serious way. They are not
playing games. They are not playing populist politics
by dancing out the front of Parliament House. They are
dealing with these things seriously, and that is the
difference between the government and the opposition.
The opposition likes to dance, the government likes to
deal with the substance of an issue, get on with it and
introduce sensible policies based on proper research
and consultation.
You might not please everybody, but at the end of the
day you have to deal with these things in a substantive
way. We are not afraid to make the difficult decisions.
We are not afraid to tell people there are other issues
about alcohol-fuelled violence, but the Liberal Party
will not do that. It says, ‘We want to be friends with
everybody. We will promise you the world but we will
not take anything away from you. Everything is just
rosy. We will keep going down the happy mythical
path with the fairy dust which we throw everywhere
and we say that everything will be well’.
I remind the house again about what the Liberal Party
and The Nationals did not support, because I think it is
important that it gets on the record. They would not ban
dangerous and tasteless promotions. They thought they
were all right. Obviously the cougar girls are something
the Liberal Party and The Nationals think are pretty
special. We will call them the ‘cougar boys’.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — We have a couple of cougars
over there.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — Actually we have banned the
cougar girl; we know she is not appropriate. The Leader
of The Nationals banned her yesterday for Tiger. There
will be no tigers in this house, thank you very much.
The director of liquor licensing has power to declare
targeted lockouts. Opposition members would not
strengthen the director’s power to vary or suspend
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liquor licences at problem venues. They love the whine
but they will not deal with the crime.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I find it enormously
frustrating to rise to my feet to note that we are here
again today speaking on a matter of public importance
dealing with yet another failed Labor program. The
Brumby Labor government stands condemned for its
failed new liquor licence regime. Labor stands
condemned for failing to act in an appropriate and
timely manner to curb alcohol-fuelled violence in our
streets. Labor stands condemned for using the issue of
alcohol-fuelled violence as a cloak which it has tried to
drape over what is essentially a $20 million tax grab on
small business and community organisations
throughout Victoria. Labor also stands condemned for
maintaining its out-of-touch view that this $20 million
tax grab and red-tape nightmare is not considered a
burden on business.
Labor stands condemned for failing to recognise that it
is not small business and community organisations that
are the drivers of alcohol-fuelled violence on our
streets. Labor stands condemned for failing to provide
adequate opportunities for small businesses and
communities to apply for reductions in their fees, which
means inner city nightclubs, strip clubs and booze barns
get a better deal under Labor than country pubs,
restaurants and service clubs.
Over the past decade there has been an explosion of
large-occupancy pubs, megaclubs and booze barns,
most commonly found in the centre and inner suburbs
of Melbourne, major metropolitan hubs and major
regional centres such as Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo.
Accompanying the explosion of these booze barns has
been an explosion in violent crime. Through a deadly
mix of what has been a failed social experiment by this
government and declining social standards, coupled
with a number of rogue club operators and a Labor
government which presides over a police force with the
lowest percentage of operational front-line police in the
country — —
Ms Asher — Shame!
Mr TILLEY — It is an absolute disgrace and a
sham. We will stand and fight for those men and
women who seek to protect our community. It is little
wonder Victoria faces unprecedented challenges when
it comes to alcohol-fuelled violence.
Let us look very briefly at the figures. Since the election
of the Labor government the total number of violent
crimes against the person have risen 40 per cent;
assaults have risen 70 per cent and weapons offences
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have risen 57 per cent. It becomes the staple of the
Monday morning media for commentators to read out
the casualty lists of victims who have been killed,
bashed, robbed, assaulted or mugged by drunken
criminals over the course of the preceding weekend.
What has been Labor’s response? It is good to see the
member for Melton has arrived in the chamber to hear
this. There have been no new operational police, no
new commitment, no sacking of incompetent ministers
and no change to the attitude which permeates
throughout all levels of this government of shirking
responsibility, failing to make decisions and failing to
take action to ensure laws already in place are enforced
by government departments under Labor’s control.
Victorians and Victoria deserve better. I know that the
coalition is well advanced in establishing its policy and
will deliver not only to Victoria but to each and every
Victorian, to ensure that they continue residing in a
peaceful manner and get along with their business.
A little earlier the house heard a contribution from the
member for Bentleigh. We are talking about certain
venues, and at no point during his contribution today
did he stand up for small local businesses. One very
important thing to remember here is that the opposition
has a good candidate for the seat of Bentleigh in
Elizabeth Miller, who will stand up and fight, unlike the
present member for Bentleigh, who said not one single
word in defence of his local businesses.
I will provide some examples. Firstly, the Bentleigh
RSL sub-branch has a full club licence that cost
$261.80 in 2009; this has increased to $795, a 203 per
cent increase. There was not one word from the
member for Bentleigh in support of the Bentleigh RSL
sub-branch. Secondly, the Bentleigh Football Club has
a restricted club licence that cost $98.70 in 2009; this
has increased to $397 in 2010, a 302 per cent increase.
Did the house hear the member for Bentleigh put up a
fight for the Bentleigh Football Club? No. My
colleague the member for Ferntree Gully had an
enormous list of venues in this kind of situation.
Thirdly, in the electorate of Bentleigh the Fine Gourmet
Deli has a packaged liquor licence which cost it
$249.90 in 2009; this has increased to a staggering
$1590 in 2010, a 536 per cent increase. The Dan
Murphy’s in Alphington pays half that amount, yet has
longer trading hours. Did members hear the member for
Bentleigh fight for those local businesses? I do not
think we did.
Members heard a contribution to the debate from the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. Just last August he was
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going to change the liquor licensing fee structures to
make sure that those who created the alcohol-fuelled
violence problem actually paid for that alcohol-fuelled
violence problem. In principle this sounds great and the
intention, no doubt, is noble; however, the
consequences of this, yet another botched policy, have
been absolutely breathtaking.
Instead of penalising rogue operators and late-night
high-capacity nightclubs, strip clubs or booze barns in
the centre of Melbourne, which are repeatedly cited as
the main culprits in fuelling violence, Labor’s new
liquor licensing fees put the hammer to local country
pubs, small businesses, community organisations and,
as we saw demonstrated so effectively yesterday, the
live music industry in Victoria.
I turn to examples of some of the businesses in my
electorate. One of those is a local institution, commonly
known nowadays as Elgin’s, formerly the Wodonga
Hotel, which is a large employer and a benefactor to
many local events. The licensee there is Tom
Weatherall. Now that I have named the licensee of this
hotel it will be interesting to see what happens in the
next couple of weeks, to see if he gets a couple of visits
in that time. I know Tom Weatherall is a strong man,
and he will certainly make some very loud noises.
Mr Weatherall has told me that in a tight market the
only way that he will be able to cover costs is by either
letting staff go, not hiring new staff when old staff
members leave, or cutting back on sponsorships of local
sporting and community groups.
Elgin’s licence fee has almost trebled since the
introduction of the new licence fee structure. I ask
members: when was the last time Elgin’s in Wodonga
was cited as the key driver of inner city alcohol-fuelled
violence? Mr Weatherall and many other publicans and
licensees in my electorate — I do not have the
opportunity to speak about many of the licensees in the
electorate of Benambra — have approached me about
this issue. They struggle, day in and day out, with
problems such as employing staff.
La Trobe at Beechworth is a conference function centre
which I, along with other members of the coalition,
visited recently. It is a great facility. Before the recent
backflip of the Minister for Consumer Affairs its
quoted licence fee for this year was going to be $4260,
representing a 500 per cent increase on the previous
year.
Another issue relates to local wineries that present their
wines at fairs and markets. Recently a Department of
Justice official audited the premises of a local winery in
my electorate and said it was entitled to only five off-
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premise licences annually under the new regime. The
owners of the winery then made a telephone inquiry
and were told that they were entitled to only three offpremise licences annually, and when they sought
information on the Consumer Affairs Victoria website
they discovered they were actually entitled to six offpremise licences.
So that amounts to three different inquiries resulting in
three different answers. These people need to be helped
to display their wares for tastings at community
markets and things like that. They need clearer
information. The government should be supporting
local businesses in that way, and this demonstrates that
the system is simply not working. People working at
the coalface are desperate and screaming.
I will speak about a couple of other pubs in my
electorate. The Mitta Mitta and Dartmouth pubs are
both large; they can cater to several hundred people, but
they only cater to several hundred people a couple of
times per year. I could probably count on one hand the
number of times per year the pub gets anywhere near
capacity. These pubs have seen an enormous increase
in fees.
In his contribution the Minister for Consumer Affairs
referred to an article in the Border Mail. However, the
Border Mail, in its editorial of 31 August 2009, hit the
nail on the head when it said:
Hotels in the country are designed for the big community
bash, or tourist season, so they need to be licensed for big
numbers and the odd late night.
For most of the year patronage is low and issues minor.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Today the house has
a matter of public importance that really demonstrates
the lazy nature of the opposition. Members of the
opposition come in here and oppose the measures that
the government has taken arising from the Victorian
alcohol plan, arising from all the work the government
has done — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The total time for the debate has expired.
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STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Family and Community Development
Committee: supported accommodation for
Victorians with a disability and/or mental
illness
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — As a member of
the Family and Community Development Committee, I
am pleased to make a number of comments regarding
the recently tabled inquiry into supported
accommodation for Victorians with a mental illness
and/or a disability. From the outset I want to
acknowledge my fellow committee members in this
chamber and in the other place for the way this inquiry
was conducted. Inquiries about issues associated with
people with mental illness and/or a disability at their
core are always going to be challenging. But the
committee members were sensitive to that fact and they
fulfilled their duties in a professional way.
In the early part of the inquiry the committee was
forced to identify the overlaps between the two
individual references from both the upper and lower
houses and to determine the scope for one single
inquiry. The outcome of that process was to develop a
consolidated working document and set the parameters
for the inquiry.
In all 120 individual submissions were received and a
dozen public hearings were held across the length and
breadth of the state. It was clear that plenty of people,
including many stakeholders, wanted to make a
contribution to this inquiry. We thank each and every
one of them for their input.
It is worth noting that almost 75 per cent of the
submissions and evidence from the hearings that were
received came from either service providers or families
in caring relationships. But as is the case with any
inquiry, we have received a diverse range of
perspectives. Many of the submissions supported the
historical decision to move away from institutionalised
approaches in the state of Victoria to a system of
individualised approaches where social inclusion and
community participation are a priority. The committee
recognised that significant policy and legislative reform
is occurring, particularly because of the introduction of
the Disability Act 2006, the state disability plan for the
2002–12 period, the introduction of the government’s
social policy framework, A Fairer Victoria, and finally
the release of the mental health reform strategy
document entitled Because Mental Health Matters —
Victorian Mental Health Reform Strategy 2009–2019.
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The report identified several broad themes relating to
the future provision of supported accommodation for
Victorians with a disability and/or a mental illness.
These include long-term planning for the future,
strengthening the link between accommodation and
support, funding priorities, cross-sector collaboration,
promoting innovation and continuous improvement and
improving implementation processes and evaluation.
Each of these issues is discussed in detail throughout
the 12 chapters of the report. In essence the report
highlights that in terms of funding and services,
Victoria leads the country in many respects. In fact
Victoria provides more supported accommodation than
any other jurisdiction in Australia, and with less
commonwealth funding.
The report also indicates there is a total of
245 additional accommodation places being built across
Melbourne and Victoria. These will undoubtedly make
a difference when they come online. Having said that, I
note that many witnesses indicated there are not the
required accommodation places available to meet the
current demand. The demographic changes coupled
with the challenges faced by ageing carers will mean
that the demand for supported accommodation is likely
to increase at a steady rate in the future.
Planning for future need is vital, and improvements are
certainly necessary over the short term, medium term
and long term to provide ageing carers with some
degree of confidence that their loved ones will be
accommodated in the future.
The move toward population-based planning, as
opposed to the current arrangement which simply
registers need, seems in my view to have some degree
of merit and may give greater confidence to those
requiring accommodation in the future. In terms of an
alternative to supported accommodation, the committee
heard of the introduction of individual support packages
as an option. Those individual support packages had
catered well for people with low support needs, and
were a welcome new direction.
Much thought and detail by the committee has gone
into the 107 recommendations contained in the report.
The careful consideration and potential adoption of
many or all of these recommendations by government
will ensure that Victoria remains at the forefront of
disability and mental health services in this country.
The Victorian government has also demonstrated it is
willing to invest heavily in these areas. For example,
the current disability services budget is nearly
$1.3 billion this year, which is the largest ever
investment in disability services in Victoria. Similarly,
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we have seen a record investment in mental health with
more than $300 million committed in the past two
years.
In conclusion I want to thank the executive team,
Dr Janine Bush and Dr Tanya Caulfield, for their
tireless efforts in producing this report. They should
both be pleased and proud of their work.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: Melbourne’s future water supply
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I will make some
comments on the report of the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee entitled Inquiry into
Melbourne’s Future Water Supply and dated June
2009. As members of this chamber and the other
chamber would be aware, this report was
comprehensive. The committee is dominated by
members of the Labor Party, but it produced a
comprehensive report with 48 recommendations in
relation to improvements to secure Melbourne’s future
water supply. The recommendations touched on water
conservation, water recycling, stormwater harvesting
and a range of other matters.
In terms of recycling in particular, the report issued an
important recommendation that a 50 per cent recycling
and re-use target be set once the eastern treatment plant
is completed and a 75 per cent target achieved by 2015.
Again, the report makes some valuable
recommendations in relation to the statewide urban
stormwater strategy. The committee recommended that
that strategy be completed.
The committee also looked at the implementation of
stormwater harvesting options and targets. Whilst there
were two minority reports as a part of this inquiry, I am
prepared to say on the record that this was a
comprehensive report. A number of people I speak to
who are involved in the water industry have also
indicated that this parliamentary committee prepared a
comprehensive report with a range of recommendations
we would expect the government to consider.
The report was tabled in both houses on 2 June 2009.
Under section 36(1) of the Parliamentary Committees
Act, the government is required to report within six
months of the tabling of parliamentary reports.
Section 36(1) says:
If a joint investigatory committee’s report to the Parliament
recommends that the Government take a particular action
with respect to a matter, within 6 months of the report being
laid before both Houses of the Parliament or being received
by the clerks of both Houses of the Parliament, the
appropriate responsible Minister must provide the Parliament
with a response to the Committee’s recommendations.
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I draw the Parliament’s attention to the fact that the
most comprehensive review of Melbourne’s water
supply ever conducted by a parliamentary committee
should have been responded to by the Minister for
Water at the beginning of December last year. I am a
lenient woman, I wish to be reasonable, and I gave the
minister the Christmas and New Year holiday time to
respond to this report — but nothing was forthcoming
in the first sitting week.
I know, as do many members of the Australian Labor
Party, that the water minister, instead of responding to
the parliamentary committee’s report on the inquiry
into Melbourne’s future water supply, is too busy
undermining the Premier. He is a man of enormous
ambition, and we all know that he is spending a lot of
his time at the moment undermining the Premier. That
is a matter for the Labor Party to take up with the
ambitious one, but the fact of the matter is he is not
doing his work. This is an example of a lazy minister
who is not looking at long-term policy about
Melbourne’s population growth.
The government has said all along that Melbourne is
going to have even further significant population
growth, and as a consequence the government needs to
set in place long-term plans for its water supply. As I
said earlier, the committee came up with a range of
recommendations, and I am particularly interested in
the stormwater harvesting and the recycling
recommendations for non-potable use. As I said, I
commend the committee on its work. Most people I
know in the water industry, while they do not
necessarily support all 48 recommendations, think them
worthy of response.
We have been waiting all this extra time for the
Minister for Water to comply with the Parliamentary
Committees Act. I would have thought that of all
people who would be interested in complying with that
act, it would be a minister. Most ministers actually do
comply with the Parliamentary Committees Act and
report to the Parliament within six months. So I call on
this minister to stop having coffee and undermining the
Premier and actually do his job, which is to ensure
Melbourne’s water supply. I urge him to get on with
that particular task instead of big-noting himself with
his very large ego, pretending he is about to be the next
Premier.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
strategies to prevent high-volume offending and
recidivism by young people
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I would like to make a
few remarks regarding the Drugs and Crime Prevention
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Committee report tabled in July 2009 entitled Inquiry
into Strategies to Prevent High-Volume Offending by
Young People. Before I go on to comment on the body
of the report, I must thank a few people.
It is a good committee; I became a member of it in June
2008, and the member for Lowan will remember that
very well. For this particular report I must congratulate
a couple of people. We had a consultant from the
Australian Institute of Criminology, Mr Jason Payne, to
help us, because anything to do with high-volume
offending by young people must be evidence-based and
factual.
It would be remiss of me at this stage if I did not thank
Professor Patrick McGorry for his evidence. His work
has been well-recognised, culminating in his being
named Australian of the Year 2010.
I would like to comment on chapter 12, which targets
strategies to help people with special needs, because
again a very high number of indigenous young people
are overrepresented in the juvenile justice system.
Whilst that overrepresentation is mostly in Queensland
and the north, in Victoria 10 per cent of young men and
13 per cent of young women in juvenile justice care are
indigenous. Although it is a relatively small number
compared with the national figures, indigenous
Victorian youth are still 12 times more likely to be
under supervision than non-indigenous Victorians. That
figure is what we must get down.
We went to New Zealand and had a look at some very
good aspects there, one of which was youth offending
teams. I would like to make a couple of remarks about
youth offending teams and the treatment of indigenous
youth, because in New Zealand, responses to offending
Maori children and people had to be consistent with the
principles of the Waitangi treaty and support the aims
and aspirations of Maori young people. We do not have
anything like that here, so we must take care to be
culturally responsive. That responsiveness should
reflect the values and cultures of the children and young
people concerned and their relationship with
government.
I would also like to comment on some of the
diversionary and correctional strategies for indigenous
youth. The diversionary strategies are generally found
to draw upon the family, kinship, social and cultural
needs of the young people; I think that is really
important when looking at young people. Victoria has
the Children’s Koori Court, which has been remarkably
successful. I have not seen that court in action, but I
have seen the Koori Court in action in Broadmeadows,
and I have to say both have been very successful.
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The Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service is employing a
project officer; that is a very good thing to implement
with the police cautioning and youth diversionary
program, and that program is going to be rolled out in
other locations. There is a need for culturally sensitive
strategies for young people and other young offenders
from culturally and linguistically diverse communities.
I might comment on those another day. There is also a
need to provide appropriate education and training
services so that when young people are in care they
gain something from it. After all, it is about
rehabilitation and not reoffending.

Education and Training Committee:
geographical differences in the rate in which
Victorian students participate in higher
education
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise to speak on
the inquiry report by the Education and Training
Committee into the geographical differences in the rate
in which Victorian students participate in higher
education and the government response which was
tabled in Parliament yesterday. In her statement, the
member for Brighton spoke about the response of the
Minister for Water. This government response is
similar in that it is late too, but it finally arrived in
Parliament yesterday.
As the shadow minister for youth affairs, I believe
education is vital for not only the personal development
of our Victorian youth but also for the Victorian
community, for the development of the state and,
importantly, for the development of Australia.
Education and training are critical, and it is important
that we get the support services right.
I note the government’s response to
recommendation 3.1:
That the Victorian government continue to focus on lifting
year 12 or equivalent completion rates —

and it goes on to say that is supported. Unfortunately
the government has had 11 years to support it and we
have seen from research in only the last couple of
weeks that there is a concerning decline in high school
retention rates, particularly in my area of western
Victoria. This new research by the Liberal-Nationals
coalition shows that in the Barwon-south western
region, retention rates have dropped from 72.7 per cent
in 2002 to 65.3 per cent in 2009; it also highlights that
in the Grampians region the rate has fallen from
68.2 per cent in 2002 to 64.6 per cent in 2009.
We also see that the number of students dropping out of
school has grown by 3.6 per cent in the Grampians
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region and by 7.4 per cent in the Barwon-south western
region. Again, even though the government says it will
do these things, the reality is that it is not happening.
We have seen drop-out rates increasing and retention
rates dropping. These are of major concern.
The committee’s report talks about the annual On Track
survey of Victorian school leavers. Again the
government says that is supported. I agree that we need
to continue to support that survey, because the research
undertaken by On Track Learning highlights that the
number of people who are applying to go to university
from the country is 70 per cent while in the city it is
90 per cent. The deferral rates highlighted in the On
Track report indicate that in country areas it is 33 per
cent and in the city it is 10 per cent. One of the main
reasons for that is cost. The chair of the committee, the
member for Ballarat East, says in his foreword to the
committee’s report:
In the committee’s view, all young people who must relocate
to undertake their studies should be eligible to receive student
income support.

The report goes on to highlight that the committee
agrees the youth allowance payments are insufficient
and should be increased to reflect the cost of living.
I now turn to page 25 of the response by the
government and to recommendation 7.1, which is:
That the Victorian government advocate to the Australian
government for an increase to student income support
payments taking into account costs of living.

The government says that this recommendation is
supported in principle.
The next recommendation is recommendation 7.2,
which is:
That the Victorian government advocate to the Australian
government that young people who are required to relocate to
undertake tertiary studies be eligible to receive Youth
Allowance.

Again the response says that that is supported in
principle, but the principles are not being followed
through. We have not seen the ministers, whether it be
the Minister for Education, the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development or the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs, get up and say to their
federal colleagues — and we know the debate is on in
federal Parliament today — that they need to care more
for youth, particularly youth across country Victoria. I
believe Labor has abandoned our youth in relation to
opportunities for them to go on to higher education.
Government members should be saying that to their
federal colleagues today.
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The anger and frustration is growing as tertiary offers
are being made to students who are still unsure of their
eligibility for the Youth Allowance. The federal
government abolished commonwealth scholarships
without having an alternative in place and shut down
the debate last year on the youth allowance. Therefore it
has got to the stage where the federal government is
going into Parliament this year with many students
across rural and regional Australia and across Australia
in general having no opportunity to get support.
Again I say that Labor has abandoned our youth. Labor
has brought in some good things — it has increased the
threshold in the parental income test but the workforce
participation criterion has been changed, and that is the
major concern. Unfortunately I think we will see a lot
of sham marriages so that young people can meet the
criteria for the independence allowance. It is not good
enough.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: improving access to Victorian
public sector information and data
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to make a few brief comments in regard
to the Victorian Parliament’s Economic Development
and Infrastructure Committee inquiry into improving
access to Victorian public sector information and data,
dated June 2009, and more recently the whole of
Victorian government response, which was tabled in
the last sitting week. Despite having an incredibly dullsounding title, this is a very important report on
refashioning how government operates and how
government data and information can act as a source of
innovation, support and job creation across any number
of sectors.
What this report and its response show is how
effectively the quiet hard work of the parliamentary
committee system and the work of a forward thinking
government can align their efforts to not only ensure
that government data and information is seen as a
resource for government, community and businesses
but equally as an opportunity for the reformation of
government activities and how we engage with the
community around the already-here web 2.0
technologies so that we can reframe how we relate to
the citizenry.
What this report and its response set out is a compelling
roadmap for how the government’s online journey will
contribute to new insights and ideas about how
community and government interact and engage. It will
see a rebuilding of government participation and
linking with its online citizenry. It is a reflection of a
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commitment to a 21st century approach to online
web 2.0 opportunities for, in effect, a reinvigorated
democracy.
The committee’s main recommendation is that
government establish an information management
framework with open access to government
information as its default position, and that this be done
at no or marginal cost. The subsequent
46 recommendations then go on to put flesh on these
essential bones. In so doing, it looks essentially to how
to provide the frameworks for interactive online
communication, widely known as web 2.0 technology,
when applied to government circumstances — hence
the government 2.0 tag.
This already-here digitally enabled interactive
communication system is pushing all organisations, but
particularly governments, to reframe how we conduct
and engage with the world. In a similar space, the
federal government’s task force on 2.0 technology has
recently reported and, in doing so, has commented:
Web 2.0 enables and accelerates the transition to a more
connected world in which open, user-centred and selforganising networks create value, including public value.
That’s the Web 2.0 proposition with
which … people … around the world are experimenting to
see … what kinds of value they can get from these new ways
of organizing.

That is essentially what we are talking about here — a
reorganisation of government and community and how
we interact. We are talking about fundamentally
recasting the notions of how government participates in
and provides information to its communities. All of this
takes place against the enormous empowering,
transforming opportunities for how this technology can
be applied — to our lives, to policy formation, to social
organisations, but particularly to government services.
It makes it central to how we operate as a government
into the future.
So it was pleasing to see the recent government
response take up this challenge and to ensure that
government 2.0 technologies and the use of public
sector information are at the forefront of how this
government is to approach this issue.
The government has accepted that the default position
for public sector information be one of open access, but
indeed it has gone further by committing to the
information framework to be made available under a
creative commons licence also being the default
position with subsequent and important tailoring of
licences for the necessarily small number of restricted
material access to protect privacy and issues around
security and national security.
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Not content with being at the forefront of Australian
jurisdictions’ responses, the government has gone
further in its recent announcement about how this
collaborative and democratic use of technology can be
applied in the current government apps program where
there is a current prize on offer of $100 000 for how a
series of different government database sources can be
used and developed to create opportunities around
interaction, for jobs and for investment. I look forward
to the successful conclusion of that and this
government’s continued leadership in this area.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
strategies to prevent high-volume offending and
recidivism by young people
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — On 28 July 2009 the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee reported on
strategies to prevent high-volume youth offending and
recidivism. In the last sitting week the government
responded to that report. The recommendations had the
full support of all committee members: they were
unanimous. Prior to considering the recommendations,
the committee prepared a statement of principles to act
as a framework so that we could check the effectiveness
of our recommendations against it.
I was very pleased to see in the government’s response
that it backed the committee’s approach and thought its
approach to youth offending and the committee’s
principles were a good fit. So I was a little surprised
when I went on and had a look at the substance of the
response. We made 41 recommendations; of those, only
10 were supported, 4 were rejected, 4 were noted —
and I guess you may as well have rejected them; what is
the point in noting them? — and 23 were supported in
principle.
When you drill down into the detail of those responses,
you see that of the 10 that were supported, the
government claimed to be already carrying them out or
had plans to carry them out; they fitted with the
government’s preconceptions. Of the 23 that were
supported in principle, in many cases the sentiment
expressed was, ‘That would be a nice thing to do’.
Sometimes it was, ‘Okay, we will have a think about it
and decide whether we are going to do it’. And the
other thread was, ‘We are doing something similar’.
The point is that if the committee had thought these
things could wait, or if it thought the somewhat similar
programs already in place were working, it would not
have made the recommendations. Committee members
made them because these things needed attention. As I
said, four recommendations were rejected, and I will
come back to deal with three of them. The fourth,
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recommendation 22, was put forward as an option for
dealing with fare evasion. It was that people under 18
should have free public transport, and was not
dissimilar to a policy that was put at the last election.
Unfortunately that was rejected, and given the stretched
situation of public transport, I can understand that.
The four that were noted included a suggested
statewide enrolment database; that the children, youth
and families division of the Department of Human
Services work more closely with local government —
once again I would have thought that a pretty practical
approach to work on the ground, but no, that was cast
aside; the suggestion that the police cautioning program
be put into legislation, because we know that with one
or two exceptions we do not have an effective,
broadscale diversionary process available for young
people — but no, that one was just a bit too hard; and
the fourth, recommendation 30, that the Department of
Human Services work together with service providers
to develop a new residential forensic medical health
treatment centre, was unfortunately ignored as well.
Of the three that were rejected, and which I said I
wanted to come back to, the first was the need to
provide an ongoing analysis of birth group data. There
is an absolute paucity of data in this area, and it is
critical to long-term policy. There is a longitudinal
study for 1984 and 1994 age groups, and we proposed
that that should go on. The government response was,
‘You need to be careful with the data, and you should
perhaps get academic institutions to do it’.
Academic institutions do not have access to the data;
that is the critical problem. They cannot get it. Yes, the
data is sensitive, and yes, you need to be very careful
with it, but you need to create a process so that it can be
done, not simply say, ‘It’s too hard’.
The second of those recommendations was about youth
offending teams. That was rejected, because the
government claimed there was already collaboration
and coordination between key organisations. The fact is
that it is failing. What is happening on the ground is
important, not what is happening at a policy level —
and that is where the coordination is. You need to put
people together at a local level to work on particular
problems, to work on problems in neighbourhoods and
to work on problems with groups of families — that is,
the people at the coalface. You are not going to make it
work unless you put in the resources and the people to
drive it. The fact is that current policies are failing.
The last recommendation I wanted to come back to was
the suggestion of introducing a truancy service. The
government claims that it is the responsibility of
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schools to follow up. However, schools are not
following up in some cases. Most are, but some are not,
and that is where the kids are falling through the cracks.
When we went out to the Parkville and to Malmsbury
youth justice centres and talked to those kids, we found
that one kid had left school as early as year 5, and I
think the longest any of those kids had lasted was to
year 7 or year 8. The system is simply not working, and
we need to find a way to stop them falling through the
cracks.

Still on page 2, the government talks about the respect
agenda portfolio and addressing community concerns
about crime motivated by hate and prejudice. It is quite
interesting. I noted in the Hansard of the other place
that the Minister for the Respect Agenda, when making
excuses for not being able to answer a question, said he
had only recently received the portfolio. It makes one
think the respect agenda idea was a Hollowmen
policy — a policy announced with no substance behind
it.

In rejecting these recommendations the government has
failed to grasp the nettle that was there. It is an
opportunity that has been lost, and Victoria’s young
people are going to be the worse for it.

Let us look at the community concerns about crime.
This government has been in power for more than
10 years, and it has not responded to those community
concerns in all that time. Now we are seeing
announcements being made about knives and
everything else, but really they do not have the
practicality behind them.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed from 4 February.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise and
respond to the Victorian government’s statement of
intentions for 2010. It covers the whole of government,
and unfortunately in the 10 minutes allowed me I am
not going to be able to refer to every section of this
document. However, like all members, I have read it
very intently.
On page 2 of the statement the government talks about
bushfires, strengthening fire preparedness, working
with emergency services, delivering projects and
redeveloping tourist attractions. That is all very
admirable and is supported by this side of the house.
With the redevelopment of tourist attractions — and
that is good — I am concerned that one of the decisions
taken by the government in recent weeks is about fuel
reduction burns of areas that have been logged.
They were logged because the trees were damaged by
the fires. It is good they have been logged — I support
that — but to do fuel reduction burns in those areas at
this time could cause a serious problem to the surviving
and existing tourist attractions through the resultant
smoke taint that may eventuate and affect the wineries,
which were greatly disadvantaged last year. A lot of
them lost their whole vintage and are struggling.
The bushfire warnings are an essential part of the
response to the bushfire royal commission, but they
need to be clearer and simpler. On red alert days you
could have fired a cannon down any main street in any
town in the Yarra Valley and the Dandenongs. We have
to be really careful what we do with these alerts.

At page 7 on education the statement talks about
delivering education. It is not delivering in my
electorate. We have had rurality funding cut for
schools — funding which has been essential for the
survival of these schools by being able to offer a variety
of classes for the children. They are losing enrolments
because they cannot offer the selection of classes that
other schools with larger enrolments can handle.
In the education highlights, maintenance has been
mentioned. I have to say that at a lot of the schools in
my electorate the maintenance has not been funded to
the level that it should have been. It is a re-run of the
Cain-Kirner years, and parents are having to fight to get
funding for children with learning or behavioural
problems or with physical disabilities. In one particular
case a child with epilepsy has been denied a carer. The
child’s condition is such that the school was paying for
the carer in anticipation of the funding coming through,
but it has not come through.
Still on page 7, the document refers to health and talks
about the development of Box Hill Hospital — and
what has been highlighted very much in this house is
that the funding for the Box Hill Hospital
redevelopment has been cut.
In my electorate we still have no dialysis facility at the
Lilydale super-clinic, and there is no lymphoedema
treatment. Patients have to travel to the city for
lymphoedema treatment, and this applies to men and
women who have suffered cancer and are now
recovering. It is essential that this treatment be offered
in an area they can readily access.
Now there has been an announcement that there will
not be a urology department at Maroondah Hospital.
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The urology clinic closed last week. Patients will have
to travel to Box Hill.
Every week I am getting lists of people coming in who
are having to wait and wait for hospital treatment.
There is a Mount Evelyn lady who is waiting for
hysterectomy surgery, which was cancelled in late
January while she was waiting outside the theatre, due
to an emergency coming in. There is a Wandin North
business owner waiting for back surgery who has been
living on strong painkillers, including morphine, whilst
waiting. He has been on the list for five months. There
is an elderly gentleman from Seville on the hospital
waiting list for a hip replacement. He is in extreme pain
whilst waiting, and it has taken away his independence.
I look at page 8 where it talks about sport, and as I look
at all the money that is being spent on sport it makes me
think of my trip to Cuba, which I guess is one of the
true communist countries, where one of the ways of
keeping the people happy is that each small town has a
square where the government funds musicians to go
and play each night to entertain them and to take their
minds off the problems they have. When one looks at
this expenditure on sport and the lack of expenditure on
hospitals and education, it makes one wonder if that is
what the plan is behind this government.
On page 9, again referring to education, the statement
talks about the Building the Education Revolution
(BER) program. I referred to the lack of general
maintenance in schools before. I have a high school in
my electorate with 31 classrooms that do not have air
conditioning. I have a school that was told it had
funding under the BER. Part of the playground has
been fenced off. Quotes have come in over and above
the BER funding. The children have less play area and
virtually a hole in the ground, and no-one seems to
know what is happening and when it is going to
happen.
If we look at the next page, we see myki and all the
other things that are referred to in this document when
it talks about investing in road and rail. We have seen
the myki debacle. Today the Age has a full-page article
on the issue. It says:
Victoria, it seems, is a world beater. The bill for creating myki
is by far the biggest for a smartcard ticketing system — and it
has yet to prove all that ‘smart’.

When you look at the headline you see that the Boston
Charlie card cost $108.1 million; in the Netherlands it
was $188.6 million; in Singapore, $89.7 million; and so
on. They can do it and they can make it work, but it
seems that we are incapable of doing that.
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This morning I had a call from one of my constituents
who had purchased a myki card online to the value of
$20. He was told that the $20 credit will not be
transferred for three weeks after the date of purchase.
He only bought the myki card so he could attend a
course in the city and he wanted to do the right thing.
He does not need to go into the city very often, just
once in a while for training courses. He cannot do
anything with his card until the balance shows on his
card. As of 24 February it still has not appeared, and he
thinks it is ridiculous the way it has been handled.
Then we have the issue of safety on trains. The Yarra
Ranges Journal front page talks about a couple who are
so worried about the violence on public transport that
they are getting off the train at Ringwood and catching
a taxi to Lilydale.
I know of a volunteer at Anzac House who went to
Parliament station. There was no information available
on Lilydale trains. The message over the public address
system was, ‘Next train to Flinders Street, change for
Lilydale’. There was no information at Flinders Street.
She looked for help. Five minutes passed before a
message came, which said, ‘Systems down. Look for
staff in blue’. She could not find any. She became very
distressed and had an asthma attack, and her sugar
levels went up. She was terribly distressed and ended
up at Maroondah Hospital. That was because these
places are not being managed and run properly for the
customer.
In relation to investing in road and rail, I have
mentioned myki and I have mentioned safety, but I look
at what is happening in my electorate. The time line for
the lights at the York Road–Wray Crescent intersection
has been appalling. It was announced in 2006 that the
lights would be installed. They have not even started
work on it yet — again a promise broken.
We will have fairy lights on the West Gate Bridge, and
yet Clegg Road needs much work and the Mooroolbark
roundabout needs signs, lights and pedestrian crossings.
We have the debacle with smart meters which is
costing families dearly, and it is going to be very
difficult for pensioners, whether they be single mother
pensioners or aged pensioners, to meet all these extra
charges.
We read that there is going to be action on listing the
health rating of beefburgers and other fast foods so
people can make value judgements. A lot of the people
out in our community who are living on single pensions
and paying rent wish they could afford to buy a
beefburger or whatever fast food it is that is going to
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have all these nanny government restrictions placed on
it.
Before I finish I would like to quickly mention one of
my constituents, a single pensioner. After she has paid
her bills she has $30 a week left to buy food. She has
put a padlock on her meter. She does not want a smart
meter because she will not be able to afford it. If that
smart meter is installed, it means she will have one
meal less each week. What we spend each night on one
meal in this place is what she spends on food for the
whole week, and this lady is absolutely outraged. It is
the first time in her life that she has objected to
anything — the first time that she has felt she will not
be able to exist. People on the other side of the house
may not understand. We do.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to
acknowledge the presence of former Premier Joan
Kirner in the gallery.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Public transport: myki ticketing system
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to his comments on
20 January this year, in which he stated:
There are some continuing challenges, self-evidently, in
relation to myki.

I ask: given that the Premier has now admitted that
myki is a mess, can he explain to the Parliament and to
the Victorian community in simple, layman’s terms
exactly what is causing the delay in the rollout of myki?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I have made very
clear in this place and publicly, the contractor has had
software difficulties in the rollout of the system. We
should be clear about the contractual relationships the
government has with Kamco and with Keane to roll out
the new electronic ticketing system. It is a system
which is behind schedule, which has experienced some
software difficulties — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members of the
opposition to cease interjecting, and I ask members of
the government to do the same.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have also indicated, the
Minister for Public Transport and I recently met with
the global chief executive officer of Keane. We made
our expectations absolutely clear to him, and we expect
the company to deliver on the contract.

Housing: affordability
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier advise the house on the latest
statistics on the cost of new house lots in Melbourne?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask all members to
cease interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for his question and for his strong support of
sensible government policies to ensure that housing
remains affordable in our state. Let me make it clear
that our government is committed to providing families
in Victoria with the affordable opportunity to purchase
their homes. We have taken action to ensure that we
lead Australia on housing approvals, we lead Australia
on building approvals and we lead Australia on housing
affordability. We are achieving that by delivering land
and by speeding up approvals processes.
In addition to this Victoria has one of the most generous
first home buyer assistance programs of any Australian
state. It is a matter of record that last calendar year —
2009 — we helped a record 53 730 Victorians into their
first homes, and we are proud of it.
Just as importantly, an extra boost was given to the
1557 Victorians who wanted to build their own homes.
Because we put more generous incentives in place for
those constructing their first home, that has led to what
has been the biggest number of building approvals of
that type and thousands of new jobs being generated
across Melbourne.
In our planning reforms, we are providing a sufficient
supply of land to meet demand. The latest Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures that were produced just two
days ago in relation to this issue show that Melbourne
continues to maintain a significant affordability
advantage over Sydney, Brisbane and Perth, and
regional Victoria continues to be the most affordable
region in mainland Australia. Melbourne’s growth
areas are performing comparatively better than other
states. In fact the 2009 UDIA (Urban Development
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Institute of Australia) State of the Land report for
Melbourne states:
Melbourne — The best by far.
Melbourne’s reasonable lot price growth indicates that they
are better placed than other capital cities in the
supply/demand equation. This may change in the future
depending on the ultimate price impacts of the proposed
growth areas infrastructure contribution (GAIC).

Obviously the UDIA wrote that before the Liberal Party
voted last night. In the December quarter no less than
60 per cent of the national market of lots under
$170 000 were sold in Victoria. When it comes to
affordable and well-serviced land, Melbourne is the
place to be and Melbourne increasingly is the place to
come.
The same survey reports that, again, 51 per cent of the
national market of lots in the $171 000 to $200 000
bracket were sold in Melbourne. When you think of
Melbourne and of Victoria, which has one-quarter of
the nation’s population, you realise that we have been
achieving more than 50 per cent of the sales in that
bracket.
In terms of urban planning Melbourne is also achieving
the most compact developments on the east coast, with
an average of 512 square metres compared to the
750 square metres which was typical of developments
15 years ago.
It is a fact that people are moving to our state. In fact
they are moving here in large numbers, because it is
one of the most livable places anywhere in the world. It
also has a strong economy, thanks to the jobs-building
budget that we put in place, generating two out of three
new jobs across Australia — so it has great livability, a
strong economy and excellent housing affordability.
Our policies and actions are supporting the delivery of
affordable, sustainable and livable communities, and
we want this to continue.
The failure of others to support sensible plans for
Melbourne’s growth — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to opposition
members that the Premier will not be shouted down.
Mr BRUMBY — The failure of others to support
sensible planning policies for our state inevitably
means — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Kew and the member for Scoresby.
Mr BRUMBY — It inevitably means higher
housing and land prices and inevitably means that
young first home buyers will be frozen out of the
market in Victoria.
Ms Beattie interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Yuroke, once again, and the member for Narre Warren
North to cease interjecting in that manner.

Police: crime data system
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the $70 million
LINK crime data system, which is meant to replace the
LEAP (law enforcement assistance program) system
and which was due to be operational in 2008 and then
in 2009 and is still not operational in 2010, and I ask:
will the Premier explain exactly what is causing the
delay in the rollout of LINK?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Bass to cooperate in the smooth running of question
time.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — My understanding in
relation to this matter is that the rollout is in fact linked
to the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is not helping with the smooth running of
question time.
Mr Donnellan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Neither is the member
for Narre Warren North, and I warn him.
Mr BRUMBY — My understanding is that the
rollout of the system is linked to the new boundaries for
emergency management which have been put in place
across Victoria. When those boundaries are finalised
the rollout will progress as planned.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Ferntree
Gully is warned, the member for Kilsyth is warned and
the member for Nepean is warned.
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Housing: affordability
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport
Accident Commission. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister outline to the house the consequences to
housing affordability when there is a reduction in land
available for development?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I thank the
member for Yan Yean for her question, because like all
members on this side of the chamber she shares a
commitment — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I ask
you to examine the question. The question raises
concerns with regard to its being hypothetical and
asking for an opinion. I ask you to rule the question out
of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question asks about
consequences, not an opinion, and it talks of when there
is a reduction, not if there is a reduction or a possible
reduction, but when there is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr HOLDING — I would be embarrassed too if I
were those opposite.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Yan Yean that interjections of that type will not be
tolerated in the chamber. I suggest to the Minister for
Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission that he address the question, not debate it.
Mr HOLDING — I thank the member for Yan
Yean for her question because, like all members on this
side of the chamber, she shares the commitment to
make sure that as many Victorian families as possible
can realise the great Australian dream of owning their
own home. She shares that commitment, and we want
to see as many Victorian families as possible realise the
dream of owning their own home. It is for that reason
that this government introduced and continued the first
home owner grant.
In 2009 the first home owner grant assisted more than
50 000 Victorian families to realise the dream of
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acquiring and owning their own home. It was a very
important step forward for those families. In fact under
the current arrangement the grant provides $18 000 for
Victorian families in the metropolitan area who are
purchasing a newly constructed home.
At the same time the government has put in place the
policy document Melbourne @ 5 Million, and that
contemplates an additional 284 000 homes in growth
areas to provide for future growth and to ensure that
housing remains affordable for Victorian families.
There will be 284 000 homes in growth areas under that
policy document, Melbourne @ 5 Million, and of
course, if you want to implement a plan like this, you
need to have a plan to do two things.
You need a plan, firstly, to provide an expansion to the
urban growth boundary — to provide the growth to
enable that housing to be built; and secondly, you need
a plan to provide for the infrastructure for the families
that will live on the urban fringe, because one thing that
is completely unacceptable to this government is to see
families put in the situation where they have to
consume a litre of petrol just to go and buy a litre of
milk.
We want to see infrastructure provided to families
where they are living and where the growth is
occurring, and so you need a plan. You need a plan,
firstly, to provide for the expansion in growth areas and,
secondly, to provide the infrastructure for families
moving into that area.
Why would you need such a plan if your only
commitment to infrastructure was not building it, but
rather flogging it off? Why would you need a
plan — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to the question instead of debating it.
Mr HOLDING — We have a plan in place,
Melbourne @ 5 Million, for 284 000 new homes in the
growing suburbs of Melbourne to make absolutely sure
there is enough land supply available to meet the needs
of families moving into those areas. We have a plan to
provide for the infrastructure that families need in those
growing suburbs because we know that without an
expansion to the urban growth boundary and without a
plan to provide for the infrastructure that families need
you will add up to $30 000 to the cost of a house on the
urban fringe of Melbourne. We think this is outrageous
because, at the end of the day, the only reason you
would not care about families who are struggling with
housing affordability is if you had never had to struggle
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to afford anything yourself, and we completely reject
this notion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is debating
the question. I ask him to come back to the answer and
I ask him not to invite the interjections of the
opposition.
Mr HOLDING — Thank you, Speaker — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast, and I ask the member for Bulleen to
cooperate in the smooth running of question time.
Mr HOLDING — I conclude on this point: we do
not believe the urban growth boundary should finish in
St Georges Road, Toorak.

Crime: knife attacks
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the recent
comments of Dr Julian Bondy, an associate professor at
RMIT University, following a two-year study in
Melbourne, that there had been a ‘dramatic increase’ in
knife crime in the last few years, that more and more
young people were carrying knives and that:
They never appear on the crime statistics. They never appear
in hospital statistics …

and I ask: will the Premier now legislate for mandatory
reporting of stab wounds as now occurs in the United
Kingdom?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — In relation to knife
attacks, as I pointed out to the house yesterday in
answer to, I think, two questions on this matter, the
Victoria Police statistics show that over the last eight
years, including the last two years, the number of knife
attacks has been reducing. If members recall my
answers from yesterday, I also indicated that despite
those statistics two phenomena were occurring which
were of great concern to me, to the government and to
Victoria Police: firstly, an increasing tendency for
young people to carry knives and, secondly, when
violence has taken place, an increasing severity in the
types of wounds that are inflicted. It was for those
reasons we announced additional measures yesterday,
and I foreshadowed further measures. These things
build on the series of measures — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Mr Ryan — It is directed to the fact that the crime
statistics do not portray the true situation, and I ask you,
Speaker, to ask the Premier to return to the question he
has been asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question as
originally asked by the Leader of The Nationals spoke
of increasing knife crime, which I believe the Premier
was addressing. The Leader of The Nationals knows
the Chair cannot direct any minister as to how they will
answer a question. I rule that the answer by the Premier
is relevant.
Mr BRUMBY — As I indicated to the house
yesterday, the figures released by Victoria Police show
the number of knife attacks has reduced by 23 per cent
from 2001–02 to 2008–09.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — That is the number of reported
attacks, from Victoria Police.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask all members to
come to order.
Mr BRUMBY — As I indicated previously, we
have doubled the penalties for carrying prohibited and
controlled weapons; we have new penalties for
unlawfully carrying weapons in and around licensed
venues; we have removed self-defence as a lawful
excuse for carrying dangerous articles in the case of
attack; and of course we have now introduced new
random search powers for police, which are the
strongest in the country.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is very clearly debating the question, which
was: is he going to legislate to enable this to happen so
we get a true picture of the figures in relation to knife
attacks? That is the question, and I ask that he answer it.
Dr Sykes interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Benalla
will not stay in the chamber if he continues with that
level of interjection!
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was clearly answering the question as asked.
The question was about knife attacks, it was about
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statistics and it was about knife crime, and the
Premier’s comments related to all those elements. This
is just another attempt by The Nationals to disrupt the
Premier’s flow.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order originally taken by the Leader of The Nationals.
The Premier was debating the question. I do, though,
express some disappointment in both the Leader of The
Nationals and the Minister for Energy and Resources
for taking points of order and abusing them, as they
have both done.
Mr BRUMBY — Finally, I remind the Leader of
The Nationals that as a result of the changes to the law
that we have put in place, if you are carrying a
prohibited weapon in Victoria, there is now a penalty of
up to four years imprisonment or 480 penalty units.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is very rarely that I
need to caution the member for Lowan, but I ask him to
cooperate with the smooth running of question time.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Bass that he need not encourage anyone.

Housing: government initiatives
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
question is to the Minister for Housing. I refer to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister outline what steps the government is taking to
reduce social housing waiting lists and relieve the
upward pressure on rents?
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
member for Narre Warren North for his question. It is a
great time to be the Minister for Housing and to be
delivering on this government’s fantastic social agenda.
I am pleased to advise the house that as of this week
contracts have been signed for nearly 2400 new homes
across the state to be delivered through the Nation
Building economic stimulus plan. Construction is
already under way on nearly 2000 of those new homes,
and by the end of the year we will have commenced
construction on all 4500 new homes for low-income
families.
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investment, the record $510 million the Brumby
government committed to public and social housing in
the 2007–08 budget and our partnership with the
federal government for 3000 new units under the
national rental affordability scheme. When combined
with those other initiatives, this is going to make an
extraordinary difference.
But it can only be successful when combined with a
coherent and strategic approach to land release and the
provision of community infrastructure. Unfortunately a
position recently adopted by some means that many
growing communities will be left without the
infrastructure they need. The government’s plans to
expand Melbourne’s urban growth boundary, provide
20 years of land supply and keep downward pressure
on housing prices have not been supported by all those
who should have supported them.
This debate could not be more timely. Earlier today the
Real Estate Institute of Victoria released its updated
vacancy rate for Melbourne’s private rental market, and
again it is at a record low of 1.5 per cent. This vacancy
rate is putting further pressure on housing affordability,
further pressure on the rental market and further
pressure on the public housing waiting list. The
reputable National Social Housing Supply Council has
concluded unequivocally that lower housing supply
means more homebuyers stay longer in the private
rental market, which pushes more low-income
people — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask government
members to come to order.
Mr McIntosh — You are not listening, are you?
You are still in denial.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
has been given the call.
Mr McIntosh — My point of order is that the
minister is clearly reading from a document, and I ask
you in the usual form to ask him to table the document
for the advantage of the whole house.
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the Minister for
Housing reading from a document?
Mr WYNNE — They are my own extensive notes.

This intervention is making a real difference in the lives
of low-income Victorians, especially when you
consider the combined effect of the Nation Building

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is using his
own notes.
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Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I’ll come to you in a minute!
Make no mistake, the failure to expand housing supply
will hurt low-income families. I was particularly
interested to read some advocacy being made to the
government within the last couple of hours on the selfevident point that Victoria needs a strategy for land
release to ensure an adequate supply of affordable
housing land.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WYNNE — It is a self-evident point, a selfevident truth; it is a good thing. This commentary
comes from the opposition housing spokesperson, who
voted against the government’s land release policy last
night! When will the Leader of the Opposition get a
coherent housing and planning policy?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Consumer Affairs and the member for Burwood are
both warned.

International students: enrolments
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is for the Premier. Will the Premier confirm
that some Victorian universities and private providers
are reporting a dramatic decline this year in enrolments
of international students from particular regions? If this
is so, to what extent is it occurring and to what does the
Premier attribute that decline?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I understand quite a bit
of information has been released publicly in relation to
this issue. If you go to some of the university websites,
you will find that information.
In relation to the second part of the Leader of the
Opposition’s question, one thing that has been very
widely reported in the media and in the federal
Parliament — indeed it was the subject, in part, of the
statement made, if I recall correctly, by the minister for
foreign affairs — that in many posts overseas there has
been a tightening of the visa requirements by the
Australian government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — You don’t like facts! We will get
the statements and the cuttings and we will email them
to you.
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These facts have been widely publicised. Indeed the
recent changes to visa requirements have been well
enunciated by the federal government, including by the
Deputy Prime Minister, Julia Gillard, who has made it
clear that the migration mix coming into Australia
needs to change and will change and that visa
requirements are different from what they were
previously. These are the major factors that are driving
changes in the composition of international students.

Roads: government initiatives
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question is
for the Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer to the
government’s commitment to make Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister inform the house of how the Brumby Labor
government is investing in suburban and outer
metropolitan roads, and is the minister aware of any
challenges?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Derrimut for not only his
question but also his continuing support for the Brumby
government’s massive investment in our road network.
This investment in our road network not only ensures
that motorists are able to get home to friends and family
rather than spending time in traffic but also provides the
opportunity for us to recognise that a very substantial
investment is being made in our network.
Unlike others, the Labor government is going about
improving our road network. We have a $38 billion
plan, the Victorian transport plan, which is the largest
single investment in transport infrastructure in this
state’s history. More importantly, it is a plan of action.
It is a plan in which we have said what we will do and
we have indicated when we will do it, and we are going
about doing it and delivering it.
Others want to rip up that plan. Opposition members do
not have any plan of their own, but they want to rip it
up. Some 623 days ago — that is almost the gestation
period of an unnamed Asian elephant — we were told
that there would be a plan. On 11 June 2008 we were
told:
Today’s announcement will form part of an integrated
transport strategy for Victoria which will be progressively
announced in the lead-up to the next state election.

If this strategy is integrated, it is also very generously
staggered.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question and to stop
debating the question.
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Mr PALLAS — In the last 623 days the Brumby
government has invested more than $1.7 billion in
28 projects improving and maintaining Victoria’s
arterial road network — things like the completion of
the $48 million Taylors Road underpass, the upgrade of
Derrimut Road in Hoppers Crossing and the
$50 million investment at Thompson Road between
Carrum Downs and Cranbourne, which is near
completion.
We are delivering on these projects to help meet the
needs and aspirations of a growth state. We are
delivering on these projects to help Victorian working
parents and their children achieve the great Australian
dream of home ownership. A recent decision made by
some could put all that at risk — all that investment in
road infrastructure which is aimed at meeting the needs
of growing communities. A recent decision made by
some could see families spend a litre of petrol to buy a
litre of milk.
Some others do not care much about housing
affordability. Some others can afford housing to be
unaffordable to ensure positions of comfort and
privilege.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should
come back to addressing the question, which was about
suburban and outer metropolitan roads.
Mr PALLAS — When it comes to the delivery of
suburban and outer metropolitan roads, the people of
Victoria deserve clear plans and concrete actions. They
deserve to see that jobs are being provided for, that we
are growing our opportunities and that we are building
stronger communities for the future.
Victorians do not need rumours of invisible plans that
are never bankrolled, nor do they need wondrous
crystal apparitions. But all of this is what we are getting
from the Leader of the Opposition. The Brumby
government’s investment in our roads is an investment
in jobs. It is generating jobs, boosting our economy and
also ensuring that Victoria is the best place to live, work
and raise a family.

Office of Police Integrity: telephone recordings
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Attorney-General. With charges
against Noel Ashby having been dismissed, I ask: when
did the Attorney-General first become aware that
telephone conversations between government members
of Parliament and Victoria Police as well as
government staff in Victoria Police had been secretly
recorded by the Office of Police Integrity?
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Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — As the
honourable member would know, the process in
relation to telephone intercepts has been made clear to
members in this place before. He would also know it
would be a breach of the law to disclose information in
relation to these matters.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Attorney-General is clearly debating the question.
When these matters were put to him previously his
answer then was that he could not answer because of
the impending trial of Noel Ashby. That is no longer a
mechanism which would at all preclude his being able
to answer this question. It is completely apart from the
provisions of the relevant legislation that govern the
issuing of warrants; rather it is to do with the minister’s
own frame of mind about the matters which I have
addressed in this question. I ask you, Speaker, to direct
him to answer it.
The SPEAKER — Order! Despite being given a
number of points made in debate by the Leader of The
Nationals, the Leader of The Nationals knows that the
Chair cannot direct a minister as to how to respond to a
question. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr HULLS — I will reiterate what the facts are in
relation to this matter: in relation to telephone intercepts
generally, once they have been applied for and granted,
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is
advised about that on a confidential basis. In relation to
when those telephone intercepts and warrants cease,
some time after that, the Attorney-General is advised —
that is, after the event. That is in a general sense what
occurs. I do not intend to say anything that would
breach the law.

Regional and rural Victoria: government
initiatives
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is for
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development. I
refer to the government’s commitment to make Victoria
the best place to live, work and raise a family, and I
ask: can the minister outline to the house how the
Brumby Labor government is investing in rural and
regional Victoria, and is she aware of any attempts to
threaten that investment?
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.
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NAMING AND SUSPENSION OF
MEMBERS
Members for Albert Park, Ballarat East,
Dandenong, Kororoit and Melton
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Albert
Park, the member for Ballarat East, the member for
Dandenong, the member for Kororoit and the member
for Melton will all leave the chamber for an hour, under
standing order 124.
Members for Albert Park, Ballarat East,
Dandenong, Kororoit and Melton withdrew from
chamber.
Honourable members interjecting.

Members for Kororoit and Melton
The SPEAKER — Order! I name Mr Nardella, the
member for Melton, and Ms Kairouz, the member for
Kororoit, and I ask the minister in charge of the house
to take the appropriate action.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Rodney for some cooperation. I warn the members for
Scoresby, Kilsyth and Hastings.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That the member for Kororoit (Ms Kairouz) and the member
for Melton (Mr Nardella) be suspended from the service of
the house during the remainder of the day’s sitting.

Motion agreed to.
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From day one we on this side of the house, like the
member for Seymour, have been working hard to
rebuild regional communities right across the state,
communities that had been completely and utterly
neglected by the government of the 1990s. As a result
of this hard work we have seen a transformation of
regional Victoria, which along with the rest of the
state — the whole of Victoria — has grown and
thrived. We have seen more jobs come to Victoria and
more jobs in regional Victoria along with more people,
more services and a dramatic improvement in regional
infrastructure.
It is exactly this approach that those opposite
consistently fail to understand. That must be why the
Leader of the then National Party when in government
voted 1150 times to shut down schools, shut down
country hospitals and shut down country train lines.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development not to debate the
question. Question time is not an opportunity to attack
the opposition leaders.
Ms ALLAN — One of the key ways we have made
an investment in regional Victoria is through the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF), a
vital fund that has invested in vital regional
infrastructure. You just have to look at three examples
that tell you the story. There is the Wangaratta
Performing Arts Centre, a fantastic modern facility
opened by the Premier. I am sure the member for
Murray Valley can confirm that this venue is now
attracting thousands of people who would never have
had the opportunity to see those performances in
Wangaratta without the centre.
We turn to Ballarat, and I am sure the member for
Ballarat West — and the member for Ballarat East, if
he were able to join us — would also be able to confirm
that the investment in IBM’s IT services centre in
Ballarat, which has been facilitated with regional
infrastructure development funding, has helped create
300 new jobs — a great boost for jobs in Ballarat.

Questions resumed.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Seymour for
his question. I congratulate the member for Seymour on
the fantastic work he is doing in his local area, where
this morning we were officially opening the new
multipurpose facility of the Kinglake West tennis club.
What a fantastic community represented by a fantastic
local member that is.

Finally, in Gippsland — and I am sure the members for
Gippsland can attest to this as well — with government
assistance through RIDF, Australian Paper was able to
secure 950 jobs for the Gippsland region. I mention
these projects because, as we know, none of these
projects delivering jobs would have seen the light of
day if those opposite had had their way.
But we know there is more to do. There continues to be
a task ahead of us. The Brumby government recognises
that to support regional communities and regional
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businesses and industry across the state you need to
have a plan. This is why we are working in partnership
with regional communities: to put in place a plan that is
going to help to guide our future population, jobs
growth and infrastructure into the next decade.
To put this in a broader context, this is part of our
statewide approach, our whole-of-government,
government-wide work on guiding development for
regional Victoria and for Melbourne’s growth areas as
well. But unfortunately, as we know, very recently the
plan to deliver infrastructure for Melbourne’s growth
areas has been opposed by some. I advise the house that
this in turn puts at risk our plans for regional Victoria.
The position adopted by some people would place an
additional burden on Victorian regional communities. It
would put a burden particularly on regional Victorian
families who would have to pay for infrastructure in
metropolitan Melbourne. It also, as we have heard
today, puts pressure on house prices, and I contend that
it is not going to be confined to metropolitan areas — it
will have a flow-on effect to regional and rural Victoria
as well.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. She should confine
herself to the question she was asked as opposed to
using question time to attack the opposition.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Seymour asked me about attempts to
threaten investment in regional and rural Victoria, and I
contend that I was addressing that part of the member’s
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order in that I believe the minister was addressing the
question, but I remind her that I will take a very dim
view of any further commentary on the Leader of the
Opposition or any other opposition member.
Ms ALLAN — The Brumby government rejects
this approach. We stand by regional communities to
help them facilitate investment, to facilitate jobs and to
support communities right across the state because we
understand and appreciate the value of having a plan
that governs for the whole of Victoria — metropolitan
Melbourne, regional centres and rural towns and
communities. That is what we will continue to do on
this side of the house, whereas last night we once again
saw regional Victoria being ratted out by those opposite
in favour of serving their city-centric master.

Wednesday, 24 February 2010

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Altona to speak on the annual statement of
government intentions I remind all members that this is
an inaugural speech and due courtesy should be
provided.
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — It is a great honour
and privilege to stand here today representing the
electorate of Altona and the people of Melbourne’s
west. As this is my first speech as a parliamentarian, I
wish to acknowledge the traditional owners of the land
upon which Parliament House stands as well as the land
now covered by my electorate: the Kulin nation.
I grew up surrounded by people who believed that you
should work hard to make things better and that you
have a responsibility to help others. This influence led
me at a young age to follow their example and be active
in my own community. It also led me to start thinking
about the social and economic issues that exclude
people from being valued members of our community.
The main reason I stand here today is that I have always
believed it is the role of governments to lay down the
foundations for a prosperous and fair society and to
eradicate injustice. I do not believe governments should
always hold our hands, but they should not sit on their
hands either. We do not elect governments to walk
away from people and communities that need them
most. We do not elect governments to do nothing while
people are treated unfairly or unjustly.
Governments should be enablers of prosperity and
equal access to opportunities — of making sure that
people have every chance to realise the power and
possibility of a good education, to stay healthy, to find a
good job and to achieve their potential, wherever they
live and whatever their circumstances.
Throughout my working life I have seen too many
people having a rough trot in life. I have worked to try
to help them get back into the workforce after being
retrenched, having their businesses fail, being a carer
without enough support or being ill themselves. During
the by-election campaign in Altona I spoke with people
with similar stories to tell, and I was struck yet again
not just by their personal losses but by the social and
economic cost of their exclusion from things like
meaningful employment and a connected community
life. I am firm in my belief that equality of opportunity
is the basis for a fair and successful society that is
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resilient in connected communities, a productive
workforce and a strong economy.

to continue to build a secure, sustainable and diverse
employment base.

President Franklin Roosevelt said:

We need to continue to improve transport connections
within the west and between the west and the rest of
Melbourne and Victoria. We need to continue to
improve the skills of our workforce and to keep
investing in infrastructure to keep up with growth and
change. We need to keep investing in quality education.
We need to support our community leaders and
community groups — those like the Laverton Action
Group, which is doing such a remarkable job of
inspiring and working with our local community to
regenerate it. I intend to be a very strong advocate for
these things within government, and I intend to do
everything I can to make sure that my community is a
community that feels safe and optimistic, that celebrates
its diversity and that works together to build a future
that is fair and full of opportunity.

We have always known that heedless self-interest was bad
morals; we now know that it is bad economics.

I agree with the Nobel prize-winning economist Paul
Krugman, who recently argued that in tough economic
times it helps to recognise that the converse is also true:
that good morals are good economics. In other words,
helping those who need it, especially those in a time of
crisis, through things like better employment and
business support, better health services and education
opportunities, is not only the morally right thing to do;
it is also more likely to be a far more effective form of
economic stimulus than slashing public spending.
Making sure that governments can sustain public and
community services is not only morally the right thing
to do; it is also a way to avoid job losses and limit the
extent of an economic slowdown.
Victoria is very fortunate to have in John Brumby a
Premier who understands this very well. I am proud to
be part of a government that gives priority to investing
in areas that lead to better opportunities, such as schools
and hospitals, jobs, skills and training, and vital
community services.
There is no doubt that Melbourne’s west has benefited
from these opportunities and from its growing
popularity as a place to live. I love living and working
in the west. We are still subject to some misconceptions
from other Melburnians — mainly those who have not
set foot in the west for quite some time, if at all. But it
is their loss, because they are missing out on what is
now one of Melbourne’s most interesting, dynamic and
diverse communities — and one of the fastest growing.

My sense of fairness and equality comes from my
professional and personal experiences. I would like to
acknowledge the influence of my parents, Joan and
Greg Hennessy, my brothers, my grandparents and my
friends. My father has worked on just about every piece
of major infrastructure ever built in Victoria. As a child
I spent many days being taken on tours of assorted
tunnels, bridges and sewerage plants — or ‘purification
plants’, as he prefers to call them. Whilst I complained
a lot about these tours — because, let’s face it, they are
not an eight-year-old’s great idea of a fabulous
weekend — along with Dad’s great enthusiasm for civil
infrastructure they showed me the difference that
governments can make when they have the foresight
and commitment to deliver big public projects in areas
such as transport and water.

Despite our changing fortunes, there is still work to be
done. I want Altona to be a place of great opportunity. I
want to know that a young girl or boy from my
electorate can be confident of having the same
opportunities as someone growing up in any other part
of Melbourne. I want to know that the people in
Laverton have the same chances and choices as people
in our most privileged and well-off suburbs. I want to
know that the families of Point Cook or Altona
Meadows or Hoppers Crossing have every reason to
believe that their aspirations for themselves and their
children will be realised.

My mum has been instrumental in inspiring my belief
in justice and opportunities for all, especially in the area
of education. Bringing up a clan of children when you
have multiple sclerosis is a daunting task, but one my
mother managed with extraordinary humour and
courage. She was passionate about all of us getting a
good education and challenging accepted wisdoms. To
this end she banned television from the house, and
instead of taking us to the zoo she took us to university
biology departments; and we were banned from ever
entering McDonald’s and were made to hiss at it when
we drove past it. It was only when I was in the
company of other children and would so hiss that I
discovered this was not standard childhood behaviour.

We are a lot closer to achieving these things, but we
still need to attract more investment and business to
Melbourne’s west. We still need more local jobs so that
people do not have to travel as far to work, and we need

My brothers have also been a great source of
encouragement and endless entertainment. They have
given me very effective, practical instruction on how to
win, or in my case how to lose, a good fight.
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I owe a great debt to my wonderful grandparents —
Sven and Marjorie Larsen of Bendigo, and Tess and
Herb Hennessy of Gippsland — who were big-hearted,
deeply loving and generous people who taught me
much about being a decent human being.
I also want to thank my in-laws, Lang and Leondis
Dean, for their support. Long-time residents of
Dimboola, now of Ballarat, they are also great
examples of people who care about others and their
community. And, of course, they did me the very fine
service of producing my wonderful partner, Bernie.
So my families’ legacy to me is one of enduring
kindness, of not judging people because they are
different, in difficulty or down on their luck.
To my friends across the Labor Party, my campaign
team and local branch members, I thank you for your
work and encouragement. I would also like to thank the
labour movement. I promise you that I will be a strong
voice in this Parliament for jobs, fair employment
conditions, safer workplaces and a better deal for
working families.
I would also like to say a word of thanks to my old law
firm, Holding Redlich, that gave me so many
wonderful opportunities and experiences. I also need to
acknowledge the support of my civilian friends from all
walks of life whose humour and loyalty continue to
sustain me. I trust they will continue to keep me in
touch with what people are really saying about
politicians, to the extent we do not already know that.
It was Sir Isaac Newton who said, ‘If I have seen
further, it is only by standing on the shoulders of
giants’. I am very conscious that in being here today I
stand on the shoulders of many people whose wisdom
and advice has guided and inspired me. I would not be
here without them. They include Allan Griffin; Kim
Carr; my local federal members of Parliament Julia
Gillard and Nicola Roxon; Daniel Andrews, Minister
for Health; Gavin Jennings, Minister for Environment
and Climate Change; Andrew Giles; and former
Premier Steve Bracks and former Premier Joan Kirner,
who is here today — a remarkable woman whose
commitment to improving the lives and representation
of women is one I hope I can emulate.
To my predecessor in the seat of Altona, Lynne Kosky,
I say a big thank you for your example of community
leadership, your untiring support for the city’s west and
your 14 years of service to the people of Altona and
Victoria.
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To my partner Bernie and my exuberant daughters,
Lily-Rose and Ginger: you are my inspiration. I hope I
make you proud.
Finally to the people of Altona for electing me as their
representative, I say thank you. I assure you that I will
represent your hopes, concerns and interests with
dedication and passion. I assure you of my commitment
and that of the Brumby Labor government to making
sure that the people of Melbourne’s west have every
opportunity to secure a bright and successful future.
Thank you so much for this opportunity. I will give you
my utmost.
Honourable members applauded.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak in reply to the annual statement
of government intentions by the Premier. Once again
this statement was typical of the government: all spin
and no substance. I will go through the statement. The
Premier says the government is standing up for
Victorian families — for jobs, services and a fair go. I
think we need to go and tell that to the people of
Leitchville where the local factory has closed down,
costing 80 jobs, because of the government’s policies.
The town of Leitchville has also been denied access to
the natural gas pipeline, which was promised by the
Labor Party during the 1999 election but which it has
failed to deliver in 10 years.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLER — Indeed, it was last century that it
was promised.
Then we have Picola, where the local sawmill has been
closed down as a part of the river red gums national
park. So the local economy of Picola has lost five jobs,
which has a flow-on effect that is quite devastating. On
the front page of today’s Weekly Times we see that the
Victorian Farmers Federation has done the figures that
show that the water policies of this government and the
federal government are costing regional areas of
Australia, including northern Victoria, 5599 jobs.
I return to the statement by the Premier, which says:
Making our streets safer also requires the hard work of
driving culture change to help our police and communities
address the issue of alcohol-related crime and antisocial
behaviour around entertainment precincts.

That is all well and good, but what is the government
doing in the electorate of Rodney? It is reducing police
numbers in the shires of Moira and Campaspe. All the
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alcohol outlets are paying extra money for their licence
fees, but police numbers are being reduced.
The statement then goes on to talk about water:
The Sugarloaf pipeline will come on line in coming
weeks … a $2 billion investment to save water and deliver it
to farmers, rivers and communities …

The people of northern Victoria are well aware that
there will not be any extra water. There will no water
for the farmers, because the government has promised
519 000 megalitres in savings, when last year there was
only 350 000 megalitres. Indeed if the sums are done on
last year, there would only have been
180 000 megalitres saved, so the government is
340 000 megalitres short on its savings.
The Premier went on to say:
In the same way that our long-term water plan is securing our
water supply our $38 billion Victorian transport plan will
build the transport links required to support Victorian families
into the future.

Another lot of spin! If you go through the budget
papers, you see that only $8 billion has been
committed. How can you say it is a $38 billion plan
when there is only $8 billion in the budget for it? To
say it was anything more than what is in the budget
papers is misleading; as I said, it is only an $8 billion
plan.
It goes on:
We will drive the biggest infrastructure investment in the
state’s history, safeguard Victoria’s business
competitiveness …

I suggest government members go and tell that to the
dairy farmers in northern Victoria, where we have seen
under this government’s rule, from the year 2001–02 to
2009–10, this current year, the milk flow in northern
Victoria drop from 3.2 billion litres down to an
anticipated 1.7 billion litres. Why? The government’s
policies have not made members of the dairy industry
in northern Victoria feel as though they will be secure
and competitive. They fear that because of the pipeline
to Melbourne and because of the government allowing
the federal government to come in and buy back water,
there will not be enough water — and we have seen the
contraction of the dairy industry in northern Victoria.
The statement says the government is standing up for
Victorian jobs; it refers to the largest school capital
program in Victoria’s history in 2010. We all know it is
the federal government that has been funding that. We
also know that the state government has been creaming
money off the top through management fees within the
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department. I have schools in my electorate that have
been allocated $850 000 but are only getting $560 000
of it. The Victorian government is creaming that money
off, putting it in other places and denying schools in my
electorate their full allocation.
We also hear that the government is going to upgrade
the tennis centre and that the Premier has a vision to
build the best sports and cultural precinct in the world.
What about a bit of a spend outside of Melbourne? A
community facility that really needs a rebuild is
Victoria Park in Echuca. The very old facilities there
are desperately in need of a rebuild, but nowhere in the
statement is there any reference to a vision for that.
There are also the netball courts at Rochester. The
member for Northern Victoria Region, Kaye
Darveniza, in the Council has been there and seen those
courts. The players cannot play on them this year, yet
the government refuses at this stage to help out. The
government then refers to 10 police stations being
replaced or upgraded. There is no mention of Echuca or
Rochester. There is not much in this statement for the
seat of Rodney.
We also have a reference to aged care and community
services facilities across the state. All members would
know that the workers are working overtime with no
pay. I know of nurses in the aged care area working
perhaps 80 hours when they should be doing perhaps
40. There should be a ratio of 1 nurse to 7 patients, but
quite often the ratio is 1 to 9 or 1 to 17, and the nurses
and their carers have been saying to me that it is not
sustainable. We need to address this, and nowhere in
the statement of intention is the government saying it
will fix that.
Now we come to this:
In 2010 our bushfire priorities will be: strengthening fire
preparedness, including developing township protection
plans …

The best thing we can do for fire preparedness is reduce
the fuel loads, and the best way to reduce the fuel loads
is to have harvesting of timber in ecological thinnings
and to have cattle in the bush, for ecological reasons,
reducing the fuel loads.
The statement says we are going to have tougher laws
and a more visible police presence, but as I have
already mentioned, the plans are to reduce the number
of police in the Moira and Campaspe shires, which
would be a disgraceful act and contrary to what the
Premier has been saying.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT INTENTIONS
458

ASSEMBLY

Now we come to the farce of it all — the real spin: this
government now has a minister for respect. Members
would have seen earlier today in question time what
this government delivers as respect. From the Premier
and the Attorney-General down, government members
do not respect the parliamentary processes, and they do
not respect members of the opposition. The Premier
came to Rodney on 11 January to announce funding for
the port of Echuca. That may have been quite good, but
if there was respect, he would also have invited other
members of Parliament. The local member was not
invited by the Premier nor by the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development. Fortunately the local shire
informed me what was going on, and I got to be there.
The Minister for Health also comes into my electorate,
making announcements, and he and his department
never inform me; I have to find out from locals.
Mr Wynne — What about me? What about the
library?
Mr WELLER — The library? I must admit — the
minister is at the table — that when he was going to
open it at 11 o’clock, the minister rang me at 10.30 a.m.
and said, ‘I’m coming; are you going to be there?’. That
is the respect we get. It needs to be shown all the way
down the line. We talk about fairness, but that is what
we get.
Mr Wynne — You didn’t answer the phone the day
before.
Mr WELLER — Because I was looking after my
constituents; I am too busy to be talking to sideshows.
What we need to do is go back to the rivers and the red
gums. The government says it is committed to the
rivers and red gums, but in reality government
members do not care about them; if they did, they
would not be pumping the water that is being saved
from the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline — that was
allocated to the Loddon, Campaspe and Goulburn
rivers — to Melbourne, because Melbourne has two
years of water in supply. They would be supplying that
water to the Gunbower Forest — it could be delivered
down the Goulburn. If government members were fair
dinkum about the environment, they would be giving
the water to it.
Government members do not want to talk about
priorities and getting their communities involved. Why
are they cutting down the community’s involvement in
the catchment management authorities? Their plan for
this year is to take involvement away from the
communities and have the catchments run by
bureaucrats.
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Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a few comments in relation to the
2010 statement of government intentions that was
presented by the Premier on 2 February. Today I wish
to focus on an area very dear to my heart, as it is for
everyone in this house and particularly for those on this
side of the house. It relates to the multicultural nature of
our community and all of those things that we have
done to ensure that our community remains one of
diversity, one of success — —
Mr Wynne — And tolerance.
Mr LANGUILLER — And indeed one of
tolerance, as the member for Richmond, who is
passionately committed to the area of tolerance and
diversity, points out.
Our statement of government intentions, of course,
focuses on families, on fairness and on the future of
Victoria. Victoria’s cultural, linguistic and religious
diversity is one of our greatest assets. Victoria’s new
multicultural policy, All of Us, was launched in March
2009 after extensive statewide community consultation,
and the policy sets out a framework for continuing to
strengthen and promote multiculturalism across the
state. In 2010 the government remains committed to
supporting diversity, to promoting community harmony
and to ensuring that Victorians have appropriate access
to services that are responsive to cultural needs.
I wish to take this opportunity to commend the
government — and indeed to commend the minister —
because I believe that ultimately it is about people and
it is about members of Parliament who become
ministers and who remain committed to a long-term
and historical agenda. The ministry and the government
of today are the custodians of what many of our
predecessors, particularly on this side, have undertaken
to protect for decades on end — indeed since the
Second World War — to ensure that this nation
becomes a successful nation, a diverse nation and
indeed a nation which thrives on the diversity of
languages and ethnicity.
I say in passing that I also commend the statements and
the commitments made in the previous government
statement. I note from the Premier’s speech made in
this house on the 2009 statement of government
intentions that it outlined a plan to protect the economy
in the face of the most serious financial crisis we had
faced for decades. Understandably, and quite correctly,
it was the biggest infrastructure investment in Victoria’s
history, which was aimed at what is fundamentally
important — something that those on this side of the
house learned, and learned quickly, from childhood —
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that is, that we need to have a job, we need to have a
home, we need to have health and we need to have
education if we are to be successful as individuals and
indeed if we are to be harmonious and successful as a
community and as a society.
I wish to take this opportunity to make the following
comments, which I think are worth mentioning because
they reflect clearly that on this side of the house the
government is committed to delivering on every
promise it makes. That 2009 agenda was an ambitious
agenda. It comprised 82 legislative and 195 nonlegislative initiatives, and it was pleasing to hear from
the Premier that 94 per cent of those initiatives, with
another 3 per cent relying on the Council of Australian
Governments and national reforms, have been met. Not
many governments in any jurisdiction anywhere in the
world, may I say respectfully, can put on the record that
94 per cent of promises they have made have actually
been met. In our case some of the remainder of our
agenda is reliant on our partnership with the federal
government, and I am confident that that will come
through. Victorians can stand confidently and look to
the government for leadership, for seriousness and for
commitment and reliability. When it comes to making a
commitment, they know that this government will
come through.
I wish to refer to a paper which I submitted at a New
Zealand conference, which I titled ‘Multiculturalism,
democracy and the Victorian Parliament’.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LANGUILLER — I thank the member. The
conference was a CPA conference — a Commonwealth
Parliamentary Conference. I proudly represented the
Victorian Parliament and my colleagues, and I decided
to submit some background to the history of
multiculturalism in this society.
I wish to remind members that the change in federal
government in 1972 ushered in a new era of migration
in Australia, which saw refugees arrive from Vietnam,
from Lebanon, from Cyprus, from Chile and indeed
from Uruguay, like myself. I wish to place on record
again my appreciation and that of my friends,
colleagues and family members of the policy of the
government at that time which made provision for me
and many others to come to this nation and take
advantage of an education and find a safe haven.
Mr Wynne — And public housing!
Mr LANGUILLER — And public housing. I am
equally grateful for the fact that I was able to enjoy the
privilege of living in the high-rise in Flemington. I will
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not forget my housing experience in the unit at
67/120 Flemington — —
Mr Wynne — Racecourse Road.
Mr LANGUILLER — Racecourse Road, as the
member for Richmond correctly remembers and
reminds me. That was a great experience for me, and it
gave me an enormous opportunity. I will always be
indebted to the community and to the taxpayers and
governments of the time for making that provision
available to me.
Coming back to this statement, let me say that
according to the last census among the top five
communities from overseas living in Victoria are
England, with 163 000, Italy and New Zealand, and
there are a whole range of other communities, including
Sri Lanka and now countries from Africa. I repeat: how
do we protect multiculturalism and human rights? The
preamble to the Multicultural Victoria Act states in
paragraph (1):
The Parliament of Victoria recognises and values the cultural,
religious, racial and linguistic diversity of the people of
Victoria.

Although it is important to recognise diversity, it is also
important to promote it, and that is why I commend the
government for its commitment to promoting it. The act
also states:
The Parliament of Victoria wishes to promote this state as a
united community —

which we are —
with shared laws, values, aspirations and responsibilities
within which people from a diversity of backgrounds have —
(a) the freedom and opportunity to preserve and express
their cultural heritage; and
(b) the freedom and opportunity to participate and
contribute to the broader life of society; and —

last but not least —
(c) equal rights and responsibilities under the laws of
Victoria.

Equal rights and equal responsibilities are very
important, and I for one recognise and state that we
must always emphasise the necessity to remain equal
before the law and to have the responsibility of
exercising equal rights and taking up equal
opportunities. The distinction between simply
recognising diversity and actively promoting it is
critical for any modern society from our point of view
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but in particular for Victoria, being the most
multicultural and diverse state in Australia.
I commend the government, I commend the statement
of intentions and I commend the ministers responsible
for it, because I believe that the challenges we now face
can be met within the law and can be met within the
community. I have no hesitation whatsoever in placing
on record that this is the most multicultural, most
harmonious and indeed most tolerant society I have
lived in. When I look at other nations around the world
I remain very strongly and very passionately of the
view that whilst there might be an element or two that
reject this notion of multicultural harmony,
institutionally this country and the people as a whole
are good and are absolutely committed to harmony and
to making sure that diversity — linguistically and
culturally — remains a pivotal part of this community.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I join the debate on the
annual statement of government intentions of February
2010. I say from the outset that I had a different speech
prepared for debate on this particular booklet — an
embarrassing booklet — until I witnessed question time
today. What an embarrassing situation it was for the
government during question time to have three, four or
five of its own members thrown out for a publicity
stunt — and that is all it was. It was a grubby attack.
You can see the government unfolding. Day by day it is
becoming more desperate and aggressive. When it
comes to grubby attacks, this government is leading the
way.
On page 34 of the annual statement of government
intentions, under the heading ‘Implementing the urban
growth boundary’, it says:
The government announced a review of the urban growth
boundary when Melbourne @ 5 million — which provided a
long-term plan for managing Melbourne’s growth — was
released in December 2008. The expanded urban growth
boundary provides for an additional 284 000 households in
the growth areas of Melbourne.

You would not believe what the ministers were saying
during question time today in response to their own
Dorothy Dixers. They were trying to convince the
Parliament that because the Planning and Environment
Amendment (Growth Areas Infrastructure
Contribution) Bill had been voted down in the
Legislative Council, three things were going to happen:
firstly, the sky was going to fall in; secondly, the supply
of blocks of land was going to significantly decrease;
and thirdly, the price of blocks of land was going to
significantly increase. All the Dorothy Dixers focused
on these three points.
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I remember that in the previous state election campaign
Labor promised there would be no new taxes. That
turned out to be a blatant lie. It is typical of this
government, which will say and do anything to hang on
to power. We have already started to see this. Without
any doubt, you can never trust Labor members because
of their desperation to hang on to power.
Is it not interesting, given the two points the
government tried to make in question time today —
that the supply of land will decrease and the price of
blocks of land will significantly increase — to note an
HIA (Housing Industry Association) press release put
out today headed ‘Melbourne’s future land supply at
risk’. It says — and I am very surprised the Premier did
not refer to this press release today during his list of
spins:
The Housing Industry Association is pleased the Victorian
government’s unfair levy on new housing has been defeated
in Parliament, but is now calling on the government to
proceed with the expansion of Melbourne’s growth boundary
or risk jeopardising the state’s land supply and affordability.

The HIA has made it very clear that it wanted this new,
big tax voted down. It is pleased that the opposition,
along with the Greens, has voted it down, and it is now
calling on the government to take action to make sure
that the land supply and affordability issues are
addressed.
The press release goes on to quote HIA’s Victorian
executive director, Gil King, who said:
In an environment where affordability is already
deteriorating, such a move would be disastrous for the state’s
competitiveness and for future generations of Victorians who
will see their housing dream further out of reach.

He went on to say:
Despite numerous flaws with GAIC and widespread industry
opposition to the bill, the government tried to push on with
minor amendments that did not address industry’s concerns,
only to see it defeated.

The press release continues:
HIA had called for amendments such as changes to the timing
of the payment …

And so it goes on.
I would also like to quote from a letter to the Premier,
dated 11 November 2009. It says:
The Australian Property Institute, Housing Industry
Association, Master Builders Association of Victoria,
Property Council of Australia and Urban Development
Institute of Australia, the peak bodies representing the
development and building industries, have united to oppose
the Planning and Environment Amendment (Growth Areas
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Infrastructure Contribution) Bill as presented in the exposure
draft released on 16 October 2009.
Our individual positions —

the letter goes on to say —
on the growth areas infrastructure contribution (GAIC) as
outlined previously have not changed. We are fundamentally
opposed to the introduction of any new taxes on land and
housing developments.

How much clearer can it be? This government is out of
touch and is no longer listening to the people. We now
have a situation where during the whole of question
time today the government, in an incredibly
embarrassing display, tried to blame the opposition,
saying that the defeat of the GAIC bill would somehow
create a decrease in land supply and that the price of
blocks of land would significantly increase. I do not
quite get that. How is putting $95 000 per hectare of
brand-new taxes on land that needs to be developed
going to force prices to decrease? There is something in
that equation I am missing.
Let us move on to the annual statement of government
intentions presented by the Premier. You have to
remember that John Brumby has been running the state
for 11 long, dark years. There is no doubt that the
Brumby government has run out of ideas. Where is the
vision and where are the solutions that will fix the
shambles this state is in? Violent crime is at record
levels, waiting lists at hospitals have blown out,
education standards have fallen, we are on
stage 3A water restrictions and we now have runaway
debt with no repayment plan and no ideas. Where are
the solutions to the problems in this state?
Let us look at the details. On page 27 of the statement
there is a reference to PSOs (protective services
officers). It says, under the heading ‘The Victoria
Police Bill 2010’, that the government was:
Removing the cap on the number of protective services
officers (PSOs) that can be employed by Victoria Police and
expanding the roles in which the chief commissioner may
deploy PSOs (such as at train stations) …

I remember that when the Leader of the Opposition, the
Leader of The Nationals and the shadow Minister for
Public Transport announced this policy it was totally
rejected by the government. Those people had no idea
what was going on around them — the stabbings,
bashings and further assaults that take place on trains
and at train stations — so the opposition put forward an
idea, which was pooh-poohed by the government at
every step. It was embarrassing for the Premier,
because he had no idea what PSOs did at any time. It
seems that PSOs were good enough to support
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members of Parliament by protecting the Parliament
and the Shrine of Remembrance, but when it came to
public transport and the Victorian public, for some
reason the Premier had a different idea and thought that
PSOs should not protect them. It is incredibly
embarrassing for the government that once again the
PSOs are being highlighted in the proposed Victoria
Police bill and that the government is moving along
those lines.
In the last minute I have to remind the government of
its unbelievable disrespect for the outer east. It is good
to see the member for Monbulk at the table. Does he
remember the promises that government members
made to the people in the outer east? They promised
there would be no tolls on the Scoresby freeway. In
1999 they promised that Rowville police station would
be a 24-hour station. It is not; that promise was a lie.
They promised to extend the tram line to Knox City in
1999, but it was a lie, and that promise will never be
fulfilled. In 1999 government members promised that a
feasibility study would be done on extending the
suburban railway line to Rowville, but the headline of
the local paper a fortnight ago was ‘Rail scuttled’ when
the Premier came out and said it was not going to
happen — another broken promise.
Government members said that come hell or high water
Waverley Park would be saved for Australian Football
League football. You can never, ever trust the Brumby
Labor government.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — It gives me great pleasure to speak
on the annual statement of government intentions. The
year 2010 is about building — building jobs, building
our economy and building our communities. Victoria
will see a program of activity that continues to provide
strong leadership and delivers the state’s biggest ever
infrastructure development and a government that
stands up for Victorian families — for our jobs, our
families and our communities.
We see this activity in my own community. The
Monbulk Community Centre is due to open — a
fantastic redevelopment incorporating Monbulk
Primary School and a redeveloped community centre
delivering maternal and child health care, children’s
services and a preschool, and a library to be used by
students and the broader community. This wonderful
project has been delivered by three levels of
government and the local community. Construction has
begun on Burrinja, the cultural centre in Upwey, which
will be the first dedicated performing arts facility in the
Dandenong Ranges, and it is a wonderful project.
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We are about to open the Montrose recreation reserve,
LeisureWorks in Boronia and schools right through the
Dandenongs — from Monbulk to The Basin Primary
School, where yesterday I announced a feasibility study
to look at creating a community hub for the community
of The Basin, just as we have done for the Monbulk
community, and we have seen similar projects move
ahead right across the state.
Just over a year ago our state was struck by the worst
natural disaster Australia has ever experienced. Some
12 months on many lessons have been learnt and much
rebuilding is continuing. Victoria learnt the
extraordinary power of communities and the pivotal
role that sport plays in our lives. Within my own
portfolio responsibilities in 2010 the Brumby
government will continue rebuilding each and every
sporting club destroyed or impacted on 7 February
2009. New state-of-the-art lights will soon be raised at
the Kinglake football ground. Work will continue on
the Marysville skate park, the Strathewen sports centre
and many other projects. This is in addition to the
dozens of projects already completed, including
redevelopments at the Yarra Glen Pony Club, the Steels
Creek Tennis Club, the Kinglake West Tennis Club and
the Marysville pool.
I would like to highlight one project in particular. In
September I joined the Deputy Premier and the member
for Seymour at the Marysville Bowls Club, where the
Deputy Premier announced a grant of $200 000 for the
laying of a synthetic bowling green. An email from the
president of the Marysville Bowls Club, Dr Nick Jans,
states:
This is great news for the club as a whole, not just for the
bowlers (who have every right to be hugging themselves!).
This will undoubtedly spur our membership, give us a higher
profile within the bowling community, and generally result in
a greater flow of visitors to the district.
Every visitor who comes will spend some money somewhere;
and that’s great for Marysville and the Triangle.

This year will also see the Brumby government
continuing its vision to build the best sports and cultural
precinct in the world. Work will commence on several
major sporting infrastructure projects and will continue
on many others nearing completion. The investment in
these major sporting projects totals close to
$1 billion — close to $1 billion worth of work and
hundreds upon hundreds of jobs created. Victoria takes
great pride in our world-leading sports precinct, which
is Melbourne and Victoria’s version of the Sydney
Harbour Bridge and the opera house. If there is one
thing that sets Melbourne and Victoria apart from the
rest of the country and the rest of the world, it is our
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fantastic sporting and cultural precincts right across the
state.
In April work will commence on the $363 million
redevelopment of Melbourne Park, a project which has
seen the Australian Open secured until at least 2036.
This project will see a redevelopment of Margaret
Court Arena, including the installation of a retractable
roof, and the development of a new eastern plaza,
which will house 21 new courts and tennis player
facilities to rival any in the world. This will be the first
grand slam venue with three weatherproof stadiums.
The retractable roof over Margaret Court Arena is a
fantastic outcome for other sporting codes, particularly
basketball and netball, the players of which have been
absolutely keen for — a new stadium with 7500 seats.
Immediately following the grand prix major work will
commence on the new $52 million state athletics centre
at Albert Park, which will create a new state-of-the-art
home for the Victorian Institute of Sport (VIS) — its
own home — and for our athletics community as well.
This project will herald a new era for track and field
events. This world-class facility will be of international
standard and will finally locate all of our principal
Olympic sports — aquatic and track and field — in the
one precinct. The project will also deliver more
dedicated recreational space and more synthetic pitches
and turf fields for all Albert Park users, and bring
together all components of the South Melbourne
Football Club. Whether it be for elite sport or
community sport, this is a fantastic project.
Work will also commence on an upgrade to the Great
Southern Stand at the MCG. The government will
contribute $30 million to this project, and an
announcement will be made in the coming months on
the totality of that project. The Brumby government
will save Yarra Park through a $22 million water
project, which will secure the health of this beautiful
park, and that is a project which would not have
happened without the action of the Brumby
government.
Work will continue on the $27 million state basketball
centre at Knox. Stage 1 of this new heart for basketball
in Victoria will see the construction of six new
basketball courts, including a 3500-seat show court, and
it will also house two synthetic soccer pitches, which
will serve as a regional base for Football Federation
Victoria. Importantly, this will be the first time
basketball has ever had a home to call its own.
Australia now has a new home for winter sports, with
the new $58 million National Ice Sports Centre having
just opened its doors. This is the first two-rink ice
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facility ever developed in Australia. If members have
not been there, I encourage them to visit the centre. It is
an extraordinary facility and a great addition to our
sporting and recreation landscape.
Many Australian Football League (AFL) and Victorian
Football League training ground upgrades will be
completed in 2010, and the cost of the work on those
projects has totalled more than $100 million. Earlier
this month I opened Carlton’s new state-of-the-art
development at Visy Park. Whether it is Arden Street or
the Whitten Oval for the Bulldogs, these are
extraordinary projects which not only provide state-ofthe-art facilities for the elite athletes of those AFL clubs
but also open up the doors of these clubs to the broader
community. They are fantastic projects.
Most excitingly the next jewel in Melbourne’s sporting
crown will open in May. The new rectangular stadium
will be a revelation for sport in Melbourne. Sporting
fans will never have experienced anything like it,
particularly Rugby Union, Rugby League and soccer
fans. It will be the new home for Melbourne Storm,
Melbourne Victory, Melbourne Heart and the
Melbourne Rebels, which will be our team for the
Super 15 Rugby competition. We got that over the line
after many years of hard work, so it will be fantastic to
see the Melbourne Rebels Rugby Union team.
The year 2010 will also be a big year for our athletes.
Later this year many Victorians and VIS athletes will
head to India to represent Australia at the
Commonwealth Games. We saw firsthand in 2006 how
passionate we are about the Commonwealth Games,
and we look forward to another successful competition
in India, so good luck to our athletes.
The government will also continue to work closely with
the federal government and Football Federation
Australia on our bid to host the 2018 or the 2022 World
Cup. As we will see when it is held in June, the World
Cup is the world’s biggest sporting event, and there is
no better place in the world to see a World Cup final
than the Melbourne Cricket Ground. Together with our
continued record of investment in country and
community sport, the Brumby government is delivering
stronger sport, stronger communities and stronger
security in terms of Victorian jobs.
In 2010 we will see a focus on mutual respect in our
community. As part of our respect agenda the Brumby
government will shortly release a new code of conduct
for community sport. For the first time funding will be
tied to how clubs and sporting associations make their
sports venues places where everyone from every
background can enjoy playing sport, free from abuse,
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discrimination and the so-called ugly-parent syndrome.
That will be a big announcement this year and will be a
major component of our respect agenda.
In 2010 the vulnerable youth framework will be an
opportunity to drive more consistent, systemic
approaches to supporting young people across the
spectrum of vulnerability and youth services. There are
six Better Youth Services pilots that have been
undertaken, testing the proposed features of a new
comprehensive framework. The Brumby government is
committed to getting the vulnerable youth framework
right for services, families and the most vulnerable
young people in our community.
In 2010 the Brumby government will continue
improving the experiences of international students in
Victoria. As I mentioned yesterday, I recently joined
the Premier in Carlton when he launched the new
International Student Care Service that is being
managed by the Victorian Multicultural Commission. It
is a service which provides international students with a
single point of contact where those in need can obtain
advice, support and assistance 24 hours a day, seven
days a week.
In 2010 the government will continue promoting
harmony and ensuring that our multicultural
communities have access to services that are responsive
to their cultural needs. There will also be a review by
Geoff Eames of our sentencing laws, and I do not have
time to go into the detail of that. It will be a major
review and will continue the extensive redevelopment
of our cultural precincts in the central business district,
so 2010 will be a big year for all of us.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise today to speak in
reply to the Premier’s self-promoting annual statement
of government intentions 2010. Hopefully the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs will remain in
the chamber during this debate, because it is
disappointing to look at some of the good things done
in Victoria, particularly with my being a keen supporter
of Rugby Union, while also recognising some of the
other activities of this government which deeply disturb
me. I will say more about that in a moment.
The overriding concern which is daily being
highlighted to me and my colleagues in the coalition,
which the Premier failed to cover in his speech, is that
Victorians are hurting. Victorians daily not only are
faced with fraught economic conditions and a
tightening jobs market but must also deal with
challenges thrown up by this government, which does
not care, has run out of puff and has run its race.
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The list of challenges is long and extensive: crime,
alcohol-fuelled violence, traffic congestion, poor public
transport, corruption, appalling bushfire preparedness,
poor land management, the Premier’s reneging on his
solemn promise to implement the bushfire royal
commission’s recommendations, violence against
international students, high and ever-increasing taxes,
increasing levels of state debt, a fire services levy
system which punishes those who contribute rather than
those who neglect their obligations, water infrastructure
and water policy which is seeing the state run dry and
water being taken through the north–south pipeline
from the state’s great agricultural regions to be flushed
down the toilets of Melbourne residences, growing
hospital and public housing waiting lists, and liquor
licensing fees which are putting the hammer to small,
local country pubs that are the bedrock institutions of
many country towns and, as we saw yesterday, to the
live music venues, because Labor cannot control
alcohol-fuelled violence in Melbourne. I could go on
with a whole range of further points, but be assured that
after 10 long years of inept governance, the list most
certainly continues.
For a group of people — the members opposite who
repeatedly espouse ad nauseam that they want to make
Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family — Labor could not have failed more
comprehensively in this task. Change and new
leadership are needed in law and order, transport, water,
land management, the economy, education and health.
In law and order, whether it be violent crime against the
person, crime against international students or the lack
of operational front-line police, Labor has been derelict
in its duty to Victorians. It is not just the coalition that
says this. In late January the Productivity Commission
released a damning assessment of Labor’s law and
order commitment.
The Productivity Commission found that in Victoria
today under Labor there are fewer operational police
per capita than in any other state in Australia, that
Victoria consistently spends less per capita on police
services compared to other states and that since
2006–07 Victoria has seen a decline per capita in the
number of police. All this is in an environment where
violent crime has increased by 40 per cent over 10 long
years under Labor and where violent assault has soared
by 70 per cent in the same period.
We also have a problem in this state with violence
against international students and with a government
that, firstly, for years has not been willing to accept that
there has been a longstanding problem; and secondly, is
not prepared to put in the hard yards to find solutions. It
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is only willing to flagrantly plagiarise the hard work of
private Victorian enterprise in the name of quelling bad
press. Labor’s actions on this front could not have been
more insidious, and they point to a culture of laziness
and incompetence which is rife through ministerial and
departmental offices across the state.
To demonstrate the depths to which Labor will stoop to
save face, International Student Care Australia is a
Victorian small business which provides care and
support for those who have come from overseas to
study in Victoria. This business has been going since
2003. Before violence against international students
became a front-page issue, representatives from
International Student Care Australia approached the
government to raise their concerns as professionals in
the field who deal with international students on a daily
basis.
Despite representations and meetings with the Minister
for Skills and Workforce Participation and her office,
their concerns fell on deaf ears. It was not until
overwhelming public pressure forced this government
to act that it so brazenly plagiarised the intellectual
property of International Student Care Australia and
passed it off as the government’s new program to solve
the violence against international students, badged
‘International Student Care Services’.
The Premier and, in particular, the Minister for Skills
and Workforce Participation should be ashamed for,
firstly, ignoring the long-held professional concerns of
International Student Care Australia; and secondly, for
plagiarising its hard work at the last minute in an
attempt to look as if the government actually had a plan
to deal with violent crime. This cannot be permitted to
stand. This is a disgrace, and the government must
ensure that appropriate recognition and compensation
will be afforded to International Student Care Australia
for its hard work.
Moving on to look at the next 12 months from a local
perspective, Benambra residents are hurting as well.
Violent crime, road death and trauma, poor land and
wildlife management and delays, and a lack of
commitment to the completion of vital rail
infrastructure projects continue to dog the community.
Recently there have been many deaths on our local
roads. The government’s road safety policy is not
working. Only last Sunday the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services heralded the impounding of the
10 000th hoon car as if it were a reason to celebrate.
There should not be one youth driving on our roads in
Victoria whose car has been impounded. We should not
get to the stage where we take cars off the road or
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where we have to crush them. We need a strong
commitment to proper education and proper support for
police and a whole range of activities I do not have the
time or opportunity to detail.
The 10 000th impounding of a car shows that Labor’s
hoon laws do not work. Tougher action against hoons is
needed, which is why the coalition will increase
impounding periods, crush recidivist offenders’ cars
and take a zero tolerance approach to hoons on our
roads. Governing cannot just be for today; in governing
we must govern for today and for the medium to long
term.
As I have mentioned in this place previously, the much
delayed and still to be completed Wodonga rail bypass
project has taken a decade, but day by day it is getting
closer. We must wait to see whether we get our
passenger rail services returned. It is lucky we are not
holding our breath, but each day we are getting closer.
There have been long delays, but the infrastructure
project continues and will drive growth for several of
the major employers in my electorate.
Today Labor wants to rip up a longstanding
commitment to industry in Wodonga by commencing
the removal of the rail infrastructure known as the
Wodonga spur line. Not only will the government not
leave the line but it will remove every piece of the
infrastructure. In the medium to long term the spur line
would have driven employment as it would have
serviced the factories of the largest employer in the
region as well as businesses whose medium to longterm plans show they rely on this spur line to move the
goods they need to drive employment.
I call upon the government to ensure at the very least
that the present infrastructure be left in place. I also call
on the Labor government to live up to its 2001
memorandum of understanding with local industry to
ensure the operation of the spur line when the Wodonga
rail bypass is finally delivered.
In conclusion, fuel reduction and proper land
management have been ignored by Labor. This inaction
will have implications in the short, medium and long
term. As I have said continually in this place, the northeast of Victoria experienced three large and complex
fires; the area faces a fuel load management problem.
We have a very big 12 months ahead. Work must start
anew to repair the damage caused by 10 years of
inaction, indolence and incompetence by the Labor
government. The coalition has plans for the future.
Members should stay tuned, because the next
12 months are going to be very interesting indeed.
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Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It is a great
pleasure to rise to make a contribution on the 2010
annual statement of government intentions. In starting
my contribution I want to congratulate the new member
for Altona on her inaugural speech in this place. I
certainly look forward to working with her as I believe
she will be a great advocate for people in the western
suburbs and of course in her electorate of Altona.
This is the third year the Brumby Labor government
has set out its priorities and plans on the first
parliamentary sitting day of the year. History will
record that 2009 was very much shaped by the state’s
capacity to see off the worst global financial crisis in
our lifetimes. This was compounded very early last year
by the worst ever natural disaster which we now know
as the Black Saturday bushfires that occurred on
7 February. The fires resulted in the tragic loss of
173 lives. Through all of this Victorians demonstrated
their resilience and enormous generosity of spirit.
This year’s statement is entitled ‘Families, fairness and
the future of Victoria’. It is deliberately ambitious and
capitalises on our strong job-building economy. It is a
statement that supports the state’s largest ever capital
works program. It continues to provide unprecedented
support to disadvantaged communities. Finally, it is a
forward-looking statement that delivers for Victorian
working families.
But it is Victoria’s strong economy that will drive
opportunities for working families this year. It is well
documented that Victoria created over 75 200 jobs last
year, which was three times more than any other
Australian state. Opposition members hate that, because
they hate good news. The opposition hates the fact that
Labor is smashing it in this area.
The member for Scoresby, who is the shadow
Treasurer, last year responded to the budget on 7 May
by saying:
This budget was supposed to be about jobs. It is, but it is
about jobs being lost, not protected. Unemployment will
reach 7.75 per cent, which means at least 70 000 Victorians
will lose their jobs.

He was wrong, as he often is. Worse still, the Leader of
the Opposition does not have any plans to create jobs in
Victoria. We know that in his 4000-plus word response
to the government statement he mentioned the word
‘jobs’ only once — and that was only in passing. He
does not care about working families; he cannot relate
to working families.
However, while the opposition in this state fumbles
around looking for a policy in this area, the federal
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Leader of the Opposition, Tony Abbott, has been
breathing new life into WorkChoices. This was a policy
some said was dead and buried, but seemingly it is now
being resurrected by the Liberal Party. Why would the
opposition resurrect WorkChoices, and will the Leader
of the Opposition in this Parliament endorse
Mr Abbott’s view that WorkChoices was not all bad? I
guess when you do not have any other job-creating
policies the answer might be yes, but time will tell on
that front.
Members should contrast that with the Brumby Labor
government, which has a job-creating plan for the state.
Victoria simply leads the way. As the Premier
mentioned in his statement, Access Economics is
forecasting that in 2009–10 Victoria will have the
fastest growth of all states with 2.9 per cent and aboveaverage growth in 2010–11 of 3.9 per cent. The growth
is being supported by the government’s massive
infrastructure program, which will deliver new schools,
hospitals, roads — and it is pleasing to see the Minister
for Roads and Ports in the chamber — rail extensions,
children’s centres, technical education centres, agedcare facilities, police stations, community facilities,
water projects and public and social housing projects.
It is the area of public and social housing on which I
would like to make a few comments. The Premier often
says we cannot be the best place if we are not the
fairest. Tackling homelessness and supporting
vulnerable Victorians is a priority for the government.
Adequate, affordable, safe and secure housing plays a
critical role in people’s lives, providing them with a
base from which to engage with the broader
community. That is why this government, in
partnership with the commonwealth, is investing
enormously in public and social housing. In fact this
joint investment is unprecedented.
The Brumby Labor government has committed
$500 million to boost the number of public and social
housing dwellings across the state. This includes
$300 million to build 1550 units through housing
associations, and $200 million to build 800 public
housing units. In addition $99.2 million has been
allocated to Victoria from the commonwealth through a
national partnership on social housing. This will deliver
over 500 units.
The commonwealth’s Nation Building stimulus
package is delivering approximately 4500 homes to
Victoria through a massive $1.3 billion capital
injection. Finally, the national affordable housing
agreement between the state and commonwealth
governments will deliver $1.4 billion for both housing
and homelessness. This is a substantial and
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unprecedented investment by Labor governments to
reduce the number of people who are on our public
housing waiting lists and to drastically reduce the levels
of homelessness.
Contrast this with the opposition’s heartless view on
this issue. Anyone who follows these issues closely will
have noted that Tony Abbott said recently that he
would not continue with the Rudd government’s goal
of halving homelessness by 2020. This revelation came
to light in an article by Michael Perusco in the Age of
16 February. Michael is the chief executive officer of
Sacred Heart Mission, an organisation that works at the
coalface with homeless people and supports our most
vulnerable. This article states:
In justifying his stance, Abbott quoted from the Gospel of
Matthew: ‘The poor will always be with us’.

In response to Abbott’s view, Perusco stated
unequivocally that:
Abbott’s comment about people choosing to be homeless is
another old and inaccurate cliché. It is a convenient myth that
continues to be perpetuated by those who wish to avoid
taking appropriate action to reduce homelessness.

Perusco’s view was supported by Stephen Nash, chief
executive officer of Homeground Services, who wrote
a letter to the editor of the Age which was published
two days later, on 18 February. Nash stated:
The ‘choice’ argument is a furphy to distract from an
unwillingness to provide real choices and opportunities.

The Brumby Labor government understands and cares
about vulnerable and disadvantaged people in our
community. I am proud to be part of a government that
invests so heavily in public and social housing. We are
determined to make a difference in this area and have a
willing ally in the Rudd Labor government at the
commonwealth level.
I will watch with interest as the Baillieu-led coalition
develops its policy in this area. I suspect it believes
there are no votes in supporting the disadvantaged and
homeless in our community, so the issue will probably
not feature prominently in its policies, if at all. Time
will tell on this issue as well.
In the time I have left I want to make a few comments
about my plans and priorities for the Williamstown
electorate. Schools and education again feature
prominently. Bayside College, Altona North campus,
should see stage 2 of its capital works program
completed this year, creating an exciting combination
of flexible learning spaces and wonderful new facilities
at that campus. This should be complemented by the
opening of a library, which is being built by the
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Hobsons Bay City Council at Altona North. The project
is being supported by the state government.
We will also see stage 1 plans well and truly advanced
for Bayside College’s Newport campus. Just down the
road the newly named Newport Gardens Primary
School is going through its stage 1 capital works
program. I am looking forward to that being completed
and opening in the not-to-distant future. I know the
students, teachers and school council are very much
looking forward to that being completed.
This year should also mark the reopening of the
Yarraville Community Centre in Francis Street. It is an
iconic project and building in my local area. It has been
supported by all three levels of government in equal
partnership and remains one of my most satisfying
achievements during my first term as the local member.
We should also see the completion of a new shared path
between Brooklyn and Yarraville later this year. This is
the extension of the Federation Trail, which is the
largest single investment under the Victorian cycling
plan released last year by the Minister for Roads and
Ports, who is here in the chamber.
Equally important for my local community is the early
works which have commenced on the truck action plan
to remove thousands of trucks from roads in the inner
west. I note that the member for Polwarth came out to
have a look at Francis Street and met the group from
the Maribyrnong Truck Action Group. However, he did
not make any commitments about what the opposition
might do if it had the opportunity to do something
about that issue.
The Substation Community Arts Centre in Newport
should also be fully operational during the course of
this year, and construction work will commence on the
redevelopment of the Williamstown Cricket Ground.
Agreement on the future of the Seaworks site in
Williamstown should be finalised in the coming
months, and I am very hopeful that Victoria University
will formalise a lease to bring a new, exciting learning
centre of excellence to Melbourne’s premier waterfront
location.
There is plenty to do. As I commence my third calendar
year in the job, I can assure the people of the
Williamstown electorate that my appetite for achieving
positive outcomes remains very large.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to join the
debate on the annual statement of government
intentions. I will start by raising some issues regarding
policing, particularly in relation to my electorate of
Polwarth.
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Not long ago we had a very serious incident in Colac,
when a brawl broke out outside a nightclub. When you
have police commenting in the local paper that they
feared for their safety after they turned up to break up a
brawl and complaining bitterly about the lack of
resources, you know you have a serious problem. The
day you have the police fearing for their safety in a
country town is the day you know you have a
government that has lost control of law and order.
I will also raise an issue in relation to the small towns of
Cressy, Beeac and Lismore, which are all in my
electorate. In Cressy there is a brand-new police station
with a sign on the door that says an officer may be
available a couple of hours twice a week, depending on
operational matters. That little town has lost its
permanent police officer, but there is a brand-new
police station sitting there.
I wrote to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services about this matter. He said, ‘That is okay. That
town can be serviced from Beeac. The Beeac police
officer is well known to people in the Cressy
community’. It was not that long ago that I raised
serious issues in relation to the town of Lismore, which
went year after year without a police officer. Lismore
has a brand-new police station but no police officer. It
is one thing to go around opening up brand-new police
stations, but it is another thing to actually put
permanent police officers at those locations.
I am deeply concerned about the trend of violence in
the metropolitan area of Melbourne that originated
around the nightclubs. Younger people out in regional
and rural Victoria are starting to mimic that type of
behaviour. With a lack of police resources we are going
to end up with some very serious situations. We have
already had one young man in Colac seriously injured.
He was bashed and ended up in hospital. He is still
undergoing treatment. I am genuinely concerned about
what I see as a trend of behaviour that originated in
Melbourne but which is starting to filter out into
regional and rural Victoria.
I will touch on the issue of education and a matter that
is unfolding as I speak at the Apollo Bay College. I
have not seen before a school community become so
incensed at the lack of action by the government that
the school captains took the issue up. That has
happened in this case, and they are taking on both
federal and state governments about the condition of
the Apollo Bay College. It is like a tsunami down there.
There is a wealth of support behind the two young
school captains, who are trying to get something done
about their school. I have had the shadow Minister for
Education down there. Darren Cheeseman, the federal
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member, went down and tried to bully the local school
council, school principal and teachers into backing
down on the issue. The government has to pick this
issue up and get on top of it very quickly, because if
these students are successful, this will become a trend
across the state where you will have school captains
taking on the government over lack of funding to
schools.
I will touch on some issues relating to my portfolio
area. They are set out on page 38 of the annual
statement of government intentions, where it picks up a
number of matters about the government transport plan,
supposed new trains, train contracts, myki and new
rolling stock. Anybody who had a look at the Age today
would have a little bit of an understanding about what
we have said time and again. Labor governments and
money are a very poor mix.
Some $850 million in capital is going into the myki
project — a smartcard ticketing system that simply
does not work. Here are some examples of the
introduction of smartcard technology in other cities:
$289.4 million went into London’s oyster card,
$122 million went into Chicago’s card and
$96.7 million went into Montreal and Quebec’s city
opus card. But here in the little state of Victoria
$850 million of taxpayers money is being spent. Based
on a comparison of those other cities and their
population bases, it is an extraordinary amount of
money that has produced absolutely nothing.
The great concern I have in relation to this issue is that
when you look at not just the capital spending but at the
recurrent spending on top of that, you see it is now
running at about $1.41 billion and is climbing as we
speak. That could have purchased 40 brand new sixcarriage train sets. That could have purchased
200 trams for the Victorian public transport network. I
have said all along that, yes, the government should
spend money on transport. I have never denied it. But
the concern is the government’s prioritisation of how it
spends it!
When you look at all of the other issues that have not
been dealt with in providing a sound and safe public
transport network, you have to ask who on earth ever
convinced the Premier, formerly the Treasurer, to write
a cheque for this project on day one? I am talking about
issues such as drainage around tracks; I am talking
about getting the mud out of the ballast so that you do
not rot the sleepers; I am talking about an appropriate
sleeper replacement program; I am talking about
replacing rails at intervals recommended by engineers
rather than waiting until they break and cause train
cancellations and train delays; I am talking about
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critical points and crossings that have not been replaced
at intervals recommended by engineers, and I am
talking about train air conditioners that do not work.
We have got to get back to the basics. We have to make
sure we get the rail system and the foundations of the
rail system sound. We do not have that at the moment.
We have money being poured down the throats of these
types of projects. It is an utter disgrace. It is becoming
an utter embarrassment to the people of Victoria. It
does not matter what this government does in relation
to transport, particularly public transport, it simply
cannot seem to get it right. There is an issue in relation
to the government’s new trains that are now arriving in
Victoria. The problem with this government is that it
loves spin and loves all the jargon that comes with
announcements and the time lines it sets, but when
reality sets in and those dates arrive nothing will have
happened.
Myki was supposed to be running by the end of 2007.
We are now in 2010. As I said, it is a $1.41 billion
project. It is still running late; it still has not been
delivered; it is still not working. We get all the spin
about 30 per cent of freight transport being on rail by
2010. The government walked away from that.
Melbourne 2030 states that 20 per cent of people will
use public transport for their transport trips by 2020.
Once again, that will not happen.
In terms of the rolling stock, the Premier put his foot
absolutely in the issue by saying in his transport plan
that we would have trains on the tracks in late 2009.
Then later he said we would have one a month from
December onwards. In an act of utter desperation just
prior to Christmas the Premier insisted, firstly, that
myki be switched on — it has been an absolute and
utter debacle — and secondly, that a train that was
sitting in a workshop be pulled out for a publicity stunt.
The train was pulled out, it went up the rail, it turned
around and then went straight back into the workshop.
It was a statement made by the Premier some time ago
to gain great political acclaim, but when it came to the
date of delivery nothing happened.
We have had all sorts of reasons as to why these trains
have not hit the tracks. At one stage the Premier
claimed there was a risk that Somali pirates may
capture these trains on the high seas — —
Mr Pallas interjected.
Mr MULDER — I do not think they are flying, but
neither is the Minister for Roads and Ports. The Premier
said these trains might have been captured on the high
seas which would have caused a delay in the trains

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT INTENTIONS
Wednesday, 24 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

getting onto the tracks. When the new Minister for
Public Transport, Mr Pakula, with his strong union
background, was appointed to the role of Minister for
Public Transport we thought, ‘Here we go. Here is a
man who will step in and sort the issues out with the
unions to make sure these trains can get out there and
get onto the tracks’. Then the new Minister for Public
Transport went behind closed doors. He came out and
said, ‘There are a few technical issues and trifling
matters, but there really is nothing stopping these trains
from running’. If you get someone with a strong union
background going behind closed doors with the rail,
tram and bus drivers unions to sort out an industrial
matter which according to the minister himself is a
trifling matter, what hope would you have sending that
particular minister to deal with something that is
extremely serious?
In closing I raise the issues about the PSOs (protective
services officers), which all of a sudden turned up in
this particular document. When we announced a policy
of putting PSOs on train stations from 6.00 a.m. to the
last train at night, seven days a week, we were mobbed
and ridiculed by the Premier and the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. On page 27 of the statement
there are details of the government’s own intention to
do exactly that. The Premier claimed he did not know
about it. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services said, ‘I put that in there to prove what a pack
of hypocrites the Liberal Party in coalition is’. This is
from Sideshow Bob. What is an absolute disgrace he is
to this government and to this state.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member should refer to members by their titles.
Mr MULDER — I will refer to him by his title,
which is the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Today it is
a great pleasure to respond to the Brumby Labor
government’s annual statement of government
intentions. This statement clearly outlines how this
government will continue to ensure that Victoria
remains the best place to live, work and raise a family.
This is a statement about family, community, jobs and
Victoria’s future — the sorts of things that matter to all
Victorians. The statement outlines the government plan
for better health services, better schools and improved
public and road transport. It is also a clear statement
about making sure that families, like the families I
represent in Narre Warren South and in the outer
suburbs, continue to enjoy a quality lifestyle.
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The statement demonstrates what the Brumby
government is doing to continue to secure jobs and
protect Victoria’s strong economy. You have to say that
securing jobs and protecting Victoria’s strong economy
is exactly what every Victorian expects of the
government. Members might recall that last year’s
statement was made by the Premier in the middle of the
worst financial crisis since the Great Depression. It was
a statement about jobs and how the Victorian
government was going to secure successful futures for
Victorians. Its content was critical in securing jobs in
Victoria against the global economic downturn. It was
the decisive action of both the Brumby and Rudd Labor
governments that protected our strong economy and
secured jobs for Victorians and Australians.
Our economy remained resilient in the face of the GFC
(global financial crisis). We retained a AAA credit
rating and remain — and members opposite should take
notice — the only Australian state with a budget
surplus. We invested a record $11.5 billion in
infrastructure and were supported by billions of dollars
of commonwealth stimulus funding to create jobs. This
massive injection of infrastructure funding is still
creating jobs today as projects are being completed in
2010, and this will continue in the coming years.
If you drive around my electorate of Narre Warren
South, you will see great evidence of the growth in
infrastructure. Not only are we enjoying new schools,
extensions to hospitals and great new community
facilities, but importantly there are many more people
moving into the Narre Warren South electorate and
buying their first new homes. This government is well
behind the people who want to get a new home, a
dream home in which to bring up their families and
make sure they can provide a better lifestyle for their
children than they had themselves. These are the sorts
of things that we as parliamentarians should be
supporting.
I notice that in Victoria first home buyer grants are
ahead of anywhere else in Australia. That is because we
retargeted our first home buyer assistance, to help first
home buyers hoping to build their first homes and to
create 19 000 construction and related jobs. You see the
tradies out there, the on-site supervisors, the people
who are building these places, and you see the planners
and the council officers, all the people who are involved
in making sure the new estates are going ahead so
people can get their dream homes. This is happening
more in Victoria because we have the most generous
first home buyer assistance of any state, and we helped
a record 50 730 Victorians buy their first home last year
despite the GFC.
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During the last two years Victoria has had the highest
level of housing starts of all the states. Roughly one in
three housing starts in Australia in the September
quarter was from Victoria. Dwelling investment in
Victoria grew by 7.3 per cent in the September quarter
in contrast to 6.7 per cent nationally. The strong
recovery of dwelling investment in Victoria reflects the
relative availability and affordability of land in Victoria.
If you come to my electorate, you will see people
buying land and home packages for $250 000 and
upwards, using their first home buyer grant to enter this
important market.
It is extremely regrettable that last night the Planning
and Environment Amendment (Growth Areas
Infrastructure Contribution) Bill was defeated in the
upper house, because we on this side of the house know
it is essential. It is referred to in the statement under
‘Planning for Melbourne’s future’. It is imperative if we
are going to provide essential infrastructure in the
growth areas to levy a growth areas infrastructure
contribution when windfall gains will be made by
developers when land is rezoned. It is critical that the
contributions are there for the delivery of infrastructure
in these new areas. I wonder how those opposite can go
about denying the people of the outer suburbs the
infrastructure, community buildings and all the things
they want in their new suburbs. They are now going to
be denied those things because of the actions of those
opposite.
I go back to the fact that building new homes is also
about creating new jobs. The aim of the government
was to create 35 000 full-time Victorian jobs this year,
and in fact we created over 99 700 jobs in Victoria in
the last year, which represents more than two-thirds of
all the jobs created in Australia and is a fantastic record.
Since 1999 in total 565 500 Victorian jobs have been
created, and our unemployment rate is down to 5.3 per
cent.
Consumer confidence in Victoria remains the highest of
all the states, and the global financial crisis
demonstrated that both the government and business
have a role to play when it comes to creating jobs.
Unfortunately some people in my electorate have come
to my office saying they have lost their jobs, and that is
very sad for them and their families. However, I found
it refreshing and of great benefit to the people who had
lost their jobs that the government had established the
back-to-work site and service. I know that a number of
people we put in contact with the site found it was a
very beneficial experience and often helped them into
training assistance, which I hope will allow them to reenter the labour market as quickly as possible.
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In my electorate I am very proud to say that we have a
fantastic hospital, the Casey Hospital. It is continuing to
expand, and we are seeing more people going through
that hospital. It was specifically designed to cater for
the growing community in and around Berwick and
Narre Warren South. When it opened five years ago
Casey Hospital had just over 400 staff. It now has over
600 staff, and more than 4750 babies have been born at
the hospital. We are going to have an extension to the
special-care nursery, which means again that families in
my electorate will have the services they need close by,
and that is really good when you are going through
some of the challenges that come with new babies.
Not only do we have great health services, but the
annual statement of government intentions is all about
extending the services, and I commend the Premier on
his championing of the billion-dollar Peter MacCallum
Cancer Centre project and the cancer action plan. I
notice there are additional breast-screening services,
which is a pet subject of mine.
I would like to finish my contribution by saying what a
fantastic job is being done in delivering the school
infrastructure program, creating extra classrooms and
facilities for schools across Victoria. Recently it was a
pleasure to have the Minister for Education at the
opening of one of the most fantastic school buildings
you would see anywhere in Victoria — namely, Alkira
Secondary College. They not only have great facilities
but the teachers were back there early, working hard to
make sure that a great curriculum was going to be
delivered to the young people of my electorate. It just
shows what fantastic facilities there are for children in
the Narre Warren South electorate.
The annual statement of government intentions talks
about Monash University, Chisholm TAFE and
Berwick Technical Centre — all these extra education
facilities are available depending upon what the student
is strong in or would like to be educated in.
I finish by saying that this is an excellent document and
will continue to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the debate on the
2010 annual statement of government intentions. I will
give a fair appraisal of how the annual statement of
government intentions impacts upon the Morwell
electorate. In doing some research for my contribution,
I found, as will as other members who search and read
the documents within the statement, that there is very
little that refers to the Morwell electorate.
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On page 6 of the statement, under the heading
‘Infrastructure for roads’, there is mention of a road link
between Melbourne and Traralgon. That is fair enough.
On page 10, under the heading ‘Investing in road and
rail’, there is mention of the Princes Highway east
duplication from Traralgon to Sale, and I support and
acknowledge this important project in our region. On
page 19 mention is made of the rebuilding of the
Callignee community centre following the bushfires.
Again that is another important project, which I
acknowledge. On page 52, under the heading ‘Rural
health’, mention is made of the development of the
Latrobe Community Health Centre in Morwell. Again I
acknowledge and understand the importance of that
project.
On page 82, which is the last contribution in the annual
statement of government intentions, table 3 is headed
‘Delayed non-legislative initiatives’, and it refers to the
commissioning of the Gippsland Water Factory. All in
all, we see only two new projects in the annual
statement of government intentions that are earmarked
for the Morwell electorate. I will now touch on the
Gippsland Water Factory. The principle of the project is
a good one in that it seeks to make sure that we recycle
domestic and industrial wastewater for other purposes.
Unfortunately not only has this project experienced
significant delays but it has also experienced extensive
cost blow-outs. What the Gippsland Water ratepayers
have faced is a 71 per cent increase in their water rates
over five years. I acknowledge that the government has
contributed $50 million to this project, but the reality is
that since being elected in 1999, this government has
received somewhere in the vicinity of $3.5 billion in
water dividends and levies. So the $50 million for this
project is small beer.
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funding, but the BER program is essentially flawed. It
favours the involvement of bigger businesses and not
regional businesses in these important projects. Many
speakers on this side of the house have expressed
concern about the value for money in this particular
program, and the fact that many schools are receiving
infrastructure and projects they do not need.
Quite simply, regional businesses are missing out under
this program, and I could give many examples of where
regional businesses are not being given an opportunity
to participate in this program, which is disappointing.
Chapter 1 also refers to the Victorian transport plan and
talks about the $4.3 billion regional rail link. It
specifically refers to the major regional centres of
Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo. What is missing is a
reference to Gippsland. Under the government’s
$4.3 billion plan the Gippsland community will receive
a reduction in services, because the government is
proposing to terminate some rail services at Flinders
Street station, not Southern Cross station. What will the
Gippsland commuters get out of $4.3 billion? A
reduction in services.
Chapter 2 refers to the bushfires, and I want to touch on
this section albeit briefly. I want to acknowledge the
impact of the bushfires in the Gippsland community.
We know the bushfires of late January 2009 and on
Black Saturday caused enormous destruction in the
local community. I know a lot of people and
organisations have been involved in the recovery phase,
and the community has been so generous during the
recovery process. I simply want to point out that there
are many challenges ahead for our community as we
move forward.

However, it is our pensioners and those people who can
ill-afford to pay who are experiencing most of the
heartache at the moment with an increase in their water
rates of 28 per cent and 26 per cent over consecutive
years. They are doing it tough. To rub salt in the
wound, the Minister for Water has requested that
Deloitte undertake a review of the cost blow-outs for
this project. I have queried this; in his response to me
the minister has said he may not release publicly the
findings of this review. This is extremely disappointing,
given the ratepayers of Gippsland Water are paying for
a significant amount of this project.

There is a reference under 2.4 to the fire services levy,
an unfair and inequitable levy that is imposed on
regional businesses in particular. That has been
highlighted on many occasions in this house by the
opposition. Many Gippsland businesses will be looking
forward to making a contribution to the green paper
which the government has released. Unfortunately, as
we know, this will not occur until June 2010. The time
lines of that are quite curious. The levy has an
enormous financial impact on many regional
businesses, and Gippslanders are not immune to that
fact.

Chapter 1 of the statement talks about jobs. I find it
quite curious that the Building the Education
Revolution (BER) program is packaged within the
section on jobs. I know this will rile many regional
businesses, particularly in my region. I concede and
welcome the investment in our schools in terms of

Chapter 3 talks about the communities being safe and
secure. Much has been said, particularly in recent days,
about crime statistics and police resources. My
electorate is not immune to the issues of crime and
violence, and unfortunately the Traralgon entertainment
precinct is one of those listed in that regard, but we
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have what is called the Traralgon CBD Safety
Committee, and a number of initiatives have been
adopted by this committee over time.

workers are unfortunately leaving the system. I know
some work is being done in terms of recruitment at the
moment, but there is still obviously a long way to go.

One such initiative was to have a local NightRider bus
service that would allow revellers to commute back to
the neighbouring towns of Morwell, Moe and
Churchill. That was a very successful pilot project and
was well supported by the police, but despite extensive
representation, the government has failed to recognise
or support this important project. I might say there are
many NightRider services operating in the metropolitan
area of Melbourne, and they are quite successful. One
has to scratch one’s head and wonder why this cannot
be adopted in the Latrobe Valley.

Paragraphs 6.2 and 6.3 talk about supporting seniors
and people with a disability. I have mentioned some of
the issues around transport and funding of utilities
having such an enormous impact on our community.

In chapter 3 reference is also made to liquor licensing,
and I will not talk too much about that. We know the
impact of the increase in the liquor licence fees upon
many businesses across the whole of Victoria. Whether
it be country pubs, family-owned licensed grocers,
florists, art galleries or wineries, the impact is
enormous. The Brumby government has simply got it
wrong.
In chapter 4, section 4.1 talks about promoting growth
in regional and rural Victoria. The Leader of The
Nationals spoke about this in his contribution to the
debate about the blueprint that had been adopted in
2009 being nowhere to be seen. It is mentioned in here
again in 2010. We wait with bated breath to see
whether the government will produce such a document,
given that nothing happened in 2009.
In 4.4 improved public transport services are
mentioned. I have spoken about the reduction in V/Line
services that this government is proposing, and I have
made reference in this house many times to the Sunday
pass. Despite having intertown bus services on Sundays
in the Latrobe Valley, those who have a Sunday pass
are not able to use this service. It is an absolute
disgrace.
Chapter 6 refers to A Fairer Victoria, and one of those
paragraphs talks about strengthening child protection.
We know that unfortunately the Gippsland region has
been severely impacted on by a lack of support and
resources in respect of child protection. In August 2009,
60 per cent of child protection cases in Gippsland were
unallocated. That is an awful number to highlight.
The Productivity Commission also highlighted the fact
that the Brumby government’s spend on child
protection was 28.3 per cent less than the national
average, and that is an awful indictment of the
government. It is little wonder that child protection

Chapter 8 deals with the environment, climate change
and so forth. I know the government has the climate
change green paper out at the moment. It recognises the
challenges under an emission trading scheme and what
effect that would have on the Latrobe Valley
community. The wording within that is very nicely
bandied, but there is no plan for the future of the
Latrobe Valley community should the emission trading
scheme be introduced. This is an enormous worry and
concern not only for the community but also for those
people employed in the industry into the future. All in
all there is a big challenge ahead in terms of the
statement of government intentions.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the annual statement of
government intentions. Doing so reminds me and all of
us that the debate on the 2009 statement of government
intentions took place just a few short days before —
and then after — the dreadful events of Black Saturday.
Twelve months on I want to acknowledge the
contribution of so many people across this great state
who have supported my communities in their hour of
need, in particular the communities of Whittlesea,
Kinglake West, Humevale, Strathewen, St Andrews
and Christmas Hills.
I want to pay tribute as well to the survivors of those
dreadful events for the way they are getting on with and
rebuilding their lives, either back on the sites where
their homes were damaged or in new communities. I
pledge that I will continue to support them, as will my
staff, and I know the rest of the government will as
well. I want to particularly thank the emergency
services volunteers and all the emergency services
personnel and police for their work on that day and in
the 12 months since.
It has been an intense effort not just in recovery but at
the same time in preparing and making the state safe for
the current fire season. This current fire season is not
yet over, but members of my community and the whole
of Victoria are counting their blessings that we have
had a much cooler and more humid summer, which has
given the emotions of many communities — as well as
the physical and emotional efforts of our firefighters
and the families who support them — a rest.
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I want to commend the agencies for the work they have
done in preparing for the fire season. As a government
we committed almost $1 billion extra to firefighting
and reconstruction efforts. That included an
$11.5 million behavioural change and community
education campaign and $28 million for the upgrade of
level 3 incident control centres across the state. The
government has also invested in a trial of specially
modified DC-10s to support our aerial firefighting fleet
and has given valuable support to the iconic skycranes,
Elvis and Elsie. The DC-10 is a major boost to aerial
firefighting capability.
This addition to our aerial fleet was also bolstered by a
partnership between the Country Fire Authority and
Westpac, whose contribution of a FireWatch firespotting aircraft has been a welcome addition. The
twin-engined FireWatch aircraft enhances the CFA’s
fire-spotting capacity, particularly in Victoria’s highrisk bushfire-prone areas. We also acknowledge the
support of Toll Holdings, its employees and families.
Their $450 000 contribution has funded six refurbished
vehicles to boost operations on the front line.
I am very pleased there has been a launch of the
emergency alert, a telephone-based warning system that
can alert communities in the event of a threatening
emergency such as a bushfire. This has been used many
times across the country — it is a national system —
but I am pleased it has not needed to be used in any
substantial way in our state this fire season.
As I said, in 2009 we had enormous challenges with
those dreadful fires along with the impact of the global
financial crisis. I am pleased that as a government we
have stood up for Victorian families in the face of these
challenges and have still been able to deliver very good
jobs outcomes and improved services. In particular in
my community we have seen investments in
infrastructure and in securing our water. I was pleased
to be with the Premier and the Minister for Water for
the launch of the beginning of the Sugarloaf pipeline,
where we saw real water flow into the Sugarloaf Dam. I
have been pleased that many regional communities
across the state have been able to come off water
restrictions due to other such investments, and I look
forward to my own community being able to have a
decrease in water restrictions as well.
With the Victorian transport plan — the $38 billion
transport plan, which we will not be tearing up but are
absolutely committed to — one of the biggest ticket
items is the South Morang rail extension project of
$650 million, which is under way. The first sod will be
turned some time during this year, and passengers will
be able to use that from 2013. We are also seeing the

473

rollout of the yellow SmartBus, the yellow orbital; the
planning works are being done now. That will provide
rapid service in an east-west direction, and for the first
time it will give my community direct access to the
airport. That will be used not only for travel; there is a
very significant employment hub in my area.
Also in relation to infrastructure I am pleased that the
relocation of the wholesale fruit and vegetable market is
under way at Epping. The transport plan also identifies
the establishment of a rail freight hub at Beveridge, and
we will soon see the beginning of the duplication of the
new section of Plenty Road.
Jobs in the construction sector are incredibly important
to my community as the Yan Yean electorate has the
highest number of tradespeople in the state, so
investment in infrastructure like this is wonderful. In
relation to the first home owners grant, 3 out of the top
10 postcodes that have benefited from the first home
owners grant are in my electorate. The building
community has also benefited from the enormous
number of school upgrades in my electorate at
Diamond Creek East Primary School, Apollo Parkways
Primary School, Meadow Glen Primary School and
smaller rural schools in Kangaroo Ground, Panton Hill,
Doreen and Arthurs Creek. The new schools are Epping
Views, Laurimar, The Lakes South Morang P–9 and
Mernda Central primary schools.
This morning I was with the Minister for Health at the
Northern Hospital in Epping. The hospital has taken
delivery of some additional equipment to assist in the
monitoring of babies during the birthing process. We
also observed progress of the building works for the
new beds that are being built at the Northern Hospital to
make sure that women in my community have birthing
services close to home. In relation to the 11 new
children’s centres that are being constructed across the
state, the Mernda one has just been finished and is now
open, and there will also be one completed at Laurimar.
I am pleased that we are continuing the police station
upgrade or replacement program across the state, and I
am extremely proud of that because our police not only
deserve to be well resourced but they deserve to have
good workplaces.
In terms of our planning for growth, I am extremely
disappointed that this week all the opposition parties
have combined against the government’s proposal to
secure $2 billion worth of investment in infrastructure
to serve our new suburbs. There are windfall profits to
be made by property developers and people selling
parcels of land in the growth areas, and it is extremely
disappointing to me to see that $2 billion has been
voted against by the opposition parties. It will mean that
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other much-needed infrastructure that could have been
undertaken may not be built. I refer to future rail
extensions that are necessary in my electorate and
which have been identified in the Victorian transport
plan, such as proposals beyond South Morang to
Mernda and also from Epping to the growing areas of
North Epping. That is certainly an opportunity lost, but
I commit to my community.
I will continue to champion the work that needs to be
done in my community to keep it as the best place to
live, work, invest and raise a family. I commend the
private sector for the way that it has held up its end and
invested in my local area in recognition of what the
state government has done, in particular Mission Foods
and Gruma, involving 650 jobs and one of the best
factories I have seen in Epping. I commend the
statement of government intentions to the house.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — We have now had
11 years of a Labor government — 11 long and dark
years; 11 years of inaction; 11 years of blaming others
and taking no responsibility; 11 years of a government
resorting to personal attacks; and 11 years of arrogance
from this failed and very tired government. Two weeks
ago it got a scare. The recent by-election should have
said to the government, ‘You are not listening’. To my
surprise the response was that it was ‘a magnificent
result’, while other members tried to find excuses for its
poor showing. A particular website from which I wish
to quote outlines that members on the opposite side of
the house are now trying to blame each other rather
than facing the fact that they have not been listening to
Victorians.
While lunching at the European, an upmarket eatery across
the road from the Victorian Parliament, I found myself sitting
at a table immediately behind a gaggle of state Labor pollies,
including two cabinet ministers, one of whom is retiring and
the other thinks of himself as the next Premier. Most of the
talk was about Altona. The ‘meme’ was ‘he was unelectable
in ‘99 and he still is … we’re gonna lose’. The chat then
wandered around if/how it was possible to ‘dump him before
the election’. Why do I suspect that ‘he/him’ is Premier
Brumby?

Can I say that instead of blaming each other, members
opposite should realise that they have not been listening
to Victorians and that after 11 years in government — a
very long time — they should not be saying there is
more to be done. You would think that after 11 years,
they would have achieved something, but unfortunately
they have not.
If we look at my electorate of Bulleen as it relates to the
annual statement of government intentions, the
electorate of Bulleen unfortunately misses out again.
There are no positive initiatives for Bulleen. In looking
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at page 39 under the transport plan one has to be very
sceptical about this government in relation to the
freeway link going through my electorate. The member
for Yan Yean supports the freeway link going through
my electorate and Ivanhoe. I wonder if she has spoken
to the residents the value of whose properties will
decrease. I am sure she has not.
The member for Ivanhoe did not support a freeway link
going through Ivanhoe and Bulleen. In actual fact he
opposed it because he listened to the residents. The new
ALP candidate for Ivanhoe supports a freeway, but he
is afraid to tell his branch members. At a recent branch
meeting I am advised that he told them that he does not
support the freeway link, but told an Age journalist he
does support it. He did not speak about tunnels, he
spoke about the freeway link. So again I ask the
residents of the Ivanhoe electorate to be very careful.
While the current Labor member supported them and
looked after their interests, the ALP candidate for
Ivanhoe does not care about them. The current Labor
candidate simply supports the government and the
minister; in fact he is just a mouthpiece for the Minister
for Education.
In relation to this so-called statement of government
intentions, after 11 years you would think the
government would bring in something concrete,
something new — some new initiatives. The
government has so many thousands of public servants,
and ministers have so many advisers, yet they came out
with a motherhood statement booklet that does not
allow comparison of year with year and contains many
motherhood statements with no measurable outcomes.
If you have a look through this booklet, you will see
there is nothing in there for my electorate in terms of
schools. Schools in my electorate miss out again.
Manningham Park Primary School was forced to close
by this government. Despite all its rhetoric about not
closing schools, it forced this one primary school to
close. It forced those children to go to other primary
schools. I am hoping the school will be used by Bulleen
Special School, because that school is bursting at the
seams and needs the extra classrooms. I will continue to
fight to make sure that the Manningham Park Primary
School site remains an educational establishment and is
used by Bulleen Heights Special School, because the
need is there.
If we have a look at multicultural affairs, again, despite
a policy vacuum by this government, you would at least
have thought that after 11 years it would have come up
with something new in this document. Unfortunately
after 11 years there is nothing there; there are more
motherhood statements but nothing concrete. Instead it
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refers to its All of Us campaign that was launched in
March 2009. I have to tell members that this campaign,
which was comprised of a good brochure with colour
photographs of the minister and the Premier, achieved
nothing. One has to wonder what the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, the Minister Assisting the
Premier on Multicultural Affairs, the parliamentary
secretary assisting the minister who assists the Premier
on multicultural affairs and all the public servants are
actually doing.
We have the Victorian Multicultural Commission,
which is meant to be a bridge between the community
and the government, but I am disappointed with the
VMC because currently, under George Lekakis, it is
only an extension of the government. In 11 years I have
never seen the VMC stand up for Victorians; it has
been silent. This government has failed in terms of our
cultural diversity. It has failed to deliver any positive
initiatives, but the VMC is saying and doing nothing
about it.
Let us look at the issue of international students, on
page 47 of the annual statement of government
intentions. Three years ago the opposition warned this
government about the problems international students
are facing, but government members did nothing but sit
on their hands. Only now, after three years and after
they have been forced to do something, are they
claiming to be proactive. They have failed for three
whole years.
Last year, as a solution to the violence on our streets
and to the troubles of our international education sector,
the Minister for Education offered our international
students a trinket — a USB stick — as a small gift. She
told schools to give every international student a USB
stick. That was supposed to solve the problems of
violence against international students and of our
colleges closing down.
I ask the government when the audits of our private
colleges were undertaken. Today we heard of another
closure: Hales Institute has closed down. I have been
advised that that college was recently audited by the
Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development. If that is true, why did the government
fail to discover that the college was falling apart
financially? Why is it that 1000 students have been
displaced and now need another college to go to? It is
due to this government’s inaction and its failure to look
after our international students that this sector is now in
disarray.
I will also talk briefly about innovation. In this annual
statement of government intentions there are only
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motherhood statements in regard to innovation. The
minister is very good with photo opportunities and
travelling overseas, but he is not good at achieving
anything of substance. Government members talk about
biotechnology. Everyone knows that biotechnology is a
huge area, but the question is: what is Victoria trying to
achieve, and how would you measure the success of the
government’s policies in biotechnology?
Government members say Victoria is one of the leading
biotechnology states, but there is no measure to gauge
the outcomes and the success of government initiatives.
I ask the government to come up with an idea or an
initiative whereby the state of Victoria can compare
itself to other states and other nations. It is no good
talking about being the best at something if you do not
have the ideas or the vision for how to get there.
Before I finish I have to say again that this annual
statement of government intentions is a failure. After
11 long and dark years this tired government has not
said anything new to the Victorian community and it
has not put forth any new vision. It shows that it is just
a tired, old government, and it is time for it to go.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — It is with great pleasure
that I rise in support of the annual statement of
government intentions. I want to compliment the
government and the Premier on the initiative of coming
out with these statements every year to highlight and
outline future strategies so that there is transparency
and clear intentions on view for the community of
Victoria in relation to what the government intends to
do, both in its legislative program and in the raft of
activities of state government. It is a very important
element, further demonstrating the government’s
commitment to transparency and democracy in the state
of Victoria.
I particularly want to focus on the issues of community
building, culture, health and the support government
gives to volunteers, sporting groups and community
groups — the things all honourable members would be
aware of as the things that make community and the
places we live really important to us.
The Brumby government has a very strong
commitment towards building strong, resilient and
healthy communities which benefit people. We must
ensure that we build ties of fraternity and solidarity in
those communities, and that we build the health of
those communities, both physical and spiritual.
I want to talk about the work that has been done around
literature and around the fact that Melbourne is the
second UNESCO (United Nations Educational,
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Scientific and Cultural Organisation) City of Literature.
That honour was given to Melbourne in 2008, and
Melbourne is now one of UNESCO’s creative cities.
This demonstrates the strength of the writers and the
publishing industry in the state of Victoria.
The importance of the Melbourne Writers Festival and
the number of books and authors here demonstrates that
Melbourne is a centre of writers and literature. As I
said, it was the second city after Edinburgh to be given
the title of City of Literature. This annual statement of
government intentions demonstrates the importance of
that.
This year the Wheeler Centre, a $20 million initiative,
will be opened as part of the State Library of Victoria.
It is a major initiative to ensure that literature remains
part of the cultural life of this city and the state. The
centre will provide practical opportunities for people to
read, and there will be launches, discussions and
lectures by international speakers. The centre highlights
the importance of literature and the publishing industry
to the state of Victoria, and particularly to the city of
Melbourne.
The centre will also present the Alfred Deakin lectures
and the Victorian Premier’s Literary Awards. It has a
number of programs and partnerships. It demonstrates
the government’s commitment to the arts and culture,
but more importantly it demonstrates the commitment
our government has made to ensuring that high culture
and the arts are popularised and become part of the
fabric of life, rather than simply being something for
elites.
I also want to highlight the importance of sport in our
community. All members would be aware that sporting
clubs are integral to the social fabric of our community,
from the smallest sporting club to the major football,
cricket, soccer, netball and other clubs throughout the
state.
In terms of Australian Rules football, the government
has made a strong commitment to build infrastructure
for Aussie Rules at a community level. There is the
$28 million suburban ground upgrade program, which
has seen major redevelopment of existing football
grounds that are being turned into community
centres — multipurpose centres. Near my electorate of
Brunswick is Princes Park, where a redevelopment is
taking place at the moment. The whole area is being
revamped to cater for a series of activities not only for
the football club and sport but also for the people who
live in that area. The same is true of the North
Melbourne ground in Arden Street, which has become a
hub of community life.
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One could say that Victorian Football League grounds
have been almost abandoned, but over the last three
years there has been funding of $10 million to ensure
that they are upgraded. We are seeing improvements in
terms of basic infrastructure for Aussie Rules in this
state.
I turn to the world game. Soccer is a game that is
experiencing enormous growth, particularly amongst
girls. The growth rate for the number of girls playing
soccer has been in double figures for probably a
decade. As members would know from their own
electorates, soccer is bursting at the seams. Like Aussie
Rules, soccer has been affected by the drought, and the
government has been committed to drought-proofing
grounds and planting drought-resistant grasses and
synthetic playing surfaces to ensure that these sports
can survive difficult times. The government has also
introduced the Strengthening the World Game program,
which has been about getting funds — some
$5.7 million over three years — into local communities
to build infrastructure and to ensure that clubs and
organisations are encouraged, along with local
government, to build up the capacity for the growth of
the game and particularly to ensure that facilities are
available for girls and women.
Broadly speaking, that is part of the state government’s
commitment to and support for Australia’s bid for
either the 2018 or the 2022 World Cup, and there is no
doubt that the Asian Cup would come before that. The
government is really building up the capacity in this
state to be part of an Australian bid for both the Asian
Cup and the World Cup. As a government we believe
we can successfully have a World Cup in Australia and
maintain both the Australian Football League and the
National Rugby League seasons. That can all be
managed, and there is no doubt that there is a very
strong commitment from the Brumby government and
the Rudd government in Canberra for the staging of the
World Cup in Australia.
Resources have also been made available for athletes
who will compete in the Commonwealth Games to be
held later this year. One can see that the government is
committed to sport at the community level and at the
elite level. The elite level not only provides for
Victorian champions but also provides inspiration and
models for children to participate in sport, to become
healthy and to become part of the infrastructure and
community base of our sport.
In general, community sport has been a strong focus of
this government’s commitment. The Brumby
government has invested in revitalising community
sport, particularly in regional Victoria and particularly
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in Aussie Rules and netball. In fact Aussie Rules and
netball have been linked together. Measures have been
taken to ensure that grounds are drought proof.
The government has also been supporting volunteers.
The life of a community depends on the work of
volunteers, and community clubs rely on and need
volunteers. The programs implemented by the
government have been about strengthening
communities. More broadly, the government has tried
to reduce red tape and to provide support for volunteers
and for training to ensure that community groups are
better equipped to engage in the many areas of
community activity. That has been a major focus of the
Brumby government, as can be seen in this year’s
annual statement of government intentions. The
statement makes it clear that building strong
communities, revitalising communities and ensuring
that healthy activities are available for young people
and for whole communities has been a strong focus of
government activity.
This support is important for all members of
Parliament. From our activities in our local electorate
we will all be very aware of the strength of volunteer
activity, the strength of community clubs and the
strength of the various community associations, so it is
critical that government is present to ensure that these
initiatives are supported.
I am very supportive of the annual statement of
government intentions. It is a very good indication of
the support this government is giving local
communities.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — In my contribution to the
debate on the annual statement of government
intentions I intend to comment on chapter 5, which
commences on page 44 of the printed speech under the
heading ‘Improving education and health’, which
relates to my shadow portfolio of education. The
paragraph under the heading ‘Next steps with the
Blueprint for Education and Early Childhood
Development’ begins with the words ‘Improving
educational outcomes’, which is a worthy and probably
self-evident aim. Any government that has
responsibility for education aims to improve standards.
Some 12 months ago the Auditor-General reported that
despite over $1 billion of state funding being put into
specialist maths and literacy programs since 2005 there
has been no measurable improvement in the overall
standard of literacy and numeracy in Victoria. He went
on to say that the longer the students were in the
system, the lower the standard was. I am glad the
government has recognised that failure and has said it
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intends to improve educational outcomes. I do not
know what the government has been doing for the last
10 years; however, the Auditor-General has said there
is room for improvement, and I certainly agree with
him.
It is quite obvious that the federal Minister for
Education, Julia Gillard, is not happy with the standard
of education in Victoria and in all the other states. She
often talks about the low standards of literacy and
numeracy, about schools that are failing and about how
we should address that problem. She has spoken about
teachers who are not performing, about how we should
address that issue and about the lack of information that
parents receive about how their children are going and
how their schools are travelling. She has taken control
of a whole range of issues, and she is now running a
national agenda, which I will talk about a bit later. Julia
Gillard is not happy with the standard of education in
Victoria either. She has commented many times about
that, and she has said how she would like to improve it
and how she is going about fulfilling her wishes.
When educational standards are mentioned government
members always say that Victoria is top in the country
in national testing. That might be so, but I think we
have to look a bit deeper than that. Firstly, when you
start to look at the statistics you realise that while we
might be getting good results compared to the other
states, we have by far the lowest rates of participation in
that testing, so the number of exemptions and the
number of students who do not sit that test is higher in
Victoria than in any other state or territory. That has
happened in every area that was tested — in maths,
science and literacy in years 3, 5, 7 and 9. In every
single one of those groupings the Victorian students
had the lowest number of students participating. No
wonder! Parents of autistic children and parents of
children with disabilities have expressed their
disappointment — and some of their national bodies
have come out and expressed their disappointment —
that those students are asked not to attend on days of
testing. I think we have to look more deeply at what
those results are saying.
When you look at it you see it is not a high benchmark
to excel in the National Assessment Program —
Literacy and Numeracy testing. It is a fairly hollow
thing to say that in Victoria the standards are great
because we are on top of the table in NAPLAN.
The next section I will talk about, at page 44, is the
ultranet rollout. This is the year the ultranet is going to
be rolled out. The project has been through a couple of
tender phases. Many people in the IT industry have
been very unhappy with the tender process, and in fact
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the winning tender was not even short-listed, so I do not
know how that worked.
The original ambit of what this program was going to
deliver for parents, families, students, teachers, schools
and communities was going to be world leading.
However, when reality struck the tenders started to
come in, and after announcing what it would do, the
government started to talk to the industry. Now what it
will actually deliver is a pale imitation of what the
industry originally wanted it to deliver. At the same
time as the standard is going down, the original cost of
$60 million has actually ballooned out to $76 million.
That is a massive, almost 30 per cent increase in the
cost of the program to deliver even less than was
originally going to be delivered.
In fact we have had ultranet coaches sitting around in
schools, being paid but doing nothing for months
because there has been nothing to do. We have also
found out that many of the computers in our schools
now — and the government might say we have great
computer ratios, but many of the computers in the
schools are not capable in terms of the ultranet — are
too old. Only the latest computers will be able to cope
with the requirements necessary to run the ultranet
program.
While we are talking about computers, at page 46 the
statement talks about the national secondary school
computer fund. I do not know what that is doing in this
statement because it is actually a national fund and it is
federal money, albeit that it is not delivering what
Prime Minister Rudd said it would deliver and it will
not put a computer on every desk of every year 9,
10, 11 and 12 student by the end of this year. The
Brumby government had a cheek to put it into this
statement of government intentions when the fund is
bailing the Brumby government out.
The federal government is spending money on
computers that should come from the state government.
Even though the state government has included this in
its statement, the federal government, as has been
pointed out and written about in many papers
throughout Australia, is just not delivering on what
Prime Minister Rudd promised in terms of computers.
At page 45 the statement talks about the rural education
strategy. We have been waiting a long while for this
strategy. It has been promised for years and apparently
this year we are going to see it. It is something that is
eagerly awaited by many students, teachers and
families in rural Victoria. It has been pointed out by
many of my colleagues in The Nationals that education
in country Victoria leaves a lot to be desired.
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There are a lot of classes being taken by teachers who
are not qualified, especially in secondary schools, to
deliver the subjects they are being asked to teach. That
affects the achievement of their students and also the
length of time that young people will stay in school. If
students are not being taught by teachers who know
what they are talking about or are enthusiastic about
what they teach, they will pick up on that pretty quickly
and then leave.
We have got very low completion rates of year 12 and
retention rates throughout secondary schools in country
Victoria. Those rates are falling away and have been
falling away under this government. A rural education
strategy is a great thing, and while I hope it works, the
government has not got too long to work on it. The
government only has until the end of the year, so it
remains to be seen what we will get out of that.
Finally on education, there is the national education
reform, and the government has included a list. This
goes back to my earlier point that everything is being
run nationally now. There are national programs for
knife education, bullying, curriculum, testing, BER
(building the education revolution), literacy, numeracy,
to improve failing schools and on teacher competence.
They are all national programs for which this
government is proudly saying it has signed up.
Of course it has signed up, because it is getting a bucket
of money out of it. The only reason the federal
government has put the programs there in the first place
is because Victoria was failing in all those areas. It is
hardly something for this government to brag about,
that it is part of the national partnership. This
government has lost the plot on education; it is not even
handling it any more. The minister is now able to take
on some other portfolio responsibilities because she has
got far less to do. Education in Victoria is being run
from Canberra.
Lastly, on my electorate, in planning terms the
Mornington Peninsula is not part of Melbourne. All
Melbourne’s planning laws apply to the Mornington
Peninsula and loopholes are being exploited in the
many small coastal and inland villages and towns of the
peninsula. Mornington Peninsula needs a planning
scheme that addresses the needs and the particular
character of the peninsula. We do not want
Melbourne 2030 as part of our planning scheme. We
are the Mornington Peninsula, we are not Melbourne,
and there is no mention of that.
In relation to traffic congestion, there is no mention of
any plan at all to relieve congestion on the Mornington
Peninsula. A two-lane road, Point Nepean Road, carries
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30 000 vehicles a day; that just cannot be good for
anyone. There is the alternative of an inland route,
which contains a reserve, that needs to be studied, but
there is no mention of that in the statement. The
Mornington Peninsula might as well not exist as far as
this statement of government intentions is concerned.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It gives me great pleasure
to speak on the annual statement of government
intentions 2010, and there are a couple of issues I will
touch on in my contribution. Firstly, I am very
heartened to see the statement of commitment to
residential tenancy reforms. In my electorate there are a
large number of renters, and in particular there are
renters in a park which is referred to as a residential
park.
A residential park is a halfway house in many ways,
between traditional renting and home ownership, where
people own a demountable home, or what is referred to
as a relocatable home, that is located on land that is
rented but the building is owned. This creates a number
of issues for constituents in my electorate where, in
many ways, people have neither the security of home
ownership nor the benefits of renting, which will allow
people to relocate and start their lives at a new address
easily without significant loss of capital. In essence,
often when people buy these relocatable or
demountable homes they are actually buying the right
to live in that place.
The building itself is often worth a lot less immediately
upon purchase than the actual value of the lease people
are purchasing for the security. The buildings and the
land they rent the use of are really a form of secure
renting; usually they are longer term leases. Often
persons are of retirement age, who cannot afford to get
into a nursing home but who have some money —
often from superannuation or from the sale of a
property — but who do not have enough money to buy
a traditional retirement village unit.
These persons enter into the housing market by
purchasing a demountable or relocatable home in a
residential park, and then renting the land. That also
allows them to access a rent assistance payment from
the commonwealth government, making the economics
of the situation more viable for people without
significant resources.
However, persons in this situation have at risk a
significant capital asset, because they do not have
control of the land they rent. Often new sites are not
easily available if they wish to move from the park in
which they are living, and on some occasions — and I
know this is true in the Summerhill Residential Park in
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my electorate — relocatable homes may in theory be
relocatable but in practice they are fixed and often quite
expensive and difficult to relocate.
This creates significant issues where persons do not
have the advantages of a normal renter who can easily
move and who does not have capital tied up in an
investment. At the same time they do not have the
security of home ownership with the rights and powers
of a person who owns their own property.
This creates special issues which I am very glad to see
will be addressed in a bill which will amend the
Residential Tenancies Act. I know the amendment will
be of great heart to many residents in my electorate,
particularly those who live in the Summerhill
Residential Park and who have been struggling under
very difficult circumstances.
I would like to mention the Fosters, who have been
struggling for reform in this area and struggling to have
the rights of tenants living in residential parks
recognised by the state. I am glad to see this mentioned
in the statement of government intentions. I believe this
is a needy group of people who are in a vulnerable
situation because of the power relationship they have
with the owner of a park. They need legislative redress,
and I am very glad to see the issue will be addressed.
I will move on to electoral law reform, which is
mentioned in the statement. The government has
committed to examining options to amend the Electoral
Act 2002 to increase electoral participation and to
introduce legislation to implement these reforms. This
occurs in the context of a federal process where a
federal green paper has been produced on electoral
reform. That green paper outlines a number of issues
relating to the participation of disadvantaged members
of our community in particular.
Previously I have spoken in the house about persons
who are illiterate and who have great difficulty in
participating in a system where you are required to
number a ballot paper in an often quite complex
manner.
There are a number of other issues that have arisen,
such as the participation of young people. There is an
underenrolment of young people on the electoral roll.
This is an area that needs urgent attention, and I hope
that any examination of the Electoral Act 2002 will
examine a means to increase the participation of young
people in our political process. Voting is possibly the
most fundamental civil right in a system of
representative government. Persons who do not have
the right to vote, whether because of legal, social or
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cultural barriers, are denied the most fundamental civil
right in our society.

will respond and in effect reduce the damage caused by
the negative externality.

I also think we should consider those who do not speak
English and their ability to participate in what can be
quite a complex electoral process, as well as those who
are itinerant and who are often unable to maintain an
address. There are provisions in the current act that deal
with those persons, but I think further work can be
done. In discussing electoral reform I think it is
important to note that electoral reform in our society is
a bit different to most other Western societies in that
there is an element of compulsion. Enrolment and
voting is compulsory.

There are other alternative proposals which are
essentially a regulatory or an expenditure of tax dollars.
As has been noted by Ross Garnaut, this approach is
akin to the sort of economics that was practised in the
Soviet Union. I think in 2010 we should be seeking to
have more efficient mechanisms to deal with problems
such as the damage that is caused to the environment by
pollution, whether it be carbon dioxide or other
pollutants. I note that a trading system — I think it was
in sulphur dioxide if I am not mistaken; so-called acid
rain — operates successfully in places like the USA and
has proved to be a very effective mechanism to deal
with acid rain. The government will be responding, and
I hope we can have a national and international system
which will respond sufficiently to the challenges
provided by climate change.

In other societies it is not considered a great problem if
a certain group in that society chooses not to participate
or otherwise does not act in the electoral process
because it is a voluntary process. But that is not the case
with our system. In our system there is an element of
compulsion; it is compulsory to enrol and to vote. Some
of the arguments against having reforms which
enfranchise people, which are run in other jurisdictions,
in my view do not have great currency in a jurisdiction
where people are compelled to enrol and to vote.
I would also like to touch on the fact that the
introduction of a climate change bill is listed in the
statement of government intentions. It will be the
Victorian response to climate change this year. This
occurs in the context of any federal and international
action. Climate change is an international issue, and the
Victorian government alone simply cannot respond to
it. Obviously legislation will have to await the outcome
of various federal and international processes, but it is
my firm belief that any serious attempt to address
climate change, which is based on the presumption
which I share, that carbon dioxide is likely to be
causing changes to the environment and increasing
temperatures over time through what is colloquially
known as the greenhouse effect, should be based on the
most efficient means available.
In my view ‘efficient means available’ is to price
carbon dioxide. The pricing of carbon dioxide within a
market mechanism allows there to be an efficient
response to the pricing of what is referred to as an
externality. The view of those within economics and
science who believe in climate change and believe we
should respond, which I do, is that carbon dioxide has a
negative impact on the environment, and if something
has a negative impact on the environment, an
appropriate mechanism to deal with it is to price that
negative impact into the production of the goods or
service that is having the negative impact. By setting a
price on carbon within a market economy, the economy

The statement of government intentions builds on the
excellent work that has been achieved by this
government. It would be remiss of me not to mention
the excellent state of the Victorian economy when
compared to other major economies around the world.
In Australia, and in Victoria in particular, we have
managed to avoid some of the most damaging elements
of the global financial crisis. When you look at
economies in Europe or in America we are in a much
better state, and in part I think that is due to the
stewardship of this current government. I commend the
statement of government intentions to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the annual statement of government
intentions. I will begin with section 4.1 which is headed
‘Promoting growth in regional and rural Victoria’. It
states:
The government supports the diversification of regional
economies and strengthening of the farming sector, which are
vital to Victoria’s economy and to the wellbeing of regional
Victorian communities.

If that is what the government is aiming to do, it has
surely been going about it in an interesting way in
recent times. We have seen our farming sector suffer
and job losses throughout rural Victoria. The Brumby
government has neglected rural Victoria, and to make
such a bold statement is to invite a fairly solid criticism
of its performance.
The statement goes on:
It will also maintain efforts to increase the attractiveness of
living and working in rural and regional Victoria through
improved access to services and community infrastructure
and support for community development initiatives.
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Education, health, public transport and law and order
are critical issues across rural Victoria. These are
mostly suffering from neglect and I find it pretty hard to
take.
The government has its blueprint for regional Victoria,
according to the statement, but the member for South
Gippsland summed that up well when he said the
blueprint was promised in 2009, it never appeared and
the government has now promised to deliver it in 2010.
Failure to deliver is very much a mark of this
government.
On page 38 of the annual statement of government
intentions, in section 4.4, transport is described as:
a particular challenge to overcome for Melbourne and
regional Victoria if we are to remain one of the most livable
places in the world.

That is so true, and so much is happening now. We hear
a lot about the problems of transport in Melbourne, but
these problems are equally as big in country Victoria.
The passenger train to Mildura has been a longpromised and long-awaited event; it is currently in a
feasibility stage. The statement points out that the
government has rolling stock and that there are
74 V/Line carriages to be delivered; among those it
ought to be able to find two or three for Mildura.
Also on page 38 we again see a reference to the
government’s $38 billion plan, which promises
everything to everyone but has got only $8 billion
funded. So there are promises but little delivery to
everybody.
I would like to acknowledge the work in Mildura of
members of a passenger train group who have worked
very hard to try to retain the passenger train.
Standardisation of the Mildura line appears to be on
hold or to have been handpassed to the federal
government.
The building and education revolution: what a mess it is
in country Victoria! I will begin by pointing out the
problems of the Murrayville P-12 college. Staff and
students went on their Christmas holidays expecting a
$149 000 amenities or toilet block to be built, only to
come back and find that they had new sinks, troughs, a
couple of taps, a few new cisterns, and an email dated
11 January which basically said, ‘Sorry. Costs blew out.
This is what you are going to get. Call us if you have
got a problem’. Have they called! I thank the shadow
Minister for Education, who is in the house, for his
work in this area, because $149 000 should buy you
more than that, even at the end of Victoria, at
Murrayville — a particularly lovely place.
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The story of Murrayville P-12 gets worse. I refer to the
way this project was contracted. It was structured to
disadvantage rural and regional businesses. The
grouping of the contracts meant that many of the
businesses and builders in country Victoria could not
bid for the project because they did not have sufficient
insurance, and they simply were not big enough, so the
work was denied to country Victorians.
I will move on to other education issues. The annual
statement of government intentions talks about the
‘digital education revolution’. Just like myki, if you
have software problems, you are going to be in trouble.
One of the schools in my electorate tells me it cannot
get technical support. I said, ‘Do you have remote
access where you hand over and someone fixes the
problem?’. They said, ‘No, we have to wait for the
technician to drive out to our site, because remote
access has not been rolled out to us yet’.
The digital revolution is the black revolution across
some of the schools in my electorate as they wait for a
technician who seems to struggle to get from the larger
centres where they are needed every day. Anyone who
depends on computer systems knows just what we are
talking about with respect to these problems. Some
revolution that turned out to be!
Then you wonder why we have school retention rate
problems in the country. The statistics have been well
quoted, and the member for Nepean made much of this
as he spoke about this issue — that the declining rates
of retention between metropolitan and nonmetropolitan, or country, schools is very apparent.
There has been a decline in country schools from 72 per
cent retention up to year 12 down to 67 per cent, while
in metropolitan areas retention rates remained relatively
static. This is shameful, and it is becoming all the more
understandable.
This flows on to tertiary participation. We are still
awaiting the government’s response to a report of the
Education and Training Committee, which outlined the
disadvantage for young people living in the country and
the participation rates. That is mentioned in section 5.2
of the government’s statement, in which it is said that
during 2009 the committee reported to the government
and that the government would respond in ‘early 2010’.
The government had better hurry up and get on with it
because there is an awful lot of work to be done in that
area to work out what we are going to do to ensure
young people in the country remain involved in
education. Similarly, if you do not want to go on to
tertiary education, my electorate does not have a trade
training centre.
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In health, the Mildura Base Hospital is in rapid need of
attention. The hospital is a public-private partnership,
but the government has dealt with public-private
partnerships in health elsewhere — they can do this —
so why is there such a long delay in tending to the
needs of a hospital that is grossly inadequate? The
accident and emergency, midwifery and post-operative
departments at Mildura Base Hospital all have major
problems.
We also have an issue with adequately accommodating
residents in other departments. If you are going to
recruit and retain the professionals you need in the
country, you have got to be able to deal with them.
Mental health — what a shame! The Mildura Base
Hospital’s ward 5 is a 12-bed facility and there are no
other facilities nearby in the region. Ward 5 is
constantly under pressure. The hospital made an
application for supported accommodation, for
prevention and recovery care (PARC), which seems to
be stalled in the system, with no-one in Mildura
knowing when we will get that. I thank Mallee Family
Care for their mental health day, at which it was
demonstrated that the need in my electorate for mental
health care is twice the state average.
With respect to law and order, the issue is police
numbers. Recruitment and retention of police in
country areas is vital. We constantly hear about shift
shortages. Not only do we not have enough police but
there are constant stories about shift shortages. Red
Cliffs and Merbein both want 24-hour police stations,
because those communities want preventive policing,
not reactive policing.
Then we get to the issue of using country dollars from
liquor outlets to solve city problems. The Wemen,
Hattah and Merbein South stores have all had 500 per
cent increases in their liquor licence fees, but that is to
fund a problem not of their making.
This government has failed country people on water.
The Weekly Times said it all in an article printed today,
with the VFF (Victorian Farmers Federation) stating
that the federal and state water policy had cost
5599 jobs. A fair amount of those jobs are from
Mildura. To add salt to the wound, the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline water savings appear to be
going to Melbourne.
Irrigators have survived commodity difficulties in the
past, and they have soldiered through the downturns
before, but the lack of security of allocation is what is
difficult this time, it is what is different, and that is what
is driving them off their land. What this government
has failed to do is give any of those growers the
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confidence that the security of allocation will be there
so that they can then work through these commodity
cycles that have occurred.
The CMA (catchment management authority) merger
has continued to be an issue, where it appears that
control has been shifted closer to Melbourne from local
areas.
The CMA mergers between the Murray and Melbourne
authorities in my electorate with the Wimmera and
Southern Mallee are a recipe for disaster. We are asking
too few people to do too much. As you move
governments away from locals, you become remote
from communities and you fail them. The CMAs have
a role. If they become remote, that will make living and
farming far more difficult.
This government’s claim to make country Victoria a far
more livable place is an absolute sham. The Brumby
government is failing regional Victoria. The annual
statement of government intentions is a case of too little
too late. It is just spin. It lacks substance and it gives no
joy to country Victoria.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I am pleased to rise in support of this
government’s statement of government intentions. It is
a significant document which demonstrates the Brumby
government’s commitment to making Victoria a fairer
place for all Victorians by continuing to give
disadvantaged groups and communities who are doing
it tough more support and more opportunities.
This is something the Brumby government has been
committed to for many years, and it has yielded some
impressive results. For example, since 2004 the
Brumby government has provided $92 million for
546 community organisations and projects through the
Victorian community support grant program. It has also
provided $20 million for eight community renewal
programs which are designed to help those Victorian
communities at a local level who are facing extra
challenges. We want to grow Victoria, but we want to
make sure that everyone grows with it.
Our government has also provided $8.6 million over
the past three years to build or upgrade 47 community
facilities and public spaces where people can get
connected. We have also expanded the no-interest loans
program, together with Good Shepherd Youth and
Family Services and National Australia Bank, to
45 new sites across Victoria. This program has
provided an extra 2700 loans through the NILS (no
interest loan scheme) to families in financial hardship.
This is about helping those families get back on their
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feet. These are just some of the initiatives this
government has driven in order to make Victoria a
fairer place.
This year’s statement continues this laudable process. It
acknowledges the essential role community groups play
in securing the high quality of life that Victorians enjoy.
It outlines the next phase of the Brumby government’s
plan to strengthen community organisations. The
government has come a long way in achieving this aim.
We have established the Office for the Community
Sector (OCS). That office is about cutting red tape and
boosting funding to help Victoria’s 35 000 community
organisations grow and prosper. Through its website,
regular e-bulletins and working parties, the Office for
the Community Sector has been instrumental in
strengthening partnerships between government
agencies, businesses and philanthropic organisations.
With Consumer Affairs Victoria, the office is working
to reduce the regulatory burden faced by not-for-profit
organisations by developing, for example, online
reporting mechanisms. We are also simplifying the
grants processes and developing more efficient and
consistent grant making across government.
In addition to the work of the OCS, the Brumby
government has funded four community foundations in
high-need areas — that is, inner North Melbourne,
Wendouree, Colac and Bass Coast — to allow people
to invest directly in their own communities. As the
statement outlines, this government will fund a further
eight community foundations in the coming 18 months.
The Brumby government’s statement also
acknowledges the important role volunteers play in our
communities. A third of Victorian adults volunteer in
one way or another. There is no doubt that volunteers
contribute tremendously to the economic, social and
environmental wellbeing of all Victorians. This is also
an area this government has been committed to over
many years.
Over the past five years we have provided over
1400 grants totalling $5.2 million to community
organisations to assist them to recruit, train and retain
volunteers. We have committed a further $9.3 million
to a new strategy to promote community involvement.
We have also recognised the efforts of Victoria’s
volunteers through the Premier’s volunteering awards,
which have lauded 30 volunteering organisations that
involve hundreds of volunteers right across the state. It
should be noted that nominations for these awards are
now open for 2010.
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In the annual statement the Brumby government builds
on this commitment by pledging to continue to deliver
its $9.3 million volunteering strategy. This is a key
plank of the government’s respect agenda. This strategy
will involve working with and supporting many of our
most important volunteer organisations including the
Country Fire Authority, the Salvation Army, the
Australian Red Cross and local sporting clubs as well as
the many hundreds of small volunteer organisations
whose contributions help make Victoria a better place
to live.
In the year ahead the Brumby government has
committed to working on ways to sustain and grow our
dedicated volunteer base. We need to acknowledge that
the nature and level of volunteering is changing in ways
that require adaptation. The government needs also to
offer new ways and new opportunities for people to
volunteer. Through the development, for example, of a
new web portal, the Brumby government will make it
easier for people who are interested in volunteering to
learn about opportunities and get involved.
We will also work to encourage young people to
become volunteers by helping community organisations
to develop new types of opportunities that are more
suited to the ways in which young people can donate
their time. We will continue to award small grants to
community organisations seeking to create new
opportunities for diverse groups of volunteers. This is a
program that has to date been very successful and
popular amongst these groups.
The Brumby government’s commitment to fairness is
also reflected in our pledge to release this year A Fairer
Victoria 2010, which is our sixth A Fairer Victoria
statement. This is the backbone of this government’s
social policy agenda. Through A Fairer Victoria, the
Labor government has already invested more than
$5 billion over the last five years in addressing
disadvantage and promoting inclusion. The Brumby
government recognises that issues regarding
disadvantage flow on to every aspect of a community’s
wellbeing, including weak educational results, poor
health outcomes and low productivity. This is why A
Fairer Victoria brings together a number of policy
areas, including education, early childhood
development, training, health and justice, to lift up
those areas and people who are at greatest disadvantage
by tackling a whole-of-life experience for those people
and their communities.
We have so far seen the success of programs like the
community renewal program and the neighbourhood
renewal program in restoring hope and pride in many
disadvantaged communities across the state. Eight
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community renewal sites have been set up since 2006,
actively involving local residents in decision-making
and planning processes. The beauty of that is that the
process is owned by the community, with the local
community deciding what its needs are, what changes
need to be brought about, how to achieve those changes
and how to deliver terrific outcomes at the local level.
The result has been around 100 community events,
44 public space and facility upgrades, and
25 projects — for example, to improve skills and early
childhood development. This program is also about
creating real jobs and more local activities to draw
people together.
Some of my cabinet colleagues could speak of a
number of other A Fairer Victoria success stories,
including the construction or purchase of 12 900 new
social housing units, increased levels of community
safety, an overall reduction in the crime rate since
2000–01 and the provision of over $100 million for
more than 1300 aquatic and sporting facilities between
2005 and 2008. These are just some of the many
achievements delivered under A Fairer Victoria so far. I
am very pleased that this government is continuing that
good work in the year to come.
I would like to congratulate the Premier on once again
delivering an agenda that promises to make Victoria an
even fairer place to live. This statement provides an
opportunity to build on years of terrific work, some of
which I have outlined. I am very proud to be part of a
government that has an ongoing, resounding
commitment to social inclusion and one that looks out
for people and communities who need extra assistance,
and I am pleased to support the statement of
government intentions for that very purpose.
I also wish to add that the statement of government
intentions provides a framework for us to mark off
where our progress takes us in terms of outcomes for
social inclusion. I am pleased that I will have the
opportunity to help deliver the programs and
commitments that have been reflected in the statement
of government intentions.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The Labor
Party has had the carriage of government in Victoria for
some 21 of the last 28 years, and in terms of the
problems Victorians face with infrastructure and
service delivery those problems must be sheeted home
to the current Victorian government.
I spent the weekend conferring with a number of
different community groups across my electorate.
Interesting things emerged from those consultations.
Senior citizens regard themselves as the forgotten
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people. The Brumby government has moved to online
consultations and myki tickets; you have to pay $10 to
get a ticket even if you use the service only two or three
times a year. People on low incomes are concerned
about the impact on their finite resources. Then there is
the rollout of smart meters, which is of major concern
to senior citizens, and there is also a cost impost on
Victorian working families.
There is a question of safety on public transport and on
the streets of Melbourne. Today I had a call from a
concerned constituent who is a government employee
and who expressed his distress at being assaulted
outside a 7-Eleven store on the corner of Bluff and
Highett roads last night. He felt the government had not
done enough to address antisocial behaviour and to put
enough police on the streets to respond to law-andorder issues. That was a continuing theme throughout
the course of my consultations.
Several people raised concern in relation to violence on
public transport. At this point the Labor Party has not
copied the Liberal Party proposal for protective service
officers from Victoria Police manning Victorian rail
stations in the metropolitan area from 6.00 p.m. until
the last train, to restore a sense of safety on public
transport. Senior citizens, women and children are not
safe on the Victorian public transport system and not
free to travel as they once were.
There are some 75 000 people a year migrating to
Victoria. It is all very well to parade this as a great
figure, the greatest number of arrivals since the gold
rush, but not if you are a lazy government that has not
done the hard yards or the budgeting to provide the
services that people require, such as additional hospital
beds to reduce the waiting lists.
On that point, this morning I raised in this house the
circumstances of a man who was told to line up for an
important elective surgical procedure at one of the
major hospitals in Melbourne on 10 February. He
waited 4 hours. Virtually no-one gave him any
meaningful information in that time: they said it was
someone else’s issue and someone else’s matter. After
4 hours it was the doctor himself who came along and
said, ‘Sorry we had to cancel your procedure today; we
cannot operate on you’. This was for a major surgical
procedure, after this gentleman had rearranged his
financial affairs and his business interests in order to
undergo the procedure. It was put off. He said it is not
good enough. I said we can follow it up, and he said,
‘My concern is not for myself, but how many other
people in this state have confronted what I have
confronted? It is just not good enough’. With 21 years
of the last 28 in government, it is just not good enough.
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We have another issue in relation to Neighbourhood
Watch. People felt safe in their communities; they
looked after each other. In 1987 the municipality of
Sandringham was one of the first places in Victoria to
establish Neighbourhood Watch groups. People were
part of the community; they worked together; they
volunteered to contribute their time to determine wise
and worthy outcomes and feed the information back to
the police. Now Victoria Police has restructured
Neighbourhood Watch and is proposing not to provide
the information that the local residents relied upon, the
crime data street by street. It is decimating the volunteer
base. In my area, in the cities of Kingston and Bayside,
these changes to programs, which have worked wisely
and well for over 22 to 23 years, are not good enough.
People are feeling alienated by the changes under way.
I am pleased to note developments in relation to the
Sandringham police station, which has been the subject
of a broken Labor promise since 1988. At that time the
Labor Party said that if it were re-elected it would build
a new police station on this site. If it had not been for
the vigorous work of the local community, the land
would have been sold off and would not have been
available. I am pleased to report there is steady progress
following some excellent work and advocacy for a new
police station, which will shortly be opening.
But there has been a problem in the consultancy process
on the way through. It was suggested that there was
going to be a particular design feature that would
protect the amenity of the neighbouring houses from
the effects of a facility that would be operating 24/7.
Unfortunately, without consultation with the residents,
certain changes were made to the design of the building
which will reduce the level of privacy for adjoining
backyards. I think it is important for the minister and
for the council to come to the party and provide a better
outcome so that people can enjoy their local
neighbourhood and the amenity they have had to date.
I also look forward to receiving my invitation to the
opening of the planned new Sandringham police
station. I did not get one to the opening of the
courthouse; I did not get a formal invitation to meetings
with ministers passing through my electorate; but mark
my words, I aim to be there on the day the new
Sandringham police station is opened, along with many
people from local Neighbourhood Watch groups who
have done their best to minimise the incidence of crime
and offences against person and property in the
Sandringham area.
I mentioned before that the older people in the district
feel as if they are the forgotten generation, and more
needs to be done to integrate service delivery to those
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people who are not part of the dotcom generation. At
one point Victoria regarded itself as the information
superhighway of the world. In the 1990s Bill Gates
regarded government service delivery in Victoria as a
model of excellence. Since the election of the Bracks
and Brumby governments, what have we got? We have
lost more money through project overruns in the IT area
than we lost through the Pyramid Building Society and
the former State Bank in government terms. Myki is
just one of a series of failed IT projects. There is
HealthSMART and the ultranet, and there was Anite,
the Ministry of Housing project which was a five-stage
project that never got past stage 1. Then there is the
remarkable Electronic Conveyancing Victoria, a
$50 million or so white elephant; it has been
operational for two years, but there has only ever been
one transaction and that was on the opening day. A
$50 million white elephant! The list goes on. In
question time today we heard about the issue in relation
to the LEAP (law enforcement assistance program)
upgrade. At this stage it is not going forward at a high
velocity.
Well over $1 billion and perhaps up to $2 billion has
been wasted by this government. It cannot deliver. The
information superhighway on the part of the once great
Victorian government in the Kennett years now stands
as a boulevard of broken IT dreams.
Then there are other issues as well in relation to the
government. In the city of Kingston there has been
approximately a 23 per cent increase in local crime, and
there has been a rising crime rate across Victoria in the
area of assaults. These matters are not being properly
addressed. Conversely, we saw the attempt to address it
on the steps of Parliament House last night with a
heavy-handed approach that did not work in
consultation with local communities, that did not work
in consultation with local interest groups. We have the
absurd example of a flower shop having to pay more
for its licence to distribute a bottle of wine or
champagne with a bouquet of flowers in order to
address the violence and thuggery that is taking place
on city streets where people are not feeling safe.
Then there is the question of the New Street railway
gates — here is a good one! — which have been closed
for two years. How can we expect a government that
cannot open a railway gate to get its ticketing system
right or the overall processes and operations of
government? The people in my electorate are angry. It
will be reflected on 27 November in the upper house
vote and I look forward to the 2010 state election. Bring
it on!
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Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to speak on the annual
statement of government intentions, which in itself is a
progressive step. It took a Labor government to bring
this statement in and bring it forward to this house so
that not only the Parliament but also the public can read
and know what the plans are and can judge later on
whether these things have been delivered. In addition,
the statement clearly identifies the ministers responsible
for the delivery of these intentions of the government.
Of course, there may be some hiccups; there will
always be some changes, particularly when new things
are experimented with, tried and brought in.
People naturally resent change. When someone gets
over about 50 years old they do not like many changes
happening in their lives. However, we make changes
because we are a growing country and a growing state,
and we are growing very fast to accommodate people in
this state, so naturally changes will be made as we go
along.
The statement is a good blueprint that we can work
with. The first item we see is jobs — securing jobs
through infrastructure — which is important. After all,
we have to have infrastructure to be able to create jobs,
attract industries and move commodities around. If we
do not have adequate road, rail or air systems, we
cannot move goods around. Victoria is doing quite well
in those fields, but there is an ongoing commitment to
those things.
The next item is delivering on the commonwealth
stimulus package, and we are talking about big money
there in funding for roads which will supplement the
state government’s funding. The commonwealth will
also supply funding to supplement the government’s
funding of housing. We are attracting more people to
this state and naturally we will need to accommodate
them. It is important for everybody that they have a
secure roof over their heads. It is a primary need of any
individual in our society. Once that need is satisfied,
people will look at their secondary needs and their
pleasure needs such as plasma television sets and all the
rest of the in-house entertainment systems. But if you
do not have a roof over your head, where will you put
all that sort of stuff? Housing may take the form of
affordable rentals or it may be social housing, which is
an important factor. Again the minister responsible for
delivering on those fronts is identified in this statement,
and that is highly commendable.
It is an important document for the bureaucracy, the
wider public, private industry, local government and the
federal government to enable people to understand
what the government is planning, its aims and what it is
prepared to deliver over the next 12 months. The
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statement covers the period before the next election and
beyond, because some of these projects cannot be
finished within the next nine months. It is important
that it be followed through and that it is ongoing despite
any changes in the ministry. Ministers may resign, but
the projects need to continue; they are contained in the
statement and are part of the direction in which the
government is going.
I commend the document to the house, because without
it all the individual bureaucracies would be pulling in
different directions. This way they have a blueprint, a
direction in which the government is heading, together
with the government’s aims and objectives. They are
clearly spelt out in this statement which was presented
to the house by the Premier. It is a terrific example of
how confident the government is that it is willing to put
in front of this house and in front of the people of
Victoria its 12-month forecast and to implement those
projects one at a time as each ministry is geared up to
do its work. There will be no surprises for the
departments. They cannot say that they did not foresee
that this and that had to be delivered now, in the next 6
or 12 months. There is no excuse; the broad parameters
are outlined here in this document. The document
provides that function.
The document also covers police and keeping the
community safe. The government has new controls and
reform amendments to the legislation to cover liquor
licences. These are all aspects that allow everybody in
society and in commerce who deal with these things —
be they in the judiciary, our legal or accounting firms,
finance groups, developers or small individual family
businesses — to have an idea where they are going and
what is happening.
The statement talks about the respect agenda. The
Minister for the Respect Agenda will go down that
important path and develop that issue further. It is
another important step so that people can know about
and be able to have an input into what they see as the
agenda for development.
The statement then talks about hospitals and ageing
citizens health care, which is again expanding,
particularly in the western suburbs. We are going ahead
in leaps and bounds in western health services,
providing better buildings and attracting Melbourne and
Victoria universities, with graduate and undergraduate
study taking place in the area, and with students
operating and working from the area’s hospital, in
conjunction with those two universities. That is a good
outcome for our area, and people need to know about it.
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The statement then refers to volunteering. Victoria
depends on a lot of volunteers, as do most other states
in Australia. The support, encouragement and respect
we have for our volunteers is a big commitment. The
minister responsible for that area has had his input into
this document and so knows what the future holds in
that direction.

people of New York, stressing that they were all the
same and could live together in harmony without
having to worry about hatred being fanned against the
Muslim community. It had been perceived that the
Muslim community had attacked the American world
trade towers, but things have settled down and the
community there is getting on quite well.

The statement refers to a fairer and better justice
system. I must say that since the Attorney-General has
held that position, he has brought in more legislation
than any other minister, with the changes being aimed
at modernising the justice system. Yet there is always
something to be changed or amended as life goes on
and things change. Who would have thought about
hoons and hoon legislation 20 or even 15 years back? It
has taken courage, it has taken development, and it has
taken input.

This annual statement of government intentions will
also deliver those things here. The issue will pass, and
there will be other newcomers who will have the same
experience in the future.

The statement refers to the amount of money that has
been taken from people who have made ill-gotten
gains — criminally gained money that has been
amassed and which now has been confiscated. Changes
have made it easier for law enforcement authorities to
do that so that people see that crime in this state does
not pay, because the money will be taken off them if
they cannot prove they got it legitimately. That is very
important for society, particularly in allowing people in
their neighbourhoods to feel safe, comfortable and
confident.
At the moment talk about one ethnic community is
being highlighted in the media and so forth, yet when
you interview members of that ethnic community you
find out that they feel safe and quite comfortable living
in Victoria, despite what we read and hear in the media.
When one looks at it one sees that such issues have
happened in the past with different communities but
that it is the media playing the issue up. Then of course
you get copycats who follow reported acts.
When we talk about the West Gate Bridge we cannot
advertise how many attempted suicides take place there
so that we do not get copycats. I would say the media
should be playing this issue down and acting
responsibly with respect to such communities. The
government has established a special police task force
in the western suburbs to assist the Indian community
so that we do not have this fear agenda being driven.
When there was the attack on the world trade towers in
New York, members of the Muslim community in the
United States were not game enough to leave their
houses because of the hatred of communities as created
by the media. That has settled down because of positive
action taken by the government and particularly the

Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise to contribute to
the debate on the 2010 statement of government
intentions, entitled ‘Families, fairness and the future of
Victoria’. It is the first part of this title that I find so
interesting — the Brumby government’s decision to
revisit the family when it has so obviously neglected
families right across Victoria and specifically in the
Hastings electorate.
When we consider the state government’s impact on
Victorian families, it is difficult not to think of the
hundreds of families that have been left in a position of
financial difficulty as a result of the Inghams plant fire
in Somerville. On 11 January a fire devastated the
facility and has jeopardised the jobs of the plant’s 700plus employees and several hundred subcontractors.
This is the only facility for an industry worth
$350 million to the local economy. Inghams is the
second largest employer on the Mornington Peninsula,
and it is anticipated that the flow-on effects of this fire
will impact on thousands of people. I spoke out about
the need for the state government to step in and provide
assistance to get this critical employer back up and
running in the shortest possible time; not surprisingly, I
was roundly attacked by this Labor government for
having the audacity to suggest that a government
should spend public funds to save people’s jobs.
The government did belatedly come to the party with
some assistance. It agreed to help with a water-saving
program that Inghams and I had been working on
getting the government to go along with for the past
several years. The government performed one of its
more palatable backflips by belatedly coming to the
party with some level of support for Inghams. The
Labor Party certainly know how to take its pound of
flesh! The announcement of its support for Inghams
was like a Labor caucus meeting. Now, this week in
Parliament, ignoring the anguish of the 300 employees
who lost their jobs, the Premier had the nerve to claim
his government had created 300 new jobs at Inghams.
The arrogance of this man is breathtaking!
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The government has done the very minimum it can get
away with to support the company, and in so doing
Inghams has had to let go more than 300 people. The
opportunity was there to allow those people to continue
in employment. When so many families are hurting, the
Brumby government needs to stand up and work with
all key stakeholders to ensure that an assistance
package is in place to fully restore this vital industry as
soon as possible.
In the Premier’s message he stated that the government
acknowledges that street violence and drunken
behaviour threaten the way of life of our local
communities. The Brumby government can make
whatever assertions it likes about the state of law and
order in Victoria, but ultimately Victorian families are
acutely aware that this government has failed them
dismally on the most basic of rights, and that is the right
to feel safe and secure.
I continue to receive complaints from local residents
and shopkeepers concerned about the escalation of
vandalism, hoon driving, violence and other unlawful
behaviour on our streets. A reduction of nearly 20 per
cent in front-line policing in our local area has resulted
in a 38 per cent increase in violent crime. That is an
absolute disgrace.
I receive reports almost daily of shops having their
windows smashed in and local residents being harassed
by youths and hooning. The hooning is so dangerous
that it is only a matter of time before another person is
seriously injured or worse on our streets. It is not a new
problem for this state government, but it is clearly a
problem that is beyond its control.
My community has recently fought long and hard to
defeat the Brumby government’s outrageous plan to
downgrade the Hastings police station from a 24-houra-day facility to a 16-hour-a-day facility, and given the
circumstances we find this state in, that is an outrageous
attack on the safety of our local communities. While the
community won this battle, we are under no
misapprehension that this government will not try the
same tactic again.
The communities of Somerville and Langwarrin have
felt the ill-effects of these policies as well. Police
officers from Frankston and Hastings are striving to do
their job on a shoestring of resources. Just before the
last state election the state government announced that
it was to build a new police station. It named the new
police station Langwarrin-Carrum Downs, when most
people were aware it never intended to put it near
Langwarrin and always intended to put it in Carrum
Downs. The government thought it would tell the

Wednesday, 24 February 2010

people of Langwarrin that it was going to take care of
their problems at the same time. The reality has been
something completely different. I am now told that the
resources for this new police station will be absorbed
from the current low level of resources at Frankston,
Hastings and other local police stations. Again, it is
disgraceful.
The absolute proof of the way this government rewards
its excellent police is the case of Gordon Charteris, who
will very shortly leave the police force forever,
unfortunately. After 32 years of decorated service this
man, for the first time ever, felt the need to speak out
about the low level of resources. When he did, within
weeks he was gone. He had been forced out. He had
been removed from his position simply because he had
the courage to speak out. Again, this is an absolute
disgrace. The Premier really should pay the
consequences for that, and I am sure he will.
You only need to look as far as our public transport to
see other examples of the Brumby government’s
failings in law and order. Again I get complaints
weekly about the vandalism and mindless damage on
the Stony Point railway line. The latest attack has been
on the myki system, believe it or not. We managed to
get a myki reader installed down at the Somerville
railway station. Clearly there is no possibility of using it
any time in the near future, but it has been the latest
victim of graffiti and has been defaced. It contributes to
an environment that is anything but conducive to
patrons utilising our rail network. The Brumby
government has again failed to outline how it would
improve safety on our public transport.
Recently the opposition announced its transport safety
policy on how it would approach these things. Having
zero tolerance for violence on the public transport
system and two protective service officers on each of
the metropolitan and regional stations from 6 o’clock
until after the last train, including on the Stony Point
line, would go a long way to making our commuters
feel much safer. It would make me more comfortable in
allowing my children to go on the public transport
system, but it is something that the state government
has basically ruled out and does not think is a good
idea.
The Brumby government must also work to ensure that
our level crossings are protected. In my electorate we
have a very unfortunate history with level crossings.
Just in my short time in Parliament we have had two
deaths in my electorate on level crossings. The death
that occurred at the Bungower Road crossing could
have been avoided had there been boom barriers in
place. The state government has belatedly come to the
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party and promised that that will be rectified, but again,
as with most commitments this government makes,
nothing has happened. When it thought it was
worthwhile the government came out and said it would
fix it and then did nothing about it. And as if to create
difficulty for the people trying to cross at that railway
crossing, there is no pedestrian crossing, so people are
forced to take their chances out on the road with the
traffic and the trains.
I will move on to an issue that I have raised in this
house many times — that is, the state government’s
commitment to putting a bitumen plant at Crib Point.
Most people would know that the Minister for Planning
called that in and then decided he would allow it to go
ahead, which was completely contrary to a written
promise given by the previous member for Hastings on
behalf of the state government at that time saying the
government would never let it go ahead. The people of
Crib Point now understand very clearly that when the
government’s mouth is moving it is probably a lie.
The community of Baxter is also locked in a titanic
fight with this state government. The environment
effects statement that was done on the Peninsula
Link — and by the way, Baxter residents are very much
in favour of Peninsula Link but opposed to the fact that
the government wants to put through an overpass —
and the plan that was shown to the local community
suggested that this would be an underpass. Just recently
the state government has ruled out putting through an
underpass, and it will now push through with what is
being referred to as ‘Brumby’s Baxter barrier’ right
through the heart of the Baxter community. This will
create a lot of difficulties for the people who live in
Baxter. It will have a very serious effect on their house
prices and also on their amenity and enjoyment of life.
There is no reason why the government could not be
putting through an underpass. It has said that one of the
reasons was the groundwater there, because it is a flood
plain. It has failed to take into account the fact that the
Gunnamatta outfall runs almost directly under this
point, and it would be very easy to put in place a system
which would allow that water to drain away and which
would probably improve the circumstances overall.
This statement of government intentions is really more
of the same from this government — a complete and
dismal failure.
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — It gives
me an enormous amount of pleasure and pride to speak
to the 2010 annual statement of government intentions.
If I may, I will just reflect on the presentation we have
just heard from the member for Hastings — and I
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understand how difficult it must be to be an opposition
member of Parliament, whose primary purpose in life is
to whinge, whine and moan. I want to compliment the
member for Hastings on succeeding at all of those tasks
extraordinarily well in his presentation.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HELPER — In that sense, let me draw a
contrast with the annual statement of government
intentions, which is very much about looking forward,
building a future in this community that matters to
families, addressing the needs of families and providing
the necessary support, whether it be through
infrastructure, whether it be through services or whether
it be through the legislative changes that we need to
make to keep our statute book modern and relevant. All
of these changes are about making the lives of families
more rewarding in this state.
To paint the picture of this forward-looking and
positive statement of government intentions, I will also
look back on what this government has achieved over
the last 12 months and indeed prior to that. In my own
electorate it has achieved things like the return of
passenger rail to Ararat, which has made an enormous
difference to the community of Ararat. One could ask
rhetorically, because it would be unruly to respond to
interjections, when that service was stopped.
To give a brief history lesson, the passenger rail service
to Ararat was scrapped, ripped away, stripped off the
community of Ararat during the seven dark years of the
Kennett government. We have not had a bigger kick in
the head to the communities of Ararat and the region
than the removal of services that occurred during those
seven dark years. We can look there for an example of
what a Labor government does in response to the needs
of regional communities. It is the government’s
intention to return passenger rail services to
Maryborough, and that will occur during the period
covered by this annual statement of government
intentions. I very much look forward to the residents of
Maryborough, whose rail services were ripped away
during the seven dark years, having their rail services
restored to them.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HELPER — Let us look at some other
achievements over the last 12 months, and indeed over
the period this government has been in power. The
reconstruction and rebuilding of every hospital in my
electorate is, I think, a very proud achievement of this
government. Again, it demonstrates the strength of the
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commitment the Brumby government has to regional
Victoria.
I heard an interjection before — it cannot be disorderly
to hear an interjection — about the north–south
pipeline. Let me just say that the food bowl
modernisation project is a highlight of the
modernisation of the irrigation infrastructure of this
state. Members of the opposition and those who are so
expert at whingeing, whining and moaning should
reflect on the alternatives. If they believe in this day and
age, when there is water scarcity and an increasingly
high value is placed on water, that an irrigation system
that leaks like a shadow cabinet can actually be
sustained into the future, then I dare say to them that
they have lost touch with reality.
Members, of course, are all united in the sadness with
which we reflect on the bushfires of February last year.
I do not think there is a millimetre of difference
between the members of this chamber in terms of the
sorrow we feel for those directly affected. The
government has to have as a very high priority the
response to and recovery of the communities affected
by those fires. We also have to have a constant and
large agenda to improve the safety of those Victorian
communities that face bushfire dangers. For example,
the government plans to further develop township
protection plans across Victoria and to fast-track the
upgrade and construction of regional fire stations. The
credibility of the government is very strong in that
regard.
The investment that has been made in our emergency
services is extraordinary. For example, just a short
while ago I had the pleasure of joining the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services at the opening of the
Halls Gap fire station, a rebuilt fire station set up in
conjunction with ambulance services. It is a terrific
model for the Halls Gap community. So we see that the
government has a track record of delivering on
community safety, and it has a plan to continue doing
so.
I will touch on a couple of initiatives in my portfolio
area of agriculture that are planned for this year and
outlined in the statement of government intentions.
Clearly the initiatives flying out of the $205 million
Future Farming initiative announced in Horsham by the
Premier are bearing fruit, and they will continue to bear
fruit during the year covered by this statement. For
example, we are investing in global positioning system
net infrastructure, which will provide farmers with the
opportunity to engage in high precision farming,
reducing the costs of those services and providing the
ability to increase farm yields. This is very important to

Wednesday, 24 February 2010

farmers, of course, but also incredibly important in
terms of the environment and reducing inputs. Here we
see just one example of many initiatives that make a big
difference to our farming community. I could wax
lyrical for much longer than the time that is available to
me about the initiatives contained in the annual
statement of government intentions when it comes to
agriculture.
I will just touch on two more projects the government
has committed to during the period covered by the
statement. Those are the Western Highway duplication
from Ballarat to Stawell and the Nhill trailer exchange.
The Nhill trailer exchange is an important initiative to
modernise our freight sector and ensure that it has the
infrastructure necessary for it to be competitive. The
Western Highway is the backbone of my electorate in
terms of roads. It services not only my electorate but
communities well beyond that, and it is an important
transport link. Every kilometre of the Western Highway
that is upgraded reduces travel time, thereby increasing
the amount of time families can have at home and,
importantly, have at home safely, because upgrades
obviously improve road safety as well. The duplication
will also contribute to road freight efficiency, and will
have a significant impact on the agricultural sector. It is
a terrific initiative and a terrific commitment going
forward.
In my small business portfolio we are always concerned
with the reduction of red tape. We expect to reduce red
tape by $2.46 billion over the next 10 years.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — In joining the
debate on the annual statement of government
intentions I want to take to task the Minister for Small
Business, who was the last speaker, on what he said
about what is happening in northern Victoria. In
speaking about the opposition’s attack on the
north–south pipeline, which takes water from northern
Victoria to Melbourne, he related that project to the
upgrade of the food bowl, which is known as the food
bowl modernisation project. To put those two projects
together is an absolute disaster.
We in northern Victoria strongly support the food bowl
modernisation program — it is absolutely necessary;
however, we have some concerns about how it is being
done. The fact is that the system in the Goulburn Valley
was antiquated and needed upgrading. Opposition
members supported that project, but we certainly did
not support the north–south pipeline taking water from
a distressed system in northern Victoria to people in
metropolitan Melbourne. Let me make that clear.
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I read the annual statement of government intentions
with a great deal of interest, particularly the speech
made by the Premier. It is a glossy document, and much
of it contains what I call motherhood statements. I have
a fair amount of concern, firstly, about the statement
made by the Premier, and secondly, about what is
contained in the documentation.

Murray and Ovens rivers. Legislation has been
introduced into the Parliament to establish four national
parks, and we are totally opposed to what is proposed.
The national parks organisation cannot look after what
it has now, so let us not add more to what it is doing. I
have spoken to people along the Ovens River who have
gone in and talked to people in Parks Victoria, who
cannot even identify its properties on the map, let alone
what is going to be taken over and how it is going to be
managed. In fact one of the landowners said to me, ‘We
put cattle in on that country that will now be in the
national park, but in a short time without the cattle you
will see it infested with vermin and noxious weeds and
grass that kangaroos will not be able to jump in’.

On the positive side I should say that I have been able
to achieve positive developments in the electorate of
Murray Valley since I have been in the Parliament. I
applaud the actions that have been taken in relation to
issues such as the upgrade, modernisation and
standardisation of rail for north-eastern Victoria, which
will be a great result.

All of these issues are causing concern to people in the
northern part of Victoria, and indeed all people in
country Victoria. Taking cattle out of national parks
and out of the Barmah forest, as was mentioned by the
member for Rodney, is an absolute disgrace. Why does
the government not go and talk to people who live in
these areas and respond to them?

The Wangaratta Performing Arts Centre has been great.
I have been involved in most of the representations to
make sure that we achieved those results.

One farmer who has land along the Ovens River which
will be taken over by the national park came into my
office. He is absolutely devastated, because he sees that
an area which he has managed for generations will not
be managed or looked after by the national park
authorities. He says it will be overgrown and not
managed properly, because the national parks people
cannot manage what they have got now, without more
land for them to manage being added.

I take issue with the Minister for Small Business
coming into the house and attacking members of
electorates in north-eastern and northern Victoria by
linking the food bowl modernisation project, which we
strongly support, with the north–south pipeline, which
we totally oppose.

In the area of health care northern Victoria has certainly
got some results. Let me tell the minister that we need
more, and I will talk to him about them, because I want
to see more funding for the hospitals in my electorate.
They are doing the job, but they certainly need support
from the government through more funding.
Having mentioned some of the positives, there are
things that are of concern for country people, and the
government needs to take note of these issues.
I will start with the myki ticketing system — an
absolute disaster. We were in England some years ago;
its system was very simple and worked well. Why did
we not get something simpler that would work in
Victoria? Here we are, years down the track, and the
ticketing system has not been implemented. As far as
the government and the state are concerned, myki is a
disaster.
Another subject I want to raise is that of electricity
smart meters. It is another issue which I think the
government has got wrong. I am receiving
representations right across my electorate from people
who are absolutely concerned about the implementation
of the smart metering system. The government needs to
review the matter and do something about it.
I will mention other things. I will start with the report
on river red gums, which examined issues along the

In the few minutes available to me I have tried to
encapsulate the concerns of people in northern Victoria.
Another issue I would like to rise is the amalgamation
of authorities that are responsible for large areas.
Members should have a look at the report on the
catchment management authorities. It has been
proposed that the three large catchment management
authorities in northern Victoria — in Wodonga,
Shepparton and Bendigo — be brought together into
one huge body. That would be an absolute disaster. The
catchment management authorities will not be able to
manage things effectively.
I turn to the issue of ambulance services. The minister
will be aware of the difficulties that occurred at
Yarrawonga prior to Christmas and over the ChristmasNew Year period. I applaud the minister for acting
quickly, and indeed Ambulance Victoria for acting
quickly. There is a new ambulance station and
additional staff have been provided, but now there is an
issue with the ambulance call centre. The one at
Wangaratta is one of five in country Victoria, and there
is a proposal to centralise them in Ballarat. If there is an
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accident in north-eastern Victoria, people will ring the
special system in Ballarat and then be asked, ‘What is
the address?’. After having given an address, the call
centre staff will say, ‘Where is it? We do not know
where it is’.
The minister is shaking his head, but I have talked to
people in the system, and they tell me that a lot of the
people who are involved in the call centres are specially
trained to be able to respond to these things, but if they
do not know the location and have no information
about where they should be going, then corrective
action should be taken. I do not support the
centralisation of services, which is happening across
Victoria; it is costing jobs in these areas, such as
Wangaratta, and a lesser service will be provided. I
would like to talk to the minister later about that. I
certainly will, because it is an important issue as far as I
am concerned.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
Could members on my left show a little respect to the
member for Murray Valley?
Mr JASPER — It really does not matter, Acting
Speaker. If they talk, I will talk above them anyway.
There is no problem there, and Hansard will contain
everything I am talking about, even if it is members of
my party who are talking. Don’t worry: the speech in
Hansard will be a true representation of what I am
speaking about.
I turn to border anomalies, which are a huge issue for
those of us who live on the border between Victoria and
New South Wales. I bring to the minister’s attention a
matter he should look into — that is, fishing licences.
The former Border Anomalies Committee was
abandoned by the former Premier after having not done
very well in the 1990s. We have re-established the
Border Anomalies Committee, and it meets regularly
each year.
Fishing licences have been a big issue since the 1980s
and the 1990s. Two years ago it was indicated that there
was agreement between Victoria and New South Wales
that there be a uniform fishing licence between the two
states, but it has not happened. I spoke to officers from
the Premier’s department only last week and was told
they were sorry, it was to have happened last year, but
they are still trying to get it negotiated through the New
South Wales government. These are the issues that
affect us in northern Victoria. These are the issues that
the government must address. We must get action on
them, and get action quickly.
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In the little time I have left there is another issue I will
mention, regarding the water tank subsidy. The
subsidies are for people who put in a water tank,
provided they are on a reticulated system. Anyone who
lives a few kilometres out of Wangaratta and is not on a
reticulated system cannot get access to that subsidy. In
responding to me, the minister said that people in
country areas are used to saving water — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JASPER — Of course they are, but they need
tanks the same as people in the towns, and they are
saying, ‘This is what we will do’. That is an issue to
which former and current water ministers will not
respond. They are issues which are clear-cut, as far as I
am concerned. We need to understand what they are
doing and the effect it has on those of us who are living
in country Victoria.
That is the situation I sought to cover in a few minutes.
On the one hand, yes, I have been able to get some
great results for my electorate of Murray Valley, but I
see the things that are happening at present and there is
no doubt that most people in country Victoria are really
concerned about what is happening because of this
government. The government is not listening to the
people and not working for the people, and when it
comes to the election later this year country people in
their droves, particularly those in northern Victoria, will
vote against the government purely and simply because
of the actions that have been taken in recent times.
If the government does not understand that, it is not in
the world of reality. I suggest that the Minister for
Health, who is at the table, visit his parents in
Wangaratta and talk to them about what is happening,
because they must realise that this is an effect that will
go right across northern Victoria and down to southern
Victoria.
The government must realise what will happen the day
it comes into the house and says, ‘We are providing
this, this and this to country Victoria’. The people out
there, the people in the marketplace, the people who
vote, know what is going on and they will not be voting
for a government that is not going to deliver what they
want in goods and services for country Victoria. I could
say I dread what will happen to this government, but I
do not: I am pleased it will happen.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY (Albert
Park).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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RADIATION AMENDMENT BILL

if a use licence has been cancelled, the date of
cancellation; and

Statement of compatibility
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities (the charter), I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Radiation Amendment Bill
2010.
In my opinion the Radiation Amendment Bill 2010 as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Radiation Act 2005
(the act) to enable the Department of Health to administer the
act more efficiently and effectively. The bill will allow the
Secretary of the Department of Health to impose additional
conditions on management licence-holders relating to the
management or control of the use of a radiation source. It will
also allow the secretary to impose conditions on licence
exemptions that require compliance with an incorporated
document. The scope of certain offences will be clarified by
inserting a fault element. Finally, the bill will enable the
secretary to publish on the internet limited parts of the register
maintained under the act that relate to use licences.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 13(a): right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
I consider that clause 8 of the bill engages but does not limit
the right to privacy because the interference with privacy is
not unlawful or arbitrary.
Clause 8 amends section 138 of the act to give the secretary
the power to publish and maintain on a website limited parts
of the register the secretary is already required to establish
and maintain under that section. Specifically, the bill will
enable the secretary to publish and maintain on the internet:
the name of a use licence-holder;
the number assigned to a use licence-holder for the
purpose of the register;
the date on which a use licence expires or, in the case of
a use licence that has expired, the date of expiry;
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if a use licence has expired, the date of expiry.
The secretary will only be able to publish and maintain on the
internet the date on which a use licence was cancelled for a
period of 12 months after the date of cancellation and the date
of expiry of a use licence for a period of three months after
the date of expiry.
The clause does not unlawfully interfere with the right to
privacy because it specifies what information can be
published about a current or former use licence-holder. The
clause does not arbitrarily interfere with the right to privacy
because it enables the secretary to disclose information for an
important purpose — to enable management licence-holders
to confirm whether particular employees, contractors and
applicants for employment currently hold an appropriate use
licence. The government of Victoria wants to encourage
management licence-holders to take reasonable steps to verify
that their employees and contractors are appropriately
licensed under the act. The interference with the privacy of
individuals is minimal because the secretary may only publish
and maintain on the internet the information needed to
ascertain whether an individual currently holds an appropriate
use licence. Importantly, the provision does not enable the
secretary to publish other personal information about current
or former use licence-holders such as their date of birth or
residential or business address.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations in
accordance with section 7(2)

As the right under the charter which the bill engages is not
limited by the bill, it is not necessary to consider the
application of section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because,
although the bill engages the right conferred by section 13 of
the charter, it does not limit that right.
Hon. Daniel Andrews, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to make a series of minor
amendments to the Radiation Act 2005 to ensure that
Victoria has radiation safety legislation that is
consistent with national directions to protect people and
the environment from harmful effects of ionising and
non-ionising radiation.

a description of the use allowed under the use licence;
the radiation source the licence-holder is permitted to
use or the purpose for which a radiation source identified
or described in a use licence may be used;

In particular, clause 4 of the bill, which relates to the
definition of ‘radiation practice’, will allow the
Secretary of the Department of Health to impose further
conditions on management licences relating to the

STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT (NATIONAL HEALTH PRACTITIONER REGULATION) BILL
494

ASSEMBLY

management or control of the use of a radiation source.
There are approximately 2500 management licences
issued predominantly to companies. These licences
authorise a diverse range of practices in medical, dental,
veterinary, industrial, education and research sectors.
The proposed changes will ensure that appropriate
restrictions can be placed onto these licences to protect
health and the environment from the harmful effects of
radiation.
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The provisions will come into effect on a day or days to
be proclaimed, or on 1 February 2011 if not proclaimed
beforehand.
These amendments to the Radiation Act 2005 will
continue to ensure that Victoria remains in a leading
position in Australia in respect of the regulation of
radiation safety to protect both people and the
environment from the harmful effects of radiation.
I commend the bill to the house.

Clauses 5 and 7 of the bill clarify the scope of several
key offence provisions in the act by inserting a ‘fault
element’ into those offence provisions.
Clause 6 of the bill will allow the secretary to impose
conditions on any licensing exemptions that require
compliance with incorporated documents such as codes
of practice. Currently the exemption can be made but
must reproduce the contents of the codes or standards.
Clause 8 will allow the secretary to publish on the
internet specified details about the persons who are
licensed to use radiation sources.
There are over 9700 licences issued to individuals to
use radiation sources in Victoria, ranging from basic
dental X-ray equipment to sources containing
significant amounts of radioactive material used in
industrial practices.
The Victorian government wants to encourage
management licence-holders to take reasonable steps to
verify that their employees and contractors are
appropriately licensed under the act.
The publication of a limited public register (i.e., names
and details about the type of licence issued) will ensure
that businesses can quickly verify that staff and
contractors hold the appropriate licences.
The bill specifies the information that may be published
as: the names of the use licence-holders holding the use
licences; the licence number; the date on which each
use licence expires; the description of the use that is
allowed by the licence and the detail of the kind of
radiation source that may be used under each licence.

Debate adjourned on motion of Dr NAPTHINE
(South-West Coast).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 10 March.

STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT
(NATIONAL HEALTH PRACTITIONER
REGULATION) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Statute Law Amendment (National Health
Practitioner Regulation) Bill 2010.
In my opinion, the Statute Law Amendment (National Health
Practitioner Regulation) Bill 2010, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
This bill makes various consequential amendments to
Victorian legislation following the enactment of the Health
Practitioner Regulation National Law (Victoria) Act 2009
(‘national law’). The national law establishes a new national
scheme for the accreditation and registration of health
practitioners.
Health practitioners in 12 health professions in Victoria are
currently regulated by the Health Professions Registration Act
2005.

The bill will also allow the secretary to publish details
about any cancelled or suspended licences.

Health practitioners in all but two of those health professions
will be regulated by the national law as of 1 July 2010.
Chinese medicine and medical radiation practitioners will be
included in the national scheme on 1 July 2012.

Importantly, the bill does not give the secretary the
power to publish on the internet any information about
where a current or former use licence-holder lives or
works.

It is necessary to amend the Health Professions Registration
Act 2005, and other acts, as a consequence of the new
national scheme.
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The bill:
amends the Health Professions Registration Act 2005 to
take account of the enactment of the national law, in
particular, references to definitions of various registered
health practitioners;
makes consequential amendments to other Victorian
legislation as a result of the national law, including
provisions in the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 which authorise persons to have
possession of poisons or controlled substances; and
provides for transitional arrangements to give effect to
the national law.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the
bill
While the national law engages rights protected by the
charter, this bill does not do so. The rights engaged by the
national law were addressed in the statement of compatibility
accompanying the Health Practitioner Regulation National
Law (Victoria) Bill 2009.
Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
As the bill does not engage any rights protected by the
charter, it is not necessary to consider reasonable limitations.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter as no
provisions of this bill engage human rights.
Hon Daniel Andrews, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Statute Law Amendment (National Health
Practitioner Regulation) Bill 2010 seeks to make
transitional and consequential amendments to Victorian
legislation, to allow for the full implementation of the
Health Practitioner Regulation National Law (Victoria)
Act 2009 and for the operation of the national
registration and accreditation scheme for the health
professions to commence on 1 July 2010.
In addition, the bill provides for an ongoing regulatory
framework, under the existing Health Professions
Registration Act 2005, for Chinese medicine and
medical radiation practitioners in Victoria until they
join the national scheme on 1 July 2012.
The Health Practitioner Regulation National Law
(Victoria) Act establishes the regulatory framework for
the national scheme for the health professions and
creates a single registration and accreditation scheme
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for 10 health professions from 1 July 2010. The
professions of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
health practitioners, Chinese medicine practitioners,
medical radiation practitioners and occupational
therapists will also join the scheme from 1 July 2012.
The commencement of the national scheme is
significant for the Australian health-care system. The
national scheme will provide additional safeguards for
the community and practitioners, and improve
workforce flexibility and mobility.
This bill contains three categories of amendments.
These are:
1. minor amendments, technical in nature, to be
made to the Health Practitioner Regulation
National Law (Victoria) Act to allow for
national consistency;
2. transitional and consequential amendments to
the Health Professions Registration Act 2005;
and
3. transitional and consequential amendments to
other Victorian legislation.
The amendments to the Health Practitioner Regulation
National Law (Victoria) Act are minor amendments to
ensure national consistency in the legislation for the
national scheme. The first amendment removes the
Public Records Act 1973 from the list of excluded
legislation under the national law. Initial advice was
that the public record matters would be addressed
through a national approach, however it has now been
determined that state and territory legislation should
continue to apply.
The second amendment includes a regulation-making
power in the act. This is a standard legislative approach
which will provide an additional safeguard by enabling
Victorian regulations to be made should they be
necessary for carrying out or giving effect to the
national scheme. This regulation-making power is only
to be used for minor transitional changes to give effect
to the national scheme in Victoria and can not be used
to make any substantive changes.
The amendments to the Health Professions Registration
Act represent the main amendments of this bill. These
allow for the regulation of Chinese medicine and
medical radiation practitioners to continue unchanged
until they join the national scheme on 1 July 2012.
The bill contains provisions that allow for the continued
operation of the Pharmacy Board of Victoria for the
purpose of pharmacy premises regulation until such
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time as the new Victorian Pharmacy Authority is
established. The government intends to introduce a bill
in May 2010 to establish the new authority, the
Victorian Pharmacy Authority Bill. Passage of this bill
would allow for the Victorian Pharmacy Authority to
be established prior to 1 July 2010.
In addition, a transitional provision has been included
to allow for the current state health profession
registration boards to continue in operation beyond
1 July 2010 solely for the purpose of finalising their
financial reports for the year ending 30 June 2010 (in
accordance with Victorian financial management
legislation).
Finally, there are a number of Victorian acts which
require minor consequential amendments as a result of
the Health Practitioner Regulation National Law
(Victoria) Act. These amendments relate mainly to
definitions, for example those of ‘medical practitioner’
or ‘nurse’. Other specific amendments are also required
to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 and the Drugs Poisons and Controlled Substances
Act 1981.
The VCAT act requires amendment to ensure that
VCAT can continue to carry out its functions in relation
to Chinese medicine and medical radiation practitioner
boards under the Health Professions Registration Act
and also carry out the same role under the Health
Practitioner Regulation National Law (Victoria) Act in
relation to the national boards.
And finally, the Drugs Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act requires amendment to ensure that the
current rights of health practitioners to possess, sell or
supply poisons are maintained under the national
scheme. Amendments have been made to replicate the
current powers to possess, sell or supply poisons that
exist under the Drugs Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act for medical practitioners, dentists,
pharmacists, nurse practitioners and endorsed
optometrists and podiatrists. This bill also amends the
Drugs Poisons and Controlled Substances Act to allow
for the minister to authorise, under certain conditions,
registered nurses who are endorsed as being suitably
qualified by the National Nursing and Midwifery Board
to possess, sell or supply poisons.
The Statute Law Amendment (National Health
Practitioner Regulation) Bill is an integral part in the
implementation of the national scheme for the health
professions.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Dr NAPTHINE
(South-West Coast).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 10 March.

CREDIT (COMMONWEALTH POWERS)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer Affairs)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter), I make this statement
of compatibility with respect to the Credit (Commonwealth
Powers) Bill 2010 (adoption bill). In my opinion, the adoption
bill, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The purpose of the adoption bill is to adopt certain
commonwealth legislation, to refer legislative power to the
commonwealth in accordance with section 51(xxxvii) of the
Australian Constitution to enable it to make amendments to
that legislation, and to make related transitional and
consequential provisions. The adoption bill is the result of the
National Credit Law Agreement 2009 (the agreement).
Part 10 of that agreement provides that the Australian
government, in consultation with the states and territories,
will review the national credit law scheme no later than
30 June 2012.
The adoption is limited to two commonwealth acts and
includes a referred power for the commonwealth to expressly
amend those acts. The two commonwealth acts (referred to as
the national credit legislation) are:
The National Consumer Credit Protection Act 2009
(cth) (the NCCP act), as amended by the National
Consumer Credit Protection Amendment Act 2010
(cth). (The NCCP act also attaches the National Credit
Code (the code) as a schedule); and
The National Consumer Credit Protection (Transitional
and Consequential Powers) Act 2009 (the transitional
act).
This statement assesses the compatibility of the adoption bill
(including the national credit legislation) with the charter. The
adoption bill, the NCCP act, the code and the transitional act
are discussed in turn.
The national credit legislation is not subject to the
interpretative obligation under section 32 of the charter
because it will operate as commonwealth legislation. The
power to make declarations of inconsistent interpretation
under section 36(1) of the charter will likewise not be
available. Further, the regulator of the national credit
legislation, the Australian Securities and Investments
Commission (ASIC), is not a public authority for the
purposes of the charter.
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Credit (Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2010 (the
adoption bill)
The charter implications of the national credit legislation, as
currently enacted, are considered below.
The adoption bill also refers a power to amend the national
credit legislation (clause 6(1)). The amendment reference is
limited by subject matter to the kind of credit and consumer
leases covered by the code. It is also limited to ‘express
amendment’, meaning ‘the direct amendment of the text of
the national credit legislation (whether by the insertion,
omission, repeal, substitution or relocation of words or
matter) by another commonwealth act or by an instrument
under a commonwealth act, but does not include the
enactment by a commonwealth act of a provision that has or
will have substantive effect otherwise than as part of the text
of the national credit legislation’. Clause 7 of the bill contains
some express exclusions from the amendment reference.
These relate to: state taxes; the recording of estates or interests
in land; provision for the priority of interest in real property;
and any law that excludes or limits state law with respect to
the creation, holding, transfer, assignment, disposal, or
forfeiture of a state statutory right.
It is not possible to assess the charter compatibility of any
future amendments that may be made by the commonwealth
Parliament in an exercise of the referred power. I note that the
adoption bill does not include a requirement for states and
territories to consent to any commonwealth amendments to
the national credit legislation. However, under clause 5.4 of
the agreement, the commonwealth ministerial member of the
ministerial council will consult the council about
amendments. Where three or more state ministers consider
that the amendment is for a purpose beyond the scope of the
referral, a meeting of the council must be convened. Under
clause 5.4(2), the commonwealth minister will not pursue an
amendment voted against by three or more state ministers at
that meeting. The adoption bill also empowers the governor
to terminate the adoption or the amendment reference
(clauses 5 and 8).
Transitional provisions and consequential amendments
The adoption bill also contains transitional provisions and
consequential amendments to a number of Victorian statutes
which raise issues concerning the rights to property, fair
hearing and privacy.
Right to property and fair hearing
Part 3 of the adoption bill is concerned with transitional
provisions. Once the national credit legislation becomes
operational, the old code will cease, as will the ability to
commence proceedings in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). Existing court and tribunal
proceedings will, however, be finally determined and
enforced under the current scheme (clauses 14 and 15).
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. ‘property’ may include existing causes of action.
However, a change in the process and forum in which rights
and liabilities will be determined does not of itself amount to
a deprivation of property.
Individuals will continue to have protections and obligations
and the right to have them fairly determined by a competent,
independent and impartial court under the national credit
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legislation. Accordingly, I consider the adoption bill to be
compatible with the right to property in the charter. I have
also considered these provisions against the right to a fair trial
protected by section 24 of the charter and I am satisfied for
the same reasons that they do not limit that right.
The right to privacy
Clause 9 permits the Director of Consumer Affairs under the
Fair Trading Act 1999 (Vic) to disclose to ASIC any
information that it reasonably requires under the national
credit legislation, which he or she has acquired in the course
of acting in that role.
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
To the limited extent that clause 19 permits disclosure of
personal information, it will engage the right to privacy.
However, any disclosure of private details by the director will
not be unlawful or arbitrary because disclosure will be for
specific regulatory purposes in accordance with the privacy
principles under the Information Privacy Act 2000. The use
of that information by ASIC will similarly be subject to the
commonwealth privacy principles under the Privacy Act 1988
(cth). Accordingly, I consider clause 19 to be compatible with
the right to privacy in the charter.
The National Consumer Credit Protection Act 2009 (cth)
(the NCCP act)
The NCCP act implements a national licensing regime for
credit providers, brokers and intermediaries. It introduces new
responsible lending conduct requirements, which will be a
key condition of holding a licence. As the sole regulator of the
scheme, the Australian Securities and Investments
Commission (ASIC) is provided with enforcement powers.
The NCCP act also introduces dispute resolution
mechanisms, remedies for consumers including
compensation, and criminal and civil penalties for licensee
misconduct.
The NCCP act has already been amended by the National
Consumer Credit Protection Amendment Act 2010 (cth) and I
have also considered the effect of that amendment.
Although it is generally incorporated entities that are licensed
to engage in credit activities, incorporation is not a
requirement and the NCCP act also imposes obligations that
apply to individuals. Accordingly, I must consider whether
those obligations raise any human rights.
Granting, variation, suspension and cancellation of
licences, banning and prohibition orders
Under the NCCP act a person must not engage in credit
activities without a licence granted by ASIC. The act grants
ASIC a range of powers to grant, vary, suspend, cancel or
impose conditions on licences which are set out in chapter 2.
ASIC may also ban a person from engaging in credit
activities (section 80). (These types of decisions are referred
to here as licensing decisions). Special provisions apply to
licensing decisions for authorised deposit-taking institutions
(ADIs) and Australian Prudential Regulation Authority
(APRA) regulated bodies (sections 38, 46, 56).
Where applicants or licensees are individuals, some of these
powers raise the right to property under section 20 of the
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charter, and the right to a fair hearing under section 24 of the
charter.
The right to property
Section 20 of the charter has been described above.
Section 45 of the NCCP act allows ASIC to impose, vary or
revoke conditions on Australian credit licences at any time.
However, ASIC must give the licensee the opportunity to
appear at a private hearing before ASIC and to make
submissions.
Sections 54 and 55 allow ASIC to suspend or cancel a
person’s licence with or without a hearing on a range of
prescribed grounds. A hearing must be given before a
decision to suspend or cancel a licence is made unless:
the licensee has made an application for suspension or
cancellation (section 54(1)(a));
the licensee ceases to engage in credit activities
(section 54(1)(b));
the licensee is insolvent, convicted of serious fraud or
incapable of managing their affairs by reason of mental
impairment (sections 54(1)(c)) and 54(2)).
Similarly, under section 80(5), a hearing is not required for
banning orders when the decision is based on a suspension or
cancellation imposed on one of these grounds.
Although ‘property’ may include statutory rights such as
licences, the cancellation or alteration of a licence will not
amount to a deprivation of property where the licence-holder
did not have a reasonable expectation of the lasting nature of
the licence. While the NCCP act defines property to include a
licence at section 20, section 44 expressly states that a licence
is granted on the basis that it can be suspended, cancelled and
varied and conditions can be imposed, varied or revoked
under the act or later legislation.
Even if it is arguable that some of these licensing decisions
could amount to a deprivation of an individual’s property, in
most cases the licensee has an opportunity to contest the
decision at a hearing.
In summary, the provisions are in accordance with law so as
not to limit property rights in the charter.
The right to a fair trial
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing. In Kracke v. Mental Health Review Board &
Ors (General) [2009] VCAT 646, Justice Bell interpreted
civil proceeding in section 24(1) of the charter as
encompassing proceedings which are determinative of private
rights and interests in the broad sense, including
administration proceedings. The right in section 24(1) may be
relevant (although non-applicable) to licensing decisions
made by ASIC under the NCCP act. Importantly, his Honour
noted that if section 24(1) does apply, the whole decisionmaking process, including avenues for review and appeal,
must be examined.
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The NCCP act requires that the hearings conducted by ASIC
for the purpose of making these decisions must afford
procedural fairness. Applicants and licensees are entitled to be
represented and make submissions (sections 41, 45(5), 55(4),
80(4), 83). ASIC must comply with notice requirements and
provide written reasons (sections 42, 45(4), 60, 61, 84, 85).
However, ASIC is not an independent court or tribunal for the
purposes of section 24(1) of the charter. Nor are its hearings
held in public. Although ASIC must hold a hearing in relation
to the variation of conditions on licences held by ADIs, it is
the minister who makes this decision (section 56(2)(c)).
Further, as outlined above, hearings are not always required
before all licensing decisions are made. Where hearings are
not provided, it is evident that the decision to suspend or
cancel a licence or make a banning order is a consequence of
legal or factual determinations established by other courts,
tribunals or bodies, such as a conviction of serious fraud or
that the licensee is insolvent.
I am of the opinion that these provisions are compatible with
the fair hearing right in the charter because procedural
fairness is afforded to a person appearing before ASIC in
relation to licensing decisions, and these decisions of ASIC
are subject to review by the Administrative Appeals Tribunal
under section 327 of the NCCP act.
Provision and disclosure of information
A number of provisions in chapter 2 of the NCCP act (which
is concerned with licensing) require licence applicants and
licensed credit providers to disclose information to the
regulator, ASIC. This obligation to provide information exists
for a range of purposes, such as enhancing consumer
protection and responsible lending practices.
For the purpose of regulation, ASIC may require a range of
information from licensees, such as financial statements and
records, audit reports, compliance certificates, notice of credit
representatives and any other assistance in relation to
compliance as reasonably requested (sections 49, 50, 51, 53,
71, 88, 98, 102). ASIC may also request information such as
audit reports from applicants applying for a licence
(section 37(4)). An auditor must disclose attempts by
licensees to influence his or her report or findings,
contraventions of the NCCP act or matters impacting on the
licensee’s ability to comply with its obligations (section 104).
To promote responsible lending, the NCCP act also imposes a
number of requirements on licensees engaging in credit
activities to give information to credit consumers such as
credit guides, written quotes and assessments of suitability
(sections 113, 114, 116, 117, 120, 126, 127, 132, 136, 137,
143, 149, 150, 155). Credit representatives and debt collectors
must provide credit guides and disclose all fees and
commissions to consumers (sections 121, 144, 158, 160).
There are specific restrictions on suggesting to consumers that
they enter into or stay in unsuitable contracts or leases
(sections 123, 124, 146, 147) in addition to the prohibition in
section 30 on people holding out or advertising that they are
licensed to engage in credit activities if that is not the case.
Under section 33 it is also a civil and criminal offence for a
person engaging in a credit activity to provide information
that is false or misleading.
ASIC is empowered to disclose certain information in the
performance of its regulatory functions. Section 213 of the
NCCP act provides that ASIC must establish and maintain
one or more public registers and may prescribe the level of
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information and details contained in the register about persons
that are subject to the act. The registers may contain
information about persons engaging in credit activities as well
as those subject to banning orders, and ASIC is authorised by
section 214(3) to make such information available to the
public.
Section 219 allows ASIC to establish and maintain registers
of documents lodged with ASIC, as well as to compel a
person to provide information to the document register
(section 220). However, section 219(4) provides that ASIC is
not required to make document registers available to the
public.
Section 73 permits ASIC to release information to licensees
about credit representatives. The act restricts the uses the
licensees can make of that information to making decisions
about actions involving and against that representative. A
breach of these restrictions is a criminal offence and the
lawful use of the information by the licensee is protected from
defamation proceedings (see sections 73(7) and 16). The
same qualified privilege in proceedings for defamation is also
given to auditors for statements made in an audit report
(see sections 105 and 16).
These provisions raise the right to freedom of expression
under section 15 and the right to privacy and reputation under
section 13 in the charter.
Freedom of expression
Section 15 of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to
impart information and ideas of all kinds. The right has also
been held to include the right not to impart information.
Section 15 of the charter may be engaged by the sections of
the NCCP act outlined above that require the disclosure of
information to consumers and to ASIC, which create offences
for providing false and misleading information, and which
prohibit certain advertising. However, to the extent that the
right to freedom of expression is engaged, these sections
would fall within the exceptions to the right in section 15(3),
as reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons, or for the protection of public order.
These provisions enable appropriate oversight and monitoring
of compliance with the NCCP act and are reasonably
necessary to ensure that credit providers and others who
choose to be involved in the industry are meeting their
obligations and responsibilities, which have been designed to
protect consumers.
Accordingly I consider these provisions to be compatible with
the right to freedom of expression in the charter.
Privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter has been described above. A
‘lawful’ interference with privacy is one that is authorised by
a positive law that is adequately accessible and formulated
with sufficient precision to enable a person to regulate his or
her conduct by it. The prohibition on arbitrary interference
requires that lawful interference must also be reasonable and
proportionate in all the circumstances.
To the extent that these provisions allow for the collection,
storage and release of personal information of individuals (as
opposed to bodies corporate), they will engage the right to

privacy. Any interference with the right occurring in
accordance with the provisions of the NCCP act and
regulations will not be unlawful and is subject to the
safeguards provided in the Privacy Act 1988 (cth). In relation
to reputation, section 16 of the NCCP act limits the protection
given to licensees and auditors from defamation proceedings
(sections 73(7) and 105) to statements made without malice.
‘Malice’ is defined in section 16(2) to include ill will to the
person concerned and any other improper motive.
In summary, applicants, licensees and credit representatives
will voluntarily become subject to these provisions through
applying for or obtaining a license and/or participating in a
regulated industry. As information is collected and disclosed
for the purpose of protecting consumers and ensuring the
proper regulation of credit activities, the provisions are
reasonable and proportionate and consequently not arbitrary.
Accordingly I consider these provisions to be compatible with
the right to privacy in the charter.
Investigation and enforcement powers
Chapter 6 of the NCCP act is concerned with compliance and
enforcement. It gives ASIC powers to make investigations,
conduct examinations, inspect books and gather information,
commence criminal and civil proceedings following an
investigation, and conduct hearings. Criminal prosecutions
and civil proceedings may follow. ASIC is provided with
similar enforcement rights, obligations and capacity to
administer and discharge its duties under the ASIC Act 2001
(cth) and the Corporations Act 2001 (cth) in order to regulate
credit activities and maintain public confidence in the
integrity of the credit industry.
Examinations and information-gathering activities
Section 253 provides that ASIC may, by written notice,
require a person to give all reasonable assistance in
connection with an investigation and to appear before a
specified ASIC member or ASIC staff member for
examination on oath and to answer questions. ASIC may also
issues notices under sections 265, 266, 267 and 268 requiring
the production of books.
Section 295 provides that it is not a reasonable excuse for a
person to refuse or fail to give information because it might
tend to incriminate the person or make the person liable to a
penalty. This provision also applies to ASIC’s power under
section 284 to summons witnesses to give evidence and/or
produce documents when conducting a hearing (division 2 of
part 6-5). Failure to comply with these coercive powers is an
offence under section 290.
Freedom of expression
The compulsion to answer questions and produce documents
engages the right to freedom of expression under section 15
of the charter. As discussed above, the right to freedom of
expression includes the right not to impart information.
The assistance of those responsible for and familiar with the
processes and operations adopted by businesses engaged in
credit activities is necessary to conduct investigations into
whether or not the regulatory obligations on credit providers
are being complied with. This duty to assist is co-extensive
with the other obligations undertaken by credit providers by
participating in a regulated activity. Further, people with
incriminating evidence who may not be implicated in any
misconduct, but operate within the relevant credit business,
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have that knowledge because of their role or position. Unless
required to provide that evidence, they may not otherwise be
forthcoming with information due to concerns about their
future prospects or employment, and concurrent
confidentiality and contractual obligations.
These provisions enable appropriate oversight and monitoring
of compliance with the NCCP act and are reasonably
necessary to ensure that credit providers and others who
choose to be involved in the industry are meeting their
obligations and responsibilities, which have been designed to
protect consumers. Therefore, to the extent that freedom of
expression is engaged, these provisions would fall within the
exceptions to the right in section 15(3) of the charter, as
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons, or for the protection of public order.
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Having regard to the factors in section 7(2) of the charter, I
consider that the absence of a derivative use immunity for
testimonial evidence appropriately balances the right against
self-incrimination and the public interest in efficiently and
effectively investigating criminal offences under the national
credit legislation, for the following reasons.
(a) The nature of the right being limited
This has been outlined above. There are a number of
rationales for the right against self-incrimination. These
include the fact that the state should not be able to compel
individuals to assist it to prove that they have committed an
offence, the concern about oppressive state conduct, the
related concern about reliability of evidence, and the
protection of privacy.

Self-incrimination

(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation

Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person who has
been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt. This right is also an aspect of the right to a fair trial
protected by section 24 of the charter. The decision in Re
Application under the Major Crime (Investigative Powers)
Act 2004 [2009] VSC 381 (Major Crime) holds that this right,
as protected by the charter, is at least as broad as the privilege
against self-incrimination protected by the common law. It
applies to protect a charged person against the admission in
subsequent criminal proceedings of incriminatory material
obtained under compulsion, regardless of whether the
information was obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge
being laid.

The statutory purpose underlying the limits to the right
against self-incrimination is to enable the regulator to perform
its compliance and enforcement functions having regard to
the difficulties faced when investigating offences against the
national credit legislation. The maintenance of public
confidence in the credit industry requires active oversight of
credit providers and protection of consumers. The nature of
and interconnected functions served by the credit industry
requires that investigations must be conducted, concluded and
resolved as promptly as possible.

The NCCP act abrogates the privilege against selfincrimination by compelling testimony but replaces it with an
immunity. Under section 295(3), if a person claims before
making the compelled statement that the statement might tend
to incriminate them, that statement is not admissible as
evidence against them in criminal proceedings or civil
proceedings for a penalty.
This immunity is limited in two ways. First, it only applies to
the direct use of the compelled statement in subsequent
proceedings. It does not apply to ‘derivative’ use. What that
means is that if, as a result of the compelled statement, further
evidence is uncovered that incriminates the maker of the
statement, the use of such further evidence in a criminal
prosecution against the person is permitted. Secondly, the
immunity applies to compelled testimony but it does not
apply to the compelled production of documents. It is
necessary to consider in turn whether either of those limits on
the scope of the immunity amounts to an unjustifiable limit on
the right not to have to incriminate oneself, as protected by
the charter.
1.

The absence of derivative use immunity

In the decision in Major Crime, the Supreme Court held that,
in the circumstances of that case, both a direct use and a
derivative immunity were required to ensure that questioning
under section 39 of the Major Crimes (Investigative Powers)
Act 2004 (which abrogated the privilege) was compatible
with sections 25(2)(k) and 24 of the charter. However, the
Chief Justice did not rule out the possibility that a denial of
derivative use immunity might be capable of justification in a
different regulatory context.

(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
ASIC can compel evidence only for the specific purpose of
monitoring compliance with the national credit legislation.
The people who will be subject to those powers have chosen
to participate in regulated credit activities in which they have
assumed duties and obligations.
Procedural fairness is afforded to examinees and witnesses,
and ASIC’s use of powers under the act is subject to
parliamentary scrutiny by the Parliamentary Joint Committee
on Corporations and Financial Services. Decisions
concerning the exercise of these powers must comply with
the statutory preconditions set out in the Act, must not be
oppressive, unreasonable or improper and can be the subject
of judicial review.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a close relationship between the limit and its purpose.
Experience in the related context of enforcing corporations
law has shown that granting immunities in a regulated
commercial context to the type of individuals most likely to
be examined and exposed to criminal and civil penalties
(those who are responsible for the proper administration of
credit activities) leads to protracted investigations, with the
result that those responsible for wrongdoing and misconduct
can ultimately escape liability.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
It is for these reasons that all forms of derivative use
immunity were removed from corporate regulation following
extensive inquiries and empirical research into the difficulties
of investigating and prosecuting corporate misconduct
offences. Having considered the right against selfincrimination in other common law jurisdictions and under
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human rights instruments, both the 1991 report by the Joint
Statutory Committee on Corporations and Securities
considering ‘Use Immunity Provisions in the Corporations
Law and the Australian Securities Commission Law’ and the
1997 ‘Review of the Derivative Use Immunity Reforms’ by
John Kluver concluded that direct use immunity for oral
testimony was sufficient protection for individuals who have
voluntarily taken on positions of responsibility and privilege
in a regulated industry.
In my view, the same reasoning applies in this context.
Investigations into credit and financial services offences face
similar difficulties because the evidence of offences is
generally only to be found within the domain of the relevant
operator and knowledge of the offences is held by those
responsible for compliance and day-to-day operations, and in
their books and documents.

501
case for protecting a person from compulsion to make
an admission of guilt is much stronger than the case for
protecting a person from compulsion to produce books
or documents which are in the nature of real evidence of
guilt and are not testimonial in character: per Mason CJ
and Toohey J at page 502. See also per Deane, Dawson
and Gaudron JJ at page 527 and per McHugh J at
page 555.

A number of the purposes that underlie the privilege against
self-incrimination are not implicated or are less implicated by
the compelled production of documents that already exist or
of real evidence, in particular, the concern about oppressive
conduct or psychological pressure being brought to bear in
the creation of the evidence, and the related concern about the
reliability of the evidence.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation

The extent of these powers is commensurate with ASIC’s
pre-existing regulatory powers in similar settings.
(f)

Other reasons

I have also taken account of the importance of uniform
legislation in this area, which is driven by recognition of the
complex role played by the credit industry in the national
economy. By the end of the 1980s, a lack of consistency
between the various pieces of state and territory legislation
was becoming an increasing problem and a number of
inquiries have called for uniform regulation. The purpose of
the adoption of national credit legislation is to end the
inconsistent operation of the current Uniform Consumer
Credit Code across the states, reduce duplication and
compliance costs for businesses, and complexity for
consumers. The result will be greater protection of consumer
interests and a well-functioning credit market.
2.

The purpose of restricting the right against self-incrimination
has already been described above.

No immunity for the production of documents

I consider that the limit placed on the right by the absence of
immunity in relation to the production of documents is
justified for the following reasons.
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right in section 25(2)(k) of the charter is a right not to
‘testify against oneself’, the core idea being that a person
should not be conscripted into incriminating themselves. For
that reason, a search of and seizure of a person’s records is
not generally considered to breach the privilege against selfincrimination as the person has not been conscripted into
articulating or producing what is expressed in the records. I
accept that the right does nevertheless protect against the
compelled production of documents as well as to enforced
oral testimony. However, in my view, the protection accorded
to the compelled production of pre-existing documents is
considerably weaker than the protection accorded to oral
testimony or to documents that are brought into existence to
comply with a request for information. That is consistent with
the decision of the High Court of Australia in Environment
Protection Authority v. Caltex Refining Co. Pty Ltd (1993)
178 CLR 477:
It is one thing to protect a person from testifying to guilt;
it is quite another thing to protect a person from the
production of documents already in existence which
constitute evidence of guilt, especially documents which
are in the nature of real evidence … Plainly enough the

I note that the same 1991 and 1997 reports discussed above
that saw the removal of derivative immunities from the
Corporations Law also supported the complete removal of
any immunity for the production of documents in that
context.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
ASIC’s powers to compel the production of documents can
only be used against specific people and types of documents.
Only people engaged in credit activities, and their
representatives, bankers, lawyers and auditors can be the
subject of a requirement under sections 265, 266 and 267 to
produce documents. These are persons who have obligations
under the national credit legislation and other laws, including
statutory responsibilities to create and maintain certain
documents (for example, books and documents relating to
credit activities, audits, the affairs and financial situation of a
licensee, and general compliance with relevant laws).
The same parliamentary safeguards and judicial oversight
outlined above apply.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The nature of investigations into credit activities and financial
services is frequently complex and involves extensive use of
documentary evidence. The ability to bring proceedings
would be severely curtailed if the documents of key people
relating to credit activities could be withheld, or alternatively
if they could not be relied upon.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
Having regard to the nature of misconduct in the credit and
financial services industry, there are no less restrictive means
available to ensure that compliance with and breaches of the
national credit legislation are properly investigated and
responded to.
As noted above, the search of a person’s records is not
generally considered to breach the privilege against selfincrimination as the person has not been conscripted into
producing the records. However, the use of search and seizure
powers is generally more intrusive and disruptive to
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businesses, primarily because it is a less efficient method of
obtaining the information.
Accordingly, I consider these provisions to be compatible
with the right against self-incrimination in the charter.
The right to privacy
Because ASIC is limited in the types of documents it can
compel production of, it is unlikely that the documents will
contain personal information. The exception is the ability to
require documents relating to the financial information of a
person engaged in credit activities. When that person is an
individual, the production of that information will engage the
right to privacy under section 13 of the charter.
Division 2 of part 6-3 of the NCCP act relates to the
inspection of books. To the extent that this division concerns
the personal information of individuals, it too potentially
engages section 13 of the charter.
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involved in these hearings that they be held in private,
particularly where subsequent or concurrent criminal
proceedings concerning their conduct are likely.
Section 293 provides that a person must not engage in
conduct that results in the disruption of a hearing. Section 293
may prevent an individual’s right to freedom of expression
under section 15 of the charter during a hearing if the
individual was doing so in a disruptive manner. However, this
restriction is necessary to ensure the proper conduct of
hearings. Further, as ASIC must observe the rules of natural
justice during hearings, individuals will be afforded the
opportunity to appear and make submissions (section 285).
Accordingly, I am of the opinion that these provisions are
compatible with the rights to a fair trial and free expression in
the charter.
Offence provisions
Legal onuses and the presumption of innocence

However, where personal information contained in books is
inspected in accordance with the relevant provisions, or
where books are seized in accordance with the relevant
provisions, any interference with privacy will not be
unlawful. In addition, as the purpose of the inspection and
seizure powers is regulatory in nature, and the books will be
seized or inspected for the purpose of protecting consumers
and ensuring the proper regulation of credit activities, any
inspection and/or seizure will be reasonable and proportionate
and consequently not arbitrary.
Hearings
Division 2 of part 6-5 of the NCCP act relates to ASIC’s
powers to hold hearings for the purposes of the performance
or exercise of any of its functions under the commonwealth
legislation. The fair hearing right in section 24 of the charter
is engaged in relation to this division. It provides that a person
charged with a criminal offence or a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the charge or proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing. As discussed above,
for the purposes of section 24, the adequacy of an individual’s
access to a fair hearing must be regarded in its entirety. While
ASIC is not an independent and impartial body, it must
conduct the hearing in accordance with natural justice under
section 285(2)(c). The decisions ASIC makes as a result of
the hearings it conducts can be subject to judicial review. All
questions of law arising during a hearing must be referred to a
competent court under section 287.

It is an offence under section 291 of the NCCP Act for a
person to give false or misleading information when
complying with an obligation under chapter 6, or in the
course of an examination or a hearing. The penalty for
committing this offence in the context of compliance or at an
examination is 100 penalty units or 2 years imprisonment or
both. A lesser penalty applies to the offence when it is
committed at a hearing — 10 penalty units or 3 months
imprisonment or both. Section 291(3) provides a defence
where the defendant believed on reasonable grounds that the
information was true and not misleading at the time he or she
gave it.
Section 294 of the NCCP act makes it an offence to conceal,
destroy, mutate or alter a book relating to a matter under an
investigation (or pending investigation) by ASIC. The penalty
is 200 penalty units or 5 years imprisonment or both. It is a
defence under section 294(2) if the defendant did not intend
to defeat the purposes of the NCCP act, delay or obstruct the
ASIC investigation or proposed investigation.
The NCCP act imposes a legal burden on a defendant in
respect of the defences. By placing a burden of proof on the
accused, the defences in these provisions limit the right to be
presumed innocent in section 25(1) of the charter, when the
accused is an individual. However, I consider that the limits
upon the right are reasonable and justifiable in a free and
democratic society for the purposes of section 7(2) of the
charter having regard to the following factors.

Section 278 provides that ASIC has discretion in relation to
whether or not the hearings are to take place in public or in
private. The factors which ASIC is to have regard to in
exercising its discretion are whether evidence that may be
given is confidential or relates to the commission of an
offence; any unfair prejudice to a person’s reputation that
would be likely to be caused if the hearing took place in
public; whether it is in the public interest that the hearing take
place in public and any other relevant matter. Section 280
provides that if the commonwealth credit legislation requires
a hearing to take place in private, the hearing must take place
in private.

(a) The nature of the right being limited

Under section 24 of the charter, a court or tribunal may
exclude members of media organisations or other persons or
the general public from all or part of a hearing if permitted to
do so by law. It will often be in the interests of individuals

The purpose of imposing a legal burden is to ensure the
effectiveness of enforcement of and compliance with the
NCCP act, through prohibiting the giving of misleading and
false information when compelled to provide evidence under

The right to be presumed innocent is an important right that
has long been recognised well before the enactment of the
charter. However, the courts have held that it may be subject
to limits particularly where, as here, the offence is of a
regulatory nature; and a defence is enacted for the benefit of
an accused to escape liability where they have taken
reasonable steps to ensure compliance, in respect of what
could otherwise be an absolute or strict liability offence.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
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the act, and the concealment or destruction of books relevant
to an investigation. The purpose of imposing a burden of
proof on the accused is to ensure that the offences can be
effectively prosecuted and operate as an effective deterrent.
The purpose and effect of the defences is to provide a
defendant with an opportunity, in appropriate circumstances,
to escape culpability for providing false information or
concealing books in breach of obligations under the NCCP
act, because the contravention was not deliberate.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation

503

However, even if these provisions limit the right to be
presumed innocent in section 25(1) of the charter, the
limitation would be reasonable and justifiable under
section 7(2) of the charter because the defences and excuse
provided for relate to matters within the knowledge of the
defendant.
Accordingly, I consider these provisions in the act to be
compatible with the right to be presumed innocent in the
charter.
Schedule 1: the National Credit Code (the code)

The burden of proof is imposed in respect of the defences.
The prosecution would have to establish that the defendant
gave false or misleading information or engaged in conduct to
conceal or destroy books that related to an investigation.

The code is similar to the current Uniform Consumer Credit
Code and is attached as a schedule to the NCCP act. It
provides a consumer protection framework for consumer
credit and related transactions.

(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose

Obligations and restrictions relating to the provision of
information: freedom of expression

The imposition of a burden of proof on the accused is directly
related to its purpose. Unless the defendant can satisfy the
court that he or she did not deliberately give false or
misleading information or conceal books in order to hinder
ASIC’s investigation, they will be convicted.
It is appropriate that failure to comply with an obligation
under the act to provide information or to properly maintain
books required under the regulatory framework is culpable,
and that the accused must establish the reason for that failure
to discharge his or her responsibilities. The defences relate to
matters that are within the knowledge and control of the
accused and it would be difficult and onerous for the Crown
to investigate and prove them beyond reasonable doubt.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
Although an evidential onus would be less restrictive upon
the right to be presumed innocent, it would not be as effective
because it could be too easily discharged by the accused,
leaving the prosecution in the difficult position of having to
prove what the accused did reasonably know or intend to do.
The inclusion of a defence with a burden on the accused to
prove the matters on the balance of probabilities achieves an
appropriate balance of all interests.
Accordingly, I consider these provisions to be compatible
with the right to be presumed innocent in the charter.
Evidential onuses and the presumption of innocence
A number of regulatory offences within the NCCP act impose
an evidential onus on a defendant to adduce or point to
evidence that goes to an exception, excuse or defence. The
criminal offences contained in sections 29, 88, 124, 147, 207,
227, 228, 240, 274, 290, 292 and 293 impose such a burden.
In my view, these provisions do not transfer the burden of
proof, because once the defendant has adduced or pointed to
some evidence, the burden is on the prosecution to prove
beyond reasonable doubt the absence of the exception raised.
Furthermore, the burdens do not relate to essential elements
of the offences and are only imposed on the defendant to raise
facts that support the existence of an exception, defence or
excuse.
Courts in other jurisdictions have generally taken the
approach that an evidential onus on a defendant to raise a
defence does not limit the presumption of innocence.

The code regulates what information credit providers must
give to consumers, and how and when it must be given. It
prescribes form and content requirements of credit contracts,
related mortgages and guarantees and consumer leases
(sections 14, 17, 18, 42, 55, 173, 174). Credit providers must
comply with pre-contractual disclosure obligations in
sections 16 and 56. They are required to provide statements of
account (sections 33, 34, 35), statements of amounts owing
(section 36), and statements of pay-out figures (section 83).
The code also imposes a number of notification
responsibilities on credit providers including requirements to
give written notice to consumers (which comply with
sections 183, 195 and 196) when certain action is undertaken
by credit providers. Notice must be given where changes
occur in fees, interest rates, contracts, mortgages, guarantees,
credit limits, guarantor liabilities and repayments (sections 61,
64, 65(1), 66(1), 67, 68, 69, 71, 72(3), 73) or where action is
taken to recover debt (sections 38, 85(3), 85(9), 87(2), 88(3),
89, 90, 93, 102(1), 178). Credit providers must also provide
information about a debtor’s liabilities and rights
(sections 94(2), 95(3), 38, 102(1)). There is also an obligation
on credit consumers to provide notice to credit providers
when they undertake certain action, such as disputing an
account (sections 38(1), 58(1), 85(1), 130(5)), and to give
reasons (sections 72(3) and 94(2)).
As described above, freedom of expression includes the right
not to impart information and may be engaged where there is
a requirement that compels the provision of information.
However, to the extent that these provisions engage the right
to freedom of expression, they come within the limitation in
section 15(3) of the charter as they are reasonably necessary
for the protection of public order. It is reasonably necessary
for consumer protection that credit providers be required to
fully inform consumers on their rights and liabilities, and it is
also necessary for both parties to be required to provide notice
when any action is taken which may affect the rights and
responsibilities of either the consumer or the provider.
Obligations and restrictions relating to advertising
Section 150 places regulations on advertisements that state or
imply that credit is available, which require rates, fees and
charges to be stated. If an interest rate is advertised,
comparison rates must also be stated under sections 157 and
160, in the manner required by sections 161, 162 and 164.
Section 163 requires that a comparison rate in a credit
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advertisement must be accompanied by a warning about its
accuracy. The requirements in sections 161 to 164 also apply
to documents containing comparison rates.
Similarly, section 153 provides that an interest rate must not
be disclosed in an advertisement or to a debtor before entering
into a contract, unless it is expressed as a nominal percentage
rate per annum or is the comparison rate calculated as
prescribed and accompanied by the required warnings.
It is a criminal offence under sections 154, 155 and 156 for a
person to make a false or misleading representation about a
matter that is material to entry into a credit contract (or a
related transaction), or in attempting to induce another person
to enter into a credit contract (or related transaction). It is also
an offence for a credit provider or supplier to harass a person
or to visit a person’s home without prior arrangement, when
attempting to get that person to apply for credit or to enter
into a credit contract or a related transaction, or inducing the
resident to apply for or obtain credit.
Freedom of expression
These provisions engage the right to freedom of expression
by both restricting and requiring expression. The definition of
‘expression’ is broad and has been interpreted by other
jurisdictions to even include false, misleading and dishonest
communications. However, these provisions come within the
limitation in section 15(3) of the charter because they are
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons, or for the protection of public order. These
sections enable appropriate regulation of credit providers in
their dealings with consumers through advertising and are
reasonably necessary to ensure both the fair and transparent
operation of the industry and to protect consumers from
dishonest conduct or harassment. Accordingly, I consider that
these provisions are compatible with the freedom of
expression right in the charter.
The right to be presumed innocent
Breach of the advertising requirements in the code is a
criminal offence with a penalty of 100 penalty units
(section 150). Under section 151(1) a person properly
identified in an advertisement is liable for an advertisement
breaching these requirements, in the absence of proof to the
contrary, if they provide credit, own or have an interest in any
goods, or supply or have an interest in the supply of any
goods or services promoted by the advertisement. Section 152
effectively provides a due diligence defence to an offence
under section 150, when the breach was outside the
defendant’s control.
By placing a burden of proof on the accused, section 151
limits the right to be presumed innocent in section 25(1) of
the charter, when the accused is an individual. Section 25(1)
of the charter has been described above. I consider that the
limits upon the right are reasonable and justifiable in a free
and democratic society for the purposes of section 7(2) of the
charter having regard to the following factors:
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right to be presumed innocent is an important right that
had been recognised well before the enactment of the charter.
However, the courts have held that it may be subject to limits,
particularly where the offence is of a regulatory nature.
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(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of imposing a legal burden is to ensure the
effectiveness of enforcement of and compliance with the
code, through imposing a duty on those responsible for credit
advertisements to give consumers appropriate and reliable
information.
The purpose and effect of the defence is to provide a
defendant with an opportunity, to escape culpability for
publishing material that does not meet the requirements of the
code, because the exercise of reasonable care by the
defendant could not have prevented the breach.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
The burden of proof is imposed in respect of a defence only,
and does not apply to an essential element of the offence.
Before the defence could apply, the prosecution would have
to establish that the advertisements did not meet the code’s
requirements.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The imposition of a burden of proof on the accused is directly
related to its purpose, which is to ensure that people
responsible for credit advertisements act reasonably and
diligently to comply with their obligations under the code.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
Removing the defence altogether would not infringe the right
to be presumed innocent. However, this would not achieve
the purpose of enabling the accused to escape liability in
appropriate circumstances. Although an evidential onus
would be less restrictive upon the right to be presumed
innocent, it would not be as effective in achieving the purpose
of the provision because the defence relates to matters that are
principally within the knowledge and/or control of the
defendant.
Accordingly, I consider this provision to be compatible with
the right to be presumed innocent in the charter.
Entry to residential property to repossess goods: the right
to privacy
Section 99 permits a credit provider to enter a person’s home
to repossess mortgaged goods in accordance with the
mortgage. The power to enter a residential property only
arises if the court has authorised the entry or the occupier
consents in writing (section 100). Section 101 enables the
court to make an order for repossession or delivery of the
goods.
As the exercise of this authority permits access to private
residences, the right to privacy is engaged. However, these
powers arise in controlled and prescribed circumstances as set
out in the code for the purpose of enforcing regulated
contractual agreements and are lawful. Consequently, I do not
consider that these provisions can be described as arbitrary.
Accordingly, this provision is compatible with the right to
privacy under section 13 of the charter.

CREDIT (COMMONWEALTH POWERS) BILL
Wednesday, 24 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

National Consumer Credit Protection (Transitional and
Consequential Provisions) Act 2009 (the transitional act)
The transitional act regulates the registration of persons to
engage in credit activities. Registration is a transitional
authorisation to engage in credit activities that applies in the
period before all persons who engage in credit activities are
required to be licensed under the new consumer credit
regime. This act deals with how a person becomes registered,
the obligations of registered persons, and the suspension and
cancellation of registrations.
The transitional act has been assessed against the charter. As
most of the provisions contained in the transitional act are
also present in the NCCP act, the conclusions below will
draw heavily on the reasoning already outlined earlier in this
Statement.
Offence provisions: the right to be presumed innocent
Sections 4 and 6 of schedule 2 part 2 prohibit a person from
engaging in credit activities if not authorised to do so under
the transitional arrangements relating to registration and
licensing. Subsection (3) of these provisions provides
defences for contravening the provision, such as having acted
on behalf of an authorised principal. In relation to criminal
trials, the defendant bears an evidential burden in raising the
defence.
It is questionable if the evidential burden in relation to these
offences actually transfers the burden of proof so as to engage
the right in section 25(1), because once the defendant has
adduced or pointed to some evidence, the burden is on the
prosecution to prove beyond reasonable doubt the absence of
the exception raised. As indicated earlier, courts in other
jurisdictions have generally taken the approach that an
evidential onus on an accused to raise a defence does not limit
the presumption of innocence. The purpose of the defence is
to enable the defendant to escape liability in appropriate
circumstances. In my view, this provision is compatible with
section 25(1) of the charter.
Prohibition on holding out and advertising: freedom of
expression
Section 8 of schedule 2 part 2 applies section 30 of the NCCP
act to the transitional act, which prohibits a person from
holding out and advertising that the person is authorised to
engage in credit activity when that is not the case.
As outlined above, to the extent that this provision may
engage the right to free expression, it comes within the
limitation in section 15(3) of the charter because it is
reasonably necessary for consumer protection.
Obligations of registered persons
Section 17, 18 and 19 of schedule 2 part 3 require registered
persons to provide information to ASIC when issued with a
notice. Failure to comply attracts both criminal and civil
penalties. The obligation to provide information includes
statements and audit reports about credit activities engaged in
by registered persons. A registered person is also obligated to
provide assistance to ASIC, which includes showing ASIC
the person’s books or giving other information.

Freedom of expression
While the requirement to provide information is a limitation
on the freedom of expression, the requirement is reasonably
necessary to ensure compliance with the act, which is
necessary for the protection of public order under
section 15(3) of the charter.
Right to privacy
To the extent that these provisions result in the disclosure of
personal information, the interference with an individual’s
privacy will be authorised under law and will occur in precise
and circumscribed circumstances, which are connected to the
regulation of credit activities. Furthermore, as discussed
earlier, ASIC is subject to safeguards regarding the disclosure
of information collected by it.
Accordingly, I consider that the transitional act is compatible
with the right to freedom of expression and the right to
privacy.
Registration and licence provisions
The transitional act grants ASIC a range of powers to vary,
suspend, cancel or impose conditions on the registrations and
licences held by persons engaging in credit activities. In the
event that licensees are individuals, the transitional act
technically engages the right not to be deprived of property in
section 20 of the charter.
Right to property
Section 14 of schedule 2 part 3 allows ASIC to impose, vary
or revoke conditions on registrations at any time. However,
ASIC must give the registered person written notice of the
imposition as well as an opportunity to appear at a private
hearing before ASIC and make submissions. To the extent
that such decisions may restrict the use of the statutory
registration for credit activities, the property right may be
engaged. If so, the restriction is in accordance with law and
would not be arbitrary, particularly given that a person
holding a registration has an opportunity to argue before
ASIC as to whether conditions should be imposed, varied or
revoked.
Section 21 of schedule 2 part 3 cancels the registration of
every person at the end of 30 June 2011. However, every
holder of a registration is able to apply for a licence. As this is
part of the transitional arrangements in transforming the
regulatory regime from utilising registrations to utilising
licences, the deprivation of property is in accordance with law
and not arbitrary.
Section 23 of schedule 2 part 3 allows ASIC to suspend or
cancel a person’s registration without hearing for a range of
prescribed grounds. However, as outlined in the discussion
concerning licensing decisions under the NCCP act, even if a
deprivation was found to have occurred, the cancellation and
suspension of a licence, or the refusal to renew a licence, will
occur in accordance with law.
Right to fair trial
Section 23 of schedule 2 part 3 allows ASIC to suspend or
cancel a person’s registration without hearing. While such a
provision may engage the right to a fair trial, a hearing in this
situation is not required as the decision made by ASIC will be
based on facts and determinations made by other courts,
tribunals or bodies, such as a conviction for serious fraud. As
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outlined earlier, any decision which is based on disputable
grounds such as a suspected contravention of the transitional
act cannot be made without offering a hearing, and decisions
made by ASIC concerning licensing and registration are
subject to review.
Accordingly, the provisions relating to licensing and
registration of persons who engage in credit activities are
compatible with the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the adoption bill, NCCP act, the code and the
transitional act are compatible with the charter.
Hon. Tony Robinson, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs

Second reading
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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The national reforms in the area of credit are the subject
of an intergovernmental agreement known as the
national credit agreement, signed by the Premier in
December 2009. The national credit agreement records
the agreement to adopt a single national legislative
scheme for the regulation of consumer credit. In
particular, the national credit agreement notes the
agreement of states to transfer certain legislative powers
to the commonwealth Parliament to enable the
commonwealth to introduce national legislation for the
regulation of credit.
Background to reforms
Presently in Victoria, most consumer credit contracts
are regulated by the Uniform Consumer Credit Code
(the UCCC). The UCCC was developed in the early
1990s in an endeavour to achieve national uniformity in
the regulation of consumer credit. Each state and
territory has adopted the UCCC as law in their
respective jurisdictions.

Introduction
The Credit (Commonwealth Powers) Bill is part of the
national business and regulatory reform agenda agreed
by the Council of Australian Governments (COAG).
In April 2008 the Productivity Commission released a
review of Australia’s consumer law framework. It
identified deficiencies in the jurisdiction-based
regulation of consumer credit. In particular, it noted
gaps in coverage, variations in requirements across
jurisdictions and the lack of ability for the law to
respond quickly to rapidly changing credit markets.
The Productivity Commission recommended the
transfer of responsibility for the regulation of credit to
the commonwealth government, to be administered by
the Australian Securities and Investments Commission
(ASIC).
In line with this recommendation, to ensure consistency
in regulation across Australia and to address gaps in the
current scheme, in 2008 COAG agreed to the transfer
of the regulation of consumer credit to the
commonwealth.
The transfer of the regulation of consumer credit to the
commonwealth represents a key milestone in the
COAG national partnership agreement to deliver a
seamless national economy. Once the national scheme
is fully implemented, those involved in the provision of
credit will be subject to a single system of regulation
administered by ASIC. Consumers across Australia will
have consistent remedies and protections available to
them, and will enjoy enhanced protections under the
new national credit laws.

The UCCC imposes comprehensive disclosure
requirements on credit providers in relation to
consumer credit contracts, including consumer leases. It
regulates the methods for calculating and advertising
interest rates, fees and charges. The UCCC enables
courts to vary the terms of a consumer credit contract to
relieve hardship for consumers, to reopen
unconscionable transactions or to review
unconscionable interest rates or charges. The UCCC
deals with processes and rights related to the
enforcement of credit contracts and securities.
While the UCCC has achieved a degree of uniformity
in relation to the regulation of consumer credit, various
aspects of the regulation of consumer credit remain
inconsistent.
Separately to the UCCC, jurisdictions have legislative
schemes for the registration or licensing of credit
providers or intermediaries such as finance brokers.
Credit providers and intermediaries operating nationally
must deal with several different state and territory
regulators, and can be subject to up to eight separate
regulatory regimes. This increases costs for credit
providers and intermediaries operating nationally and
makes compliance more difficult. This, in turn,
increases the cost of credit for consumers.
Another major concern with the current arrangement is
the requirement for consensus among all states and
territories for the formulation and passage of
amendments to the UCCC, and delays resulting from
procedural requirements in each jurisdiction. The use of
credit in Australia, the number of credit providers and
the variety of credit products available to consumers
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has increased significantly over the past 20 years. For
example, it is far more common than it has been in the
past for consumers to access credit through
intermediaries rather than directly from a credit
provider. An effective regulatory scheme must be able
to respond quickly to these types of changes in the
marketplace.
A comprehensive review of Victoria’s consumer credit
laws was conducted in 2006. The government has
introduced a number of improvements to Victoria’s
consumer credit laws since that time, including
introducing a mandatory requirement for registered
credit providers to be members of an approved external
dispute resolution scheme. To improve protection for
consumers, credit providers in Victoria are also subject
to the unfair contract terms provisions in the Fair
Trading Act 1999. Victoria has also been instrumental,
through its role in the Ministerial Council on Consumer
Affairs, in promoting and developing improvements to
the UCCC. This bill represents a further important step
for Victorian consumers and businesses in the area of
consumer credit.
The national credit laws
I turn now to the pertinent provisions of the national
credit laws. The relevant commonwealth acts are the
National Consumer Credit Protection Act 2009 and the
National Consumer Credit Protection (Transitional and
Consequential Provisions) Act 2009. I will refer to
these two acts as the national credit laws. The national
credit laws received the royal assent on 15 December
2009.
The national credit laws have been developed in
consultation with state and territory representatives on
the dedicated Financial Services and Credit Reform
Implementation Task Force. The commonwealth has
also undertaken consultation with industry and
consumer groups.
The national credit laws introduce a single, uniform
licensing scheme for those who engage in credit
activities. Credit providers, finance brokers and others
who provide credit assistance or act as intermediaries
will be required to hold an Australian credit licence
from 1 July 2011. The national licensing scheme will
be phased in from April 2010, allowing time for
industry to prepare. It will replace the existing state and
territory schemes. The commonwealth regulations will
exempt certain classes of people from the licensing
requirements, such as point-of-sale retailers who
arrange credit or act as intermediaries through an
arrangement with a credit provider.
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Licensees will be required to be members of an
approved external dispute resolution scheme. Credit
providers in Victoria are already subject to this
important requirement, which is designed to ensure that
consumers have access to low-cost dispute resolution
options.
The national credit laws introduce new responsible
lending conduct requirements for licensees. The
centrepiece of the responsible lending reforms is a
provision that will require a licensee to assess the
suitability of a credit product for a consumer’s stated
objectives and financial circumstances. Credit providers
and finance brokers will be prohibited from suggesting
unsuitable credit products to consumers. They will also
be subject to enhanced disclosure requirements to
enable consumers to make informed choices about
credit products and services. The responsible lending
conduct requirements will be fully operational by
1 January 2011, with significant obligations
commencing from July 2010.
The national credit laws will introduce a national credit
code to replace the existing UCCC. The national credit
code will be substantially similar to the existing UCCC,
enabling a smooth transition from the state-based
scheme to the national scheme for industry and
consumers alike. Unlike the UCCC, the national credit
code will apply as a commonwealth law and will be
administered by ASIC.
The national credit code will include certain
enhancements from the provisions in the UCCC. The
commonwealth will adopt state and territory proposals
under development for the reform of mandatory
comparison rates, default notices and other provisions
dealing with fringe lending practices. The
commonwealth will also extend the application of the
national credit code to residential investment properties
and make adjustments to the threshold loan amount to
which hardship provisions in the national credit code
will apply.
The national consumer credit scheme represents a
significant milestone in the national reform agenda, and
will achieve consistency for businesses and consumers
across Australia.
The Victorian bill
I turn now to the key features of the Victorian bill.
The bill grants to the commonwealth Parliament the
constitutional powers it requires for the effective
enactment and operation of the national credit laws. It
includes provisions dealing with the repeal of certain
Victorian legislation relating to credit, makes necessary
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consequential amendments to Victorian laws, and deals
with the transition to the new national scheme.
The bill adopts, for the purposes of section 51(xxxvii)
of the commonwealth constitution, the text of the
National Consumer Credit Protection Act and the
National Consumer Credit Protection (Transitional and
Consequential Provisions) Act. The adoption of the
national legislation allows these acts, as originally
enacted by the commonwealth, to operate as a law of
the commonwealth in and for the state of Victoria. The
adoption is necessary to ensure that the commonwealth
has sufficient constitutional power to enact and
administer the national credit laws.
In addition, the bill refers to the commonwealth the
power to make amendments to the national credit laws
in the future. The amendment power is limited to
amendments that relate to the subject matters of ‘credit’
or ‘consumer leases’ as those terms are defined in the
national credit code.
The amendment power is further limited by provisions
which confirm that the commonwealth cannot make
amendments to the national credit laws that would
interfere with specified areas of state legislative
responsibility. The national credit agreement also
confirms that the commonwealth will not legislate in
these excluded areas of state legislative responsibility.
Including these protections in the bill is important to
ensure that Victoria’s legislative powers in areas that
might be related to credit are not inadvertently
transferred to the commonwealth. This is consistent
with previous referrals of power to the commonwealth.
The excluded areas of state responsibility relate to: state
taxes; the recording of estates and interests in land; the
priority of interests in real property; and state laws
relating to state statutory rights (such as water rights).
The bill also includes a provision which allows
Victoria, by a proclamation of the Governor in Council,
to terminate the adoption or the referral of powers to the
commonwealth.
On 10 February 2010, the commonwealth introduced
into Parliament the National Consumer Credit
Protection Amendment Bill 2010. This bill amends the
national credit laws to recognise as full participants in
the national scheme those states that adopt the national
laws and that exclude specified areas of legislative
responsibility from the commonwealth’s amendment
power. Victoria has worked closely with the
commonwealth to ensure that these important
amendments to the national credit legislation proceed.
The bill repeals most of the provisions in the Consumer
Credit (Victoria) Act 1995 to make way for the new
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national scheme. These repeals will abolish Victoria’s
registration scheme for credit providers and negative
licensing scheme for finance brokers. Pending the
outcome of the commonwealth review into interest rate
caps, Victoria will retain sections 39 and 40 of the
Consumer Credit (Victoria) Act, which cap the rate of
interest for unsecured consumer credit contracts at
48 per cent and consumer credit-related mortgages at
30 per cent.
The Credit Act 1984 and the Credit (Administration)
Act 1984 will be retained, with appropriate
consequential amendments. The retention of these two
acts is necessary because they apply to certain contracts
entered into prior to November 1996 that are not
captured by the new national credit laws.
The bill includes transitional provisions that allow for a
smooth transfer of functions from Consumer Affairs
Victoria to ASIC (Australian Securities and
Investments Commission). Consumer Affairs Victoria
will continue to work with ASIC to ensure a successful
transition. The transitional provisions in the bill also
deal with the treatment of ongoing court proceedings
that were commenced under the UCCC.
The bill also includes provisions that displace the
operation of the national credit legislation in limited
circumstances. These provisions avoid inconsistencies
between Victorian laws and the new national credit
laws. For example, specific Victorian laws relating to
cooling-off periods for motor car purchases in Victoria
will be expressed to exclude the operation of slightly
different provisions in the national credit code.
Conclusion
The introduction of a uniform national scheme for the
regulation of consumer credit represents a landmark
law reform measure in Australia. This bill is an
important step towards the commencement of that
scheme.
Victoria, together with the other states and territories,
will continue to work cooperatively with the
commonwealth to bring about these important national
reforms. Under the national credit agreement, Victoria,
through the Ministerial Council for Corporations, will
have an important ongoing role in overseeing the
implementation of the scheme, reviewing its operation,
and considering any future proposals to amend the
national credit laws.
Victoria will also support the implementation of a
proposed second phase of reforms by the
commonwealth in the area of consumer credit. These
reforms will follow the initial national credit laws.
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I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’BRIEN
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 10 March.

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT
INTENTIONS
Debate resumed from earlier this day.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and make a few brief comments on the
Annual Statement of Government Intentions —
February 2010 — Families, Fairness and the Future of
Victoria. This document reflects the continued
commitment of this government to deliver practical and
innovative arrangements that both update and
modernise the operations of the Parliament and
government and engage people with these great
institutions.
This reflects the government’s commitment to ensuring
that the privacy of the Parliament and the democratic
institutional framework of the state stay modern and
relevant to the people of the state. This initiative is
about the endless task of ensuring that the Parliament
stays relevant to Victorians and that it maintains the
people of Victoria in its confidence as being able to
represent their interests in the broader community. We
see international arrangements growing regardless of
government arrangements that the hollow logs in The
Nationals might want to bang on about. The growing
disconnect we see globally in many communities
between the institutions of democratic representation
and the people of those societies is not replicated in
Victoria. When that disconnect and the cynicism of
distrust grow, the institutions of democracy can be
strained and the bonds of civil society are equally
strained.
This initiative is but one of a train of measures designed
to increase the transparency and openness of the
Parliament and government. I particularly welcome it.
Along this line I note that the legislative and regulatory
reform provisions of section 9 of the statement are
particularly important to this broader goal.
Whilst many people harbour a healthy cynicism and
sceptical disposition regarding the operations of
government, which are perhaps necessary preconditions
of the coin of the politician class, I ask where else in a
comparable jurisdiction do we see such an integrated
and acknowledged approach to modernising the
institutions and operations of democracy in Parliament
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and government. I particularly note, as I did earlier
today in my statement on the Economic Development
and Infrastructure Committee’s report, that the
government gives opportunities, as the government has
outlined in the initiative section 2 of this statement, for
a new and interactive technological approach to reshape
the relationship between Parliament, government and
the people of Victoria. It opens up new and exciting
mechanisms for new forms of democratic participation
across the state. I particularly welcome that aspect of
the statement.
I now turn to some of the specific commitments that are
particularly important to the thriving communities
which I have the honour and pleasure to represent in
this place, and which contribute to particular areas of
social inclusion, including the commitment to
opportunity and the equality of outcomes for the good
people of the electorate of Albert Park. The first of
those I would like to address is that of — —
Mr Kotsiras — Do you live there?
Mr FOLEY — I live in the electorate of Albert
Park. My family has been there only since 1937, if the
member for Bulleen wants to know! In regard to
education, as members well know, this government’s
first and foremost area — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The member for Bulleen is to speak through the Chair.
Mr FOLEY — It is this government’s first priority.
The schools plan which the Victorian government is
well and truly on the way to implementing has, in
partnership with the Rudd federal Labor government,
rebuilt all the schools in my electorate. These are
wonderful schools that are growing and being dealt
with — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr FOLEY — Because the member for Swan Hill
wants to know, I will tell him which schools they are:
Elwood Primary School, Elwood College, St Kilda
Primary School, St Kilda Park Primary School, Middle
Park Primary School, Port Melbourne Primary School,
Port Phillip Special School, the Elwood Talmud Torah
Congregation school, Galilee Regional Catholic
Primary School and St Columba’s Primary School.
They have all established — or indeed have finished, as
in the case of Middle Park Primary School — processes
of rebuilding and modernisation as a result of the
support of this government.
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All of those schools are growing in their enrolments; all
of those schools show great and tangible confidence in
the benefits and opportunities that public education
brings to young Victorians’ lives. In an area where
private school education at a secondary level is quite
the norm, we see the extremely exciting project of the
new college in Albert Park, a $20 million-plus
investment, well under way, with the opening of that
school scheduled for the beginning of the 2011
academic year. We look forward to that momentous
occasion.
I refer to some of the other issues that are important to
the community I represent in this place. I want to spend
a few moments talking about the social and community
housing investments that are equally well and truly
under way, as a result of the economic stimulus
package from our friends and partners in the Rudd
Labor government and the record investment by the
Brumby Labor government.
Across the electorate over 400 different family and
individual units are currently being built or are in the
process of being renovated as a result of this package. I
place particular emphasis on the community-based
functions that the registered housing associations and
community housing organisations play. I make
particular note of the Port Phillip Housing Association,
St Kilda Community Housing Ltd, the South
Melbourne community housing group and a range of
other organisations that contribute in this important area
and what these people do, in an area where housing
price availability is increasingly putting the price of
housing beyond the range of many people. These
organisations continue to offer some of our most
vulnerable citizens who are at risk of either
homelessness or being forced out of communities that
in many instances they have lived in for generations the
opportunity to maintain not only affordable housing but
links to their communities. Seeing the benefit this
brings to families and individuals is a very important
aspect of some of this government’s many
achievements in this area.
However, I am saddened to note that there continue to
be low-level campaigns against some of these
developments, sometimes motivated by
misunderstandings but sadly all too often with links to
particular members of Parliament, particularly in the
other place. They know who they are and I will not
grace their dastardly efforts with the honour of naming
them. They will not be successful, because the district
of Albert Park is an area that has a long and proud
tradition at all levels of government and community of
welcoming those who seek housing support, whether
they be migrants, the homeless or those at the margins
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of society. In that respect what this set of documents
sets out in key messages in those two areas is of
particular importance in maintaining social cohesion,
diversity and the commitments this government has to
equality of outcomes and opportunities.
I will spend a few moments discussing the fact that this
community also has the benefit of having a substantial
area of beaches, from Elwood through to Port
Melbourne, and areas up the Yarra River to the city.
We are facing the real challenges of climate change and
potential rising in sea levels. Despite the fact that those
cynics opposite only so recently claimed that they
understood and supported the notion that climate
change and man-made contribution to climate change
were real phenomenona, it did not take much scratching
for those opposite to reveal their true colours. They are
the cynics of climate change in this community.
Whilst those opposite may be driven by short-term poll
arrangements, the government’s commitments in the
statement to addressing global climate change will
ensure that man-made contributions to areas such as
coastal inundation and sea rising will be seen and dealt
with in a proper and appropriate way. We will ignore
the fact that these cynics — these people who oppose
everything — say anything and do anything for the
cheap headline on whatever today’s issues might be.
We look forward to the opportunity of ensuring that the
federal and state parliaments work in cooperation to
ensure there is a price on carbon, and that the measures
taken to ensure the delivery of responses to climate
change are real and meaningful. Those on that side of
the house might not take that view, but I look forward
to the delivery of the commitments in the government’s
statement.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak on the Premier’s annual
statement of government intentions. What a sham
document we have had presented to this Parliament.
What a sham document this Premier has again wheeled
out to provide to residents in the state of Victoria. This
document is meant to be the government’s blueprint on
how it is going to deliver and improve services in the
state of Victoria. One only needs to look through the
document — which talks about police, about public
transport, about education and about health — to see
the way in which this government, after a 10-year
period, after a decade of inaction, has sorely let down
not only residents in my electorate but the residents of
Victoria. I should be able to go to this document and
identify how this government intends to deliver
improved services and infrastructure to residents in the
city of Knox. Unfortunately if I go through the
document I see there is no clarity, no explanation and
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no direction on how this government is seeking to
improve the lot for residents in my electorate.
I will start with public transport. This government talks
about its $38 billion blueprint, but not one project —
not 1 cent of that $38 billion — will be delivered in my
electorate for new services or improved infrastructure.
The Minister for Health, who is at the table, would
understand the significance of the Rowville rail
feasibility study, a commitment that was made by this
government in 1999. I supported the feasibility study
when I was on the local council, and I support the
feasibility study now, because the reality is that people
in my community want action. Ten years later this
government has finally agreed that it has no intention of
doing anything about it.
The Premier recently confirmed what everyone in
Rowville knew: he has no intention of delivering on
that funding commitment. This government will spend
$20 million on fairy lights on the West Gate Bridge. All
my community wants is $2 million for a feasibility
study; we have not even asked for a train line, just for
$2 million. Yet this government is unwilling to do
anything to improve the lot of residents in my
community.
Let us look at law and order. In the same year, 1999,
this government promised hand on heart that if elected
it would deliver a 24-hour police station in Rowville. I
can tell you one thing, Acting Speaker: the police do
not operate at the Rowville police station 24 hours a
day because at night and over the weekends that facility
is shut, and residents from my community are reliant on
police brought in from Knox and Boronia and all points
west to try to serve the residents of Rowville. It is a
disgrace.
My community is angry about and sick of the inaction
of this government. My community wants action. My
community wants more police on the beat. My
community wants action taken to deal with hoon
driving. My community wants the return of police foot
patrols. My community wants to see divvy vans driving
throughout our community at Rowville Lakes shopping
centre and Wellington village shopping centre and Stud
Park so that people know there is a local police
presence and once again they can feel safe in their
community.
But what is this government doing about that? It is not
doing anything. It is blaming everyone. It says
everything is fine, everything is wonderful, and it then
quotes the statistics. It is in denial. All it does is tell my
community everything is wonderful because the
statistics demonstrate that everything is wonderful.
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I am telling the government that everything is not
wonderful. You only need to look at the newspapers or
the television to see that. Just recently a number of
stabbings have occurred across the state. My
community is fearful. We have a situation in Ferntree
Gully village where there is great concern about the
level of crime occurring in and around that shopping
centre complex. I call upon and implore this
government to do everything in its power to provide
more police on the beat. It claims to be governing for
all, but it is certainly not governing for people in Knox.
With respect to education, this government promised
there would be a 10-year rebuild program, but only one
primary school in my electorate — Kent Park Primary
School — has actually received a rebuild under this
government’s plans. I do not begrudge Kent Park
Primary School that upgrade at all, but other schools in
my community, such as Ferntree Gully North Primary
School, Mountain Gate Primary School and Wattleview
Primary School want to know what is happening to
their schools. Wattleview Primary School was
promised that when it merged with the former Ferntree
Gully Primary School it would get an upgrade. It
accepted the merger, but it did not get the upgrade. So
at the end of the day this government is again letting
down my constituents.
We need to look again at the closure of schools. The
minister will sit there and yell and shout and whine and
carp that she is not part of a government that closes
schools. But if you drive down Dorset Road, you will
pass not one but two schools that were closed under the
watch of this government: Ferntree Gully Primary
School and Ferntree Gully Secondary College.
What has happened to those sites? They have sat idle
for years. The government has admitted it has wasted
half a million dollars — $500 000 — on maintaining
empty school sites. What could that half a million
dollars have done to improve educational resources
within Ferntree Gully? The primary school site is to be
the home of an 87-unit public housing development, a
development that was brought in overnight without any
community consultation. Ferntree Gully residents were
not asked whether they were happy with 87 units, with
3 storeys, with the development that was proposed; it
was just sprung upon them overnight by this
government. When the community asked the Premier if
it could have a say on how the development was to
look, it was told, ‘You cannot have a say. We have
made a decision’. The Premier is sitting here in Spring
Street dictating to people in Ferntree Gully what is in
their best interest.
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With regard to the secondary college site, that facility
has been closed for three years, and we still have no
answer. I can only hope that shortly the government
will make an announcement that it will upgrade that
facility to an ASD (autism spectrum disorder) facility,
but nobody knows because the community is not being
consulted by this government.
With respect to the other components of the statement
of government intentions, I note that the government is
seeking to repeal further legislation. In my former
shadow parliamentary secretary role I had
responsibility for the passage of those pieces of
legislation. I note also that the Premier is seeking to
introduce two more bills.
I read with interest under the transport component on
page 38 of the statement about key milestones that are
going to be identified in delivering on the government’s
commitments. One of the key milestones was myki,
and the statement says:
Victoria’s new public transport ticketing system, myki, is now
operational on the metropolitan train network and on many
regional town bus services. The system will continue to be
rolled out in 2010.

I can tell the house one thing: myki is not working.
Myki is a joke. My community knows that it is a joke
and that this government has wasted good money by
sending it after bad on a ticketing system that does not
work. We did not bother to look at ticketing systems
that already operate around the world. The reality is that
we already had a ticketing system in place. At the
moment people can buy tickets at ticket machines.
Nobody asked for myki. The government came up with
the bright idea to implement a ticketing system, and it
has wasted hundreds of millions of dollars. We have
nothing to show for it; it is just good money down the
drain. I think that is reflective of the way in which this
government is handling Victoria’s state of affairs. One
only need look at the news: whether or not they are
marching up and down the street, Victorians are sick
and tired of the way this government is disregarding
their views.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to contribute
to the debate on the 2010 annual statement of
government intentions, which is a fantastic way to
inform the people of Victoria about the plans that the
state government has to make Victoria a great place to
live, work and raise a family. This is a goal that the
government enunciates. It is clear, and it guides us in
what we do. The statement of government intentions is
the way in which we show Victorians we are being
transparent about what we are going to do, and
obviously it is a measuring stick to judge us on as we
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go through and meet the goals, aims and principles that
our government abides by.
As the member for Seymour and the newly reappointed
Parliamentary Secretary for Community Development
and Bushfire Reconstruction, I am particularly pleased
to see the issue of bushfires being given such a high
priority, and A Fairer Victoria and building active
communities as well being given priority in the
statement of government intentions. I think that is very
important.
We have a significant job ahead of us in bushfire
reconstruction and recovery. The government has been
working on housing through the Victorian Bushfire
Reconstruction and Recovery Authority (VBRRA).
What is important to say here is that the state, federal
and local governments have all worked together on
many of these projects. But in the end, it has been the
state government, with fantastic support from the local
community, that has brought in a number of ways to
ensure that the communities that were greatly impacted
by the bushfires get a chance to rebuild.
We talk about building back better. We also know there
is a long way to go, and we have to be very sensitive to
the community’s needs. This government understands
that, and VBRRA understands that. Christine Nixon
and Ben Hubbard, who are running VBRRA, and all
their staff, from the top right down to the people who
are working on the ground with the local communities,
are totally dedicated.
The construction of the rebuilding advisory centres in
Kinglake and Marysville is under way, but there are
also mobile building advisory centres which have been
travelling throughout the bushfire-affected areas,
making sure people have the best advice to go forward
and are given the right contacts for where to go. I think
that has been very useful. As time goes by and more
people decide to rebuild and then look at their plans,
those will be important facilities. Importantly the
rebuilding advisory centres being built in Kinglake and
Marysville will be great community buildings for those
towns into the future.
A number of community facilities across the state were
destroyed. However, a small example of the rebuilding
of these facilities was evident today when the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development and I visited
Kinglake West. We had helped the tennis club move an
old school building onto their site and refurbish it with
kitchens, toilets and proper facilities so it was more
useful. That hall is a great facility that flows from the
tennis court on one side and the cricket oval on the
other. The people of Kinglake West really value it.
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The state government contributed $51 000 from the
Small Towns Development Fund, $8000 came from a
community rebuilding fund from the federal
government, $2000 from the local council and about
$7000 in local volunteer labour. The local plumber, the
local plasterer and many other volunteers all pitched in
to help make this a great project. We opened that today,
and those people were really pleased. It will not just
service the tennis club; the community emergency
response team also uses this venue for their training and
as their base as well, because it is a great space. They
have been after a home for quite some years, and now
they have it.
In regard to government infrastructure, we lost the
Marysville police station and schools in places such as
Marysville, Middle Kinglake and Strathewen. The
construction of those schools is well under way and
every time I go back to Marysville it is great to see that
the construction of the school there is well and truly
under way. I know that as Middle Kinglake and
Strathewen schools start their reconstruction process, it
will help lift those communities into the future.
Community engagement is a really important part of
this process so that communities have a great input into
how they will be rebuilt through their community
recovery committees, but also through a number of
other consultation sessions which have occurred over
time. I think that has helped people own what is going
on. In places like Marysville, where there was once a
beautiful village, it was going to be very hard to
recreate the character it had. But at least asking people
about how they want to recreate that town will help.
Some fantastic facilities have been built there. I think
that into the future people will want to live in some of
these communities because the facilities they will have
will be second to none for the size of their towns.
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rebuild, there is a considerable risk. We need to
understand that and try to find a way to give those
people confidence that the government and the whole
community are behind them. Members would know
from listening to the radio that because of Australian
Tax Office rulings, the Victorian Bushfire Appeal Fund
cannot be used for those purposes, so government has
to step into that space to help where possible.
The idea for Marysville Central came from the
community. It has been built and is operating now with
specialty shops, a Bendigo bank — they have not had a
bank in Marysville since I have been the local
member — and a supermarket. It is a great space.
When you go into that place, you do not really know
you are in a bushfire-affected area. In Kinglake, they
have the Kinglake Ranges business centre.
Wellbeing is obviously important as is the rebuilding of
the infrastructure and the parks themselves. The
Cathedral Ranges, the Kinglake Ranges National Park,
and the Yarra Ranges National Park up at Lake
Mountain all require a great deal of work. Parks
Victoria is doing a really fantastic job and is working
with the community to help make those places provide
an even better visitor experience into the future, which
will be good for the ongoing businesses in those towns
and the wellbeing and livability of those areas.
Delivering for disadvantaged and vulnerable Victorians
is very important right across the state. It is great to be
part of a government that is actually building another
5000 homes for people with the help of the federal
government. I am pleased that we are focusing on
issues such as homelessness and improving the health
and educational outcomes of indigenous people and
their ability and capacity to gain work and be active
members in our community.

We need to ensure that businesses and tourism are also
given support to re-establish. They were all very much
affected both within the bushfire areas and in
surrounding areas. Giving them a voice and making
sure there is support there is all happening. The people
in there are good operators and good listeners and can
empathise with the local community. They are working
with groups of volunteers and local people who, whilst
having been affected by the bushfires themselves in
most cases, are putting in a considerable amount of
time to ensure their communities are rebuilt.

Those things are all in the annual statement of
government intentions and they are really important. I
think that is fantastic. We are working with
communities through neighbourhood renewal,
community renewal, community building initiatives —
getting people right across the state, especially in
disadvantaged areas, to have a say in how they want to
make their place a better place to live, work and raise a
family. That comes back to what our government’s aim
is: our principal goal is to make Victoria that place for
everybody.

That is why it is important that this year we support
business to return to these communities in some
tangible way. These businesses will have received an
insurance payout; they could go and set up somewhere
else. If they go back into those communities and

It is great to see that continued focus on improving
facilities at schools as well as at other educational
institutes, and it is great to have the federal government
assisting us through the Building the Education
Revolution. There is also our commitment through the
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Building Futures program. Schools across my
electorate and across the whole state are really
benefiting.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to comment on the
government’s annual statement of intentions. I would
like to focus on the serious and widening social
disadvantage gap between country Victorians and their
city counterparts, and the actions and inaction of this
government exacerbating that situation.
The social disadvantage gap between country and city
is influenced by natural disasters such as the 12 tough
drought years we have experienced and also the three
megafires, but government actions and inactions have
had a very significant impact. It is a sad reflection on
the Brumby government that claims to represent all
Victorians when it has forgotten people in country
Victoria.
Take for example the 12 tough drought years. The
Brumby government’s budgets have all been planned
on the assumption that the drought will break. Then
there have been belated announcements in October of
each year of a continuation of assistance measures in
some form. This has led to a great deal of stress on the
people dealing with the drought and an inability to plan
their financial matters as they go through the continuing
drought.
Similarly the government has failed to make long-term
financial commitments to the funding of essential
services such as drought outreach workers, and that has
placed great stress on them and the clients they serve.
That has contributed significantly to a deteriorating
mental health state amongst our farmers, their families
and the communities in general. There have also been
anomalies with the drought assistance measures which
this government has failed to correct over many years.
If you look at the bushfires situation, the government’s
action or inaction in relation to bushfires has again
increased the stress levels in country communities and
resulted in significant economic impact on them. In
terms of fuel reduction, the number of times this
government has been told it must increase fuel
reduction activity would be measured in the tens if not
hundreds of significant reports by experts. As we are
seeing at the bushfires royal commission at the
moment, that message is repeated time and again. We
have senior Department of Sustainability and
Environment staff highlighting the importance of fuel
reduction burns and the need for the number of those to
be substantially increased.
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Communication black holes: all the pleas by
communities such as those at Tolmie, Kevington,
Strathbogie, Mudgegonga, Kancoona and Rosewhite
for effective mobile telephone communication,
effective Country Fire Authority communication and
effective radio and TV communication have fallen on
deaf ears. We still have ongoing issues with the cost
sharing of boundary fences as the Brumby government
is refusing to pick up its 50 per cent share of fences
where public land adjoins private land. We also have
failures to deliver on proper early bushfire warning
systems and mayhem in relation to the catastrophic day
warnings.
In relation to water, the north–south pipeline issue has
been raised many times. All I can say is it defies belief
that the government can steal water from the dry
environment of northern Victoria and pump it down
that pipeline, when Melbourne has two years supply of
water in storage and plenty of other options for
enhancing its long-term water storage availability. That
is why I have repeatedly called and will repeatedly call
upon the government to plug the pipe.
We also had inaction in the government’s failure to
support the fast-tracking of securing Bright’s water
supply and that of the Ovens Valley in general. Bright
needs water for the growth of the town and the
associated tourism industry, and the upper Ovens
Valley and the Ovens Valley in general need assurance
of their water supply for the agricultural industry to get
going again after the demise of the tobacco industry.
Acting Speaker, many people in the area, including you
and I, strongly support the call to build the Big Buffalo
dam.
Whilst speaking about the Alpine shire, I note the
government has failed to act on the tourism icon in that
area, the Mount Buffalo Chalet. It has been closed for, I
think, three years. Despite claimed intentions, the
government has failed to do anything substantial to
reopen that chalet. It still has not put through the
legislation to enable lengthening of the lease, there are
doubts about the financial commitment to putting in
place the infrastructure, and there has also been a
significant churning of project managers.
If we look at education, we see that the appalling
year 12 completion rates among country kids compared
with city kids has been responded to by this
government, after 10 years of government, by saying it
has a plan — and that is the best it can do after
10 years. If we look at country young people going on
to university, we see deferral rates for them way above
the deferral rates of city young people, because they
simply cannot afford to go off to university.
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The all-party parliamentary inquiry in Victoria looking
into this matter recommended that all young people
going off to tertiary education should be financially
supported. The government’s response to that was to
support the recommendation in principle, which is code
for, ‘We will do nothing’. I understand that today the
federal government’s proposals to toughen up on the
youth allowance for country young people are being
debated in the federal Parliament. I would like to find
out what the state government has done in terms of
speaking up on behalf of country young people. I
suspect the answer is nothing.
If we look at health, we see significant funding
shortfalls in country hospitals for both capital works
and operating expenses. Benalla is under pressure.
Mansfield needs significantly increased funding for its
accident and emergency services, particularly given
they service the Mount Buller ski slopes. We also have
Mansfield needing to fund the full cost of the nurses’
enterprise bargaining agreements. The Alpine hospital
recently put off staff because of funding constraints.
Nagambie hospital is under pressure. Euroa hospital is
under pressure. The government’s funding formula for
small country hospitals is not meeting their basic
requirements.
Patient transport is an issue in country Victoria. We
need the Victorian patient transport assistance scheme
to be properly funded so that people who have to travel
significant distances for medical assistance can have
those costs offset by subsidies and have reasonable
access to the medical specialists that their city
counterparts take for granted.
We also need improved ambulance services,
particularly at Nagambie. We rely on the Nagambie
community emergency response team, which does a
great job, but Nagambie is a growth area and it must
have an ambulance service put in there.
When we look at support for local business or small
business, the government’s inaction on the fire services
levy is nothing but a disgrace. When small businesses
in country Victoria are paying a fire services levy that is
84 per cent of their insurance premium and the
government’s response is, after enormous pressure,
‘We will have a review, but we won’t start that review
until July of next year and we won’t come up with any
findings until after the next election’, that shows you it
is not fair dinkum about that. Thank God the royal
commission proceeded much more quickly.
We also have the government’s appalling cash grab
with liquor licence fees, which we debated for 2 hours
this morning. Let me summarise that by saying that all
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members of this Parliament support the notion of a riskbased fee structure, but the government’s approach to it
is clumsy and callous in respect of the number of
people who are being impacted on by the fee structure.
The government’s response is to go into denial and
attempt to discredit the coalition MPs who have stuck
up for the many country pubs, clubs and not-for-profit
organisations that are hurting badly as a result of this
approach.
If we are to address social disadvantage, we need a
serious commitment by the government to help country
communities grow their wealth, we need equitable
water policies, we need increased health and transport
services, we need support for our vulnerable people, we
need support for our education facilities so that our
young people can have similar education opportunities
to their city counterparts, and we need the government
to genuinely commit to representing all Victorians, all
Victorian families, and to not treat country Victorians
as second-class citizens. Country Victorians, as the
member for Murray Valley said, will not forget the way
they have been treated, and come 27 November this
government will be told.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — The statement of
government intentions is a great outline of what the
Brumby government is doing for the benefit of
Victorians and what it plans to do in 2010. It shows a
strong commitment to building a strong and dynamic
economy that secures the jobs of today and creates the
jobs of tomorrow, particularly the jobs we will need in
a new globalised economy.
We can see the success of the Brumby government’s
strategy, because in the last year Victoria created twothirds of all the jobs created in Australia. Australia itself
had quite strong employment growth compared to other
economies, and Victoria was the stand-out economy
amongst the Australian economies.
Our investment in infrastructure has been absolutely
critical to securing and creating 35 000 jobs throughout
the period and for the future. I want to focus on the
Victorian transport plan for a minute, because not only
will that transport plan transform the transport system
we have here in Victoria and here in Melbourne but it
will create jobs to drive the economy.
Under this government, public transport has been a
huge success story. Despite the negative comments
from the opposition, what we have seen since the end of
1999 is a dramatic growth in passenger rail trips — a
growth from 124 million passenger trips to 215 million
passenger trips. The number of passenger trips is
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growing is because of the investment this government
is making in the transport system.
Today we are seeing public transport carrying
500 million passengers a year. It is predicted that by
2012–13 there will be more than 600 million passenger
trips per year, with about 300 million passenger trips on
trains. So we can see the task that lies in front of us,
with an extra 85 million passengers on trains alone.
The Victorian transport plan aims to achieve two key
goals: to cater for that continued strong growth and
relieve overcrowding on the existing network, and to
significantly extend the reach of public transport into
the new suburbs, the new growth areas and the regional
areas that are growing so strongly.
All the experts say that to achieve that objective we will
require investment in major public transport projects.
To get there we have to unblock the choke points that
exist within the system — the choke points in the
Melbourne underground rail loop, the choke points
where we have level crossings intersecting with roads
and the choke points where the regional rail system
intersects with the metropolitan rail system. That means
investing in some big infrastructure projects, such as the
$4.3 billion regional rail link, which involves over
40 kilometres of dedicated regional tracks from
Werribee to Southern Cross station. It will allow
regional train services from Ballarat, Bendigo and
Traralgon to have dedicated tracks into the city
unimpeded by the rapidly growing number of services
on the metropolitan rail system. As a consequence of
separating them out the capacity of those lines will be
increased by 9000 passengers an hour, and it will also
free up capacity in the metropolitan rail system.
Then we have the new Metro Melbourne rail tunnel,
which will run from Footscray down through the
Parkville university precinct, under the central business
district, down St Kilda Road and into the Domain, at a
cost of $4.5 billion. It will provide a fully separate rail
line for the Sydenham and Sunbury services, with
20 trains an hour running in each direction. We have
already committed $775 million in 2012–13 to that
project.
That is the best way to reduce unacceptable congestion
in Melbourne on our rail corridors in the north and
north-west of Melbourne and on our road corridors on
the West Gate Freeway and on Footscray, Dynon and
Ballarat roads, and it is the best way to connect our
growing northern and north-western suburbs to the jobs
in the central business district — the global jobs in the
new economy. It will drive urban consolidation along
our transport corridors and give us the extra capacity
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we need to make extensions to the railway network not
only out in the north and north-west but also in the
south-east and to the north where extensions are needed
to meet the growing suburbs. That is also coupled with
the 32 new next-generation trains we have committed
to at a cost of $2 billion, which will come into service
from 2013.
But that is all under threat from the opposition, because
the opposition spokesman on public transport has made
it absolutely clear that he is not committed to the
Melbourne rail tunnel project. He has failed to back
these large projects. He has indicated that these projects
are on the backburner. He has indicated that his
approach will be a back-to-basics approach — concrete
sleepers, rail signals and maintenance upgrades of
trains. That is what he is on about.
In an interview in the Herald Sun on 12 February the
opposition leader made it clear he would only honour
existing contracts and that he would go for a back-tothe-basics approach first. That is a recipe for disaster for
Melbourne. It is a recipe for congestion, it is a recipe
for depriving people of access to job opportunities, it is
a recipe for bringing Melbourne to a grinding halt and it
is a recipe for ensuring that people in the outer suburbs
do not have access to employment and to the social,
recreational and retail opportunities they need.
That approach will spell the end of the livability of
Melbourne. That approach will mean that 32 new nextgeneration trains are likely never to be delivered, and
that up to 60 new low-floor, high-capacity trams similar
to the Bumble Bees on route 96 will not be ordered,
because we know from experience that the opposition
hates making significant investments in this kind of
project. It hates putting money into capital. In 1999 the
capital money going into public transport was
$60 million. This year, a decade later, it is $5.3 billion.
The opposition always undercosts projects. It
undercosted the Cranbourne East extension and the
South Morang extension, and it never intended to
deliver them.
That is the real threat to the viability of Melbourne. It is
a threat to our plans to reduce congestion, to increase
access to job opportunities and to maintain the livability
of Melbourne. It is also a threat to our jobs and our
long-term economic growth, because if you do not have
an efficient city, if you do not have a city that
effectively moves people and freight around, then you
have a recipe for disaster. We already know that
congestion costs the economy over $3.2 billion a year
and that that will increase over the next 10 years to
more than $10 billion a year.
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We cannot afford to delay these projects. We need
immediate bipartisan support for these major rail
projects in Melbourne. We do not need the people of
Victoria to be told a shonk, to be told that we can
somehow make the system work better if we just
upgrade the sleepers, if we just do something to
improve the signalling or if we improve train
maintenance — that if we buy a few more new trains,
somehow the system will be fixed. With a city of
5 million people and massively growing suburbs, the
system will not be fixed unless we are prepared to make
major investments in projects like the metropolitan rail
tunnel.
Most importantly, unless we make these investments
we will not be able to provide access to jobs for those
who live in the northern and western suburbs of
Melbourne, where there are only about 45 000 jobs
available within a 30-minute commute. In Dandenong
and Ringwood, by comparison, there are over a quarter
of a million jobs within a 30-minute commute. Job
opportunities for those people will diminish unless we
do something about improving access to the jobs in the
CBD and in the inner city. That is what the government
requires, and that is what the statement of government
intentions delivers through the government’s
commitments. I commend it to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — It is
interesting to follow the member for Bentleigh, who
spoke about the government’s record in transport. This
member is undoubtedly proud of the government’s
$1.3 billion myki ticketing fiasco; he is obviously proud
of a $38 billion, largely unfunded transport plan on the
never-never. Perhaps this is the member who initiated
the spending of $20 million on fairy lights on the West
Gate Bridge, which should have been spent fixing roads
in country Victoria. That is the transport legacy of this
member and his government.
Page 41 of the annual statement of government
intentions refers to the green triangle freight action
plan. It says:
The government has committed $5 million for road upgrades
needed to allow longer B-doubles on selected routes …

However, the reality is that the green triangle freight
action plan was launched in April last year with great
fanfare by the Minister for Roads and Ports, and the
first line of the press release says:
New road and rail freight links are key elements of the
$340 million green triangle freight action plan …

Some $340 million was promised by the previous
minister, but only $5 million was delivered. That is not
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enough to paint the white lines on the roads in southwest Victoria. What we are getting out of the green
triangle freight action plan under this government,
which talks big and delivers little, are larger, longer and
heavier monster trucks on our roads in south-west
Victoria, with no money to upgrade the roads, no
money to install passing lanes to make the roads safer
for all road users, no money to fix the pot holes and no
money to fix the dangerous surfaces.
Now we find, in a press release from the Minister for
Roads and Ports on 15 February, that some of that
$5 million is going to be used for works on the
Portland-Casterton Road at Digby. It is no wonder that
the local newspaper, the Portland Observer, said on
22 February:
There are indications the state government is preparing to
extend its higher productivity freight vehicle trial to arterial
roads such as the Casterton-Portland Road.

On 24 February it ran the heading ‘HPFV funding
shifts sideways’. The truth is now coming out. These
monster trucks will be unleashed not just on the initially
designated roads but right across south-west Victoria —
and they are coming to a road near you!
The government needs to come clean on its secret plan
to unleash these monster trucks across the length and
breadth of Victoria. It needs to come clean and deliver
on its promise of $340 million to upgrade road and rail
in the green triangle area. It needs to spend real dollars
on fixing these roads rather than continuing to make
false promises. The sort of roads that need to be
fixed — and I am pleased the member for South
Barwon is here — include the Princes Highway west.
We need to duplicate it to Colac, we need more passing
lanes to the South Australian border, we need to fix the
dangerous and unsafe road surfaces, and we need to
start planning duplication between Warrnambool and
Port Fairy.
We need to fix the Henty Highway, the main route to
the port of Portland. We need to fix the
Portland-Nelson Road, and we need to know whether
the government is going to put monster trucks on that
road. We need to fix the Hopkins Highway. Recently
there was a letter in the Warrnambool Standard from a
former mayor of the Moyne Shire Council, Brenda
Hampson, who described it as the worst and most
unsafe road in Australia. We need to fix the
Warrnambool-Caramut Road and the WoolsthorpeHeywood Road. These are all arterial roads and
highways which are the direct responsibility of the state
government, and they have been neglected under this
city-centric state Labor government which does not
care about country Victoria.
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I turn to pages 49 and 50 of the annual statement of
government intentions, which refer to health care and in
particular mention cancer services. In that context I
again commend the work of Peter’s Project, which is
working hard to deliver improved cancer services in
south-west Victoria. Our region urgently needs the state
government to commit to delivering radiotherapy
services to Warrnambool and south-west Victoria, and
for the federal government to approve licensing for an
MRI (magnetic resonance imaging) machine in
Warrnambool.
An MRI machine would improve diagnostic services
and is an essential part of the diagnostic tool kit of a
major regional centre. Radiotherapy services are
absolutely essential for the delivery of cancer treatment
services for people in south-west Victoria and the
Greater Green Triangle, and that service needs to be
based in south-west Victoria.
The Portland community is extremely concerned about
ensuring it is able to maximise the benefit of the lifesaving south-west emergency helicopter, for which the
community fought hard over the last 10 years. Portland
District Health has examined a number of sites for the
helicopter to use in emergency situations and has
determined after this detailed examination that the site
directly opposite the hospital’s accident and emergency
department is the very best site for safe use by the
helicopter and to ensure the rapid transfer of patients
who are facing life-and-death circumstances to the
helicopter and on to Melbourne tertiary hospitals.
Unfortunately, in a letter to me of 4 February the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change wrote:
The joint assessment concludes that the site is not suitable to
be developed for a helipad.

I ask him to reconsider that in the interests of saving
lives. His letter says there are problems with the
stability of the cliff face. The fact is there is no evidence
of erosion in the area being considered for the helipad.
There is no evidence in the Parsons Brinckerhoff report
that the department has had done, and no evidence in
the engineering assessments done by Portland District
Health itself.
In his letter the minister also states:
The public would be excluded from coastal Crown land when
the helipad is in use, which would interrupt access to the
Great South West Walk.

However, the president of the Friends of the Great
South West Walk, Rob Bartlett, said his group had no
problem with the helipad on the route. Clearly the
minister has failed to consult the community, and listen
to it.
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I urge the minister and the government to listen to
Portland District Health and the local community rather
than resort to the political abuse that the minister
delivered in the other place today. I can assure the
minister I will not be deterred, and the Portland
community will not be deterred, by this politically
motivated abuse from the minister. We will continue to
fight for the best outcome for my community and my
electorate that will save lives.
It is wrong for the minister to say this decision should
be made by the Glenelg Shire Council, which, as the
land manager, has to abide by the parameters under
which it manages the land, which are set by the minister
and the government. The minister cannot hide behind
the Glenelg Shire Council. This decision should be
made in the interests of saving lives and in the interests
of the Portland and district community. That is what we
are calling for, and the best way for the minister to go
forward is to work with the Minister for Health and
Portland District Health to allow the helipad to be
developed in that area.
In the 90 seconds I have left I will refer to some
projects which appear in the annual statement on
page 63 under the heading ‘Community sport’.
Specifically I refer to the drought proofing of a number
of our community sporting facilities. I urge the minister
to provide funding for synthetic greens at both the
Koroit Bowling Club and Warrnambool Lawn Tennis
Bowling Club.
The Koroit Bowling Club has 60 members, with a
30 per cent increase in membership in the past three
years. Currently its third application for funding for a
synthetic green is before the minister. It has the strong
support of the Moyne Shire Council, and it is the only
club in that council area that does not have a synthetic
green. A synthetic green would reduce water
consumption, extend the playing season, provide better
access for people with a disability, young people and
visitors, and it would be at a lower cost of operation to
the club.
The Warrnambool Lawn Tennis Bowling Club is in the
Lake Pertobe area. The green has been wrecked by
nearby Norfolk pines sucking the water out of the area
and is near the caravan park. A synthetic green would
be a fantastic addition that club members and visitors
could use. I ask the minister to support putting in a
synthetic green at the Warrnambool Lawn Tennis
Bowling Club.
Finally, the practice facility at Hawkesdale Cricket
Club is an old asphalt netball court. There is some
matting at the edge of their cricket pitch facilities, but
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they need net matting over the whole facility to save
young people in particular from skinning their knees
and doing enormous damage to themselves, and the
shire is supportive of that. I ask the minister to support
funding for these sporting grounds.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — It is a
pleasure to speak in support of the Premier’s annual
statement of government intentions, which again sets
out the blueprint for the state. Like most other
members, I will speak briefly on a more strategic and
statewide level and then focus parochially on my patch,
the seat of South Barwon.
It should come as no surprise that the Premier’s
statement of government intentions has focused on
Victorian families and on securing employment
opportunities, which has been most challenging.
Hopefully we are over the worst, but it has been a most
difficult economic climate. Many speakers have spoken
about the GFC (global financial crisis), but I would say
there is some unanimity about Victoria’s sound position
in respect of riding out the GFC.
We have been resilient from a broader economic base
point, but importantly through the generation of
employment opportunities. I think it was the member
for Bentleigh who articulated that Victoria has led
Australia in terms of employment opportunities.
Employment is the key to families and to communities,
and my community is no different from any other. That
is why I am particularly pleased this statement again
focuses on keeping and generating jobs for the state, but
in particular details investment in health, education,
community facilities and transport infrastructure and
other essential services.
Whether it is additional teachers, additional nurses,
additional DSE (Department of Sustainability and
Environment) firefighters, CFA (Country Fire
Authority) firefighters — my previous occupation —
additional ambulance personnel or tradies who are now
working in the construction industry on many of the
infrastructure projects that we are supporting, they all
add resilience to my community of South Barwon.
It is a wonderful part of the world, and it is growing.
There is a new greenfield development called
Armstrong Creek, which the government is fasttracking. Geelong is very similar to Melbourne. From a
council perspective, our supply of land for building
allotments is in the vicinity of 18 months to two years.
That is why the council has been thanking the state
government for fast-tracking the Armstrong Creek
development.
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I look forward to being there when the Premier turns
the first sod of the development some time later this
year. This development will provide additional
allotments for an ever-increasing population. That part
of the world rates highly on the scale of livability and
lifestyle, and there are employment opportunities.
The statement focuses on a number of service delivery
areas and infrastructure projects, and I want to touch on
a couple from my patch. Many of the previous speakers
have spoken about the historic investment in education
infrastructure, not just the infrastructure itself but both
the administration staff and the teaching staff.
From a Geelong perspective we have had close to a
35 per cent increase in staffing numbers, both from an
administration point of view and from the teachers’
point of view, in schools in the Geelong region. We
have a beneficiary of that in Belmont Primary School,
which I visited on Monday. To say that the school’s
principal, Mark Arkinstall, and the school community
are excited is an understatement. Other than the historic
areas of the school, the school will get a completely
new building. It is quite a contrast for that school,
which was one of the schools about to be closed in
1998. There was a very strong community backlash at
the time. The school was saved, although it had an
impact on school numbers. You could not see a
healthier or happier community than the one at Belmont
Primary School.
It is the same at Belmont High School, with the new
state mathematics and science centre. Also at Torquay
we have committed to a full secondary school in an
area that would rival any educational precinct in the
state, if not Australia. There is a new child services
section, a brand spanking new kindergarten, a relatively
new, maybe only three or four-year-old primary school
and a secondary school for years 7, 8 and 9, and we
have now committed to expand the educational
opportunities in Torquay onto the school site next door.
In addition we are also constructing another educational
facility in north Torquay. Certainly, from a local
perspective, the Torquay Surf Coast people are very
excited about our commitment to educational provision.
It means an expansion of educational provision to
year 12, where currently it is unfortunate that a number
of the Surf Coast kids have to go into town to
secondary school. Those additional opportunities, both
at primary school and the full secondary provision,
have been very well received by the Surf Coast.
Additionally, in Armstrong Creek there is a sustainable
development. The council and the state government
have been very keen to have a sustainability focus for
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that development. The money we are spending at Black
Rock for additional recycling means there will be a
third pipe to that new development for 50 000 or
60 000 people in Armstrong Creek.
The other water infrastructure developments we have
announced led to an announcement by the Premier last
week about the easing of restrictions in Geelong. That
has been exceptionally well received. People
understand they have been rewarded. Geelong started
the restrictions and the conservation of water many
years ago. Geelong has been at the forefront of
conservation. The community is well aware of the
merits of conservation, and it has now been rewarded
with an easing of restrictions back to stage 3.
It is not only the community’s conservation efforts that
are commendable, but also the record investment from
this government in iconic water-saving measures and
infrastructure projects such as the Anglesea aquifer,
which the Premier and the Minister for Water visited on
Friday. That is an additional new supply. If you like, it
is an underground dam that does not have the
evaporative negatives that above-ground facilities have.
It will provide some 20 per cent of additional water to
Geelong, and that is about 7 gigalitres on average that
will be extracted. It is currently filling Wurdee Buloc
Reservoir, and we will be the beneficiaries of that.
In addition, there is the northern treatment plant, which
will add another 5 per cent of potable water from the
current usage levels to Geelong. That is in conjunction
with the federal government, and I thank the federal
government, along with Shell, for their investment.
That is another wonderful recycling project.
Lastly, there is the 16 gigalitres of water that will come
from the interconnector. Final planning is under way in
respect of the interconnector. I look forward to a sod
being turned very soon, and I have expectations that the
project will be finished some time next year.
In total, those projects have given the Geelong
community certainty. No longer am I being asked,
‘When are we running out of water?’. I am being asked,
‘When are we easing restrictions?’. The answer was
Friday, but we have just eased them to stage 3. Those
projects give absolute security from an economic and a
residential perspective, as well as a livability
perspective. Geelong, particularly the Surf Coast, is a
fantastic place to live, work and invest.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It gives me pleasure to
stand and talk on the annual statement of government
intentions. This is the third statement of government
intentions the Premier has delivered, which is
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interesting, and I keep asking myself why the Premier
did something like this. Before becoming Premier he
was the Treasurer, and when he became Premier he lost
the glory of being able to stand on budget day and
spend half or three-quarters of an hour on his own, just
talking about all the things he intended to do. When he
became Premier he lost that opportunity, and so he
invented this statement of government intentions. It is
hard to believe that his ego needs to be fed to that
extent.
We are entering the 11th year of this government, and
one only has to look at the damage that has been done
by this government in those years to see the way our
social fabric has been ripped out. In 1999, as the
government keeps saying, when the Kennett
government lost office, we did not have the drunken
brawls that occur in Melbourne as they do now. We did
not have stabbings that occur now such as the
11 stabbings that took place last weekend, which is
appalling. We did not have the hoons racing around in
the streets causing mayhem. We did not have the
drunks and drugs that we now have on the streets of
Melbourne. We did not have the 24-hour drinking that
is taking place in Melbourne, which seems to lead to
the alcohol-fuelled violence that occurs now. Those
things were not happening.
Since this government came in it has opened up all
these opportunities for ratbags to go out and do damage
not only to themselves but to other people, and this
government stands convicted by what it has done. Now
there is a panic as the government tries to change its
position. It says, ‘We are going to stop the knife attacks
that are going on in Melbourne’. We may not have had
this number of knife attacks back in 1999, but there is
no doubt we have them now. Law and order is failing.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services is at
the table. I think he can be blamed totally for what is
occurring in Melbourne with the lack of law and order;
he can be blamed for the lack of police on the beat, and
he can be blamed for the issues that have arisen with
the police here in Victoria, because he takes no control
or responsibility for his actions or for the actions of his
department.
The minister has brought in a lot of strange laws. When
the drunks got out of control he wanted to bring in
2.00 a.m. closing; that was going to be a great success,
he said. It was all part of the minister’s position in
trying to overcome a problem — I think that is called a
knee-jerk reaction, but it did not work.
The minister and the Premier do an act together when
they talk about crime being cut over the last 11 years,
since the time of the Kennett government. They say
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things have improved greatly. They stand up here and
they lie to Parliament; they mislead Parliament in the
figures they give. We know violent crime against the
person has increased dramatically over that period, yet
constantly the Premier and the minister come in here
and lie to the Parliament, and that is wrong.
We have to hold the minister responsible. He is called
Sideshow Bob on the basis that it is a real sideshow
when he comes in here. He waves his arms around and
tries to be smart. He tries to beat up a bit of action in the
place, but he is not as smart as he may think he is. He
does not know how to give answers. He stands up here
and says, ‘It is not my responsibility. This is the police.
We are at arm’s length from the police’. But we know
he is not at arm’s length from the police. We know he
has been involved — —
Ms Duncan interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — Yes, come on in and have a good
time. We know he has been involved in ensuring some
of the police in this state have been degraded by his
actions. The hardworking police we have in our local
stations are made to work against the odds. They have
to work to try to cover for some of the people who are
not there, because this government is not in a position
to put enough police on the beat to deal with the
number of additional people in Melbourne and in
Victoria.
The fact is that Victoria has the lowest number of police
per head of population of any state or territory in
Australia, and our police are paid less than police
anywhere else in Australia. This minister does not care.
He is listening to what I am saying, but he will not
acknowledge the fact that his police force is under a
great deal of stress.
He should go out and talk to the police in the police
stations. He should talk to them about the difficulty
they have in filling rosters. He should talk to senior
police in the different areas and find out about the
difficulties they face every day when they have to go
out undermanned into seriously difficult situations
where violence is being committed, yet there are not
enough police to handle those situations.
The minister should go into some of the country areas
where the ratbags are out and the police do not have
enough numbers to deal with the crimes. Officers are
called to attend crimes. They ring back and say, ‘We
cannot get there for a couple of hours. Will everything
be okay?’ while somebody is getting the crap beaten
out of them somewhere and looking for help. They may
be getting seriously injured, but the police cannot
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attend. I am not saying the police will not come; I am
saying they cannot come because there are not enough
of them to go around even though they are trying to
help people.
Today I had a meeting with the Minister for Housing. I
brought in a delegation to talk about the lack of public
housing. I see the minister has just come into the house,
and I thank him for listening to the delegation and the
concerns we raised. I think at the end of the day we
convinced him there is a problem both in the Bass
Coast and the Cardinia areas with a lack of public
housing, a lack of housing crisis accommodation, a lack
of housing for people with a disability, a lack of
housing for people who are looking for respite, and a
lack of public housing to house people without their
having to go a long way from where they live now.
The minister has admitted the waiting lists for public
housing in the Gippsland area have risen by 5 per cent.
The minister understands we have a problem, and I am
so looking forward to his being able to commit to some
public housing for the Bass electorate. We really need
it. We have people in very desperate straits down there.
Roads are another issue this government has neglected
badly. Anybody who has travelled down to Phillip
Island or to the Leongatha area — or even down to the
desalinisation plant — will know about the pathetic
state the roads are in; they are in an absolutely
disgraceful condition. The contractors, who were
working on the Bass Highway until they went into
voluntary administration, were taking so long to
complete some of the road schemes that it was an
embarrassment to the government.
Then again, you have to worry a little about how much
of an embarrassment it was. It took the contractors two
and a half years to complete about 3 kilometres of road,
and in the meantime people down there were
inconvenienced by the reduction in speed limits and
everything else like that. It was a real problem for us
down in that area. I am going to raise that issue at a
later stage as well.
Public transport is an embarrassment to the
government. It does not have enough money in the
coffers to do anything about honouring its commitment
to a $38 billion public transport plan. The government
is not going to do anything to overcome some of the
difficulties it has. It will not commit to more trains in
some of the corridors because it will not put in the extra
tracks that are needed, particularly from Caulfield to the
city, which would alleviate some of the problems. You
cannot put more trains on a track if you cannot fit them
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in. The government talks about new trains, and that is
fine. It will put on a new train and take off an old one.

are major works happening at the Trentham hospital,
part of the Hepburn Health Service.

The difficulty we have is that the government has made
too many promises it cannot keep or has no intention of
keeping. Every year we see an annual statement of
government intentions when the Premier sets out his
hopes and aspirations. The lies he tells to the Parliament
are in the document, and they have been in there for the
last three years.

In terms of sporting infrastructure there are some great
projects happening in Ballarat: the new soccer centre is
about to open, and the construction of the new indoor
aquatic centre at Kyneton is well under way.

Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — It is always
something else to follow the after-dinner speech of the
member for Bass. I would now like to get back to the
statement of government intentions that he did not seem
to relate much of his wanderings to.
In the statement of government intentions we see a
range of very clear commitments that this government
has put forward, which are going to show a significant
way forward for the people of Victoria and, I am very
pleased to say, for the people of my electorate of
Ballarat East.
I do not have time to speak about the whole of the
statement; I want to focus on the very first chapter,
which relates to jobs; that has been a significant issue
for the people of Victoria over the last year. In view of
the global economic downturn it has been vitally
important for the government to act in conjunction with
the federal government, and in doing so it has ensured
we have both saved many jobs in my electorate and
created a number of jobs.
Earlier today I was pleased to speak about a visit by the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development to CMI
in Ballarat. Through new investment the company was
able to announce a major expansion to create
75 additional jobs in Ballarat. Over the last year many
other jobs have been provided through investment in
infrastructure, and as we travelled around to schools
and hospitals in my electorate — Trentham and Ballarat
hospitals in particular — we saw major developments
happening. I am very pleased that I will be able to go to
Trentham to open its brand-new school. This
expenditure on education is continuing. It will continue
through this year. We will see so many schools across
my electorate benefiting from that.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr CAMERON
(Minister for Police and Emergency Services).
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — It is also great to
see expenditure on Ballarat Health Services, and there

In terms of police stations we see the construction of a
new police station under way at Kyneton and
construction is about to begin on a new one at
Buninyong.
Not only is this government investing significant
money in valued community infrastructure, it is
supporting jobs in doing so; these jobs are going to
people across my electorate.
We see significant investment in transport
infrastructure. The regional rail link is progressing, as
we have heard, to provide a new dedicated rail line into
Southern Cross station that is going to benefit
commuters travelling on the Ballarat line down to
Melbourne and people coming back the other way, of
course. We see a return to passenger rail services
between Maryborough and Ballarat, which means there
will be a new rail platform constructed at Creswick.
Creswick residents will be able to use rail services
again to travel to Ballarat and Maryborough and to go
further afield and on to Melbourne.
Last week I was pleased to be able to inspect the
Anthonys Cutting site on the Western Highway with
the Minister for Roads and Ports and the Prime
Minister. Work has now commenced at the site. That is
a fantastic bit of progress. People in my region are
going to benefit from the commitment from this
government on rail and road services. These are great
projects providing great rail and road opportunities that
are going to benefit residents across my electorate, and
more jobs will be provided.
I want to briefly mention that skills reform is very
significant. Not only do we want to support new jobs,
but we want to support skills development. The
Securing Jobs for Your Future — Skills for Victoria
package will deliver $316 million over four years and
provide 172 000 additional training places to strengthen
the TAFE sector, including the TAFE sector at the
University of Ballarat. This is another great investment.
I am very pleased to see a significant amount of
attention directed to A Fairer Victoria supporting
disadvantaged Victorians, including seniors, people
with disabilities, indigenous Victorians, veterans,
refugees, women and so on. We have programs that are
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working to advance people with disadvantage, and I am
very pleased to see that.
I am also pleased to see we are further advancing those
issues we have to tackle in respect of climate change.
The white paper is due out soon. It is a bit difficult at
the moment to release the paper while we are waiting
on the federal Liberal-Nationals coalition to determine
its position so that we can move forward with regard to
addressing climate change. We want to work in that
area and we want to work further on water security, but
we have certainly benefited so much in Ballarat from
the water security projects, particularly the goldfields
super-pipe, which has given Ballarat a significant
supported water supply, but we have to work further on
the recycling of water and water conservation.
There are a great many things in the statement of
government intentions. I certainly commend it to all
Victorians. I think we are going to see under this
government another year of significant progress that
will clearly benefit all Victorians and certainly the
people of my electorate of Ballarat East.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr R. SMITH
(Warrandyte).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).

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

City Museum: closure
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
raise a matter for the Premier. I ask the Premier to step
in and reverse a wrongheaded decision this government
has made; that decision is to close the City Museum.
This call I make is supported by the staff of the City
Museum, the volunteers — some 30 of them — the
donors, the contributors, the collectors and the curators.
The call is also now supported by more than
1300 people who have already signed a petition inviting
the government to reconsider this decision.
The City Museum is located in the Old Treasury
building, further down Spring Street from the
Parliament building. The museum has been there since
2005, and it is a gem. It is self-described and often
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described by others as a quintessential Melbourne
experience. The City Museum is the museum which
tells the story of our city. It has permanent exhibitions.
It has seasonal exhibitions; there is one currently
running — the museum’s concluding exhibition — the
Toy Box. There have been some fantastic exhibitions
held at the museum over the last few years.
The museum fulfils an educational role. It has more
than 30 000 visitors a year. It has been paying its way.
It is highly popular. Indeed the City Museum model is
the fastest growing museum type in the world — that
is, those museums which tell the stories of cities.
The City Museum was closed by this government
without consultation. It was closed in an announcement
made not by the Premier or the Minister for the Arts, as
you might imagine, but by the Minister for Finance,
WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission — because he controls the building. That
decision was made late last year, and it was made
without explanation, but with just some slick platitudes
from the minister, and as a result an essential part of
Melbourne will just disappear. I have to say that this
minister and this government are committing an act of
vandalism; they are trashing a Melbourne gem, a
Melbourne icon.
The Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the
Transport Accident Commission in the process of
closing the museum has shown no appreciation
whatsoever for the great job it has done for
Melbourne — and worse, he has treated the staff and
30 volunteers at the museum with cold contempt and
complete insensitivity. Over the journey this
government has undertaken a campaign to starve the
City Museum of support funds and promotion; it has
done that for the last two or three years. The minister
has done everything he possibly could to ensure
patronage of the museum is minimised. Last year he
even ordered the removal of the City Museum’s red
signs which were heritage approved and were cited by
the museum’s director as being responsible for
increasing visitor numbers by 30 per cent. Staff have
been intimidated; staff have been bullied, and there
have been threats of pay being withheld.

Langama Park, Sunbury: redevelopment
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. The action I seek from
the minister is to provide funding to the Langama Park
pavilion redevelopment project in Sunbury. Hume City
Council is seeking to redevelop pavilion 2 at Langama
Park to provide additional change rooms and upgrade
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amenities for players, spectators, umpires and people
with disabilities.
These change rooms will be designed to better cater for
and encourage more female participation at the park. In
their current state they are inadequate to cater for the
needs of the five sporting clubs currently using the
facilities. Langama Park is a fabulous sporting facility
consisting of two pavilions, three senior soccer fields, a
senior Rugby field and a dual senior soccer and Rugby
field which overlaps two cricket ovals.
The two sports pavilions which were built in the 1970s
when Langama Park was first developed remain largely
unchanged. Since the mid-1990s Langama Park has
been home to junior and senior Rugby League clubs as
well as junior and senior soccer and cricket clubs.
Difficulties often arise when so many clubs, all of
whom have growing memberships, try to arrange
training and match-day schedules around these
facilities. The fact that the current facilities are out of
date makes this even more difficult. The toilets are
inadequate for players and the public, and the current
layout of the change rooms does not afford adequate
privacy for players. Facilities for umpires are also
inadequate, and disabled amenities are poorly located.
Sunbury is a growing area, and these clubs do a great
job in catering for young people and not-so-young
people. Sunbury United is the name of the junior and
senior soccer teams, and the Rugby League and cricket
clubs use that name. Sunbury is indeed united by the
existence of these fabulous clubs. They provide a
terrific community service at Langama Park. I ask the
minister to assist these clubs to continue their great
work in Sunbury.

Courts: Shepparton complex
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Attorney-General. The matter
relates to the appalling condition of the Magistrates
Court and County Court in Shepparton. The action I
seek is for the Attorney-General to urgently commence
a complete upgrade or redevelopment of the
Shepparton court complex.
Late last year I was advised about the appalling
conditions by David Faram, who is a Shepparton
lawyer and former president of the Law Institute of
Victoria. I visited the complex on 13 January. I saw
firsthand the conditions there. There is a lack of privacy
for all court users. There are not enough interview
rooms. I saw the lawyers I had spoken to talking to
clients in a corridor and on the streets. I see this often as
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I travel past the complex to go to my office. There are
often lawyers speaking to their clients and witnesses on
the streets. There is no privacy at all.
The safety of court users is compromised. The foyer is
overcrowded. People, including accused persons,
witnesses and the families of both children and
paedophiles, wait together for cases to be heard. The air
conditioning does not work. When I went there it was
about 40 degrees. There are white ants in the building,
and it has inadequate court rooms, tribunal rooms,
toilets and offices.
The Magistrates Court complex was built on the site of
an old garage. The building is outdated; it does not
meet the justice needs of such a large region. It needs
massive maintenance. On Friday, 5 February this year
there was torrential rain in Shepparton, which started at
about 10.00 a.m. It caused minor flooding in the
Magistrates Court. The court had to be closed at
4.00 p.m. Hearings then had to be relocated to the
County Court next door, causing a huge disruption to
court cases. Friday is the busiest day at court, with
many cases to be heard. The County Court has one
courtroom. The hearings were delayed and many were
postponed. The rain damaged computers, computer
systems, carpets, ceilings and walls.
I received a letter from a lady who attended court on the
day of the rain to support her daughter. She felt very
vulnerable. She complained about the state of the
courthouse. She said there was overcrowding, no
privacy and nowhere to sit.
We are in a crisis at the moment because the Family
Court of Australia refused to sit in Shepparton some
years ago. The Federal Magistrates Court has indicated
it will no longer sit in Shepparton at times when the air
conditioning is unlikely to cope with extreme
conditions. The Goulburn Valley Law Association
wrote to me, advising it feared for the loss of other
circuit courts in Shepparton.
The Supreme Court of Victoria rarely sits in
Shepparton because of the difficulties with the County
Court and Supreme Court building. I understand that
the County Court may cease to sit in Shepparton. This
would be a disaster, because the County Court currently
sits for about nine months each year. It undertakes
mostly serious criminal work. If it had to relocate, this
workload would be a huge burden on those wanting
access to the justice system in Shepparton.
I am told the Attorney-General is aware of this
disastrous situation and has been aware of it for many
years. The Goulburn Valley Law Association has been
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told that the Shepparton courthouse has been on the
priority list for about 10 years.

Planning: Casey Gardens Residential Village
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The matter
I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, who I happily see is in the house. It
concerns the application to construct a seven-storey
residential project at Casey Gardens Residential
Village.
The action I seek is for the minister to provide advice to
residents of Casey Gardens regarding their consumer
rights in dealing with this matter. I have been contacted
and visited by residents who are concerned about this
development. They are concerned that the developers
and the council have not been up front with them. They
were told last year that nothing was going to change.
However, since then new information has come to light.
Many residents have moved from other places that
were shut down and were hoping to settle down at
Casey Gardens for the long term.
Some residents have only recently renovated their sites
at some considerable cost. This is something they
would not have done if they were not confident of their
long-term tenure at the park. Other residents like Ken
and Lynne Irwin have been living in their home at
Casey Gardens for 22 years and now they may be
forced out. The Berwick Leader reports Mr Irwin — he
is aged 63 years — as saying:
We are really stressed out … Our lifestyle will be destroyed.

The article states:
A planning application submitted by developers Westmont
Pty Ltd, was lodged with the council last June but Mr Irwin
said he and many of his neighbours were unaware of the
affordable housing plan until the park’s manager sent a letter
on February 10.

Obviously people are not being told exactly what is
going on. I understand that the developer has
commissioned a report from a consultant in Toorak to
obtain advice on how to assist residents to leave the
park. This report has been difficult to obtain. The
residents deserve to know what is going on and to be
treated with respect.
Casey council will now be making a decision on this
proposal on 16 March. I understand that councillors
have already met with the developers. I do not believe
anyone from the City of Casey has met with the
residents. I am very concerned about the welfare of
residents and have already spoken to a number of
agencies to address immediate needs. These residents
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need protection; they need to know they will have a
roof over their heads in future.
I note in the annual statement of government intentions
that the government intends to introduce a residential
tenancies amendment bill. I hope the bill will provide
greater security for residents.
I ask that the minister provide advice to residents of
Casey Gardens regarding their consumer rights at this
very difficult time for them.

Crime: arson penalties
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is
directed to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The action I request is for the minister to take
action urgently to strengthen laws so those offenders
convicted of arson will be subject to extended
supervision orders (ESOs) and be required to stay out
of bushfire-prone areas for the duration of the fire
season.
The Premier was quoted recently in an interview about
the respect agenda as saying that the government is
strengthening laws to punish those who commit arson.
As was reported in the Herald Sun on 13 October, the
Leader of the Opposition has already pledged to
toughen arson laws and impose greater restrictions on
convicted arsonists after they are released back into
society.
The coalition has publicly stated that anyone convicted
of arson or related offences should be held liable upon
release and subject to an extended supervision order.
Under an ESO restrictions can be imposed on the
activities, residence and movements of those considered
to pose a high risk of reoffending. Seeing the benefit of
the opposition’s proposal, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services said that extending supervision
orders from sex offenders to arsonists will be
considered. That was back in mid-October, over four
months ago. Nothing has happened. Nor have we heard
anything further about possible changes to arson laws
such as the extension of maximum jail terms to
25 years, as was discussed by the Attorney-General
during talks with the commonwealth government.
The lack of movement from the government on this
critical issue is adding to community anxiety. It is over
one year since the fires, and yet we do not see action
even though we are still in the midst of the bushfire
season. A consequence of the government’s delay is
that anyone convicted of arson between now and the
time any new arson laws are eventually introduced will
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receive lighter penalties. This is sending a dangerous
message to anyone tempted to commit arson.
In Evelyn we currently have a person remanded in
custody who, it is reported, has been charged with
46 alleged bushfire-related offences. With evidence
suggesting that up to two-thirds of arsonists have a
history of having started fires, a government cannot
afford to be as lethargic as the Brumby Labor
government has proved to be. I urge the minister, as a
matter of priority, to guarantee that convicted offenders
will be subject to ESOs and be required to stay out of
bushfire-prone areas for the duration of the fire season.
Residents of bushfire-prone areas are living on
tenterhooks and need peace of mind and to know that
everything is being done to limit arson attacks.
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communities, and I firmly believe this project is a
practical solution to Laverton’s community
infrastructure needs. The application makes provision
for new training and consulting rooms and offices for
outreach services. It also includes recreation space
suitable for use by all ages.
It is my understanding that great effort has been put into
devising an appropriate governance structure for the
facility — one that will allow benefits to be maximised
for a wide range of community members. If it is
successful, it will truly be a multi-use facility for the
benefit of the community as a whole. That is why I call
on the minister to act to support this project by
approving the grant application, so members of the
Laverton community can benefit from all this
wonderful facility will have to offer.

Laverton: community hub
Liquor licensing: fees
Ms HENNESSY (Altona) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Community Development,
whom, happily, I see is in the house. I ask the minister
to support a community support grant application made
by Hobsons Bay City Council for the Laverton
community hub. The application seeks funding for a
multipurpose community facility in the Crown Street
precinct in Laverton. The aim is to provide a space for
lifelong learning to improve employment and training
outcomes, which will also have broader benefits for the
health and wellbeing of the community in general.
As the minister will be aware, Laverton faces some
unique challenges that make this project all the more
important. It is an area that experiences high
unemployment and lower than average year 12
completion, its residents include a high number of
single-parent families, and it has limited space for
community activities.
This development has been identified as a priority by
both council and the community and will play a vital
role in the delivery of a range of services and activities
that are currently unavailable to the people of Laverton
and neighbouring areas. The project is the result of a
number of years of community consultation and has the
support of a range of local community organisations,
many of which are keen to make the best possible use
of this new hub for the benefit of all.
The cost of the entire project is approximately
$8 million, with $1 million being sought from the
Victorian government, which I understand would be
dependent on $4.5 million in funding from the federal
government. I am aware that the Brumby Labor
government has an impressive track record of investing
in projects that deliver real, tangible results for local

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I rise an issue for
the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs, who
has responsibility for the liquor industry, and seek
action to correct the huge range of anomalies and
iniquities within the industry which are causing
immense confusion and frustration for licensees. The
minister would be aware of my representations on
behalf of many of my constituents who are licenceholders.
I wish to highlight to the minister very specific
examples of unjust licence charges for the minister to
respond to. The first is from the Tarrawingee Golf
Club, which indicates it has about 80 members. Last
year it paid a licence fee of about $98, which has now
been increased to $397. It believes this is far above
what it should be paying because it operates for about
6 hours per week serving alcohol to its members.
The second issue I raise is from a representative of the
cafe-restaurant that operates at the Rutherglen Wine
Experience. It had been paying a fee of $357, but that
has been raised to an on-premise licence fee, which will
be $795. The operators run the cafe-restaurant selling
small servings of wine. Remember, this is at the
Rutherglen Wine Experience, and most people who go
there would be seeking to drink wine and to have wine
available or to go out to wineries, because there is a
large range of excellent wineries around the Rutherglen
area. They now have an issue which they took to the
liquor licensing commission on the basis that they
believed they would not be able to return to a lower
category, and the commission suggested they pay the
higher fee this year and look for a reduction next year.
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The third issue I wish to raise on which there has been
some response from the minister relates to the
Wunghnu general store and post office. The owners
were paying $300 in this year just passed, but they have
found their licence fee has been raised to $6360
because of the hours they operate. They put in an
argument to the director of liquor licensing, Ms Sue
Maclellan, on the grounds of hardship and changing
hours. I understand there has been a response in that
case to which the minister would be able to respond,
reducing the fee to $1590. But again this creates
enormous problems for the owners in being able to
operate this small facility.
Additionally, when the response is provided from the
director, she has been saying that the fee that has been
charged is less than 1 per cent of the licensee’s
turnover. The turnover calculated for the Wunghnu
general store took into account what the store was
selling by way of other commodities through the store
itself and the post office, together with a small amount
that was being raised from other activities — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Box Hill to Ringwood rail trail: feasibility
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I rise to raise an
issue for the Minister for Roads and Ports. The action I
seek is for the minister to examine the feasibility of the
construction of a Box Hill to Ringwood rail trail. Even
though the city of Whitehorse, which encompasses
Forest Hill, at present has a fantastic cycling network
comprising over 120 kilometres of cycle routes, this
needs to be increased to satisfy the demand within the
electorate for more recreational cycling facilities. With
the right infrastructure, it is estimated that up to
15 000 more commuters could be encouraged to walk
or cycle to school or work within the inner metropolitan
area.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics census figures show
that compared to the rest of Melbourne Forest Hill has a
higher proportion of both people aged 25 to 59 and
people who live on their own. At a local level, as part of
the Whitehorse bicycle strategy 2007, the council has
earmarked $20 000 to install bicycle racks, signage and
line markings at various sites within the region. This is
testament to the council’s implementation of the
principles of the Melbourne 2030 plan, giving more
priority to cycling and walking in place of development
and in managing roads.
Whitehorse Cyclists Inc., along with the Eastern
Transport Coalition, has lobbied for this bike path.
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According to Whitehorse Cyclists, the planned
extension of the Forest Hill pipe track and the Box Hill
to Ringwood rail trail will share a common section with
Heatherdale, which would open up the possibility of
being able to cycle from Box Hill to Syndal railway
station. It would also provide a safe link both to the
EastLink trail and to the 40 kilometres of the Knox
cycleway for the majority of constituents in my
electorate of Forest Hill.
This house knows that it is the Brumby Labor
government that is committed to sustainable transport
options for all Victorians. The government has built
926 kilometres of on and off-road cycling paths, and let
me put that into context: 926 kilometres is further than
the distance from Melbourne to Sydney. The Brumby
government is currently in the middle of its largest
investment in walking and cycling paths in the state’s
history. The $115 million Victorian cycling strategy is
all about integrating new and existing cycling
infrastructure and creating safe and viable transport
options.
Completing cycling networks in central activities
districts and regional centres is a priority of this
strategy. Whitehorse City Council has proposed that a
number of cycling routes be established, and the Box
Hill to Ringwood rail trail is a major priority. Funding
for a feasibility study regarding the establishment of
bicycle trails along the Box Hill to Ringwood rail line
would help to service the needs of people in my
electorate to embrace a more sustainable transport
system. So again I ask that the minister look at a
feasibility study linking Box Hill to the Ringwood rail
trail.

Bullioh Football and Netball Cub: funding
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs. It involves grant funding for the
Bullioh Football and Netball Club. The action I seek
from the minister is to approve the grant application
submitted by the Bullioh Football and Netball Club to
allow the construction of a new netball court in time for
the new netball season starting on the first weekend in
April.
The Bullioh Football and Netball Club is a great club
established in the Tallangatta Valley. Members play in
the Upper Murray Football and Netball league, which
comprises many small clubs in the region from both
sides of the border. At present netball is played on a
makeshift court which runs over two existing tennis
courts. The club has been informed by the Upper
Murray League that at present the courts are
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substandard and present occupational health and safety
risks and that should its teams reach the finals this year
the league will not permit play on its home ground.

stall that I held at the Whittlesea Country Music
Festival, where many community members raised their
concerns and reported near misses at this intersection.

I am informed by members of the club who have
contacted my office that a grant application to construct
a new court has been submitted and the total cost is
around $25 000. As per the approval requirements, the
grant application has been submitted and approved by
Towong Shire and VicSport and now awaits the final
approval of the minister before works can start.

Volunteer firefighters have also expressed concern to
me, particularly in light of the soon to be built new
Whittlesea fire station in Laurel Street as part of
Labor’s last election commitment, that access for
firefighters and emergency vehicles may be impacted
by the problems at this intersection. The newly built 24hour Whittlesea ambulance station is nearby and these
emergency vehicles could also be affected. I am proud
to be part of a government that takes road safety
seriously, and this commitment has resulted in the
lowest road toll since records have been kept with the
road toll in 2009 dropping below 300 for the first time.

Members of the Bullioh Football and Netball Club are
naturally keen to get construction of the new court
under way as soon as possible as the new season is only
a month and a half away. The club has been informed
that, despite overwhelming local support from the
community, Towong Shire Council and VicSport,
should any construction of the netball court commence
before final ministerial approval, any grant moneys will
be lost.
Given the substandard conditions that players now face,
the widespread support for such a grant and the clear
need, I ask the minister to expedite approval of the
Bullioh Football and Netball Club’s grant application
so members can get on with performing their best in the
season ahead.

Yea–Wallan roads–Laurel Street, Whittlesea:
safety
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — The matter I wish to
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Ports. The action I seek is for him to have VicRoads
promptly investigate the myriad safety issues that are
apparent at the intersection of Yea Road, Wallan Road
and Laurel Street in Whittlesea. The intersection poses
many complexities, and I am sure that the road builders
of today would not design such an intersection,
particularly outside a school. At school pick-up and
drop-off times this intersection is a dog’s breakfast,
with much vehicle and pedestrian traffic from
Whittlesea Primary School and the nearby Whittlesea
Secondary College, which is serviced by a large
number of school buses.
I am pleased that the Brumby government has taken
action to put in place school safety measures not just
outside Whittlesea primary but across my electorate and
the state. The school speed zones introduced by our
government, the government-subsidised crossing
supervisor and the signalised pedestrian crossing offer
students some level of safety. However, residents still
have concerns about the nature of this intersection. I
heard those as recently as two weeks ago at the street

However, every road death is one too many and is a
tragedy for the friends and family of the victim. We can
always do more, and I am pleased that we have an
Arrive Alive strategy through the Transport Accident
Commission which will be in operation until 2015. It
has delivered many safety improvements in my
electorate to many roads including Yea Road, Epping
Road and Yan Yean Road. I have previously supported
a petition for safety improvements to this intersection,
and I seek the support of the minister to have VicRoads
again look at what can be done to alleviate the concerns
of the residents of the Whittlesea township about this
intersection.

Responses
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Community
Development) — I wish to thank the new member for
Altona for the matter she raised. She is certainly
wasting no time in championing the causes of her
electorate, and I know that she will continue to behave
in a similar fashion with great vigour in the future.
I know the new member is also supporting the hard
work of the Hobsons Bay City Council and her
community more broadly. They have put together an
application for a new community facility in Laverton.
The member for Altona has asked me to support an
application by the Hobsons Bay City Council to help
fund a new multipurpose community facility in the
Crown Street precinct at Laverton. As the member
quite rightly pointed out, this application is in response
to several challenges faced by the community in
Laverton. I note that the project seeks to address issues
to do with high levels of unemployment, a lower than
average rate of year 12 completion and limited space
for community activities.
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We also need to note that Laverton borders the growing
communities of Point Cook and Williams Landing and
therefore also faces a shortage of accessible and
affordable services for its residents. It is hoped this new
development, the proposed hub, will help improve
these matters of concern.

would also like to directly thank the Laverton
community and Hobsons Bay City Council for their
work over the long time of this proposal’s gestation;
clearly a lot of time and effort has been dedicated to it.
It is certainly the type of action the Brumby
government wants to support.

The establishment of a community hub has been
identified in the Laverton community renewal action
plan and by the Laverton Community Association as a
high priority for the community. The project is also
supported by the Hobsons Bay disability action plan. It
is clearly a project that has widespread community
support, and I commend the council and the local
community for putting in a lot of hard work and a lot of
resources to identify practical and tangible solutions to
deal with some very difficult challenges.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The member for Narre Warren South raised
an issue that obviously concerns her very much relating
to the redevelopment proposal for the Casey Gardens
caravan park in which are located a number of longterm residents.

I appreciate that significant work has been undertaken
to develop this proposal. I am very well aware that key
local community groups and other stakeholders have
been consulted in order to identify the most appropriate
mix of services, training providers and accessible
community space. They have come up with this
proposal for a multipurpose community hub. In
particular I would like to note the efforts of the
Laverton Community Association and Laverton
Community Renewal, both of which played a
significant role in pulling this proposal together.
I am also aware that council established a project group,
the Laverton Together Project Action Group, to assist
in the community consultation process around priorities
for the community in general and the community hub
specifically. The action group comprised local
residents, service providers, local traders, police and
council representatives. It is wonderful to see so many
different sections of the community coming together to
identify one response to a series of issues and concerns
for the community.
As the member for Altona correctly stated, the Brumby
government has a very good track record on funding
projects that deliver real, tangible results for local
communities. It is my understanding that the Hobsons
Bay City Council application is currently being
considered, and I will be looking carefully at this
proposal in the coming weeks. I should also highlight,
as the member for Altona mentioned, that Victorian
government funding would be contingent on federal
government funding.
For now let me again thank the new member for Altona
for the care and passion she has shown in championing
this cause and for the support she has offered her
constituents, who have put in a lot of hard work. I

I have had the opportunity of seeing only a newspaper
clipping on that, so I am not able to comment on the
specific details of that case, but I would always hope in
cases like this, where the council is now considering a
zoning application or a planning permit to allow for the
redevelopment to proceed, that it and the applicant
would give careful consideration to the impact of
changes that such a proposal would impose on longterm residents. That is a very important consideration.
As the member has quite correctly pointed out, there
are a group of residents in the Victorian housing market
and indeed across the country who now live in what we
could call residential parks and who make very
substantial investments in fixed dwellings — in effect,
immoveable dwellings — and when they are given
their marching orders those investments can become
largely worthless. It is a very pressing issue.
I will pass details of this case to Consumer Affairs
Victoria because there may be some assistance CAV
can provide, although I stress in this case I am not
aware of the full details. I will say generally in response
to the member that the government is very aware of this
emergence within our accommodation sector of
residential parks, and we have given commitments that
we will deal with the emergence of this form of housing
by providing greater protection for residents. That is
something I know the member will be very interested in
seeing come to fruition, and I am very happy to stay in
touch with the member as our plans to develop those
further protections come to fruition.
The member for Murray Valley has raised by way of
example a number of cases of liquor licence-holders in
his electorate, and I acknowledge that certain cases he
has thrown up demonstrate the complexity of liquor
licensing, particularly at a point in time when the
government is embarking on the most profound reforms
that have been undertaken for a long time. The member
has given the example of the Tarrawingee Golf Club,
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which has 80 members. I understand the club holds a
restricted club licence.
This is actually a very good example of a more
substantial issue within liquor licensing that has been
there for some time, where the licence type and the
activity of the licence-holder do not actually align. As
much as the member has pointed out that the club’s
members trade for about 6 hours a week, the actual
restricted club licence, as I understand it after looking it
up today, allows the club to trade for some 68 hours a
week. On some days it can trade to 10.00 p.m., and on
Saturdays it can trade to midnight.
The licence also permits the club to obtain special
approval, where it can get the approval, from the
director of liquor licensing to allow the presence of
underage persons on the premises in connection with
sporting activities only.
This combination of conditions on that form of
restricted club licence generates an administrative load
on the director of liquor licensing, who has to go out or
have staff go out to check where the red line is and also
undertake scrutiny to make sure that the condition in
respect of underage people on the premises is being
observed at all times. People would understand we have
had in this state a very strong practice over many years
of not allowing underage people to be on licensed
premises.
That is a good example of where the licence type and
the activity are not always aligned. There would be
other restricted club licences that would enable trade in
very different forms and would have some other
conditions attached to them. I take the member’s point.
I can give this commitment, and we have given this
commitment in a number of respects: we are doing
further work to look at this disconnection in some cases
between licence types and the activities of those
licence-holders. It is something that I know the
Australian Hotels Association has raised in respect of
some hotels, but it is true that it also impacts on other
licence-holders.
The other side of that coin, however, in some respects is
that some hotels — and an example is the Tungamah
Hotel, and I know the member is very familiar with that
hotel in his electorate — have a general licence. The
licensee of that hotel is Peter Chisnell, well known as a
former Victorian Football League star with North
Melbourne, I think.
Mr Jasper — And with Corowa.
Mr ROBINSON — With Corowa and with North
Melbourne. Perhaps I should put them in that order.
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The general licence for the Tungamah Hotel allows it to
trade through the year and on Good Friday between
12 noon and 11.00 p.m., and because of that, should it
be the Tungamah Hotel’s desire to put on a function on
Good Friday for the purpose of raising funds for the
Royal Children’s Hospital appeal, its licence would
allow that to happen as of right. It would not need to
seek further permission. I know that that has been an
issue with some of the venues in the electorate of the
member for Murray Valley, and I hope that
understanding will be of some benefit to them.
The member has given the example of a cafe in
Rutherglen that wishes to participate in the Rutherglen
Wine Festival — an outstanding regional Victorian
event. I had the opportunity of being there last year with
the member, and the record will show that we
participated in the grape-treading event and that the
member for Murray Valley did very well. He came a
very close second in the contest. He may be losing his
edge. He does not like being beaten; I know that. It was
probably the flippers that he was wearing that
handicapped him on that occasion!
The member for Murray Valley has given me the
advice that the licence fee for this particular venue has
gone up to $795. What that suggests to me is that,
notwithstanding the fact that it is called a cafe, either it
has not been able to fit within or it clearly does not fall
into the new restaurant and cafe licence category.
This is another example where a new licence type has
been carved out, and our restaurants and cafes,
regardless of how long they trade for, are now paying
less than $400 for the first time. That is a progressive
move for those thousands of licensees in that category,
but there are some venues that call themselves cafes but
that do not fit the definition. Some of them have the
option of applying to revert to that cafe and restaurant
licence, and some have done that; others may have been
given advice that in fact they are not able to do that
because the set-up within the venue does not accord
with the restaurant definition that the regulations and
legislation provide for. I would be happy to talk to the
member for Murray Valley further about that case.
In respect of the general store, yes, I have had a
conversation with the member about that. That is a
store that holds a packaged liquor licence for which
there are standard hours and for which the legislation
has always allowed for extended hours, for which a
higher fee is paid. With respect to this particular venue,
its fees have gone up.
The venue in this case, as I understand it, being a
general store has had the practice of selling liquor for
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the full range of hours during which the venue is open,
and that has taken it into the category of requiring an
extended hours packaged liquor licence. What the
venue in this case, as I understand it, has done is reduce
its hours to the standard hours, and that has put it back
to the $1590 fee.
The member has made the point in this and other
discussions I have had with him that in respect of
comparing that store with larger packaged liquor outlets
there is an inequity in there, and we acknowledge that.
We have acknowledged that within that category there
is a constraint on the government in the way it can set
the packaged liquor fees for standard hours because of
the High Court case some years ago which determined
that we cannot apply volumetric charges. The only way
you could move today from a situation where a small
packaged liquor outlet on standard hours paid a lot less
than a much bigger packaged liquor outlet would be to
apply a volumetric charge, and that is something that
the High Court said to the state of Victoria and all the
other states they can no longer do. That is one of the
constraints we have in respect of packaged liquor outlet
licences, although I can assure the member for Murray
Valley that it is something we have had a series of
discussions about with the Master Grocers Association
of Victoria and that we will continue to discuss it. I
think the Premier was on radio the other day saying that
he would welcome advice from the Master Grocers
Association and indeed that part of the industry if they
had ideas as to how that particular constraint could be
addressed, because we accept that that part of the
industry sees that there is a qualitative difference
between the volume of alcohol it sells and the volume
that larger stores sell.
I hope those three cases give the member a sense of the
work we are trying to engage in. This is work that will
continue, because we are in part addressing embedded
issues within the industry which have come to the fore
as a consequence of the changes but which do not in
themselves necessarily reflect the fee changes. Some of
them reflect the structural definitions that we are
dealing with.
A number of other members raised issues. The Leader
of the Opposition raised for the attention of the Premier
the decision to close the City Museum, and I will pass
that matter on to the Premier.
The member for Macedon raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs in respect of funding of a Sunbury sports
pavilion where an upgrade is sought, and I will pass
that matter on.
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The member for Shepparton raised a matter for the
Attorney-General in respect of the condition of the local
Magistrates and County courts, and I will pass that
matter on.
The member for Evelyn raised for the attention of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services her
concerns about extended supervision laws and the
strengthening of those laws.
The member for Forest Hill raised for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Ports a request for funding
for a study of the feasibility of constructing a Box Hill
to Ringwood rail trail. I know that issue was raised
recently at a community cabinet meeting, and I will
pass that matter on.
The member for Benambra raised for the attention of
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs an
application by the Bullioh Football and Netball Club
for new netball courts, and I will pass that matter on.
The member for Yan Yean raised for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Ports a request that
VicRoads investigate congestion at the intersection of
Yea Road, Wallan Road and Laurel Street in
Whittlesea, and I will pass that matter on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.47 p.m.
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Thursday, 25 February 2010
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 5, 6, 94 to
104, 193 and 242 to 244 will be removed from the
notice paper on the next day. A member who requires
the notice standing in his or her name to be continued
must advise the Clerk in writing before 2.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
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By Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast)
(1706 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for South-West Coast be considered next
day on motion of Dr NAPTHINE (South-West
Coast).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).

ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL
RESOURCES COMMITTEE
Approvals process for renewable energy
projects in Victoria

Following petitions presented to house:

Rail: Mildura line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the reinstatement of the Mildura–Melbourne
passenger train.
The petitioners register their request that the passenger service
be suitable for the long distance needs of the aged and
disabled who need to travel for medical treatment, for whom
travelling by coach or car is not a comfort option, and for
whom flying is financially and logistically prohibitive.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria reinstate the passenger train to service
the needs of residents in the state’s far north who are
disadvantaged by distance.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (86 signatures).

Warrnambool Hospital: radiotherapy
treatment

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) presented
report, together with appendices, minority report,
extracts from proceedings and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report, appendices, minority report
and extracts of proceedings be printed.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
State government taxation and debt
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) presented interim
report, together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Warrnambool and district draws
to the attention of the house the lack of radiotherapy services
in the far south-west of Victoria.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria immediately provide radiotherapy
facilities for the south-west, ideally located in Warrnambool.
Currently people with cancer from south-west Victoria are
forced to travel to Melbourne or Geelong for radiotherapy
treatment, which involves daily short treatment sessions over
a period of several weeks. The dislocation and costs involved
for people with cancer and their families is totally
unacceptable.

CHILDREN’S COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2008–09
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) presented report by
command of the Governor.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.
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SUPREME COURT OF VICTORIA
Report 2008–09
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) presented report by
command of the Governor.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Ombudsman — Ombudsman’s recommendations — Report
on their implementation — Ordered to be printed
Police Integrity, Office of — Information Security and the
Victoria Police State Surveillance Unit — Ordered to be
printed (in lieu of report previously tabled on Thursday 4
February 2010).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 9 March
2010.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Water: recycling
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I draw to the attention of
the house the fact that the government is dragging its
feet on water recycling and that major water projects
are facing delays. I refer to City West Water’s
sustainability report for 2009 to point to the
government’s failure in this area. For 2006–07 the
target for recycling was 1242 megalitres and in actual
fact the government only achieved 101.2 megalitres.
In 2007–08 the target was 1330 megalitres but the
government only managed to achieve 286.3 megalitres;
therefore in 2008–09 the government had to lower its
target because of its failure. The target was
510 megalitres but the government was able to achieve
only 469 megalitres.
The reason why the government has not been able to
achieve its water recycling targets in Melbourne’s west
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is because of the delay in implementing major projects
such as the Altona recycled water project and the West
Werribee dual supply project as outlined at page 19 of
the report. In 2007 it was announced that the Altona
recycled water project would be completed in 2009.
The report is complete with colour pictures of the
minister and the like, but the fact of the matter is that it
is not going to be completed until 2010. This is
embarrassing for the minister, because he has had three
colour photos associated with this project, and the
project is painfully late.

Australia Day: Bellarine electorate
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I am
delighted to congratulate two members of the Bellarine
community who were awarded Australia Day honours.
Bob Smith, who was awarded the Australian Fire
Service Medal, is the Country Fire Authority’s Ocean
Grove fire brigade captain and has served for 45 years
with the CFA, joining the Smythesdale CFA as a 16year-old. He served for 18 years with the Ballarat fire
brigade before moving to Geelong CFA’s special
service department, and in 1990 he moved to the Ocean
Grove CFA.
Bob fought the fires on Ash Wednesday and travelled
to the Blue Mountains to support New South Wales
firefighters in 2001. In last year’s devastating February
bushfires he went up twice to Alexandra and played a
significant role as the resource officer coordinating
resources for the incident management team. This is a
well-deserved honour that recognises his dedication and
his great contribution to our community.
Also 94-year-old Mrs Joyce Stewart, a member of the
Queenscliff Historical Museum since 1963 and its
president from 1976 to 1980, was awarded a medal of
the Order of Australia in recognition of her tireless
work promoting local heritage and history for almost
five decades. Mrs Stewart was a founding member of
the Borough of Queenscliffe’s heritage committee and
a vicar’s warden at Point Lonsdale’s Anglican parish of
St James from 1979 to 1996. Her medal of the Order of
Australia is a fitting tribute for her lifetime of service
and dedication.

Police: Shepparton
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — The Shepparton
criminal investigations unit (CIU) is staffed by trained
detectives who respond to incidents of major crime, and
who conduct investigations that can be complex and
lengthy. Prior to Christmas 2009 the Shepparton CIU
had nine police officers, which, I am told, was barely
adequate. In January this year the Shepparton CIU was
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informed its staffing level would be permanently
reduced by one detective. When officers take leave or
attend training it places greater stress on those CIU
members who are left to provide a 24-hour, 7-day-aweek service to our community, often with three or
fewer officers on duty.
I have raised the issue of police shortages many times
with police ministers. Their response is that we have the
appropriate number of police in the Shepparton district.
I have also asked for a full review of police numbers,
taking into account the number of police needed and the
number currently working. Many officers are not
replaced when they take leave, causing overloading on
other police officers and cutbacks to services and
specialist departments such as the Shepparton CIU.
We are fortunate that we have a dedicated and
community-minded police force that does a fantastic
job under very difficult circumstances. But the
community is saying is enough. I have presented
petitions in this house from the Mooroopna, Tatura and
Murchison communities who are angry at police
shortages and the occasional closure of their police
stations which are managed from the Shepparton police
station.
The Police Association states that Greater Shepparton
requires 50 more officers. I call on the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to immediately provide
extra resources to increase police numbers and
adequately staff the Shepparton CIU to allow its
members to get on with the job of preventing and
fighting crime.

Racing: Werribee racecourse
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — The
recent announcement by the Minister for Racing of a
$5 million upgrade of the Werribee racecourse was
welcome news for the Werribee community. The
Brumby Labor government has been able to provide
$2.5 million for the upgrade of the racing surface and
$1.12 million for the new quarantine centre. The
upgrade to the track will provide a first-class racing
surface as well as comprehensive track drainage and an
upgraded irrigation system. This will see Werribee hold
up to 10 race meetings a year.
The second project that is now under way is a Victoriafirst innovation that will see the installation of plastic
running rails around the track to ensure safety to
jockeys and horses. Werribee will be the first of
25 clubs to have the new plastic running rails installed
as part of a statewide program. Running rails have
continued to be a safety concern for the racing industry
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but the new plastic running rails will significantly
reduce the risks associated with horse and rider rail
contact during a race. These improvements will see
Werribee racecourse remain the premier racecourse in
the west and will ensure the Werribee Cup returns to its
home early next year as well as hosting some of the
world’s greatest champions in the lead-up to
Melbourne’s Spring Racing Carnival.
I would like to thank the Minister for Racing; the
Werribee Racing Club and its chairperson Patrick
Wheelahan; the chief operating officer of Racing
Victoria Bernard Saundry; and the chief executive
officer of Country Racing Victoria Scott Whiteman for
their ongoing commitment to the racecourse and our
local community.

Clearways: extension
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The residents and
traders of Stonnington and Yarra have stood united
against this government’s attempt to destroy their local
shopping precincts through extended clearways.
Residents will suffer traffic flooding into local streets
and traders know that further restrictions to parking will
cost jobs and income, and for what? On Sydney Road,
Brunswick, extended clearways delivered a 14-second
time saving — not even enough time for commuters to
see half of a Brumby government propaganda
television advertisement when they arrive home.
Now we find the government is lying to local councils.
I am aware that VicRoads emailed Stonnington City
Council on 19 February and advised that the extended
clearway times would not be enforced this week,
commencing 22 February. In a flagrant breach of this
written commitment, VicRoads — presumably acting
on instructions from the Minister for Roads and
Ports — started fining and towing away vehicles in the
cities of Stonnington and Yarra yesterday. In a panic,
the minister then gratuitously attacked the Stonnington
mayor while ignoring the fact that the City of Yarra has
the same policy as Stonnington.
This minister, who could find nothing to say about
Labor corruption at Brimbank City Council, was
suddenly full of chat when it came to a council his party
does not own and operate. Why did the minister not
attack the Yarra mayor? Because the Yarra mayor is
also the endorsed Labor candidate for Brunswick.
I congratulate the Stonnington City Council and its
mayor, Tim Smith, for refusing to be bullied by the
Brumby government. It is also a shame that the
member for Prahran is on the side of the bullies instead
of standing up for his own traders and residents.
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I urge the Minister for Roads and Ports to cease his
bullying immediately and submit his conduct to the
judgement of the courts.

Maddison Bartlett Foundation: football match
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise to draw to the
attention of the Parliament a charity football match
between Eltham and Warrandyte football clubs that will
be held this Sunday, 28 February. The aim of the match
is to raise vital money for the Maddison Bartlett
Foundation.
The Maddison Bartlett Foundation helps raise funds for
13-year-old Maddison Bartlett, whose story of courage
in the face of great adversity and heartache is an
inspiration to us all. Maddison tragically lost her
parents and young sister in the Black Saturday
bushfires of 7 February 2009. She also suffered severe
burns and initially spent five weeks on life support,
followed by 16 weeks in the burns unit of the Royal
Children’s Hospital. As part of her rehabilitation
Maddison is required to undergo painful skin grafts and
physiotherapy, a process that she will continue to
endure for many years to come.
The charity football match will help raise crucial funds
to help Maddison with the costs of her future
rehabilitation as well as helping her with the many
challenges she will face throughout her life. I would
like to acknowledge the work of the Eltham Football
Club, the Eltham Cricket Club and the Warrandyte
Football Club as well as officers from the Hurstbridge
police station for their tremendous efforts in organising
this most worthy of events.
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On 17 February the Minister for Housing stated in a
media release that public housing waiting lists in
Gippsland had been reduced by 5 per cent in the period
from September to December 2009. In actual fact the
waiting list had increased by 5 per cent. This is an
absolute insult to those Gippsland families waiting for
public housing and a clear indication of the Brumby
government’s lack of respect for the people of
Gippsland as it continues to use spin and
misinformation to cover up its ongoing failure to
address the drastic public housing shortage in
Gippsland.
The Brumby government continues to ignore the plight
of some of the most vulnerable people in our
communities across Gippsland. These are the people
experiencing or at risk of homelessness, people with a
disability who have significant support needs, people
with special housing needs, and families and
individuals on low incomes.
In nearly every three-month period of the term of this
Labor government the public housing waiting list
figures in Gippsland have increased. In December 2006
there were 961 Gippsland families or individuals
waiting for public housing. This has blown out to
1446 in December 2009. This is a massive increase of
23 per cent in the Brumby and Bracks governments
terms in office.
The Brumby government continues to refuse to listen to
the needs of disadvantaged Gippslanders. To make
matters worse it continues to try to cover up its abject
failure with spin and false information.

Andrew Zammit
Our local community has a strong record of coming
together to support those in need. The tireless work that
these sporting clubs and the Hurstbridge branch of
Victoria Police have put in to make this event possible
deserves recognition and support. Big name Australian
Football League players will be there, including Glenn
Archer, Adam Simpson and Shannon Grant. They will
take part in a charity match.
I encourage all local residents to attend the charity
match. All profits will go to the Maddison Bartlett
Foundation.

Housing: Gippsland
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I wish to alert
the house to the deliberately misleading and false
statements made by the Minister for Housing in relation
to public housing waiting lists in Gippsland.

Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to
congratulate Mr Andrew Zammit, who was recently
awarded an Australian Fire Service Medal.
Mr Zammit’s story is a rich blend of leadership at both
the professional and community level. Having
dedicated more than 20 years of outstanding service to
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, Mr Zammit has been
recognised for his work in the consolidation and
enhancement of emergency medical response service
delivery and training and the promotion and
development of a supportive framework for diversity
within the MFB.
Through his passionate, hardworking approach to
making a difference Mr Zammit has driven change and
implemented improvements to enhance the MFB’s
emergency medical response capability, and at the same
time has encouraged and assisted at other communitybased organisations to improve the service they
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provide. I had the privilege of meeting and working
with Mr Zammit during the 2005 Williamson
community leadership program run by Leadership
Victoria.
At the conclusion of that year Mr Zammit joined about
30 other fellows in establishing the bridge project of the
YMCA. Through this project Mr Zammit has
developed a deep understanding of what young
offenders need to help rebuild their lives after
incarceration — that is, support, training and real jobs.
Mr Zammit has demonstrated his talent for community
leadership and has been instrumental in harnessing
support and action from the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
for the bridge project. Through Mr Zammit’s links, the
MFB has provided access to training, positive role
models and work placements. These outcomes are
genuinely helping many young people shake the
‘offender’ tag and make a fresh start.

Small business: government charges
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — The western
Victorian community continues to be let down by the
Brumby government. Recent events show how
incompetent and out of touch this Labor government is.
Small business is the engine room of employment, but
taxes, charges and other costs imposed by the Brumby
government are putting its sustainability at risk and
impacting on services, jobs and community wellbeing.
This government promised no new taxes, but every
year there is an automatic indexation of all fees and
fines which flow directly to small business. One tax that
really hurts small business is the fire services levy,
which has risen from below 50 per cent of its insurance
premiums a couple of years ago to 84 per cent today.
The costs the Hopetoun House Hotel in Jeparit has to
pay are an example of costs for small businesses. It
needs to have two insurance policies and 15 permits,
licences and certificates just to open its doors. Here are
some examples of what it has to get: a Consumer
Affairs Victoria business name which costs $50; an
Environment Protection Authority certificate which
costs $60; five local government fees totalling $519;
public liability insurance which costs nearly $4000;
building contents insurance which costs $3926; an
Australasian Performing Right Association licence
which costs $360; Phonographic Performance
Company of Australia licences which cost $3224; a
working-with-children certificate which costs $73; and
this year a new liquor licence fee which costs $2385 —
an increase of 149 per cent from last year’s fee of $957.
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The hotel was not able to get a reduction in fees,
because the owners of the hotel have been there for five
months and were unable to produce two years of
financial documents. The Brumby government needs to
be voted out this year.

Federation of Indian Associations of Victoria:
Dandenong office
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It is a
pleasure to stand and welcome the opening of the new
statewide office of the Federation of Indian
Associations of Victoria (FIAV) as part of a partnership
with VicUrban in Foster Street in Dandenong, which is
in my electorate. VicUrban is redeveloping central
Dandenong as a part of revitalising central Dandenong;
it has some vacant sites. It has made available office
space for the great work of FIAV. I want to thank
Vasan Srinivasan and his committee for choosing
Dandenong to base the headquarters of the local Indian
community. The greater Dandenong and Casey area has
the highest Indian ethnic community in all of Victoria.
We have the only designated Little India area; it is in
Foster Street, which is in the same precinct as the
association. We love our Indian community.
The point I would like to make, which was made at the
opening, is that we are all concerned about racism and
we are all concerned about what is happening with
Indian students, but we have not seen that out in the
south-eastern suburbs where the larger share of Indianborn people live and where the only designated Indian
shopping area is. I think that is an extremely positive
sign which indicates that if there were targeted and
specific campaigns, we would see them statewide. Soft
targets like shops would be affected.
I am pleased with the work FIAV has been doing
because recently it released a survey regarding Indian
students. It was like saying, ‘Rather than hearing what
media reports are saying, let us actually talk to
students’. The press release is headed ‘Survey
demonstrates Indian students overwhelmingly satisfied
with Victoria’ and says that 72 per cent of students feel
extremely safe in Victoria. I think we just need to listen
to what the local Indian community is saying.

Anticorruption commission: establishment
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — For the better part of a
decade it has been self-evident that Victoria has a major
problem with corruption. It is a problem the Labor
Party has been unwilling to admit to or address. At
present, despite Labor’s dubious claims, there is no
independent, broadbased anticorruption body which
can investigate all forms of public sector corruption in

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
538

ASSEMBLY

Victoria. Since 2005 Labor has engaged in a piecemeal,
half-hearted attempt to fool Victorians into thinking that
it takes corruption seriously. The disintegration of the
cases against Noel Ashby and Paul Mullet has
confirmed once and for all that the Office of Police
Integrity is not the appropriate vehicle to investigate
allegations of corruption. It must be noted too that, as
its name suggests, the Office of Police Integrity cannot
investigate allegations of corruption in local councils,
within ministerial offices or anywhere throughout the
public service. I congratulate the Leader of the
Opposition for hosting the forum on a Victorian
anticorruption commission last Sunday as a necessary
step in tackling corruption in Victoria.
The coalition understands that it is foolhardy to think
corruption does not exist in Victoria. The coalition
stands ready to act. That is why within 12 months of
coming to government in November the coalition will
establish an independent broadbased anticorruption
commission. For those who do not want to act I have
one simple question: what have you got to hide?

Tyrendarra Pastoral and Agricultural Show
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — As you
would know, Acting Speaker, and as many other
members of this house would know, volunteers are the
lifeblood of our communities, particularly our small
communities. Important local events that really bring in
an enormous amount of pleasure and joy to our families
and small communities just would not happen without
the selfless efforts of so many volunteers.
On Saturday, 13 February, I had the pleasure of
attending such an event. It was the annual Tyrendarra
Pastoral and Agricultural Show. Tyrendarra is a small
farming community in the south-west of the state, as
the member for South-West Coast may know, and this
year Tyrendarra celebrated its 93rd annual show, so
there is a long history of distinguished and important
events in that community. I had the honour of opening
the show and meeting the volunteers who made it all
possible. One volunteer in particular, Harry Vaughan,
has given 40 years of service to the Tyrendarra show.
Imagine someone giving 40 years of dedicated service!
Harry has attended every show in that time and has
operated the public address system. He has done much
to make the Tyrendarra show the terrific event it is. I
had the pleasure of presenting him with his life
membership of the agricultural show.

Government: performance
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to congratulate the
Premier on successfully alienating yet another group of
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Victorians with his arrogance and refusal to listen. This
week over 20 000 live music lovers rallied at
Parliament House to express their disgust with the
Premier’s liquor licensing fees and regulations. They
displayed some of their considerable artistic talent and
humour with placards with slogans such as ‘Hey
Mr Brumby, it’s a long way down from the top if you
kill rock and roll’. Some musos are penning protest
songs with lines such as ‘Oh Lord, it’s hard to be
humble when you’re perfect in every way’.
Of course it is not only the music lovers who have such
a way with words. North–south pipeline protesters have
displayed placards saying, for example, ‘You can lead a
Brumby to water but you can’t make it think’ and ‘I’d
rather kiss a horse’s A than vote for a Brumby’.
North–south pipeline protesters are the ones the
Brumby government has described as ‘a sorry bunch of
people’, ‘ugly, ugly people’ and ‘quasi terrorists’.
I offer a word of caution to the Premier as he
successfully continues on his way in alienating the
majority of Victorians. He should keep better control of
his attack dogs who went feral in question time
yesterday, or they may turn on him. Finally, I say to the
water boy, alias the Premier in waiting, that he should
be prepared for a long wait — and while he is waiting,
he should plug the pipe.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stensholt) —
Order! I remind members that they are not to cast direct
aspersions on other members of the house.

Lara electorate: government initiatives
Mr EREN (Lara) — Yet again it has been very busy
in my electorate of Lara. I would like to take this
opportunity to mention some of the events that took
place in the few months prior to Christmas. I was
pleased to be at the opening of the newly refurbished
Norlane ambulance station with the Minister for Health.
The refurbished $1.1 million station will service
residents of Norlane, Corio, North Geelong, Little
River and Lara. This new station is a welcome boost to
the region’s ambulance services, which are now even
better equipped to respond to critical medical
emergencies in and around my electorate. It is a big win
for residents in the area. This state-of-the-art facility
builds on other government investments in the area,
with new stations at Lara and Belmont.
I was also pleased to have opened the newly
refurbished Little River Primary School on behalf of
the Minister for Education. The school is now a stateof-the-art facility, and its design is very much the
product of the school community — teachers, students
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and parents — working in partnership with architects to
create a school that will prepare children for the
challenges of the 21st century. This is a remarkable
example of a school community working together with
government to achieve outstanding results.
I also attended, along with the Minister for Innovation,
Gavin Jennings, the launch of Geelong’s new
$2.23 million biobank facility, which will give cancer
patients living in the Geelong and the Barwon southwestern region firsthand access to revolutionary cancer
research and treatment. This facility will not only
benefit cancer patients living in the Geelong region but
will also provide the best possible treatment and
research facilities in the battle against this terrible
disease.

Mining warden: future
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — A decision to terminate
the position of mining warden in Victoria by the
Brumby Labor government would leave many
Gippsland landowners in a dire position. Following a
review by the State Services Authority a
recommendation has been proposed whereby this
important independent position will be abolished and its
roles and functions dispersed to other authorities. In the
Latrobe Valley, where there are vast brown coal
resources, organisations such as the Flynn Creek Coal
and Power Consultative Committee have voiced
opposition to any such proposal by the Brumby
government. This committee essentially consists of a
consortium of Flynn landowners whose properties are
covered by a mining licence currently under the
jurisdiction of Monash Energy. Unfortunately Monash
Energy has no plans to develop the said land in the
short to medium term, leaving property owners in an
awful predicament. There is no obligation upon
Monash Energy to negotiate with landowners with
respect to compensation, and this leaves these
landowners with an uncertain future, particularly those
who have invested a lifetime in their land and are
contemplating retirement.
Subsequently 30 landowners in Flynn had invested
their faith in the mining warden by requesting that he
investigate their respective cases with the view to
resolving the issues outlined above. Imagine the horror
from these Flynn landowners when advised the position
of the mining warden could be axed by the Brumby
government. This would not only have a significant
impact upon landowners in Flynn but a number of other
groups and individuals across Victoria who likewise
rely upon the roles and functions and independence of
the mining warden to provide advice and represent their
needs should a mining dispute arise.
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Wilma Stubbs
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I would like to place
on record the wonderful work and achievements of
Mrs Wilma Stubbs of Bundoora. Wilma is currently
secretary of Bundoora Contact, a community centre run
by a volunteer committee of which Wilma has been a
driving force for 35 years. Bundoora Contact evolved
form a small group of women from the Bundoora
Uniting Church who would have morning coffee
together, and as this group got larger they would have
guest speakers who would sometimes demonstrate a
craft. One day there was a cake decorating class, and
Wilma was so pleased with the outcome that she could
not wait to show her family. Unfortunately she forgot
about her hungry school-aged son, who ate the cake
before she got home.
A group of women, of which Wilma was one, began
Bundoora Contact in 1975, commencing operations at
the Bundoora Hall with five classes, such as yoga and
knitting. It now operates two and a half days a week at
the Bundoora hall, providing over seventy different
classes including belly dancing, scrapbooking, tai chi
and embroidery. All the classes are open to
participation by both men and women. Over 500 people
attend these classes each year at Bundoora Contact,
with some people doing one class and others doing
multiple classes. Flexibility and accessibility are the
cornerstones of this wonderful local service.
Aside from the educational outcomes provided by the
centre, it is also a great place for many local people to
socialise. Wilma first joined the committee in 1980 and
has held most office-bearing positions including
president. Wilma is a wonderful woman who never
shies away from hard work. She is also a woman who
never seeks recognition for her contribution to the local
community. However, I would like to thank her on
behalf of the local community for the contribution she
has made over many years.

Pembroke Secondary College: funding
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — We are fast
approaching budget time again, so I thought I would
take the opportunity to remind the Brumby government
and in particular the Minister for Education of the
important need to fund stage 2 of the Pembroke
Secondary College master plan. We all know the
history of this project as I have gone into bat for
Pembroke Secondary College, one of my local schools,
on a number of occasions, fighting hard on its behalf to
ensure the college received the funding for this much
needed building project.
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In 2006 the college was allocated $1 million for the
planning stage of the project, and then after much
lobbying by the school, the local community and me,
together we successfully achieved a further
$10.5 million in funds for the first stage of the
construction of the new school buildings at the Reay
Road site. The school community is extremely pleased
with the stage 1 works. They are moving along well,
and the state-of-the-art facilities will be a terrific asset
for future generations. Everyone involved will be
awfully disappointed if the Brumby government leaves
the job half done and fails to fund stage 2 of the project
in this year’s budget.

Police: Mooroolbark station
Mr HODGETT — I will also be scrutinising the
state budget to see if the Mooroolbark police station
receives the funding for its much needed upgrade. We
have a new police station at Croydon and a new police
station being built at Lilydale, so why not a new police
station for Mooroolbark? We have the vacant land at
the former Mooroolbark Primary School site; perhaps a
new police station could be built on that land. We have
lobbied successfully for some of that land to be set
aside for an ambulance station in Mooroolbark, and I
will continue to lobby for funding so that our policemen
and policewomen at Mooroolbark will have a better
station to support them in the performance of their
duties.

Climate change: federal opposition policy
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to decry Soviet-style
central planning amongst the Liberal Party of Australia
in its response to climate change. I note that leading
economist Ross Garnaut has compared Leader of the
Opposition Tony Abbott’s policies to Soviet Union
central planning. He stated:
To think that regulation decisions by bureaucrats and
government can reach the right conclusions is, I think,
delusional.

This is because Tony Abbott is choosing to reject a
market-based solution to dealing with climate change,
with direct action centrally planned by bureaucrats.
This is an interesting response, since I believe the
Berlin Wall fell in 1989. There has been a shift
generally on both the left and the right in politics in
dealing with negative externalities by pricing those
externalities, so in effect a market mechanism can be
used to effectively allocate resources within the society.
I am sure Tony Abbott is aware of the fall of the Soviet
Union, yet his policies in response to climate change do
not reflect this as a reality. I urge all members of this
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house — and I note the Liberal Party of Victoria has a
rhetorical commitment to dealing with climate
change — to support effective market-based
mechanisms to deal with this problem.

Disability services: funding
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I raise a
matter of significant importance for the Minister for
Community Services. I have been contacted by many
parents whose circumstances are exacerbated whilst
caring for a child with a disability. I was recently
contacted by a constituent whose child’s disability
causes epileptic fits and seizures and who requires 24hour care. These parents are provided no respite by this
government. Further, the parents are struggling to
provide adequate bed and bathing facilities for their
child. The child sleeps on a mattress in the lounge room
and is bathed on the mattress.
This government can waste $20 million on installing
fairy lights on the West Gate Bridge, so it is disgraceful
that it cannot provide assistance to this family to ensure
this child is provided with the adequate bedding and
bathing facilities that this child needs.

Government: performance
Mr WAKELING — It is clear from the result of
the Altona by-election that the Premier does not
understand the mood of the Victorian public. Despite
suffering a humiliating 12 per cent swing, the Premier
declared the result as fantastic and a ringing
endorsement of his policies. However, it seems that
some members of his government have got the
message.
I was interested to read an article in crikey.com on
18 February 2010, and I quote:
While lunching at the European, an upmarket eatery across
the road from the Victorian Parliament, I found myself sitting
at a table immediately behind a gaggle of state Labor pollies,
including two cabinet ministers, one of whom is retiring and
the other thinks of himself as the next Premier. Most of the
talk was about Altona. The ‘meme’ was ‘he was unelectable
in ‘99 and he still is … we’re gonna lose’. The chat then
wandered around if/how it was possible to ‘dump him before
the election’.

Albert Park: Annual Pride March
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — The district of Albert
Park played host to the Annual Pride March on
7 February. Under a new format, the march continues
its tradition of recognition and celebration of the people
and events that inspire courage, solidarity, pride,
diversity and sense of community in Victoria’s gay,
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lesbian, bisexual, transgender and intersex communities
(GLBTI). The march organises in a supportive and
affirmative manner a range of cultural activities that
bring the GLBTI community together in a safe and
positive environment.

solemn observance of Anzac Day through restricting
sales of liquor between 3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on
Anzac Day. The idea of late trading is very much
inconsistent with the solemn observance of that
occasion.

The Annual Pride March in St Kilda is the GLBTI
community’s signature event that celebrates its bright
and thriving future whilst marking its history of
achievement and struggle. I note the comments of the
Chief Commissioner of Police, who led the Victoria
Police contingent on the day, which were reported in
the Herald Sun of 15 February:

I understand that the RSLs and of course the subbranches will be exempt from this restriction. There is
the dawn service on that day, and at places such as
Dandenong RSL, which I have attended most years,
many of the returned soldiers head straight back to the
RSL after the dawn service and have a drink or two. I
think it is appropriate that they are exempt.

Never in my life have I experienced the sort of reception and
the sort of welcome that we got walking down the street to
Catani Gardens today …
…
It’s a message to the broader community about tolerance and
inclusivity …

I congratulate Brett Hayhoe, his hardworking board and
all the sponsors and supporters, including the City of
Port Phillip, Parks Victoria, Gaygar, Joy FM and a host
of others. I look forward to the pride march continuing
to advance the expansion of the human rights of our
GLBTI community and the culture of tolerance, respect
and diversity, which are the values the march implores
us all to share and which the Brumby Labor
government shares.

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
AMENDMENT (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 February; motion of
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer Affairs).

There are also exemptions for temporary limited
licences and major event licences where the director is
satisfied that the licensee is carrying out a
commemoration as part of Anzac Day which is
consistent with the solemn observance of Anzac Day.
For restaurant, club, late-night and renewable licenceholders there will be no supplying liquor between
3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on Anzac Day. For general onpremises and packaged liquor licence-holders there will
be no supplying liquor between 5.00 a.m. and 12 noon
on Anzac Day, and for BYO permit holders there will
be no allowance of BYO between 3.00 a.m. and
12 noon on Anzac Day.
This is a very welcome bill, as I know from having
spoken to various members of the Dandenong RSL.
They think this is very appropriate — not that we
particularly have nightclubs and the like running
through all hours of the night in Dandenong potentially
disturbing the observance; it is more just a matter of
genuine recognition of the importance of doing this,
more so for the city than anywhere else.

Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour today to speak on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010 — and what a
fine bill the minister has put forward for us to consider!
I know the minister has done an enormous amount of
work with the RSL over many years. I think it was his
initiative some years ago to organise buses from places
like the Mitcham RSL sub-branch and other RSLs to
bring people into the city to attend the dawn service at
the Shrine of Remembrance.

At the end of the day I think this restriction will be
widely supported. I think the community understands
the necessity for it. Anzac Day is one of those days that
very much draws the whole community together to
recognise the sacrifice soldiers have made in both the
first and second world wars and many other theatres of
war and the sacrifice of people at home who have lost
loved ones. I do not think there are going to be a lot of
objections. The restriction is not particularly going to
damage business; a couple of hours of closing is not
going to be the difference between life and death for
those industries.

I think the minister has shown enormous commitment
to veterans affairs over many years and has worked
very closely with the RSL, and the result of that is this
very good bill we have before us. The government and
the minister are very much committed to achieving the

There are some other exemptions. The restrictions do
not apply to guests of hotels, bed and breakfasts and
other types of accommodation. Supply is available to
guests and residents. I understand the bill will also
exempt airlines and duty-free outlets, and the wineries
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will obviously not be affected by this either. With that
small contribution, I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CRISP
(Mildura).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That the government business program agreed to by this
house on 23 February 2010 be amended by omitting the order
of the day, government business, relating to the Public
Finance and Accountability Bill 2009.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I will just make a brief
comment in relation to this matter. The opposition
certainly does not oppose this motion. The reasons were
adumbrated during the debate on the government
business program. Our concern relates to discussions
between the parties about this important bill and the
matters that have been raised by the member for Box
Hill and others in relation to our concerns and the
failure of the government at that stage to continue a
discussion about these important matters. That perhaps
could be remedied through further time being made
available to enable those discussions to happen, so as I
said, we do not oppose the removal of this bill from the
government business program.
Motion agreed to.

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
AMENDMENT (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer Affairs).
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. The Nationals
in coalition are supporting this bill.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Liquor Control
Act 1998 to limit authorised supply of alcohol on
Anzac Day. The bill imposes a restriction on the supply
of alcohol under a licence or permit on Anzac Day.
Licences or BYO permits that would otherwise allow
the supply of alcohol between 3.00 a.m. and noon on
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Anzac Day are subject to a new provision that prohibits
the supply of alcohol during those hours, and those
licences that only operate from 5.00 a.m. are subject to
prohibition from 5.00 a.m. until noon.
There are some exemptions in this legislation. These
include any licence held by an RSL club or subbranch, which covers their breakfast activities after the
dawn service; duty-free shops; liquor supplied for
purchase and consumption on aircraft; pre-retail
licensees who do not supply liquor to the public;
residents or their guests of licensed premises; and
wineries or business activities of a winery owned or
occupied by the licensee. Where the director of liquor
licensing grants an exemption to a major event licence,
a temporary limited licence or a renewable limited
licence for an event will be granted in connection with
Anzac Day commemorative services and will be
consistent with the solemn observance of the day.
The minister’s office has advised that the house
amendments will be circulated, and there are some
drafting issues. Those amendments are before the
house.
Firstly, I would like to pay tribute to the RSL and its
activities on the other 364 days of the year apart from
Anzac Day. It supports ex-servicemen and their
families, and RSL clubs have been a major source of
resources for communities in order to do that.
It is a shame that the activities of a few people have
spoilt one of the most important days on our calendar,
and I think every member of Parliament would
probably agree that Anzac Day and Australia Day are
the two busiest days of the year for public appearances
for members of Parliament. There is always a tight
schedule of services to attend, particularly on Anzac
Day.
The RSL and its sub-branches, along with local
government, have been very diligent in my area in
maintaining both the services and the monuments, and
adding to those monuments over time. The Mildura
region has a long history of soldier settlement, which
makes the RSL’s role ever so important. Our Mallee
country was divided up after the two world wars into
both closer settlement — involving the irrigation
properties — and the broader Mallee allotments of one
square mile in area.
A lot has changed in that time, but the RSL’s role has
remained consistent. There have been events of
disrespect similar to that shown by a small group of
people who attended the dawn service last year at the
Shrine of Remembrance, and this year in Mildura there
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has been vandalism at one of our war memorial
monuments. I have had a lot to say on this subject in the
past, and it is very disturbing that some people feel this
way: they have forgotten the great sacrifices that have
been made and do not pay the respect due to the people
who made those sacrifices. As Anzac Day approaches,
I am sure all of us are starting to cast our minds to what
will be said and done on that day.
This is another chapter in the liquor licensing saga.
Unfortunately this has been shown not to be well
thought through legislation. It was meant to address the
risk-based issues with alcohol being served, it has had
an impact and there has been much debate in the house
over this issue. Country businesses are being impacted
by the same liquor laws we are amending again.
I am going to make an appeal on behalf of many of our
smaller country stores. These country stores are often
almost the only business in town. At Wemen you have the
general store, a phone box and a fire station. The store is
the centre of that community. The owners claim not to
have had any alcohol-related violence outside their
premises, yet they are faced with a 500 per cent
increases — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stensholt) —
Order! I remind the member for Mildura that this bill is
about Anzac Day. He should try to confine his remarks
to that.
Mr CRISP — Thank you for your advice, Acting
Speaker. One of the issues country people have raised
in relation to the bill is that 3.00 a.m. seems like a very
useful time for city venues to close over the rest of the
year. What about when early-morning visitors are
arriving in Melbourne by rail or by other means and the
same revellers that were embarrassing and disgraceful
at last year’s services are in the streets as these people
are attempting to enter the city to go about their
business? The same issues of disrespect and
embarrassment occur at these times, whether they be
against city-based workers or country people visiting
the city.
I think most country people would agree that 3.00 a.m.
seems like a very good time to close those city venues
and send everybody home anyhow. I am very much in
favour of extending this measure for the rest of the year.
The noon opening is another issue, and I would think
the bill would have to be amended accordingly, as the
issues around Anzac Day are not fully reflected in what
we are debating today.
People may say that we are old, or we might be accused
of being out of touch, but 3.00 a.m. seems like a very
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good time to be home in bed. Extending this measure
would in fact help to avoid some of the downsides of
Melbourne’s effort to become a very cosmopolitan
city — a reputation which is in danger because of the
behaviour of some of those people who are out in the
very early hours of the morning — and perhaps it
would negate the need to provide additional policing.
Again, this is a welcome tidying up of what has been a
very difficult liquor reform process that has
disadvantaged many. If this can be done for this issue, I
think we need to see it done for other issues that
confront us in relation to the use of alcohol, particularly
in the very early hours of the morning. The Nationals
are not opposing this bill.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pleasure in
joining the debate on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. I think there are
very few members who would not agree that Anzac
Day is probably the most significant date in the
calendar in any year. It is a very important day, and I
very much value the fantastic number of Anzac Day
observance services that occur.
I am pleased the Minister for Consumer Affairs has
acted to protect the sanctity of Anzac Day. The bill
before the house today enacts the commitment the
minister made in August last year to ensure that the
sanctity of Anzac Day is protected. It is reflective, I
think, of the growing numbers of people, and
particularly young people, who show a public
commitment to the solemn observance of Anzac Day. I
do not think it is a huge impost on licensed premises
other than RSLs to require them to close at 3.00 a.m. as
a mark of respect.
This year I will take great pleasure, as I do every year,
in attending the dawn service at Epping, which has
been attracting massive crowds. Local volunteers have
had to be deployed to organise car parking because of
the huge numbers of people who attend. The service is
followed by a gunfire breakfast, which is enjoyed by
all. At 10 o’clock in the morning we will again
experience a great service. It was a community run
service but was taken over by the Diamond Creek subbranch of the RSL, which is the newest sub-branch of
the RSL in Victoria and which has a growing support
base.
In the afternoon in Whittlesea there will be what is
probably one of the longest marches that occurs, aside
from the one at the Shrine. The one in Whittlesea is a
very lengthy and moving march. It goes between the
two Whittlesea commemorative monuments of World
War I and World War II. It is always followed by a
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great service. Hurstbridge holds an Anzac service the
weekend before, and another service is held at Epping
as well. I note that solemn services are also held nearby
in Greensborough, Warrandyte and Eltham.
I am pleased that RSLs across the state are very
supportive of this bill, and that generally industry has
also been supportive of it. In terms of the detail of the
bill, there are exemptions for a limited number of
premises the minister has seen that will not disrupt
Anzac services, in particular hotels and vignerons. I
think there is an appropriate balance, which will not
impact on the economy or on small businesses in my
electorate, where there are wineries and a few bed-andbreakfast establishments as well. I think their
continuing ability to serve liquor will not disturb the
solemnity of the day.
The bill appropriately amends the act to impose
restrictions on trading hours for licensed premises other
than RSLs between 3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on the
morning of Anzac Day. I commend the minister for his
work in putting forward this bill, and I think it will get
universal support across the state. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — It is with pleasure that
I rise to speak on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill. I will start by saying
that the coalition parties are supporting this legislation.
The purpose of the bill, as laid out in clause 1, is to
amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to limit the
authorised supply of alcohol on Anzac Day.
The Victorian community was disgusted by the
behaviour of some individuals at the 2009 Anzac Day
dawn service. As we have heard in other contributions
to this debate, these people, who appeared to be
intoxicated or drug affected, turned up at the Shrine of
Remembrance during the dawn service and displayed
appalling, disrespectful and offensive behaviour that
was a disgrace to the dawn service and to our veterans
and our veteran community. It seems many of the
people had come from various nightclubs or pubs and
gone straight to the Shrine of Remembrance for the
dawn service. I believe this has resulted in this
legislation being before the house today. As has been
mentioned in previous contributions, it is a pity the
actions of the few impact on the many, but we cannot
have a repeat performance of this appalling and
disrespectful behaviour.
I turn to the main provisions of the bill. The bill
imposes a restriction on the supply of alcohol under a
licence or permit on Anzac Day. Licences or BYO
permits that would otherwise allow the supply of
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alcohol between 3.00 a.m. and noon on Anzac Day are
subject to a new provision that prohibits the supply of
alcohol during these hours, and those licences that only
operate from 5.00 a.m. are subject to the prohibition
from 5.00 a.m. until noon. The following are exempted
from the restriction: any licence held by the RSL
branch or a sub-branch; duty free shops; liquor supplied
for purchase and consumption on an aircraft; pre-retail
licences which do not supply liquor to the public;
residents or guests of a licensed premises; and wineries
or business activities of a winery that is owned or
occupied by the licensee; and where the director of
liquor licensing grants an exemption to a major event
licensee, a temporary limited licensee or a renewable
limited licensee for an event that will occur in
connection with Anzac Day commemorative activities
and will be consistent with the solemn observance of
that day.
I note that amendments have been circulated to the
house to fix a problem with the drafting that would
otherwise have affected publicans who reside at their
hotel and residents of hotels where the accommodation
includes a mini bar. The amendments are designed to
extend the exemption to cover these circumstances, and
the coalition parties support these amendments.
I will touch on a few areas of concern. One concern that
seems obvious is that, while well intended, the
legislation raises the prospect of unintended
consequences and inconsistencies that would have an
adverse impact on activities that would not detract from
the commemoration of Anzac Day. I will repeat an
example that has been given by a couple of speakers. If
a centenarian were wishing to toast their 100th birthday
with a champagne breakfast or champagne brunch at a
hotel on Anzac Day, they would be prohibited from
doing so. Tourist attractions, other than wineries, would
be unable to serve any alcohol until noon. A restaurant
operated at or by a winery is not subject to that
prohibition, but a cafe next door would be affected.
I will conclude by saying the coalition strongly supports
our veteran community and the importance and sanctity
of Anzac Day. We need to respect the dignity of Anzac
Day, and I trust that this bill will succeed in what it is
intended to achieve. I conclude by strongly stating that
the coalition parties support this legislation.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and contribute to the debate on the
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill 2010. As we have heard, speakers on our side
support the observance of Anzac Day, and it is good to
hear that members on the other side are also committed
to the observance of Anzac Day. The focus of Anzac
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Day should be on commemorating the brave men and
women who served our country. It is also a time for the
community to show respect for those persons and to
remember the sacrifices that they have made. It is
agreed by everybody in our community that any
disrespect, inappropriate behaviour or disturbances on
Anzac Day, particularly during the commemorative
activities, are not welcome. Therefore the government
has publicly committed to introduce restrictions on
trading by licensed venues between 3.00 a.m. and
12 noon on the morning of Anzac Day. The
government also made a commitment to provide an
exemption to this restriction for RSL clubs and other
venues that host commemorative events on this very
important day.
The bill amends the act in three main ways: by inserting
into the principal act new section 15A, which creates a
general restriction on trading between the hours of
3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on Anzac Day; by specifically
exempting certain types of conduct from the general
restriction; and by creating a new power for the director
of liquor licensing to authorise the supply of liquor
between 3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on Anzac Day under a
temporary limited licence or a major event licence if the
director is satisfied that the supply will occur in
connection with Anzac Day commemorative activities
and will be consistent with the solemn observance of
Anzac Day.
There are limited exemptions for licensed premises or
activities which will not have a negative impact on the
commemoration of Anzac Day — for example, the
RSL or sub-branches of the RSL will be exempt from
trading restrictions to ensure that Anzac Day
commemorative events will go ahead and will not be
affected. Residents and guests of residents will also be
exempt for supply of liquor to residents or guests of a
licensee or a licensed premises because this is not
considered to disturb the public commemoration of
Anzac Day. Anzac Day restriction will not apply to the
supply of liquor for airlines or duty free outlets, because
this is also not considered to disturb the
commemoration of Anzac Day. All licences associated
with wineries will also be considered not to affect the
commemoration of Anzac Day, and also because they
are generally not required to open before 10.00 a.m.;
therefore they are not considered to pose a risk. Preretail licensees will continue to supply liquor on Anzac
Day morning. Since pre-retail licensees cannot sell or
supply liquor to the general public, these licences are
not considered to pose a risk.
We have heard from both sides of the house that Anzac
Day is a very important day in the calendar year. The
exemptions that are made in this bill are considered to
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be appropriate. The community is always very united
on Anzac Day; it is one of the most important days in
the calendar year and a day when we commemorate the
people who sacrificed their lives for us. I commend the
minister for introducing the bill, and I commend the bill
to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise to speak on the
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill. The purpose of the bill is to amend the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 to limit the authorised supply
of alcohol on Anzac Day. As is often the case, the
purpose behind this bill is a good purpose. On this
occasion the intent of the government is a good intent.
Unfortunately the intent has not been carried through
with the care that is warranted in the circumstances as
important as something that deals with a day that means
so much to Australia.
The bill imposes restrictions on the supply of alcohol
on Anzac Day under a licence or permit. Licences or
bring-your-own permits that would otherwise allow the
supply of alcohol between 3.00 a.m. and noon on
Anzac Day are subject to a new provision that prohibits
the supply of alcohol during those hours, and licences
that only operate from 5.00 a.m. are subject to the
prohibition from 5.00 a.m. until noon.
There are active exemptions, and those exemptions are
for any licence held by the RSL or a sub-branch, dutyfree shops, liquor supplied for purchase and
consumption on an aircraft, pre-retail licensees who do
not supply liquor to the public, residents or their guests
in a licensed premises, wineries or business activities of
a winery owner-occupied by the licensee, and where
the director of liquor licensing grants an exemption to a
major event licensee, temporary limited licensee or
renewable limited licensee for an event that will occur
in connection with Anzac Day commemorative
activities and will be consistent with the solemn
observance of the day. The minister has also distributed
amendments to fix a problem in the drafting. One of the
problems I referred to earlier would otherwise affect
publicans who reside at their hotel and residents of
hotels with mini-bars.
The behaviour of individuals at the 2009 dawn service
was despicable. I think everybody in the house agrees
with that. However, it is often the case that a follow-up
on what was a good intent has been less than perfect,
and it has opened up a series of inconsistencies and
unintended consequences.
The thrust of the bill is good and therefore clearly it is
legislation that is required, but the reasons behind the
bill do not justify the fact that the government has been
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sloppy in the drafting. Nevertheless, we will be
supporting this bill, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on
the Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill 2010. The purpose of the bill is to amend the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to limit the authorised
supply of alcohol on Anzac Day. This year Anzac Day
falls on Sunday, 25 April, and the public holiday will be
on Monday, 26 April. The bill places a prohibition on
the supply of alcohol between the hours of 3.00 a.m.
and noon on Anzac Day. The exception to that is
licences that operate from 5.00 a.m., and they are
subject to prohibition from 5.00 a.m. to noon. As other
speakers have said, the coalition supports this
legislation.
We have heard from other members who have
discussed the issue of the incidents that took place last
year during the Anzac Day dawn service at the Shrine
of Remembrance. The disturbance would have made it
difficult for those who were attending the dawn service,
and it was an act of absolute disrespect to our diggers,
those who have served this country, for their families
and those who attended the service at the shrine.
The people responsible for the disturbance were
obviously affected by alcohol or drugs. That is not
acceptable and this bill will, in part, send a message to
those people and to everybody who wants to attend the
dawn service or any Anzac Day service to do so with
dignity and allow the day to have the dignity it
deserves, and to show respect and pay tribute to the
people who have served this country so well and those
who lost their lives. The service also pays respect to the
families and the children of those people.
I have been to Anzac Day services for the past 20 years,
obviously in a formal sense as a councillor, shire
president, commissioner and now as a member of
Parliament. I have had the honour of laying wreaths at
those services, mainly in country Victoria. I have not
seen any incidents such as the disturbance that
happened at the Shrine of Remembrance, and I am very
grateful for that.
Most people who go to the Anzac Day services do so
with the knowledge that they are there to honour the
day and to honour those who lost their lives. It is good
to see that an increasing number of people attend those
Anzac Day services and particularly that a number of
young people attend. While none of us want to talk up
war, the important thing to understand is the way we
should honour those people who put their lives on the
line, some of whom paid the ultimate sacrifice. The
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sacrifices that were made need to be honoured and
remembered. For drunken thugs and people affected by
drugs to attend these services and make a mockery of
the day is just not appropriate. For the Parliament of
Victoria to have to bring in legislation to prevent such a
disturbance is an indictment of those people, and
hopefully this legislation will ensure that this type of
behaviour is not repeated.
There may be some unintended consequences, and the
member for Malvern has recognised that. The RSL has
said that it may want a review before Anzac Day next
year, and that is a good thing. The government should
look at how the legislation has been acted out and
whether there are issues that need to be addressed.
Before the next Anzac Day I hope the minister will
look at how the controls have worked to see whether
people have been adversely affected and whether those
restrictions or exemptions need to be removed, reduced,
or in some cases increased.
There are some exemptions in the provisions of this bill
in relation to the supply of alcohol or the ban on alcohol
from 3.00 a.m. until noon. Those exemptions are for the
RSL or its sub-branches, duty-free shops, alcohol
supplied for purchase and consumption on an aircraft,
residents or their guests in licensed premises, wineries
or business activities of a winery owner-occupied by
the licensee. The director of liquor licensing can also
grant an exemption for a major event as long as that
event is part of the celebration of Anzac Day. Such an
exemption will be a temporary limited licence or
renewable limited licence.
The problem we have heard about from a number of
people when they have sought to obtain licences or
liquor licence exemptions is that there has been a long
delay. The minister needs to make sure that does not
happen. If an organisation, whether it is the RSL or any
other organisation, wants to hold an event to celebrate
Anzac Day or any other day, those applications for
licences or exemptions need to be dealt with in a timely
manner. We have heard of instances where people have
been waiting for two to three months to get a response
from the liquor licensing director. That needs to be
investigated because a number of people have missed
out on running their event simply because, although
they have tried to do the right thing, they have not been
able to get a liquor licence and the event has not been
able to proceed or has taken place with limited success
without a licence. If people are trying to do the right
thing by attempting to get a liquor licence for a certain
event, then the liquor licensing authority and the
government need to make sure their applications are
dealt with in a timely manner.
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I hope the bill helps rectify the problem of people who
are affected by drugs or alcohol and going to an Anzac
Day event. In any event I think the message we are
sending such people is: if you want to drink too much
and you want to take drugs and misbehave, you are not
welcome at any public event.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I am pleased to
rise to support the Liquor Control Reform Amendment
(ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. It is good that opposition
members support the bill, although I found their logic a
little interesting in that they seemed to be saying, ‘We
support this bill, but if it affects some people we may
not support it’. That strikes me as an odd argument,
because the bill will affect people and that is its
intent — to ensure Anzac Day is kept as a very special
occasion. The opposition did not give many examples
of who might be affected, although the member for
Kilsyth mentioned cafes. I do not know what cafes are
like in Kilsyth, but I can assure him there are not too
many cafes in Essendon that open before 12 noon on
Anzac Day. I would be really surprised if any cafes will
be affected by this, and if they are I ask: do we want
cafes to be open and selling alcohol at 9 o’clock in the
morning on Anzac Day? I think I can say with a fair
amount of confidence that the community at large
would say no, it does not want that sort of behaviour.
Very clearly community respect for Anzac Day has
increased over the years. I can certainly see that in my
electorate. The Keilor East Returned and Services
League sub-branch runs a number of Anzac Day
functions, as do a number of other RSLs. The subbranch holds a dawn service on Anzac Day, as well as
on the Sunday before Anzac Day. There is also a
breakfast after the service. The number of local people
who go to the services has increased quite dramatically
over the last 10 years. I think that shows very clearly
that the community at large respects Anzac Day and
wants that day to be seen as quite different to other days
during the week. People want an opportunity to
remember their relations who fought in various wars,
whether it be World War I, World War II, the Korean
War, the Vietnam War or any of the other wars that
people might have been associated with, particularly
and more recently the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan.
Mr Weller — The Boer War!
Mrs MADDIGAN — The member for Rodney
interjected and said, ‘The Boer War’. I think he may
have participated in that war. Is that correct?
Mr Weller — I probably did.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stensholt) —
Order! The member should continue without assistance
and without casting aspersions on members.
Mrs MADDIGAN — Unlike the member for
Rodney, community members are very concerned
about people who have represented Australia and who
have gone to war and in some cases sacrificed their
lives. I am very pleased to support the bill. Another
RSL in my area, the Essendon sub-branch, is very
much involved as well, as are the Vietnamese Veterans
Association of Australia and other organisations.
I believe the bill will be very strongly supported by the
community. As other members have mentioned, there
are exemptions that allow certain businesses to operate
in a way so that Anzac Day does not affect them. But it
still means the general view in Melbourne and its
suburbs as well as in the wider Victorian community is
that Anzac Day is special and licensed venues are
expected to be closed until 12 noon. We hope people
will see this very clearly as a mark of respect for all
those who have participated in wars in which Australia
has been involved.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am pleased
to rise to contribute to the debate on the Liquor Control
Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. As has
been mentioned by the member for Malvern, the
purpose of the bill is to amend the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998 to limit the authorised supply of
alcohol on Anzac Day. Members on this side of the
house who have spoken before me have mentioned that
we are generally receptive to the views put by the
government in regard to the bill. We believe it is
important that Anzac Day be respected and that all
measures are taken to ensure that Anzac Day services
are not affected by people, such as those we saw last
year, who clearly disrespect the nature of Anzac Day
services and who clearly were not there for the spirit of
the day, which we as Australians commemorate.
The bill imposes a restriction on the supply of alcohol
under a licence or permit on Anzac Day between
3.00 a.m. and 12 noon. However, there will be a
number of exemptions, including for a licence held by
the RSL or a sub-branch, for a licence held by a dutyfree shop, for liquor supplied for purchase and
consumption on an aircraft, for pre-retail licences, for
residents or guests of a licensed premises, for wineries
and for the business activities of a winery owned or
occupied by the licensee, and there are a number of
other exceptions. While, as the member for Malvern
has mentioned, on the face of it we support the
exemptions there are clearly still some areas of
confusion. We are mindful of the fact that come Anzac
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Day there is the potential for some businesses to be
affected by the bill, and in particular businesses that are
not in the activity of providing alcohol which leads to
alcohol-fuelled violence. For example, a florist selling
hampers that may be operating within the central
business district at night may well be affected by this
legislation. It is important that we thoroughly examine
those businesses that are potentially going to be
impacted by the legislation.
I am a strong supporter of Anzac Day. I have attended
many Anzac Day services as a member of Parliament
and as a former councillor, and prior to entering public
life I was a regular attendee at the Anzac Day service
held at the Shrine of Remembrance. The Boronia
Returned and Services League sub-branch conducts a
service every year, and I pay tribute to Rod Canobie
and Carl Sorensen and their team for the work they put
in. I know as an associate member of the sub-branch I
have assisted them in the past on their clean-up days to
ensure that the place is spick and span. The service is
well attended — so much so now that Dorset Road is
blocked off due to the number of attendees, particularly
those from local football clubs. The Eastern Lions
Football Club and the Upper Ferntree Gully junior
football club make attendance at the Anzac Day service
part of being a member, and I pay tribute to those clubs.
I also recognise the work done by the National
Servicemens Association, and my branch out in the east
that does a fantastic job in providing help and support
for national servicemen who reside in Melbourne’s
eastern suburbs.
Anzac Day is a very special day. My most memorable
Anzac Day was in 2001, when my wife and I attended
the dawn service at Gallipoli. For anyone who has the
opportunity to attend it is certainly a very moving
ceremony. It was more poignant for me given that my
mother’s father, Norman Tomkins, landed at Gallipoli
on Anzac Day with the 6th battalion. I believe this bill
will go a long way towards solving the problems that
have beset the community. We do not want to see a
repeat of what has happened in the past. I trust the
minister and his department will ensure we examine the
cases of any businesses that are directly affected by the
legislation.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise in support of the
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill 2010. I would like to reassure the member for
Ferntree Gully, who on the one hand seems to be
supporting the bill but who on the other hand is also
saying we need to investigate the impact it will have on
businesses. He cited the example of a florist delivering
champagne or something to somebody before midday
on Anzac Day. I am advised that current conditions
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prohibit the delivery of alcohol before 12 noon, so the
member for Ferntree Gully can be assured this will not
impact on a business in that area. There are provisions
for businesses that can argue a case as to why they
should be able to receive an exemption under the
general restrictions in the bill
Members of the opposition say they support the bill but
then seem to be suggesting that we should not proceed
until there has been some further work done. They are
in the privileged position of being able to have a bob
each way. That is what we are seeing here this morning.
I am very pleased to support this bill. I think there
would be very few people in Australia who would not
see Anzac Day as a solemn commemoration and
something we should all observe. We are seeing that
around this country. As a young girl growing up in
Keilor — just weeks ago! — I would hear the various
bands starting up on Anzac Day morning, and there
would be very few people in attendance. I remember
thinking as a young teenager that that was something
that may die out over the coming years or decades. I am
very pleased to say that the absolute opposite is true. I
am very pleased to attend the Anzac Day dawn service
held on Mount Macedon in my electorate each Anzac
Day morning.
Last year I was pleased that the Premier accompanied
us on Mount Macedon. Unfortunately we were unable
to see the sunrise as we were shrouded in cloud, but it
was a wonderful service. It is a wonderful service every
year, and I congratulate the Woodend sub-branch of the
RSL and the surrounding RSL clubs for the amount of
work they put into preparing those services. It is never
the same service every year. The soldiers’ firsthand
accounts of their experiences are very moving. The
number of school students involved in that service
grows each year. The number of young children
accompanying their parents and grandparents to these
services is really heart warming.
I suspect that even on a day like Christmas Day you
would not get the level of consensus that you get on
Anzac Day as a day of observance. We know that not
all Australians observe Christmas Day, but I think most
Australians observe or at least understand the
significance of the observance of Anzac Day. As we
continue to have wars around the world and continue to
have Australian soldiers involved in those wars I think
we will continue to see this service grow in Australia
year after year.
I am very pleased to see the sort of recognition that our
servicemen and women are now getting and to see the
increased observance of Anzac Day. I think this
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legislation will help to continue that trend and ensure
that we do not get repeats of some of the behaviour we
have seen previously, which I suspect is very small in
scale. We have never seen it at any of our local Anzac
Day services, thank goodness. I hope we never do. This
bill will help ensure that that remains the case. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. The coalition is
supporting this bill, and it is committed to protecting
the solemn observance of Anzac Day to ensure that this
day, which is so significant for all Australians, is
commemorated appropriately and with respect.
The focus on Anzac Day morning is the dawn services
and marches which are held across the state and across
the nation, including right across my electorate. The
community believes that Anzac Day is a time for us to
show our respect for those brave men and women who
have served our country and to remember the sacrifices
they have made. The community does not support
inappropriate and disrespectful behaviour or
disturbances to the commemorative activities early on
Anzac Day morning.
Might I say that respect is what this is all about —
respect for Anzac Day. Respect right throughout our
community here in Victoria has been in decline, as we
have seen with the state of law and order on the streets.
Respect should start here in the Parliament. It should
start with us — the Premier, the Deputy Premier,
members of the government and all the members of the
Parliament should start with respect and lead by
example in the wider community. That may be unlike
what we saw yesterday in question time, but we should
respect the procedures of Parliament and the
community would see that we show respect and
everyone could then follow suit.
I have some concerns about the bill, but I think it is
appropriate that it be passed. The director of liquor
licensing will grant an exemption for a major event
licence, a temporary limited licence or a renewable
limited licence for an event that will occur in
connection with Anzac Day commemorative activities.
This is quite important, because at the Heathcote RSL
sub-branch there is a gunfire breakfast. Members do not
go back to their clubrooms, they go to one of the local
hotels in Heathcote. It would be appropriate for that
hotel to have a licence from 7.00 a.m., after the
6.00 a.m. dawn service, so the returned servicemen and
those who have been servicemen, even if they did not
go overseas, can all go back there to have breakfast and
pay respect and pay tribute to their fallen comrades and
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have a day where they remember past times. I think it is
very appropriate that these events be given the okay and
that their exemption goes through.
One problem that I have is the timeliness of this bill.
Will the message be out there early enough so that
venues that have to get a special licence will be able to
receive the licence by Anzac Day this year? Given that
it will take time for the bill to be passed through this
house and then a fortnight later it will be brought into
the upper house, we need to make sure that there are
not any hiccups and that there is a smooth transfer.
Anzac Day is commemorated in many places across
my electorate. I have attended Anzac Day services at
Heathcote, Torrumbarry, Leitchville, Cohuna, Nathalia
and Lockington. I have also been to similar services on
Long Tan Day and Anzac Day at the likes of Tooborac,
Heathcote and Rochester. It is very important that we
pay our respect to these servicemen, and this bill goes a
long way towards doing that. I support the bill and wish
it a speedy progress.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I rise to support the
Liquor Control Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day)
Bill 2010. It is important that we make sure the solemn
observance of Anzac Day is protected as the most
important and significant day on the calendar for
remembrance of the sacrifices that have been made by
our courageous men and women in our services
throughout Australia’s history.
The important role that Anzac Day and the dawn
observances play in our social life is being protected by
the amendments in this bill.
I am pleased to support this bill also because as a patron
of the Prahran RSL, I have been particularly involved
in ensuring in my local area that the work of the subbranch is assisted. The terrific work that is done by the
president, Rod Coote, and the secretary, Noel
Sanderson, has in recent times invigorated the Prahran
RSL. It has had a great growth in membership and
support. I know it is an organisation and institution that
is supported strongly in the community.
The events that took place last year at the dawn service
at the Shrine of Remembrance — which is in my
electorate — concerned many people in the
community. A small number of people who were
affected by alcohol showed great disrespect to our
servicemen and servicewomen. As a consequence of
that, the government, with the support of the RSL, has
brought legislation into the Parliament to ensure that
there is no repeat of those circumstances.
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The essential amendments contained in the bill mean
that the serving of alcohol is prohibited on the morning
of Anzac Day, from 3.00 a.m. until midday. There are
appropriate exemptions to that prohibition so that
RSLs, particularly, are able to conduct their traditional
ceremonies and observances and so that other places
that RSLs or commemorative associations use for those
get-togethers are able to be exempt from the
prohibition.
The exemptions set out in the legislation are appropriate
in order to allow the proper observance of Anzac Day
to go ahead and the proper reunions and
commemorations to take place. But this bill does not
allow the service of alcohol outside those Anzac Dayrelated activities.
It is going to be important in future years to continue to
maintain that solemnity of the occasion and to allow the
many thousands of people who congregate at the Shrine
of Remembrance, war memorials, cenotaphs and places
of gathering from one end of Victoria to the other to
properly commemorate the sacrifice and courage of
those gallant Australians who have served the country
so well right through our history. That includes those
who are in the services at this very time and who we
bear in our thoughts at the moment.
The way Anzac Day has become a most significant day
in the life of Australia — in our culture, in our history
and in the type of society we are and we wish to remain
being — needs to be protected. The amendments
contained in this legislation will be important in
ensuring that the appropriate and proper solemnity of
Anzac Day continues to be observed.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — It is not
possible to legislate for respect per se, but it is possible
to provide a framework where the opportunity for the
observance of Anzac Day ceremonies and services can
be conducted in a way where the likelihood of them
being disrupted by those people who are not in an
appropriate state of mind to mark the observances with
the respect the day deserves can be minimised.
In the Sandringham electorate there are a number of
RSLs which would serve alcohol within the proscribed
times. But they form part of the proceedings on the day,
and they are not out of kilter with the nature of Anzac
Day. The Hampton RSL conducts a dawn service prior
to early light, with bagpipers playing and streams of
people from the surrounding area making their way to
the service at the RSL cenotaph. It is a fine and
respectful service. Those who arrive early are greeted
by coffee with the prospect of rum as well. Local scouts
put on a breakfast after the service.
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The RSL is supported by a very strong volunteer base
that has maintained the tradition of the part of the ode
‘Age shall not weary them, nor the years condemn, at
the going down of the sun and in the morning, we will
remember them’. The Anzac Day dawn service in
Hampton is a very poignant reminder and mark of
respect for the sacrifices of Australian men and women
who have given their lives in different theatres of war.
There has been a diminishing number of World War II
veterans on Anzac Day; they were the backbone of
local RSLs when I first entered the Parliament, but now
their numbers have declined significantly. The baton
has been passed to another group of veterans who
fought in Korea, Malaysia, Vietnam, and, more
recently, those involved in the Australian engagement
in the Middle East. The tradition has been well carried
by this new group of soldiers and family members.
Across Victoria — town by town, cenotaph by
cenotaph — groups of people gather to remember. The
legislation before the house has the object of
minimising disruptions, which predominantly have
occurred in the Melbourne central business district.
There is a problem that we as a community have not
grappled with — that is, how to minimise the level of
drunkenness on the streets of Melbourne in a way that
accords respect to people not just on Anzac Day but the
other 364 days of the year as well, so that people whose
behaviour becomes antisocial in the small hours of the
morning do not impact upon others — and importantly,
do not impact on their own lives — so they can make
worthy contributions to their communities.
Other parts of the Sandringham electorate where there
are dawn services include the Mentone RSL sub-branch
where a dawn service is conducted with the support of a
good group of committee members from the RSL. They
have done a great job to widen the appreciation of
Anzac Day and remembrance activities through
engaging with local schools where over 1000 students
participate in remembrance activities during the lead-up
to Anzac Day. The Highett and Cheltenham RSL subbranches in my electorate also conduct services that are
well attended, maintaining a tradition where the soul of
the nation is respected on Anzac Day.
The object of the bill is to ensure that such services are
not disrupted, but in noting the opposition’s support for
the bill I would conclude with the remarks that there are
more days than Anzac Day where we need this notion
of support and respect for community, neighbourhoods
and the welfare of people.
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I do not believe, with escalating violence on the city
streets and issues of safety and welfare, that at the
moment we are on top of that in Victoria. A more
important debate needs to be undertaken about other
ways in which people can develop, enhance and
strengthen their lives rather than being drunk and
involved in antisocial behaviour on the streets of
Melbourne.
This is a strong challenge for the government as it
stands today. The opposition has proposed a range of
solutions which will go towards addressing the
difficulties we need to confront.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak in the debate on the Liquor Control
Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. This is
part of a suite of reforms Parliament has passed with
regard to Anzac Day. In 2000 I co-chaired with the
former member of the upper house, the Honourable
Mark Birrell, a review of the laws regarding Anzac
Day. That review was conducted in a great spirit of
bipartisanship, and so it has continued with the laws
being made for Anzac Day.
Many members have remarked about the actions of a
very small number of people last year, and it was
indeed a very small number of people: I have been to
the dawn service at Gallipoli, and I can assure the house
that you could have heard a pin drop at Anzac Cove on
that morning. There were thousands of young
Australians and Turkish people and indeed people from
all over the world, but you could have heard a pin
drop — such was the respect paid.
As I said, this legislation has been included in a suite of
reforms the government has implemented concerning
the Anzac Day laws. One of the recommendations of
the review I referred to was for the responsibility for
Anzac Day and veterans affairs to come under the
Premier’s office to give them the respect and due
recognition they deserve.
As we approach the centenary of Anzac Day in a
couple of years, I would like to make a few remarks. It
is often said that two great nations were born at Anzac
Cove on 25 April. Indeed, a certain Australian spirit
was born, but we must not forget that at the time the
enemy we were fighting was the Turkish nation, and it
is often said that the Turkish republic was born on
Anzac Day. I am pleased to say we now have Turkish
members of Parliament — the friendship has come
such a long way. The Turks were led by the great
general Mustafa Kemal, who became known as
Atatürk, the father of the modern Republic of Turkey.
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It was my pleasure last year to lead the Premier’s Spirit
of Anzac Prize delegation; I took 10 young people to
Korea, and we went up to the demilitarized zone. One
is constantly reminded that war is still being waged.
Like many members of this house, I dream of a day
when the world lives in peace, but sadly it seems a long
way off.
In commemorating Anzac Day we commemorate the
loss of the mostly young men who were died on that
day, but there are other days that also need to be
commemorated. The Korean War is regarded as the
forgotten war; there are still Australian bodies in Korea
that have not been repatriated because of the situation
there, with minefields still surrounding the battle areas.
It would be remiss of me if I did not talk about the role
of peacekeepers, the young men and women who often
put their bodies before bullets. We should never forget
the role of peacekeepers. At present Australia has
troops in Iraq and Afghanistan; sadly, we are often
reminded of that in tragic times.
It is incumbent upon all of us to respect Anzac Day —
not only Anzac Day but also the men and women who
still serve in the spirit of Anzac and who continue to
safeguard our nation.
Any laws that are passed by this house concerning
Anzac Day are passed in a bipartisan manner, and strict
observance of Anzac Day is a really good thing. We
must commemorate Anzac Day, but also remember that
Anzac Day changes in its meaning. I will not forget the
fuss about the football match on Anzac Day. The
question was: should we have the Essendon versus
Collingwood match on Anzac Day? That has now
become an Anzac Day tradition. If I had told my father,
who fought in World War II, that an Essendon versus
Collingwood football match would become a tradition
on Anzac Day rather than the two-up that he played, he
would have laughed at me, but it has become a great
tradition.
Mr Robinson — Who did he barrack for?
Ms BEATTIE — He barracked for Richmond,
sadly. However, I barrack for Collingwood, and I have
been to many of those games. One of the great things
about that game is that the RSL does its tin rattle at the
game and the president of the RSL usually takes
possession of the ball and bounces it. Traditions
change, but the solemn observance that surrounds those
traditions does not change.
Recently I have been to Tobruk and El Alamein to look
at the war graves there. It would be remiss of me not to
mention here what a fantastic job the Commonwealth
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War Graves Commission does. I saw the green lawns at
Anzac Cove so beautifully tended, and to go to El
Alamein and see the graves in the desert sand, again
beautifully tended with rows of bougainvillea around
them, was a great experience, too.
Finally, I know I have not said much about the true
meaning of the bill and I have talked a lot about Anzac
Day, but I think other members have talked about the
nuances of the bill. I hope my contribution has added to
people’s knowledge about Anzac Day.
Earlier in my presentation I reflected on the great
contribution the Turkish people have made in Australia,
particularly in the state of Victoria and in the area in
which I live. I think back to the time when the two
countries were locked in combat, both losing many
people, yet in my area of Yuroke and in
Broadmeadows people from these two great nations
come together and live cheek by jowl harmoniously
day by day, and are great citizens of this country.
Sometimes from the ashes of war good things come.
In closing, I commend the bill to the house. I know the
RSL supported this bill and I commend it for that. I am
sure there will be no problems on Anzac Day this year.
The actions of a few should not tarnish what is a
peaceful ceremony in which many thousands of people
take part in a peaceful way. In Craigieburn, in my
electorate, we started a little service that 50 people
attended. It has been held each year for three years, and
now over 500 people attend that service. It will be held
again this year, and I commend Kevin O’Callaghan
from the local State Emergency Service brigade for his
organisation of that commemoration. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and speak on the Liquor Control
Reform Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010. This
bill amends the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 and,
when passed, will limit the authorised supply of alcohol
on Anzac Day. I would just like to run through some of
the main provisions of the bill. It imposes a restriction
on the supply of alcohol under a licence or permit on
Anzac Day, and licences or BYO permits that would
otherwise allow the supply of alcohol between
3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on Anzac Day will be subject to
this new provision that prohibits the supply of alcohol
during those hours. Also those licences that operate
from 5.00 a.m. are subject to the prohibition from
5.00 a.m. until 12 noon.
As other members have quite rightly pointed out, there
are a number of exemptions which apply under this
legislation. There are exemptions for any licence held
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by the RSL or an RSL sub-branch; duty-free shops;
liquor supplied for purchase and consumption on an
aircraft; pre-retail licences which do not supply alcohol
to the public; residents or the guests of a licensed
premises; wineries or business activities of a winery
owned or occupied by the licensee; and where the
director of liquor licensing grants an exception to a
major event licensee a temporary limited licensee or a
renewable limited licensee for an event that will occur
in conjunction with Anzac Day commemorative
activities or be consistent with the solemn observance
of that day.
As other members have pointed out as well, this bill is
before us due to some unfortunate incidents that have
occurred previously on Anzac Day. As the member for
Yuroke pointed out, it is a minority of drunken and
disrespectful thugs who have undertaken these
activities, but I am pleased to say that it is only a
minority. From the perspective of the electorate of
Morwell, we are lucky not to have those types of
incidents occurring. Whilst I am probably not able to
put it as eloquently as the member for Sandringham did
in his contribution, all members have highlighted what
Anzac Day means to Victorians.
Anzac Day services in the Morwell electorate and the
Latrobe Valley have seen a renaissance, if you like,
over a number of years. Having attended dawn services
over previous years in Traralgon and Morwell, and
Anzac Day services in Yallourn and Newborough, we
have seen a renewed vigour from the community in
showing respect to those who have served our country.
It is particularly pleasing to see the inclusion of our
younger people within the Anzac Day services.
Whether it be schools forming part of the Anzac Day
program, the scouts or other youth groups, it is pleasing
to see an ever-increasing number of community
members, school groups and organisations participating
in this fantastic day.
While I have the opportunity I would like to commend
the presidents of the RSL sub-branches, particularly in
Traralgon and Morwell, who do a fantastic job in
ensuring that the community is aware of the activities
on Anzac Day. Mal Bugg, the long-serving president of
Morwell RSL, and Jim Saddington from the Traralgon
RSL have really done a lot of work in ensuring that the
community is involved in Anzac Day services and that
our younger people have a great understanding of what
Anzac Day means to veterans and the community in
general. There is a lot of work being undertaken in our
schools as I speak by members of the RSL and their
sub-branches in ensuring that Anzac Day is not
forgotten in the minds of our younger people.
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This legislation raises a number of issues. The member
for Rodney made a couple of references to gunfire
breakfasts, whereby on Anzac Day services or a
breakfast might have been conducted in venues other
than in an RSL club, and I know this is acknowledged
within the legislation. But that was of concern to some
groups. The member for Rodney also mentioned some
concerns about the transition time in ensuring that this
legislation is implemented in time, given that it needs to
go before the Legislative Council and we are at the end
of February.
Members have raised other issues — the member for
Malvern in his contribution raised the example of the
centenarian. For example, you might have a celebration
of an 80-year-old person’s birthday and you might want
to go out for a morning brunch somewhere, and the
proposed legislation would prohibit the consumption of
alcohol in a local restaurant or similar type of venue.
Having said that, we understand, and the coalition
supports the legislation before us.
I want to raise one issue about the liquor licences on
Anzac Day. An example has been conveyed to me of
how the new liquor licensing regulations proposed by
the Brumby government have impacted upon the
Glengarry Hotel, which is a small community pub in
the Latrobe Valley. The publican is an ex-nasho, and he
had a liquor licence that included sales from 11.00 p.m.
to 1.00 a.m. on Anzac Day. They were the only 2 hours
of the whole year when his licence exceeded
11.00 p.m., and for the privilege he was sent a bill for
$1590 — for 2 hours!
These are the types of incidents the Brumby
government must address. As an ex-serviceperson and
current publican he was very irate that the liquor licence
laws on Anzac Day had impacted on him in that
way — in a different way, I guess you could say. That
is something the government needs to address.
This legislation, though, is something I am sure all
members support. It is a step in the right direction, and
it is addressing anomalous behaviour by a number of
disrespectful people. On the whole the majority of
Victorians celebrate Anzac Day with much gusto, and
we look forward to Anzac Day services in 2010.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I too am pleased to be
speaking in support of the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill. I would like to start
off with a quote from the former chief and commander
of the Turkish troops, Kemal Atatürk:
Those heroes that shed their blood and lost their lives … You
are now lying in the soil of a friendly country. Therefore rest
in peace. There is no difference between the Johnnies and the
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Mehmets to us where they lie side by side now here in this
country of ours … You, the mothers, who sent their sons
from faraway countries wipe away your tears; your sons are
now lying in our bosom and are in peace. After having lost
their lives on this land they have become our sons as well.

I am always emotional when I read that, and I think
those words will be inscribed in the annals of history
forever. I think it is important to point to the
cooperation and respect that exists between the Turkish
community and the wider Australian population — it is
fantastic to see. I have not missed any of the Anzac Day
celebrations in the time I have been a member of
Parliament, and I have represented government on a
number of occasions. All of the RSLs in my electorate
particularly are very grateful every time I attend. One of
the most memorable Anzac Day services I went to,
when I was a member of the other place, was out at
Torquay, where the physical environment is apparently
very similar to Anzac Cove.
At this point in time I must obviously declare that I am
an Australian with a Turkish background, and I am very
proud to be standing in this place. I suppose it shows
the maturity of this nation that we have an MP with a
Turkish background standing in this place 90 years
after a war that was devastating for both countries.
As previous speakers have stated, it was a significant
time. Certainly the Republic of Turkey was born out of
that war, and the father of the republic obviously is
Kemal Atatürk. Australia also was a very young nation
at that time; I think it was only 13 years after the
commonwealth was formed that this young nation sent
so many troops so far away to fight that war. It was a
time when Australia was maturing and saying to the
world, ‘We should be recognised as a nation in our own
right’. It was a period in time when both nations stood
up and said they wanted to be counted. As I mentioned
before, the respect that exists is amazing, and I am very
confident the wider population, including the Turkish
population, will be very happy with the minister for
bringing such a bill before the house.
There is obviously a very important message that must
be conveyed with these amendments — that is, the
message of respect. It is respect for the sanctity of
Anzac Day, which is obviously very important; respect
for those families that lost loved ones; and respect for
the people who gave up so much for the way of life we
enjoy in this country today, which at times appears to
be taken for granted. In a perfect world we probably
would not need such a bill to come before the house,
but with the world the way it is we need bills such as
these. We have to legislate for common sense, which is
sad.
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Anzac Day, and the meaning behind it, has shaped and
influenced how we are as Australians today. As I said
before, Australia was a very young nation when it went
to war; it had been a federal commonwealth for only
13 years.
Anzac Day means many different things to many
people. For me it is a very special day, and certainly I
have mentioned it in some speeches in this place,
including my inaugural speech. Some 90 years earlier
my grandfather was on the hill looking down on the
Australian troops coming in. That is why Anzac Day is
a very special event for me, and I really appreciate the
government’s protecting what is very special to this
nation.
Every year recognition of the significance of Anzac
Day is growing, and more and more young people are
becoming aware of what Anzac Day means. That is
really good to see. Knowing about our past is very
important not only for the present but for our future. I
very much support this bill before the house, and I wish
it a speedy passage.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
the Lowan electorate, but also in my role as shadow
Minister for Veterans Affairs, to say I also support this
legislation. The aim of the bill is to amend the Liquor
Control Act 1998 in relation to the supply of liquor on
Anzac Day.
The legislation aims to ban the sale of alcohol between
the hours of 3.00 a.m. and noon on Anzac Day, with
some exceptions, particularly for RSL clubs, some
wineries, residents of and their guests in licensed
premises, and other venues that may be granted limited
permits.
After listening to the debate this morning, it seems to
me that everyone is supporting this bill for the same
reason — we want to make sure that Anzac Day stays
as a day of significance, not only to our veterans but
also to the wider community. Whether that be older
people in the community or the young children who
come through this place daily, Anzac Day is growing in
importance, because it is a time to understand what has
been done by our veterans over many years.
Anzac Day is a special day: it is a special day for the
veterans and for all Victorians. Unfortunately the need
for this legislation came about because of some
antisocial behaviour that happened last year. The
behaviour was offensive to the veterans and in general
was offensive to all Victorians.
Today I want to recognise by my contribution to the
debate the enormous role that veterans have played in
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safeguarding our state’s democratic principles.
Victorians — and I think I speak with the knowledge
that all Victorians respect and honour the commitment
and service of our veterans — including many people,
ranging from children to seniors, are involved, and it is
an important day to raise awareness of the role our
veterans have played in safeguarding and preserving the
things that are important to everyone in Victoria.
Last year we saw the passing of our last World War II
Victoria Cross winner, Private Ted Kenna, VC. He
exemplified the role of a lot of our veterans. Private Ted
Kenna, VC, was born in Hamilton, in my electorate,
and he went to school there. He became a plumber. It is
interesting to note that a national serviceman who also
proudly says he was a plumber went on to be the
longest serving coach of Essendon Football Club. We
all know that is Kevin Sheedy. So plumbers have a
good record, not only in the community but importantly
also with the armed services.
I think it exemplifies the work of our veterans that
people like Private Ted Kenna was awarded a Victoria
Cross. Anzac Day gives many people the opportunity to
understand the stories of people like Ted Kenna.
The other thing I want to talk about is the fact that last
year, as a private citizen and on a private holiday, I
visited Anzac Cove. I have done a couple of
memorable things since I was made the shadow
Minister for Veterans Affairs: a couple of years ago I
walked the Kokoda Track, to understand what our
veterans went through in Papua New Guinea, the
closest country to Australia, and to understand what
those people did — and the member for Benalla is here.
We understood a little about the tortuous efforts that
those soldiers went through in living there for many
months. We had a bit of auxiliary help: we had walking
poles, sleeping bags and a lot of things that many of our
veterans did not have when they were fighting on the
Kokoda Track. I do not believe we honour enough the
service of those soldiers in turning events around and
preventing what could have happened when the
Japanese were heading towards Australia.
As I said, I visited Anzac Cove last year as a private
citizen; I went there like the young ones do. I arrived
there on a bus at 2 o’clock in the morning. With my
wife, Judie, and other friends, I went down to where
most of the young ones were sleeping in their sleeping
bags, sat down there with them and spoke to them.
Then we watched the sunrise. Up until then I had not
realised how steep the cove cliffs were. That
highlighted again what our Australian soldiers went

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM AMENDMENT (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Thursday, 25 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

555

through in preserving the rights that we Australians
enjoy today.

the later years of life, and I think it is a great time to
honour the service they have given to Australia.

I have many RSL sub-branches in my area, but more
importantly I want to talk about the fact that we are led
very well in Victoria by the state president, Major
General David McLachlan, AO; the chief executive
officer, Michael Annett, CSC; and many other veterans
who are involved with the leadership of the RSL in
Victoria. I pay tribute to the work they do for our
communities.

The last thing I want to talk about is the fact that we are
heading towards the centenary of Anzac Day in a few
years, and I know also that each year the Spirit of
Anzac Day awards are presented to students in years 9
and 10 who have the opportunity to apply for this
special award. It is a great opportunity for young
Victorian students to travel overseas to some of our war
graves and, as has been mentioned by other members, I
really commend the work done by our war grave
commission in preserving the honour of these people.

I want to also talk about the 19 RSL sub-branches that I
have in my electorate. They are at Balmoral, Casterton,
Cavendish, Coleraine, Dimboola, Dunkeld, Edenhope,
Glenthompson, Hamilton, Harrow, Horsham, Jeparit,
Kaniva, Lake Bolac, Natimuk, Nhill, Penshurst,
Rainbow and Willaura, and I also have the influence of
the Ararat RSL sub-branch which covers a lot of the
south-east corner of my electorate.
I have been invited to speak at the Anzac Day dawn
service at Rainbow this year, and I look forward to
having that opportunity. In the lead-up to Anzac Day
this year I have been invited to the commemoration
church service on 18 April. This is a significant event
because it identifies the commencement of Anzac Day
commemorations in Victoria, so I look forward to
attending that service on behalf of the coalition and,
more importantly, highlighting the enormous work that
has been done by our veterans.
The other thing I want to say in the short time I have
left is that last week a commemorative service for the
Darwin Defenders was held. I had planned to attend an
event at the Shrine of Remembrance on 19 February; I
thank Ken Davison for the invitation and I apologise
that at late notice I had to withdraw because of
circumstances beyond my control.
Not only is that commemorative event for the Darwin
Defenders held here in Melbourne at the Shrine of
Remembrance but it is also held every year in
Horsham. A lot of people from the Wimmera area
served in Darwin during the Japanese invasion on
19 February 1942. I commend the enormous work that
has been done in my electorate by Frank Kelm, Bill
Taylor and Maurice Gertz to make sure that this
Darwin Defenders event is a special one.
They hold it at the Horsham College. The students, not
only from the Horsham College but from around the
Wimmera region, get involved, and the councils and a
lot of other people make it a very special service to
remember the Darwin Defenders. Many of them are in

Whether it be at Kokoda or at Anzac Cove, in many
places across the world there are special places where
our brothers and sisters who have died before us while
serving for Australia have been looked after. The Spirit
of Anzac awards are a great opportunity for young
students but they provide also a great experience for the
students. They return to Australia and speak to other
members of the community on a wide range of topics
that they have learnt about as they have travelled
around the world.
I will be strongly supporting this bill. I know there are
concerns, even with the RSL, that there could be some
unintended consequences, but I believe we should get
this bill through, make sure we do everything we can to
preserve our special day, Anzac Day, this year, 2010,
and for every year hereafter. If there are unintended
consequences, let us fix them up at a later stage. I wish
the bill a speedy passage.
Mr LIM (Clayton) — I welcome the opportunity to
speak in support of this bill, which recognises the
dignity and solemnity of Anzac Day, 25 April. Anzac
Day is our most important day of remembering and
reflection as a nation. It has often been commented that
Australia celebrates a defeat. I believe the official war
historian C. E. W. Bean best captures the significance
of the Anzac. In his work Anzac to Amiens — A Shorter
History of the Australian Fighting Services in the First
World War, Charles Bean had this to say about the first
Anzacs:
Yet for the withdrawing Anzacs Gallipoli had a special
meaning. It was not merely that 7600 Australians and nearly
2500 New Zealanders had been killed or mortally wounded
there, and 24 000 more (19 000 Australians and 5000 New
Zealanders) had been wounded, while less than 100 were
prisoners. But the standard set by the first companies at the
first call — by the stretcher-bearers, the medical officers, the
staffs, the company leaders, the privates, the defaulters on the
water barges, the Light Horse at the Nek — this was already
part of the tradition not only of Anzac but of the Australian
and New Zealand peoples. By dawn on 20 December Anzac
had faded into a dim blue line lost amid other hills on the
horizon as the ships took their human freight to Imbros,
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Lemnos and Egypt. But Anzac stood, and still stands, for
reckless valour in a good cause, for enterprise,
resourcefulness, fidelity, comradeship, and endurance that
will never own defeat.

These values of freedom, a fair go, mateship, service
and sacrifice are still what define us as a nation and
make us proudly Australian. This is why Anzac Day is
as important as ever.
The diggers from the First World War may all be gone
and those surviving from the Second World War are in
advanced years, but their memory lives on in the
generations of Australians that have followed. As the
number of our diggers declines, younger Australians
celebrate Anzac Day in increasing numbers, whether
they travel to Gallipoli or attend dawn services around
the country. Clearly Anzac Day remains our memorial
day.
Young Australians participate for several important
reasons. They appreciate that it is the spirit of the Anzac
which defines us as a nation and makes us uniquely
Australian. For many it is personal. It is a time to
honour their fathers and grandfathers and the sacrifice
they made.
This bill honours not only the first Anzacs of the Great
War, but also those who came after them in the Second
World War and in conflicts such as those in Malaya,
Korea, Vietnam and, more recently, the Middle East
and Afghanistan. It honours their selfless service and,
for too many, their ultimate sacrifice. The bill does this
by restricting the trading of licensed premises between
3.00 a.m. and 12 noon on the morning of Anzac Day in
time for Anzac Day in 2010. Appropriately, there are
several exemptions, including of licences held by the
RSL or a sub-branch of the RSL.
This bill asks just a little from licensed businesses and
their patrons as a mark of respect to those great
Australians who gave so much. I commend it to the
house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I will make a very brief
contribution to debate on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill 2010, which, as has
been stated by previous speakers, restricts the serving of
alcohol on Anzac Day. Like many other people in this
house and, I think, all members, I support this bill —
but not just that. I vigorously support Anzac Day and
what it represents. Anzac Day is not a jingoistic
celebration, it is an inclusive celebration. It is a
celebration that does not demonise our enemies in that
conflict, it celebrates them. I acknowledge the great
work that members of the Turkish community in
Victoria have done to celebrate and enhance the Anzac
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Day celebration, particularly people in the northern
suburbs, like Sucettin Unal and others.
I would also like to say that Anzac Day has included
persons from overseas who served as allies of
Australian servicemen during conflicts such as the
Vietnam War. I acknowledge a constituent in my
electorate, Thien Dang, who has done a lot of work
with Vietnamese veterans from the South Vietnamese
armed forces who served bravely with Australians.
Anzac Day is a celebration not just of those who gave
their lives but of all Australians who served in conflicts
to preserve our democracy and of all those who served
as our allies — and, in fact, of those in the Turkish
nation who helped to forge in conflict the modern
Turkish republic. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to be
able to join the debate on the Liquor Control Reform
Amendment (ANZAC Day) Bill. I say at the outset, as
many speakers have said during this debate, that it is
vitally important we remember the significance and
solemnity of Anzac Day and what it represents. In
particular, it is important that an adequate level of
respect is shown to veterans and to the families of
veterans. It is important that we keep a very clear focus
on what Anzac Day is all about. Consider the day this
bill was introduced into this house — that day marks
the anniversary of a crucial battle in New Guinea
during the Second World War in which some
300 Australians and 12 000 Japanese lost their lives.
That was the Battle of Wau in Papua New Guinea.
It was concerning to see some limited examples last
Anzac Day of disrespectful behaviour. That has led to
the changes outlined in this bill, under which all venues
that serve liquor will be prohibited from doing so after
3.00 a.m. This will mean that patrons in nightclubs or
pubs around the city or in other parts of Victoria will
have time to finish up and head home well before the
dawn services begin across Victoria. It is obviously
very important that the Shrine of Remembrance in
Melbourne in particular be spared from any
disrespectful behaviour.
In the last couple of weeks I have had time to consult
with the president of the Greensborough RSL, Mr Lee
Webb, about this bill. As you would imagine, he is very
supportive of the provisions in the bill. I have also
consulted the members of the committee of the
Watsonia RSL club, and they too have expressed strong
support for the provisions this bill includes.
While I am on the subject I want to pay tribute to those
two RSL clubs for the work they do in my local
community. They contribute in a whole range of ways,
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but in relation to this bill they do a lot of work at local
schools. For example, Watsonia RSL runs an Anzac
Day scholarship program which supports primary
school students going into secondary college by giving
modest but important financial support to help with the
purchase of books and so on. This sort of work in the
community helps to educate young people and to
remind them of the importance of Anzac Day. It is
through the leadership of RSL clubs such as those at
Watsonia and Greensborough that we will see fewer
examples of the behaviour we saw at the shrine last
year.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOTSIRAS
(Bulleen).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 February; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I am very
pleased to speak on the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill. This is an important bill
generally for the energy industry, for the environment
and for the future of Victoria. It is very important that
these activities are part of the process to ensure that
Australia, Victoria and our energy generation moves to
a low-carbon-emission base. The coalition supports the
development of carbon capture and storage and other
clean coal technologies because they are of critical
importance for the future of our state. Victoria is
heavily reliant upon brown coal. Depending on whose
figures you believe, approximately 95 per cent of our
electricity in Victoria is generated by brown coal, but it
is also a source of our competitive advantage because it
is a cheap source of energy. However, from the
perspective of greenhouse gas emissions it is an
unfortunate polluter.
Our economy, jobs and communities right across the
state, but especially in the Latrobe Valley, are
particularly reliant upon coal, and the future of the coal
industry and those communities will be affected by the
development of carbon capture and storage
technologies.
Along with drying and gasification, a full carbon
capture and storage program is a significant opportunity
because it can lead to a massive reduction in emissions
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of up to 80 and 90 per cent, which would be an
excellent outcome for the environment and for
communities across the state, so it is worth trying to
achieve. However, it is important to note that this is not
the only objective we should have in trying to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. Unfortunately we are still
awaiting the government’s climate change white paper
and the associated legislation, which has been
repeatedly delayed.
We also need to look at other emission-reducing
activities such as other forms of carbon capture and
storage, including algae, which has already been
mentioned by the member for Malvern, and also
sources of renewable energy — wind, solar and
geothermal — which are very important opportunities
for our community but must be undertaken with the
support of local communities. Unfortunately we have
seen an approach by the government which has
neglected to involve communities in having a say on
these renewable projects.
I turn to some aspects of the bill. The bill re-enacts with
modifications provisions regulating exploration and
recovery activities and petroleum facilities. It also
provides for the regulation of geological storage of
carbon dioxide. The agreement between the
commonwealth, the states and the Northern
Territory — the offshore constitutional settlement —
establishes that the offshore area within 3 nautical miles
of the coast is within the jurisdictional area of the
relevant state and territory, which is obviously what we
are dealing with in this bill. Areas beyond that 3nautical-mile limit are under the jurisdiction of the
commonwealth. A bill which has been debated and
passed by the federal Parliament complements this bill,
and those bills have been drafted to fit nicely together.
The bill establishes a system for greenhouse gas storage
site exploration similar to the system for offshore
petroleum and exploration recovery permits, leases and
licences. The purpose is to allocate those permits to
those who wish to explore and identify potential areas
for sequestration of greenhouse gases under the ocean.
If an area is deemed to be suitable for greenhouse gas
operations by the minister, a greenhouse gas holding
lease can be issued over the relevant area as allocated
by a competitive tender.
As I have said, members of the coalition support carbon
capture and storage technologies and their expansion
and the enabling legislation to achieve that.
Nevertheless we have some concerns in relation to the
bill, although we are not opposing it at this time. The
particular area of concern which was outlined very
eloquently by the member for Malvern is the issue of
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limitation of liability and the fact that we are taking a
position which is divergent from that of the
commonwealth.
The commonwealth act provides that all liabilities are
transferred to the Crown 15 years after the greenhouse
gas injection operation is closed, but the Victorian bill
fails to recognise any such limitation, so there is a clear
distinction between the two. The concern is that the
liability remains with the company after the surrender
of the licence and after 15 years. This is likely to impact
on the development of greenhouse gas storage in
Victoria within that 3-nautical-mile limit, because
companies will be faced with a choice between
competing sites, given that if everything else is the
same, one site will have limited liability and the other
unlimited liability. Logically you would think that they
would favour those sites with limited liability. Our
concern is what the implications might be for Victoria
of having this difference between the commonwealth
act and the Victorian act.
We also have some concerns about the regulations.
Many regulations will accompany this act, but they
have not yet been developed and we are concerned
about how detailed they will be. For example, the
definitions clause of the bill states that ‘greenhouse gas
substance’ means:
(a) carbon dioxide, whether in a gaseous or liquid state; or
(b) a prescribed greenhouse gas, whether in a gaseous or
liquid state …

The details are to be in the regulations, but we have not
yet seen them, because the regulations have not yet
been developed.
Another concern on which it would be helpful to have
some answers from the government and the minister is
the environmental management of such sensitive
projects as offshore petroleum and greenhouse gas
storage. Our understanding is that the Department of
Primary Industries will undertake the environmental
work relating to greenhouse gas storage operations. The
Environment Protection Authority is a well-respected
regulator of environmental issues, but it has been
excluded from this process in favour of the DPI.
Members of the coalition would like an explanation
from the government of why that is the case.
As I have said, carbon capture and storage is important
for the future of the state. It is particularly important for
the Latrobe Valley, and it requires support to enable the
technologies, which are still a long way from being
proven, to be put in place and developed. The
government must focus on other areas of carbon
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capture and storage, other areas of renewable energy
and other ways of reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Coalition members have some concerns about
provisions for the limitation of liability for activities in
Victorian waters not being included in the bill, in the
regulations or in the oversight of environmental
management. For those reasons the opposition will not
oppose the bill, but we look forward to the successful
development of important technologies for the future of
our state.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to support the
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill
2010. The aspect of the bill I will discuss is the
facilitation of geological storage of carbon dioxide.
This is one of the most significant issues this
Parliament can deal with because a large body of
science suggests that carbon dioxide is causing
atmospheric warming through the greenhouse effect
and that if the concentration of greenhouse gases in the
atmosphere continues to rise, there is every likelihood
there will be a significant rise in temperatures which
will have a serious impact on the environment. One of
the important ways to deal with that is to reduce the
emissions of greenhouse gas. That can be done in a
number of ways, and in particular in this bill we are
talking largely about carbon dioxide.
Carbon dioxide is produced by humans as a result of
burning carbon, usually to produce energy for transport
or electricity. Once the carbon dioxide is produced
there are a number of ways to reduce those emissions;
and in this case we are talking about sequestering the
carbon underground. There are proposals to sequester
carbon in deep ocean storage, but sequestering it
underground after it has been produced through the
burning of coal for electricity, as in this case, makes
geosequestration a likely outcome in Victoria.
This is an important aspect because coal is an abundant
and relatively cheap source of energy, and as has been
discussed, it provides baseload power. All this gives us
great advantages, and Victoria is blessed with large
supplies of coal that have allowed us to develop energy
supplies at a relatively low cost. However, while I
welcome the support of opposition parties for this bill,
anyone who expects geosequestration to take place
without an effective price being imposed on carbon
dioxide emissions is kidding themselves. To sequester
carbon dioxide and to place it into geological storage
requires capturing the carbon after combustion, then
pumping that carbon to sequester it underground. This
will use energy and cost money. By its very nature,
more coal will have to be burnt to produce the required
amount of electricity; without there being a price on
carbon, geosequestration simply will not take place.
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Some members who support geosequestration have
stated in this chamber that they believe it is an
important part of the future for dealing with the
greenhouse gas emissions, the future of the
environment and our energy security, but without
having a commensurate price on carbon, none of that
will happen. This debate has to come back to first
principles that if we support this bill because in large
part it allows the opening up of opportunity for
geosequestration, then we must realise that
geosequestration will simply not take place without a
price, whether it be achieved directly by a carbon
trading system in some form, or indirectly through
regulation and a less efficient form than a carbon
trading system. Without that price on carbon,
geosequestration will not take place and the provisions
of this bill will remain irrelevant. I commend the bill to
the house. It is an excellent step forward and I hope it
will build on Victoria’s strengths as an energy producer
and help to build a sustainable future for our state.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The first
purpose of the legislation is to re-enact the Petroleum
(Submerged Lands) Act 1982 which regulates offshore
exploration of petroleum recovery operations within
Victorian coastal waters. The second purpose of the
legislation is to provide regulation of the geological
storage of carbon dioxide (CO2) in Victoria, including
Victorian coastal waters. In both purposes the term
‘Victorian coastal waters’ is used and is defined as
being within 3 nautical miles offshore. When we are
talking about geological storage of carbon dioxide, if
that storage facility extends beyond the 3-nautical-mile
limit then there has to be cooperation between federal
and state agencies with regard to the storage.
As other speakers have said, Victoria is very dependent
on brown coal-fired electricity for baseload power to
power our homes, industries and provide jobs for
Victorians. It could be said that the Victorian economy
post-Second World War has been built on the
developments of the brown coal industry in the Latrobe
Valley. All Victorians have much for which to thank
the pioneers of the brown coal industry and the people
of the Latrobe Valley who have built that industry
which provides the baseload electricity power at a low
cost to Victorian industries, creates Victorian jobs and
drives our economy. In my own electorate Portland
Aluminium, which provides 600 direct jobs and
probably an equal number of other jobs for contractors
and people who service the industry, is very dependent
for its production of aluminium on the low-cost brown
coal electricity from the Latrobe Valley. Portland
Aluminium is Victoria and Australia’s largest single
exporter.
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Similarly in my electorate and across Victoria the dairy
industry has been built not only on the back of our fine
agriculture, great irrigation systems and high rainfall
areas in south-west Victoria, but it is also an industry
that really depends on electricity, both on the farm and
in particular for milk processing. It is one of the leading
employers and one of our largest exporters. The dairy
industry is a large user of electricity. It has been said
that between 94 per cent and 98 per cent of Victorian
electricity production is coal fired from our brown coal.
It is also estimated that Victoria has a further 500 to
1000 years supply of brown coal.
It is important to Victoria that in a carbon-constrained
economy in the future we are able to develop
mechanisms to capture and store the CO2 emitted by
the generation of electricity in the Latrobe Valley so
that we can continue to benefit from the enormous
resource we have in Victoria. It is absolutely critical to
the Victorian economy and the quality of life of all
Victorian families that we deal with this issue.
Carbon capture and storage has the opportunity to play
a key role in tackling this challenge. The state coalition
strongly supports the research efforts and trials which
are currently under way. One of those trials is in
Nirranda, which is in the electorate of Polwarth but it
also adjoins my electorate. Those trials are testing
geosequestration for carbon capture and storage. We
support that research and we support other research
associated with testing, refining and improving carbon
capture and storage technology. We understand there
are a number of options available to do with CO2,
including geosequestration, research with respect to
using algae and perhaps even bacteria, to capture and
store carbon. There are real opportunities in terms of
soil carbon, where we can produce some win-win
outcomes in terms of storing carbon and improving the
quality of our soils at the same time. All of those things
need to be researched, and we support those research
efforts.
In conjunction with this bill, it is important to talk not
just about coal-fired electricity and carbon capture and
storage, as the bigger picture also involves looking at
the alternate energy opportunities that are available in
Victoria and that we should pursue. Therefore I am
deeply concerned that there has been a serious policy
stuff-up — and there is no other way to describe it other
than as a stuff-up — made by the Rudd Labor
government and its Minister for Environment, Heritage
and the Arts, Peter Garrett, that has put hundreds of
jobs at risk and vital alternate energy projects on hold in
south-west Victoria.

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE BILL
560

ASSEMBLY

I quote from the Australian of 13 February. It says:
Australia is facing a renewable energy investment ‘strike’,
with projects worth billions of dollars on hold and workers
being sacked because of a flaw in the policy that was
supposed to drive the switch to large-scale clean power.

Further on it states:
When the Rudd government closed its $8000 solar rebate
scheme, it shifted rooftop solar domestic hot water heaters
into the RET along with a special deal for household solar
rooftop panels to make the incentive attractive to domestic
consumers.
That left the scheme with five times as many renewable
energy certificates as it was designed to have, and drove
down the value of the renewable certificates big energy users
are required to buy to meet their renewables target.
The renewable energy certificates are trading at just over $30
instead of the $50 or more expected in most business plans.
The Clean Energy Council says the result is a renewable
energy market flooded with cheap certificates, which has
completely undermined the business case for more expensive
larger scale projects.
‘Without changes there will be no investment at all on an
industrial scale in renewable energy for up to seven years’,
said Clean Energy Council chief executive Matthew Warren.

An article in yesterday’s Age states:
Renewable energy backers warned the design flaws were on
the brink of costing jobs. Wind turbine maker Keppel Prince
Engineering said it had to decide this week whether to sack
up to 150 workers at its plant at Portland in Victoria’s south
west.

It goes on to say that the Victorian Minister for Energy
and Resources — and I give credit to him — agrees
with the Victorian opposition and with the federal
opposition that this has been a policy stuff-up by Peter
Garrett and the Rudd Labor government, and that it
needs to change.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — Correct. The Minister for
Energy and Resources deserves credit for standing up
to the Rudd Labor government which has made a mess
of this policy. It is putting jobs at risk in my electorate.
What is on hold is a 174-turbine wind farm at
Macarthur, worth $800 million. AGL is saying — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — I have always been and still am
a strong supporter of wind farms in areas where the
communities support them, like the Macarthur wind
farm. AGL has also put on hold its 500 megawatt gasfired power plant for Tarrone. Steve Garner of Keppel
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Prince Engineering told me only recently that he has
put 70 workers on leave for a month; if that wind farm
does not go ahead, those workers will have to be
sacked. In addition, there are another 30 jobs at risk.
But if the wind farm goes ahead, and if Peter Garrett
and the Rudd Labor government get their policy
settings right, not only would those workers not lose
their jobs but there would be another 100 workers
employed at Keppel Prince. It is solely at the discretion
of the Rudd Labor government and Peter Garrett, who
have got this policy wrong. They have stuffed up the
policy, and the Minister for Energy and Resources here
in Victoria agrees with that. Under the Labor
government we lost 136 jobs in Portland when Vestas
closed in December 2007, and now we have hundreds
of jobs at risk because of a policy failure by Peter
Garrett and the Rudd Labor government.
When we are talking about carbon capture and storage,
and geosequestration, we know they are the vital
components for a future for the Latrobe Valley brown
coal energy industry. We strongly support research into
geosequestration, and we strongly support the
development of alternate energy. That is why Portland
needs to be recognised as the alternate energy capital of
Victoria and Australia.
We are the home of wind farm development, which I
support strongly. We are the home of wave energy
developments, and tests are going to be conducted off
Portland. We are the home of geothermal and hot rocks
development. There is an opportunity to demonstrate
how solar works in one of the most southern parts of
mainland Australia. It is an alternate energy capital. We
need to go forward with both coal-fired power and
alternate energy.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise in support of the
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Bill 2010. As I said previously today, the benefits, if
there are some, of being in opposition are that you can
always have a bet each way, and so opposition
members never support bills — they just do not oppose
them. They say they support the objectives ‘but’, and it
is always the ‘buts’ we hear a lot about.
This must be a difficult issue for the coalition, because
probably half of its members do not believe in climate
change, and therefore I cannot imagine why they would
think carbon is a problem. I am not quite sure why
coalition members are going through any of these
processes if they do not believe in climate change.
Nonetheless the bill seeks to set up a regulatory
framework to deal with carbon capture and geological
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storage technologies as they develop in this country.
This framework is really important for many reasons. It
is important for both industry and for our communities.
It is very important for industry because it shows the
government is serious about developing carbon capture
and storage technologies in Victorian coastal waters,
and along with the commonwealth government this
government is committed to ensuring consistency
across the country, which sends a clear message to
industry.
It is also important that the community has confidence
that all injection and storage operations are done in a
manner that minimises risks not only to public health
but also to the environment. We know these
technologies are developing fairly quickly, and they
need to, and we have seen some good outcomes with
the Otway project that is continuing near Noranda in
Victoria. That is a terrific project which offers us
opportunities to see these technologies at work and
understand how they can benefit us in the future.
Victoria in particular has a vested interest in these
technologies because we are a very large user and have
large storages of brown coal. We know we will need to
rely on brown coal for a fair part of our energy needs.
Carbon capture and storage will play a key role in this
state, in particular in ensuring Victoria meets its
greenhouse gas reduction targets. I remind the house
that in 2006 the government set a long-term target of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 60 per cent of
the 2000 levels by 2050. Victoria’s climate change
green paper articulates the commitment and urges the
commonwealth government to set a national emissions
reduction target of 80 per cent by 2050. We know these
technologies will play a critical role in us achieving
those targets.
For these reasons it is important to have regulatory
frameworks that are transparent and which give
confidence to industry and to the community. They will
ensure Victoria remains a leading state in developing
these technologies and in meeting the greenhouse gas
targets we are very proud to set. I urge the opposition,
both in this state and federally, to wake up to the
imperative to develop these technologies and to
appreciate the threat that increased carbon emissions in
the atmosphere creates for us.
I believe this is a challenge that requires bipartisan
support and urgent action on the part of all governments
across the world, but I think it is particularly important
that Victoria, being such a large user of brown coal,
leads the charge in this area. It is for this reason that I
am very proud of the commitment this government has
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shown to developing these sorts of technologies. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I think the last time
we discussed geosequestration I preceded the member
for Macedon, so it must be something about the subject.
The bill we are discussing this afternoon is a reasonably
good attempt to combine one of the oldest activities of
the industrial age — that is, the search for a reliable,
consistent and relatively cheap energy source — and
one of the newest challenges for the post-industrial age,
and that is how we deal with the by-product of
converting that material into energy and how we deal
with the waste of that process. In this case the waste is
carbon dioxide. Each of those things is an immensely
complex issue. Each has an enormous downside if we
get it wrong, and each also has great potential benefit if
we get it right.
The complexity of the task in this instance is made
somewhat greater because of the federal-state
demarcation issue, which was itself the subject of a
landmark settlement over 30 years ago. The task is also
simplified because, to a large extent, we are simply reenacting the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act 1982
with what the explanatory memorandum describes as a
‘modest number’ of policy changes. I will come back to
that in a couple of minutes.
I note that the second paragraph of the explanatory
memorandum indicates that:
The purpose of this bill is to provide a more user-friendly
enactment that will reduce compliance costs for the upstream
petroleum industry and for the governments that are charged
with administering it.

I do not know how anyone can claim, when they have
taken a 360-page act and turned it into a 967-page bill,
that they are cutting red tape. That is a very long claim,
and perhaps that is part of the core of the problem that
we in opposition have with this bill.
The second part of the task is dealing with waste — the
whole carbon capture and storage subject. While the
protocols and practices for petroleum exploration and
recovery and all the processes that go with that have
been refined — no pun intended there — over a long
period, the processes for carbon capture and storage are
relatively new.
I do not intend to go into the specifics of the bill.
Clearly, given the size of it, time would not permit me
to do so. In terms of the petroleum aspects of the bill
there are a couple of things that are worth commenting
on. The first is the expanded definition of ‘petroleum’.
Whereas the original legislation essentially referred to
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‘naturally occurring hydrocarbons’, this piece of
legislation contains a much expanded definition that
refers to gas that may have been reintroduced into a
petroleum pool and later recovered. So it is a product
that could either be the original product, the original
product with additives, the original product with fewer
constituent parts or a mixture of all of the above. That is
an important change to the legislation.
I also indicated earlier that I would come back to the
section of the explanatory memorandum that refers to
the ‘modest number’ of policy changes. The only
reference to a policy change I could find in the bill
related to the definition of the word ‘explore’. In the
original legislation the word ‘explore’ was not defined
at all; it was simply intended to be a dictionary
definition. Under this legislation there is a substantial
expansion of the definition to include seismic
surveying, seabed sampling and the various forms of
exploration currently in practice, in large part to ensure
that speculative survey companies are in fact included
in the legislation and that the exploration work is linked
to a title. That is an important part of the legislation as
well.
Before I talk about the greenhouse gas storage aspects
of the bill I think it is useful to reflect on the relatively
narrow area of operation we are talking about. We are
not talking about huge offshore areas. We are only
talking about the 3-nautical-mile-wide strip around the
Victorian coast. That is the ‘land’, ‘submerged land’ or
‘sea’ — however you wish to describe it — that was
the subject of the offshore constitutional settlement
which was reached at the Premiers Conference in June
1979. I was interested to read a document that was
printed the following year by the Australian
Government Publishing Service entitled Offshore
Constitutional Settlement — A Milestone in
Cooperative Federalism. I thought that was interesting
because it is a term the Premier has sought to coopt and
very much make his own, when it was in fact around in
1979. Of course it was the Hamer and Fraser
governments of the day that made that cooperation a
reality.
The settlement followed a High Court decision, which
in turn was prompted by the passage of the Seas and
Submerged Lands Act 1973. Essentially the outcome of
the settlement ensured that legislation would be passed
with the agreement of all state parliaments, and I
understand it was the first time that section 51(xxxviii)
of the Australian constitution was going to be used to,
amongst other things, ensure that the territorial seas, the
3 miles breadth, would be placed under the control of
the states, which of course was what everyone had
thought was the case until the High Court decision.
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Members might say why should the states continue to
administer that 3-mile zone plus the enclosed waters,
like Port Phillip Bay and Western Port bay. While they
may generate some problems, wherever you have
boundaries and demarcations, you are going to have
issues of overflow.
It is important that given the environmental
sensitivities, particularly, of the intertidal zone and the
areas in proximity to the shore and also the incredible
connection that people have with that part of the
environment that the states retain control over the
abutting areas of the coast. It is an area that could have
significant impact on the environment. It could also
have a significant impact on the amenity of the lifestyle
of all Victorians. It is important we retain that authority.
Those greenhouse gas principles in parts 3, 5, 6 and 8
of the bill have some history. The original legislation on
greenhouse gas geological sequestration was debated in
Churchill some 16 months ago. That act is in place for
land-based activities. In 16 months events have moved
rapidly. But it remains important that we move towards
a clean coal environment, particularly in terms of
brown coal. It is critical for the future of jobs in the
Latrobe Valley; it is critical for the future of our state’s
energy; it is critical for the whole security and future of
our economy. It is an abundant resource. By some
accounts we may have an energy supply for half a
millennium, which is a difficult concept to grasp. We
simply cannot afford to squander that.
Yes, there are some issues. There is no doubt it is
complicated. We need to be concerned with the issues
regarding long-term viability. The member for
Doncaster and the member for Malvern have dealt with
that issue. Yes, there are some challenges, particularly
environmental challenges, along the way. But like the
issues regarding the original bill, these issues are not
insoluble. I have no doubt that given the abilities and
skills of our scientists, researchers and technicians, they
are more than capable of sorting out any challenges.
This is an important step forward in the clean energy
debate. Despite some deficiencies, I am more than
happy to not oppose the bill.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill 2010. From the outset I
have to say it is pleasing that members opposite are
supporting the bill.
This bill sets up a regulatory framework for the
exploration, recovery, injection and permanent storage
of greenhouse gas substances in the Victoria offshore
area. It represents another positive move by the Brumby
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government that adds to a long string of initiatives to
combat climate change.
This bill follows on from the successful Greenhouse
Gas Geological Sequestration Act, which was
introduced and passed in 2008. Specifically the bill sets
up a system for regulating the following activities: the
exploration of petroleum, the recovery of petroleum,
the construction and operation of infrastructure
facilities relating to petroleum or greenhouse gas
substances, the construction and operation of pipelines
for conveying petroleum or greenhouse gas substances,
the exploration for potential greenhouse gas storage
formations and the injection and storage of greenhouse
gas substances.
When we talk about the injection and storage, which is
known as carbon capture and storage (CCS) of
greenhouse gases, we are referring to the emerging
technology that will allow us to make significant cuts in
carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions from stationary CO2
sources, such as power stations and chemical plants, by
capturing greenhouse gases, liquefying them and
injecting them into underground geological formations
for the purpose of their permanent storage, thereby
eliminating the harmful effects they would have on our
atmosphere. As some members would know, there are
promising indications about being able to store those
gases in the offshore area of Victoria.
The bill before the house re-enacts the Petroleum
(Submerged Lands) Act 1982 with a small number of
changes to the structure and style of the legislation. The
bill implements a small number of policy changes from
the framework set out in the Petroleum (Submerged
Lands) Act 1982. The management regime for offshore
petroleum exploration, production, processing and
conveyance that is proposed in this bill is largely
unchanged from what is set out in the Petroleum
(Submerged Lands) Act 1982.
In accordance with the Australian regulatory guiding
principles for carbon capture and geological storage,
this bill is largely consistent legislation developed by
the commonwealth and being developed by other states
and territories with respect to the offshore underground
storage of carbon dioxide and other gases.
The proposed legislation is also broadly consistent with
the act pertaining to Victorian onshore areas — that is,
the Greenhouse Gas Geological Sequestration Act
2008. It has been stated on numerous occasions in this
house that the Brumby government is committed to
reducing atmospheric greenhouse gas emissions by
60 per cent by 2050 compared to 2000 levels. The bill
before the house again highlights this government’s
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commitment to achieving this goal and, moreover, it
sends a clear signal to Victoria’s residential and
business community that we are committed to
achieving this goal and will continue to pursue the
storage of greenhouse gases as a means to do this.
On Monday I was pleased to hear the Minister for
Energy and Resources announce that the Victorian
government would be contributing $1 million towards
funding a survey to investigate carbon storage potential
in Bass Strait. The federal government has also
provided $4.5 million towards that survey project,
which will cover 16 500 square kilometres in Bass
Strait and is expected to be completed in April.
The information from that survey will be used to
develop a state-of-the-art three-dimensional geological
model of the Gippsland Basin that maps underground
formations and their characteristics to assist in
determining the geological feasibility of carbon storage
in that area. The survey will be administered under the
federal Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Act 2006. This is just another example of how
the Brumby government is taking action on climate
change.
In summary, it was the state Labor government that
introduced a renewable energy target — it was the first
state to mandate such a target. This bill will allow for
the expansion of the emerging industry of carbon
capture and storage technology and the promotion of a
greater awareness of climate change and this
government’s uncompromising resolve to combat
climate change.
This type of technology presents us with possibly the
best balance between utilising our natural resources
whilst also limiting the damaging effects this has on our
environment. Any moves such as this bill to encourage
the use of this technology should be supported. I fully
support the bill and wish it a speedy passage through
the Parliament.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Bill. It is quite a substantial piece of legislation
and involves a very technical process. The legislation
around this impacts on so many existing licences,
tenements, areas and potentially other industries. This is
an important piece of legislation. We have had only the
last couple of weeks to look at the potential impact of
legislation of, in effect, about 1000 pages and two
volumes, which is fairly difficult to do. But I
understand the interrelationship between the state and
federal governments and the responsibility between the
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states for inside and outside the 3-mile state
jurisdictional limit.
My area of Gippsland East substantially covers a large
part of the Gippsland oil and gas fields, which
predominantly make up the areas viewed as needing to
be regulated by the offshore petroleum and greenhouse
gas storage legislation. There are many risks involved
in undertaking what is being proposed through this
legislation. The biggest concern is making sure that the
greenhouse gases we are potentially capturing and
storing in these areas will be contained forever. It is
counterproductive to go through the process of
collecting but then not containing greenhouse gas.
I understand a fair amount of what is currently being
done in the oil and gas fields and how they are linked
together. I am fortunate to have been briefed on the bill
and to have seen the images of the structures. Also,
prior to coming to Parliament I worked in the
commercial fishing industry and spent a lot of time out
in the areas where the oil and gas fields are now
situated. Essentially the oil and gas fields are all
interconnected.
Basically what we have are upside-down containers, if
you like; that may be a fairly broad term, but the gas
flows from one to another and is trapped in solid
structures over the top, or the gas and oil is trapped in
porous rock. Throughout time, when shelves lift and
fall, it gets trapped, but it will flow through under that
and into other areas.
The reason this is important is that other industries are
affected by what happens in the oil and gas fields. In
Gippsland there has been a lot of concern for many
years about the impact of the extraction of oil and gas
out of the offshore Bass Strait fields. It has impacted on
the Latrobe aquifer and water use by the farmers.
Whilst much of the water use of the Latrobe aquifer is
in the electorate of the member for Gippsland South, it
also extends through a large part of my electorate.
Members might be aware that historically there have
been hot springs at Metung. They are natural springs
where basically hot water has bubbled up out of the
aquifer. Many farmers in the area have extracted water
from these aquifers. But because of the extraction of oil
and gas from the offshore fields, these aquifers no
longer run at pressure, and farmers have had to extend
their bores and pumps quite significantly, at significant
cost. That is having a major impact on the agricultural
industry in my area. There is also subsidence in some
areas along the coast because of the removal of oil and
gas from these fields.
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In a perfect world repressurising the aquifers in the oil
and gas fields should mitigate some of the other
industry risks. But none of these things is very simple,
and it is important that we get right the framework, the
regulation, the legislation and the rules around where,
when and how we undertake these activities so that we
do not impact on other industries. One of the worst
things we could do is store carbon dioxide in some of
these fields and then impact on the oil and gas
extraction in a neighbouring reservoir. Likewise, the
financial risk to businesses involved in that investment,
or even the liability of governments, would not be
acceptable.
According to the evidence there are clear impacts on
industries like the commercial fishing industry. We
have seen that not only the exclusion zones around
pipelines and oil and gas rigs but also the seismic
activity that is used to identify fields has an impact on
commercial fishing reproduction. It is important we
make sure that all of the industries that are impacted by
oil and gas extraction or carbon gas storage are
protected in legislation. The technical challenges are
clearly there. It will not be simple. We have to not only
capture the greenhouse gas off the back of the power
stations but also pipe it out into these areas and
recharge it.
I will use an example. We have a small gas field in the
far east up near Marlo called the Patricia-Baleen. They
have looked at the extraction of gas out of small fields.
The technology is available for what we are talking
about here. One of their components was that they were
treating very pure gas out of one small field. They
would do that one first because when they extracted the
gas out of it, they would reprocess gas from another
field, which was not quite as clean. They would reinject
the unwanted gas back into the original field. So the
technology is available for the re-injection of gas, water
or other components. I understand it is not actually gas
they are re-injecting; it is actually a liquid form that is
pressurised and put back into the basins.
The reason we are doing this is essential. Clearly in
Victoria we rely too much on brown coal for our
electricity production, and we have to reduce our
greenhouse gas emissions and our impact on the
environment. It is very clear that we need to take
substantial action in reducing our carbon footprint. This
is one of the technologies that may make a substantial
improvement to our environmental footprint.
Environmentally I think it is very important that we
find the technology to do that and to do it right, but I
think the biggest thing is intergenerational equity. We
must make sure that we clean up the brown coal
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emissions and diversify into a range of different
renewables and other forms of electricity production.
But we are still going to rely on coal as a major portion
of our electricity generation in the future, so anything
we can do to improve the environmental performance
we should do, and greenhouse gas capture and storage
is one such thing.
In East Gippsland clearly we have substantial empty
reserves. The extraction of gas and oil from those fields
over a large number of years has created space, but we
need to make sure there are no outside impacts and that
we do not damage other industries as we go through
this process.
With those words, I will be supporting the legislation
before the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill 2010. This is obviously
an extensive and comprehensive piece of legislation
that does a number of things. I would like to confine
my contribution to the aspects of regulation
surrounding the geological storage of carbon dioxide.
Obviously this aspect is pertinent to the Morwell
electorate and the wider Gippsland community. As we
know, a host of coal-fired power generators operate in
the Latrobe Valley accounting for approximately 95 per
cent of Victoria’s energy needs: Loy Yang A has a
capacity of 2200 megawatts, Hazelwood power station
has 1675 megawatts, Loy Yang B has 1026 megawatts
and Yallourn has 1480 megawatts. A lot of people
forget that we have the Morwell power station with a
generating capacity of 170 megawatts.
One of the challenges for us all is to ensure that we
minimise our carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions from
coal, and one of the methods identified by which we
can do that is carbon capture and storage. Depending on
who you believe, there is something like 500 years
worth of brown coal available for us to utilise, and
research has identified that in the Gippsland Basin there
may be some 285 years worth of greenhouse gas
storage capacity.
The energy industry is integral to the Gippsland
community. Some recent work done by a consultant
group commissioned by Latrobe City Council has
identified the economic benefits of the energy industry
to the Latrobe Valley and its associated industries. It
shows that in the vicinity of $280 million per year is
contributed to the local community, which is 21.2 per
cent of the gross regional product. It also shows that
125 employees are directly included in the coal mining
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sector and an additional 1705 people are employed in
the supply sector. That gives some indication of the
importance of the energy industry
As the member for South-West Coast suggested in his
contribution, there are trials on this technology being
undertaken in the Otways currently, but this is not the
silver bullet; there are other ways and means of
cleaning up our energy industry that we need to
investigate and inquire into.
Certainly there are alternative technologies; I do not
believe anybody thinks we should not investigate solar,
wind or geothermal technology and the like. I think
these are exciting projects that require further
investigation. One such project is producing an algae
product from capturing CO2 emissions and using it in
what is called the algae synthesiser project. There is a
memorandum of understanding between a company
called MBD Energy Ltd and Loy Yang Power looking
at trials of undertaking this technology. I find that quite
exciting. The reality is that this technology for carbon
capture storage is many years away.
I want to take the opportunity to acknowledge the
Minister for Energy and Resources who has been very
apolitical, in my view, in ensuring that the Gippsland
members of Parliament have been kept up to speed on
some of the work being conducted on the storage
capacity in the Gippsland Basin. I acknowledge him for
keeping us briefed on that.
But we face a number of different challenges in
reducing our CO2 emissions from brown coal energy
production. Unfortunately there is a perception in the
community that we can simply shut down Hazelwood
power station tomorrow and everything will be fine.
That would not be the case. We know the generators’
capacity in the Latrobe Valley is quite high, and if we
took one of those offline, it would have an enormous
impact across Victoria not only on the business
community but on households as well.
I certainly want to make note of the number of studies
have been conducted on the impact of the emission
trading scheme at a federal level. If that legislation were
to pass in its current form, it would have a significant
impact upon the Latrobe Valley community, as was
identified in the Victorian government’s climate change
green paper. Whilst there have been a lot of nice words
in acknowledgement of this fact, as we enter the new
world of cleaning up our brown coal electricity
production we need to ensure there is a plan for our
local economy, so we are not disadvantaged.
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In saying that, I acknowledge the carbon capture and
storage technology. Some trial projects have been
undertaken by Loy Yang Power; those results have
identified that it is possible to capture the carbon
dioxide emissions. The next challenge is how we deal
with them. This legislation is a good step in the right
direction, and I wish it well.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I support the
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill. I
note, as other speakers have, that experts like Ross
Garnaut, David Karoly or Graham Pearman all
acknowledge that we need to take a variety of actions if
we are going to reduce our net greenhouse gas
emissions. Carbon capture and storage in its various
forms is one technology that provides a lot of promise,
and it has produced one of the largest bills I have ever
seen in this house.
It is good that we are acting now to set up a framework
for this concept. It is something that will serve us well
in the coming years, because there still remains an
awful a lot of research, expertise and expensive testing
to go into this, as other members have suggested.
Carbon capture and storage involves geological storage
or ultimately geosequestration. The Speaker has
organised a number of briefing sessions on emerging
issues, and there has been one on this subject; I think it
was held last year when experts talked to the audience
about this technology.
This bill is large because it re-enacts the previous
legislation — namely, the Petroleum (Submerged)
Lands Act 1982 — to provide for the regulation of
petroleum operations. The bill also establishes the legal
and regulatory framework, including the system of
titles and rights, to enable the conduct of greenhouse
gas operations in Victoria’s offshore areas, and it
ensures consistency with the commonwealth legislative
framework. The commonwealth passed amending
legislation in November 2008 in the form of the
Offshore Constitutional Settlement.
This bill covers the arrangements for the capture
processes for greenhouse gases which would be
regulated under the Environment Protection Act. The
transport of captured greenhouse gas substances would
be via pipelines on shore under the Pipelines Act. But
once those pipelines reach the shore they would be
regulated under the pipeline licences provided for in
this bill.
This is very important legislation, because in 2006
Victoria made a commitment to a long-term target of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 60 per cent of
2000 levels by 2050. Our climate change green paper
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articulates the commitment and urges the federal
government to set a national emissions reduction target
of 80 per cent by 2050.
This bill is part of a wider context. I am very pleased to
see that a lot of work is going on already in Victoria,
and some projects have received funding from the
Energy Technology Innovation Scheme. These include
$90 million towards the development of a carbon
dioxide storage and transport system, $3.5 million to
investigate the feasibility of building a small-scale plant
at an existing brown coal power station and a range of
other projects which will look at ways of dealing with
carbon dioxide emissions. This bill provides for the
storage and other arrangements of these emissions. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — In the brief moment that is
left before the sitting is suspended for the lunch break, I
will not go into the detail of the bill because other
speakers have done that, but there are key issues with
carbon capture and storage. Lots of questions are being
asked, such as ‘What are the costs? How efficient is it?
What should be done with the contaminants? What is
the storage capacity? Is it safe?’. If I could get a
message through on this process, it would be that we
ask everyone to hasten slowly as there are so many
unanswered questions.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.06 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling questions,
I acknowledge in the gallery today the former Minister
for Community Services, Kay Setches. Welcome, Kay!

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ombudsman: government support
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Ombudsman’s
comments that:
Attempts are made from time to time by people or
associations with vested interests who have been found out, to
attack and undermine the office or its investigators —

I ask: given that a number of members of the Brumby
government, including Mr Theophanous, a member for
Northern Metropolitan Region in the Legislative
Council, and the President of the Council, Mr Bob
Smith, have sought to attack and undermine the
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Ombudsman, will the Premier now express his total and
full confidence in and support for the Ombudsman, or
is it in fact the Premier himself who is responsible for
the campaign to undermine the Ombudsman because
this government bullies and intimidates anyone who
stands up to it?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to all members
that many have had their opportunity to interject at this
question time, particularly the members for Lara and
Polwarth.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question, because on our side of
the house we have always expressed full support and
confidence in the independence of the Ombudsman. I
have made the point many times in this chamber that
under our government we have enshrined these
positions in the constitution. We have given the
Ombudsman additional powers and, might I say,
additional resources.
The Leader of the Opposition’s question, I have to say,
was news to me today, because the only people that I
am aware of who want to do away with the
Ombudsman are the state opposition.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — It is exactly true.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
debate the question. I ask the member for South-West
Coast to cease interjecting, and I suggest to the member
for South-West Coast that he is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — I am happy to check the record,
but my recollection would be that on every occasion in
this house and publicly we have expressed full
confidence in and support for the Ombudsman. We
have done that because we believe the Ombudsman is a
vital part of the armoury that we have in this state to
protect public administration, protect public integrity
and tackle corruption.
It first started back here some years ago when someone
used a very pejorative expression about the
Ombudsman as a cardigan wearer — it was again the
then Leader of the Liberal Party — so the attacks on the
Ombudsman in this state have come from the Liberal
and National parties.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is clearly debating the question. I ask you to
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draw him back to the question and answering it
properly.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is debating
the question, and I ask him to come back to government
business.
Mr BRUMBY — I can only repeat that we have
consistently supported the role, the importance and the
independence of the Ombudsman.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — This was an amazing question,
like the interjections now! The record will show there
has been constant criticism of my support and our
support for the Ombudsman. That is what the record
will show. We had the embarrassing spectacle of the
former New South Wales Premier, Nick Greiner, down
here at the weekend hitting the Liberals’ plan for an
ICAC (independent commission against corruption) for
six!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Mr BRUMBY — That is what he did. Do you
know what he said, Speaker?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will refrain
from debating the question.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, our position in
supporting all the independent officers of the
Parliament — the electoral commissioner, the AuditorGeneral, the Ombudsman, the Office of Police
Integrity — is on the record. We have been consistent
in our approach, unlike those opposite, who have had
seven different positions over the last three years.

Water: government initiatives
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is for the
Premier, and I refer him to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family. Can the Premier update the
house on how the government is delivering on its water
plan and what benefits it is delivering for communities
across Victoria?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Geelong for his question. I joined the member for
Geelong and other Geelong MPs, with the Minister for
Water, last week as we made another very positive,
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good news announcement about water for Geelong, and
I will come to the detail of that in a moment.
The point of this question and the point of my answer,
as it is to come, is that on our side of the house we have
had a very clear view and a very clear plan in terms of
water security for our state.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby will cease interjecting in that manner. I ask
for some cooperation from the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr BRUMBY — The Arundel Puddle!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Mr BRUMBY — Our plan for water security in our
state has five key planks — firstly, of course, the
desalination plant, which is progressing now very
rapidly indeed, being Australia’s largest desalination
plant.
Ms Asher interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is warned.
Mr Trezise interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! And so is the member
for Geelong.
Mr BRUMBY — It will cost $3.5 billion for the
largest desalination plant in Australia, which is already
generating hundreds of jobs through south-eastern
Victoria and eventually thousands of jobs for our state.
Melbourne currently recycles more of its wastewater
than any other major city in Australia, and we are
investing in the eastern treatment plant.
As far as conservation goes, we have our Target 155
campaign — a great campaign, embraced by Victoria
but opposed by those opposite — and the new shower
head campaigns and water tank rebates are effective.
Under Target 155, by the way, I am advised that
Ballarat, Sunbury, Macedon and Melbourne households
are now the most water efficient in the state.
The fourth plank includes the water grid, which we are
building across the state: the Hamilton pipeline; the
Geelong pipeline; Sugarloaf, which we have opened;
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, which is bringing water
security — bankable capital, bankable assets — to the
people of the Wimmera and Mallee; and the goldfields
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super-pipe. That water grid is now securing supplies
across our state for Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong and
more than 40 towns in the Wimmera and Mallee.
The fifth plank of our water plan is the irrigation
upgrades and the $2 billion Northern Victoria Irrigation
Renewal Project — the biggest water-saving project in
Australia and in Australia’s history — which will save
up to 400 billion litres of water and give 80 per cent of
those savings back to Victoria’s farmers and rivers.
Whatever way you look at these projects, these are
transformational projects. These are great projects for
our state: securing our water future, generating jobs and
securing new industries for us.
As I indicated, last Friday we were in Geelong with
Barwon Water for what was a fantastic announcement
for Barwon Water and for the people of Geelong —
that is, the easing of water restrictions down to stage 3,
which means that there will now be 8 hours of watering
and more water for sporting grounds, bowling greens,
cricket wickets, tennis courts and golf greens.
There is a similar story across the state, and it is a great
story to tell. From 1 January this year Ballarat and
Bendigo went from stage 4 to stage 3; in October last
year Horsham went to stage 1; and now towns such as
Swan Hill, Echuca, Stawell, Mildura, Shepparton and
Yea are on stage 1 water restrictions; and the towns of
Warragul, Traralgon and Wonthaggi have no
restrictions at all.
Let me conclude on this note: in February 2009,
47 towns were on stage 2 water restrictions; today there
are 15. In February 2009, 58 towns were on stage 3;
this month there are 44. In February 2009, 104 towns
were on stage 4 with exemptions; this month there are
64. In February 2009, 48 towns were on stage 4, and
this month there are 18. This is a great story across our
state, and most importantly we are seeing the level of
restrictions eased, particularly in regional Victoria.
In all the things we are doing, in all our new
investments — whether it is the Sugarloaf pipeline, the
desalination plant, the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline,
recycling or the Northern Victoria Irrigation Renewal
Project — all of these things are delivering water
security to our state, which will help us to generate jobs
and maintain our livability in the future. The
government has a clear plan in relation to this matter.
This is a plan which is delivering results to the people
of Victoria and particularly to country Victorians.
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Schools: government promotional material
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — My question
is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to a letter received
by his office on 15 February from Felicity Wilkeson,
whose daughter is a prep student at Moorabbin Primary
School.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order. The member for Eltham!
Ms WOOLDRIDGE — In her complaint to the
Premier, Mrs Wilkeson wrote:
Could you please refrain from using our children as political
messengers.
I am absolutely appalled that school-aged children are given
political propaganda under the thin disguise of sporting
information to take home.

I ask: why did the Premier not act 10 days ago to stop
the distribution of his political propaganda promoting
himself to primary school students?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think it is fantastic
that the government cares so much for local
communities that we are investing $75 000 to upgrade
the Highett oval. It is a good thing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will come to order.
Mr BRUMBY — My understanding is that local
residents are delighted with this investment from our
government — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern.
Mr BRUMBY — In relation to the question raised
by the honourable member, my understanding is that
the honourable member for Mordialloc did produce a
leaflet, as she is entitled to do and as many members of
Parliament do. She provided that leaflet to the Highett
cricket and football clubs, and one of the members of
those clubs, who is not a member of a political party,
believed it would be a good thing to put that — —
Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby!
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Mr Hulls interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier!
Ms Pike interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Education!
Mr BRUMBY — My understanding is that the
pamphlet was provided to the school through one of the
members of the school council. It was intended as a
promotion of the registration for young people to join
the Highett cricket and football clubs — —
Mr Merlino interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs!
Mr BRUMBY — The member for Mordialloc did
not request that the pamphlet be attached to the
newsletter. As I described on radio earlier this morning,
the individual concerned has made an innocent mistake
in doing what they thought was the right thing for the
cricket and football clubs.

Fishing: Snobs Creek native fish hatchery
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. I refer to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family. Can the minister inform the
house as to what action the Brumby government is
taking to improve recreational fishing opportunities and
how investing in recreational fishing benefits
Victorians, particularly those in our regional
communities?
Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I thank
the member for Seymour, who joined me last week to
turn the first sod of a $1.3 million investment that the
Brumby government is making in a native fish hatchery
at Snobs Creek. The important thing about this
investment, in the immediate sense, is that it provides
up to 50 construction jobs — and they are not just
50 construction jobs, as important as that is. They are
50 construction jobs in a bushfire-affected area where
that economic stimulus will be greatly appreciated, I am
sure.
Let us go back and put the Snobs Creek facility into
historical perspective. The Snobs Creek facility was
outsourced by the previous government, thereby not
only reducing the reliability of availability of fish for
stocking in Victoria, but also massively increasing the
costs. After the Labor government was elected, we
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returned Snobs Creek fish hatchery activities in house,
gaining from that not only reliability in producing fish
but also, by being able to do it more efficiently, the
ability to stock more fish.
The next step we are putting in place is the native
species hatchery at Snobs Creek. That will provide us
with the opportunity to stock Murray cod, golden perch,
trout cod and Macquarie perch — all valued species as
native fauna and also very much valued by recreational
fishers.
At this stage I want to congratulate the fisheries staff
and the scientists who have made it possible for us to be
able to do such fishing. What does this mean to Victoria
and to regional Victoria? It means that the
721 000 Victorian fishers can enjoy greater fishing
opportunities right throughout the state. It is a massive
spin-off in terms of jobs, small business and the
recreational activities that families can enjoy around
this state.
To give a little bit more historical perspective: the
Labor Party promised in its election commitment in
2006 an investment of $43.9 million for recreational
fishing policy initiatives. It has got a tick against every
one of the 19 initiatives it outlined back in 2006. There
was an alternative, which was the slashing of this
amount by 80 per cent, which would have been a
massive cutting of the recreational opportunities that
Victorian fishers could enjoy. Of course this alternative
came from a party that hopped into bed with a dog and
caught a bit of a flea, and it was that party’s
policy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
confine his remarks to government business, and I ask
members of the opposition not to jeer in that manner.
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Albert Park not to interject in that manner.
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Schools: government promotional material
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — My question
is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his answer to my
previous question, and I ask: why did the Premier
authorise and distribute another advertisement, this time
promoting himself to students at Mordialloc Secondary
College, which was also then given to students to take
home to their parents?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I have got no
knowledge of the document described by the member.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker,
perhaps the Premier might look at the full-page ad on
page 3, and a picture of himself saying, ‘We are coming
to Mordialloc’. Do you want to have a look? There it
is — in the school newspaper!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier on the point
of order.
Mr BRUMBY — I have not completed my answer,
Speaker.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for South-West Coast
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the member for South-West Coast will leave
the chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am quite happy to keep
suspending members.
Honourable member for South-West Coast
withdrew from chamber.

Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not need the
assistance of the member for Bass.
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Mr HELPER — I ask the 721 000 Victorians who
enjoy recreational fishing to reach a conclusion on who
will best represent them into the future — those for an
80 per cent cut or those for $43.9 million invested in
regional jobs and recreational fishing opportunities.

Questions resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
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Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I was saying, I am
not aware of any leaflet which has been distributed of
the type described by the member. I am aware that we
had a community cabinet in that area. From my
perspective and from that of the government, we are
very proud of community cabinets. We have taken the
community cabinet to more than 100 communities
across the state. We take the whole of the cabinet out to
communities. We go to businesses, schools, sporting
clubs, elderly citizens clubs and ethnic communities —
and we listen to what people say.
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How bizarre it is that the opposition would scurry
around with a silly question like this.

Children: early childhood services
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Questions interrupted.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Minister for
Water to cease interjecting in that manner, and I once
again warn members of the opposition not to jeer in that
manner or they will be named and sent from the
chamber.
Mr BRUMBY — I still remember the very first
community cabinet we had, which was in Wangaratta.
Literally hundreds of people through the north of the
state were hungry for the opportunity to speak to the
government of the day, which opportunity they had
never previously had. When you take community
cabinet out — —
Honourable members interjecting.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the member for Warrandyte is asked to leave
the chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.
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Questions resumed.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members of the
government to come to order.
Mr K. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier sat down before. He answered that he did not
know anything about it. He sat down, and it was only
that the member for Kew got up and raised an issue.
The Premier had never even got up on a point of order.
He said ‘No point of order’. Now he is rambling on and
trying to make excuses, and he should not even be on
his feet speaking straight after — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough on
the point of order. There is no point of order.
Mr BRUMBY — It stands to reason that if you are
taking the cabinet out to a certain area — whether it is
Wangaratta, Bendigo, the eastern or south-eastern
suburbs or Mordialloc — what we try and do is give the
community some notice in advance. What we try and
do is say, ‘The cabinet will be there and the Premier
will be there, and if you want to speak to the Premier or
speak to ministers or attend the function, this is what
you do’. I would have thought this is a great thing.
This is a great thing about strengthening democracy. It
is great thing about taking government to the people.

Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is to the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. I refer to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the minister
inform the house how the Brumby Labor government is
investing in early childhood services to support young
families across Victoria?
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — I thank the member for
South Barwon for his question. This government
understands what is important to young families. The
member knows that early childhood services are very
important to young families. I was really pleased to join
with the member for South Barwon recently when we
visited the Moriac kindergarten to open the renovated
spaces there.
That renovation was made possible by a $90 000 grant
from the Brumby government to ensure that there were
extended spaces for the families in that community. The
Moriac kindergarten is sharing in $71 million of capital
funding for kindergartens and children’s centres right
across Victoria, including $47 million going towards

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
572

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 25 February 2010

98 children’s centres right across rural and regional
Victoria and metropolitan Melbourne.

markets and other affected businesses facing price hikes
in many cases of up to 600 per cent?

I also had the great opportunity to visit Warrnambool
last week to open the Warrnambool Children and
Family Centre, a centre that brings many different early
childhood services together under the one roof.
Originally it was an information centre, and it is now
providing three-year-old kinder, play groups and
maternal and child health services.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the member for Gippsland East for
his question. While I have the opportunity I will
acknowledge the role he has played in his community
in standing up and recognising that alcohol-related
antisocial activity is a problem right across the state.
The member has stood up as a non-government country
member and acknowledged that in parts of his
electorate there are problems that need to be dealt with,
and I commend him for that stance.

In fact an immunisation service was under way while I
was visiting, and a huge number of people were
involved in the delivery of early childhood services at
that opening. That demonstrated the importance that
families place on early childhood services. That centre
was no. 54 of the children’s centres we have opened
right across Victoria, and all of them have been
fantastic examples of a partnership between the state
government, local government and the community.
While I was down there I also inspected the Portland
children’s centre, which is another great example of a
centre that will be opened shortly. In fact other regional
children’s centres in planning or under construction are
in Wodonga, Bendigo, Ballarat, Port Fairy, Moe,
Beaufort and Foster. There are 28 centres currently
under construction or in planning right across Victoria.
This would not have been possible without the
investment this government has made in children’s
centres.
Starting a family and owning your own home are
aspirations that most people in this house understand.
We understand also that housing affordability is a
major factor for young couples wanting to start a
family. Some people just do not seem to get that. This
government understands that and understands that all
children deserve to have the best possible start in life.
That is achieved through integrated, co-located early
childhood services, and that is exactly what we are
getting on with. We are ensuring that every child has
the best possible start in life.

Liquor licensing: fees
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — My question
without notice is for the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
The changes to the liquor licence regulations have
severely impacted on businesses throughout country
Victoria. As the government has finally announced
changes to the liquor licensing tax hikes for music
venues, I ask: when will the government also intervene
to address the crippling fees imposed on wine bars,
small-scale packaged liquor outlets, bed and breakfast
establishments, country hotels, wineries, farmers

The government is committed to the most profound
reforms in liquor licensing for at least a generation. We
made that clear at the time we launched the Victorian
alcohol action plan, and the liquor licensing reforms fit
into a very broad strategy of reform. It is true, and we
have acknowledged it, that these reforms have given
rise to a series of challenges, not just for the industry
but for the government as well.
Indeed by coincidence last night during the
adjournment debate the member for Murray Valley
raised a number of very good examples, I thought, that
demonstrate the work we have to do in a number of key
areas. We had that exchange, and I will not repeat
everything I said. The Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Murray Valley were here last night, and we
had quite an exchange.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — The shadow minister was not
here last night. I do not know where he was, but
nevertheless it was a productive exchange, and I
encourage the member for Gippsland East to read that
in Hansard.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest that the
minister come back to the question and not discuss last
night’s adjournment debate any longer.
Mr ROBINSON — Some of the issues raised last
night — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Malvern
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern has already been warned, and under standing
order 124 I ask him to leave the chamber for
30 minutes.
Honourable member for Malvern withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Liquor licensing: fees
Questions resumed.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The issues that have been touched upon and
were certainly touched upon yesterday demonstrate
some changing business activities within our licensing
system. The point I was making last night with respect
to the issues raised by the member for Murray Valley is
that often now we have licensing categories that do not
reflect accurately the changing activity in those
categories.
A good example of that would be bed and breakfast
establishments which have never been identified as a
separate licence type but have become a far more
important part of the tourism industry and regional and
rural activity. We have a challenge, and we are
committed to working with that sector, for example, to
try to identify ways in which it might be given better
recognition and therefore separate treatment under our
licensing system, which is not currently the case.
With respect to the live music industry mentioned by
the member for Gippsland East, the issue we have been
working on very productively in recent weeks — and I
nominate the member for Bentleigh and the Minister
for Housing for the work they have done — has not
actually been about liquor licensing fees; it has been
about conditions and the way in which conditions are
applied to that particular part of the licensed industry.
That has been a practice in place for some 10 years, and
the industry has come to us to seek modifications to the
way in which those conditions are applied. We have
been able to accommodate it through a new accord, and
I think that will be very productive.
With respect to wineries and farmers markets I can say
that this again is an issue the Victorian Wine Industry
Association has brought to us. I met with the
association last week, and it has made numerous
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representations. Increasingly farmers markets are
becoming a more important part of what wineries do,
and we recognise that. I advise the member for
Gippsland East that in recent weeks there has been a
change of policy by the director of liquor licensing. The
director has written to the Victorian Wine Industry
Association. I quote from her letter, which states:
The current policy is that a licensee of a winery can attend a
maximum of three markets on a single licence … I have
reviewed this policy. To help promote the high-quality
boutique wines of Victoria, I have issued new guidelines for
licensees to obtain a renewable limited licence to supply their
wines at markets.
Licensees who hold either a vigneron’s licence or renewable
limited licence can apply for a temporary limited licence that
authorises the licensee to attend and sell their wine at up to
12 market events in one year under the one licence. The
applicant would be required to list the markets that they wish
to be authorised to attend, and if a winery wishes to attend
more than 12 markets in any one year, then an additional
temporary limited licence will be required.

The effect of that change is that wineries wanting to do
that under that system will pay proportionately less than
the amount they paid under the old system. That is an
example of the way in which regulations can be
changed to accommodate changing business practices.
In closing, I give a commitment to the member for
Gippsland East that we will continue to work with
different parts of the industry, whether that be the small
rural hotels where we have commissioned further
research or whether it be wineries, clubs or bed and
breakfast establishments, to ensure that we get a more
functional liquor licensing system going forward.

Racing: government initiatives
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is to the
Minister for Racing. Can the minister inform the house
how the government is assisting the thoroughbred
racing industry to make racing safer for its employees
and horses and of any threats to its plans to strengthen
country racing?
Mr HULLS (Minister for Racing) — I thank the
member for her question and her interest in country
racing. It was with the greatest pleasure that I recently
announced the rollout of the new Maw Safe Rail
running rails as part of the Brumby government’s
passionate commitment to strengthening regional
racing in general, and racing safety in particular, in this
state. The running rails are developed and produced
right here in Victoria. They were invented here in
Victoria by a fellow by the name of Dan Mawby, who,
from memory, is a plumber from Mordialloc. He came
up with a fantastic idea for producing plastic running
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rails, and already they have been installed at
Flemington and at Caulfield, and they will be installed
at 25 rural and regional racetracks across Victoria over
the next 13 months.
The Brumby government is contributing more than
$2 million to this project through the $86 million
Regional Racing Infrastructure Fund which, as
members know, is the largest ever regional
infrastructure fund in Victoria’s history. On this side of
the house we are passionately committed to the racing
industry. We want to make sure it is as safe as possible
for all participants, and these new plastic rails will
ensure the greatest standard of safety for race
participants anywhere in Australia or indeed around the
world.
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redevelopment, which will see it return to racing and be
able to conduct TAB meetings.
I conclude on this note: we are passionate about
investment in infrastructure in regional and rural racing
clubs. We believe regional racing is part of the bigger
picture of supporting families and local communities
and securing an industry that certainly provides modern
facilities for local communities. It is an industry that
provides a focal point for local communities, and most
importantly it is an industry that provides jobs and
opportunities for thousands of Victorian families. We
are about ensuring country clubs and picnic clubs not
just survive but thrive, unlike those opposite who
believe they are a drag on the industry.

Crime: knife attacks
There has been interest from other parts of the world. I
understand Dubai has expressed interest in these safer
running rails. Not only will they keep people safe, they
will keep people in jobs as well. They are much safer
for horses, but they will also help provide work for
employees at local companies. They are being
produced right here in Victoria, and they will sustain at
least 30 jobs.
The $86 million fund, together with the Living Country
Racing program, supports all three codes of racing in
this state; it also includes picnic race clubs. I was asked
about threats, and I have to say that recently I noticed
an attempt to talk down the fund and the industry. The
person said picnic clubs would not be eligible for
access to this fund unless they met certain targets set by
the industry. I am happy to say to country clubs and to
picnic clubs that it is nonsense. It is a lie; it is nonsense
and it is not true.
My research shows that it is being spread by the same
person who previously advocated in the Hamilton
Spectator that country clubs should not continue to be a
drag on the industry if they do not meet certain targets.
It was said by none other than the honourable member
who has been kicked out of this place, the shadow
Minister for Racing.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Deputy Premier
to limit his comments to government business.
Mr HULLS — Speaking of Hamilton, on Sunday I
will be at the Hamilton Pacing Cup to officially reopen
the new racetrack at the Hamilton Harness Racing
Club. I hope all members of this house take the
opportunity to be there, because the day will be bigger
than Ben Hur! The club received some $400 000 from
the infrastructure fund to support the track

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. Does the Premier stand by
the government’s claims on radio this morning that
there are now so many stabbings in Victoria that any
requirement to report these incidents would clog up
Victorian hospital emergency departments?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question. I think under standing
orders he is required to provide the quote. I ask him to
do that.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members of the
government will come to order! The Leader of The
Nationals, on a point of order.
Mr Ryan — Thank you, Speaker. For a start, I did
not quote. What I am able to say — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Mr Ryan — What I am able to say is that on radio
stations this morning this was what — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order.
Mr Ryan — What I am able to tell the house is that
on the 8.00 a.m. news on radio stations such as 3AW
this was the message being conveyed on behalf of the
government, and I ask the Premier: does he stand by
that message from the government?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 25 February 2010

ASSEMBLY

Mr BRUMBY — As I have made very clear to the
house this week, the government has been changing the
law and tackling the practices that lead to crime. I think
the opposition has the view that whenever you put the
word ‘mandatory’ in front of something, it is going to
change something, it is going to make it tougher or it is
going to reduce the incidence of a crime. What we have
been doing through increased resources, through
tougher powers and through changes in laws is tackling
the root causes of this problem.
As I indicated yesterday, when we announced the
changes in 2007 we doubled the penalties for carrying
or for using prohibited weapons, such as daggers or
flick knives, or controlled weapons such as fishing
knives, to $28 000 or two years in prison. There have
been a number of changes since then. We also
introduced the increased search powers for Victoria
Police. During the first use of these powers in January
at Footscray railway station 182 people were searched;
7 people were detected carrying 12 weapons, including
a machete.
We have provided additional police. As I said this
week, I forecast additional measures including more
advertising, the bringing forward of the amnesty and a
crackdown by Consumer Affairs Victoria. There may
be further initiatives — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question is clearly being debated by the Premier at a
time when his own spokespeople are saying these
measures would delay doctors treating other patients
and would do nothing to reduce knife crime, and when
his own spokesman is saying — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard enough of
the point of order. I reminded the Leader of The
Nationals yesterday that making points of debate under
the guise of taking a point of order is in fact contrary to
the standing orders. I ask the Premier to confine his
remarks to the question.
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Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, the measures we
have taken are designed to attack crime and to attack
the root causes of crime. In relation to doctors: they and
nurses are there to provide care and the best health
services, and that is what we believe they should do.

Employment: government initiatives
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is
for the Minister for Regional and Rural Development.
There are no quotes or pretend quotes in this question. I
refer to the government’s commitment to make Victoria
the best place to live, work and raise a family. I ask: can
the minister inform the house about the Brumby Labor
government’s drive to create jobs and build the whole
state, and are there any other approaches?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am delighted to answer the question
from the member for Ballarat East, whom I will come
to in a moment with respect to some great jobs
announcements in the Ballarat area.
As we on this side of the house know, it is the Brumby
government that has been doing the hard work and
showing leadership to make sure we are supporting
investment and growing jobs right across the state.
There is certainly evidence that the approach that we
have taken to grow the whole of the state is working.
We need look no further than the most recent
employment figures that have been released by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. The employment
figures for the last quarter told us that of all the jobs
created across regional Australia, 86 per cent were in
regional Victoria, so nearly 9 out of 10 jobs created in
regional Australia were created in regional Victoria.
These figures are the result of an approach of this
government involving hard work and investment in our
regions, but we also know that in the past others have
taken a different approach. I would like to quote from a
Monash University report released in January of 2000.
The report pointed out that:

Mr BRUMBY — The approach — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You are out of touch, mate. Fair
dinkum!
The SPEAKER — Order! Once again I ask the
Leader of The Nationals to cooperate with the smooth
running of question time. I ask the Premier to ignore
interjections. I ask the Leader of The Nationals not to
continually interject.

Regional Victoria has also suffered more in employment
terms from the rationalisation of government services initiated
by the Kennett government.

On this side of the house we are about governing for the
whole of Victoria — opposition members may not like
it, but it is certainly the truth — and about securing jobs
and investment right across the state.
The member for Ballarat East asked about some of
these examples. I would like to share them with the
house. We recently provided $2.1 million through the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund — a
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fantastic fund — to Burra Foods in Korumburra. We
are helping Burra Foods with a major expansion of its
factory; it is going to grow its export opportunities in
the dairy industry and, most importantly, secure 80 jobs
in that area.
I visited CMI Industrial in Ballarat with the member for
Ballarat East a couple of weeks ago. The Brumby
government is supporting CMI Industrial by securing
100 jobs in Ballarat and Horsham, but most importantly
helping it to expand and provide a further 125 new jobs
across Ballarat and Horsham — a fantastic outcome for
that region.
Finally, an outstanding example of the government
working with industry and the unions to get a very
strong outcome is the great story of Inghams chickens.
This could have been a very different story for Victoria,
the workers and the chicken growers in the south-east
of Melbourne and through to Gippsland. As we know,
in January Inghams lost its factory in Somerville in a
fire. With government support Inghams is going to be
helped to rebuild its factory on the same site. Inghams
could have gone anywhere else — it could have gone to
South Australia or Queensland — but it has chosen to
rebuild here in Victoria, securing hundreds of jobs,
creating hundreds more during the construction phase
and securing employment for the future workers at the
factory. I think that is what you would call ‘poultry in
motion’ for that part of the state.
We are supporting investments right across Victoria,
and you might ask why the Brumby government wants
to support jobs growth across Victoria. Why do we
want Victorians to have rewarding careers and good
jobs for themselves and their families? It is because we
want them to have a good quality of life and to make
sure they have the opportunity to own their own homes.
Others, as the Monash University report pointed out, do
not support jobs but are big supporters of rising house
prices. The only people who like rising house prices are
real estate agents such as the Leader of the Opposition,
who are happy to see prices go through the roof.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development that question time is
not an opportunity to attack the Leader of the
Opposition.
Ms ALLAN — As you can tell, this is clearly not an
approach the Brumby government supports. We
support working families, whether they be in
Somerville, the south-east of Melbourne, Korumburra
or Ballarat. We support workers and their families right
across the state. We want them to have good jobs, a
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great life for themselves and their families and to be
able to afford their own homes.

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak very briefly on the bill currently
before the house, the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill.
I want to make a few very brief comments following on
from the contributions made before lunch. If we accept
the proposition that the capture and storage of carbon
produced from man-made activity to generate
electricity is important for the future of this state, then
we are on common ground with the opposition. We
accept and welcome its support for this bill. But where
we differ from those opposite is on their hypocritical
stance. On the one hand opposition members got up in
this Parliament before Christmas last year and said they
supported the notion that there is man-made climate
change as a result of the increase of carbon in the
environment and said that something needed to be done
about it, but in the very next breath and on the other
hand they removed themselves from the position of
supporting the notion of a market-based system to
capture carbon, the ensuring of appropriate pricing and
a cap on carbon being produced in the community.
Those opposite now say they support this element of
the government’s strategy, and they support the issues
about promoting alternative energy sources, particularly
renewable energy sources, but they oppose the
fundamental building stone of that at the federal level,
and they adopt that position now at the Victorian level.
It is the one run by the climate change sceptics, and it is
the one run by climate change deniers — that is, there is
no room for a market-based cap and trade system.
I find myself drawn to the conclusion of Ross Garnaut,
the head of the Victorian-initiated review of what a
carbon cap and trade system might look like — which
was then later adopted by the federal Labor
government, taken over and turned ultimately into a bill
that is now, for the third time, before the federal
Parliament. When asked to comment on the
opposition’s alternative policy, Ross Garnaut said on
ABC radio that he had not given it much thought. Then
he said:
To think that regulation decision by bureaucrats and
governments can reach the right conclusions is I think
delusional. The only way in which you can take rational
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decisions is through market processes which can deal with
very large amounts of information.

He then concluded:
I thought that debates over government taking huge decisions
about resource allocation ended with the fall of the Soviet
Union.

Those opposite, the once proud leaders of the freemarket approach who balanced the market and
community approaches, now have this view that they
are, with their federal friends, the Soviet-styled
commander control champions when it comes to
promoting renewable energy and dealing with the real
issue of climate change.
We welcome the opposition’s commitment to
supporting this bill, but we urge it to persuade its
federal colleagues and to adopt at the state level the real
position to drive that change to provide the market basis
for ensuring that we promote renewable energy to the
point where we have a sustainable energy source for the
future development of the Victorian economy and the
Victorian people, by supporting the cap and trade
system in this particular area. With those few
comments, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise to speak on the
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill
2010. The purpose of the bill in relation to Victoria’s
offshore areas is to re-enact, with modifications,
provisions regulating petroleum exploration and
recovery activities in petroleum facilities and to provide
for the regulation of the geological storage of carbon
dioxide.
The agreement between the commonwealth, states and
Northern Territory, known as the offshore
constitutional settlement, provides that the offshore area
within 3 nautical miles is substantially within the
jurisdiction of the relevant state or territory, while the
area beyond 3 nautical miles is within the jurisdiction of
the commonwealth.
The commonwealth Parliament legislated the Offshore
Petroleum Amendment (Greenhouse Gas Storage) Act
in 2008. It covers the commonwealth’s offshore waters.
The Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
Bill is intended to be complementary to the
commonwealth act and cover Victoria’s coastal waters.
The Victorian bill re-enacts a complex system of
provisions regulating petroleum exploration permits,
petroleum retention leases where production is not
currently viable but is expected to be viable within
15 years, petroleum production licences to produce
petroleum and infrastructure licences for facilities on or
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attached to the seabed concerned with processing,
storing or preparing petroleum for transport.
The bill also provides for the regulation of greenhouse
gas operations, including the granting of authorities that
enable exploration for geological storage formations
and the injection and storage of greenhouse gas
substances.
The most significant difference between the Victorian
bill and the commonwealth bill is the limitation of
liability. The commonwealth act provides that 15 years
after a greenhouse gas injection operation can be
closed, all liabilities, including common-law liabilities,
are transferred to the Crown. The Victorian bill
contains no such limitation, meaning that the liability
for greenhouse gas injection is open-ended even after
the surrender of the licence.
The commonwealth bill originally contained no
limitation of liability. Following a recommendation of
the House of Representatives Standing Committee on
Industry and Resources on the bill, the federal coalition
successfully amended the bill in the Senate to limit
long-term liability. The federal government accepted
the Senate’s amendment. This situation is likely to have
a significant impact on the viability of the development
of greenhouse gas storage in Victoria. A company
faced with competing potential sites, one of which has
limited liability and the other unlimited liability, will
favour the jurisdiction with limited liability, other
things being equal.
This refusal to follow the commonwealth in limiting
liability is purely a policy decision that has been taken
by the Victorian government, which claims that the
position is consistent with Victorian and Queensland
onshore geosequestration legislation. However, if
Victoria is the first state to follow the commonwealth’s
offshore legislation, there is a danger that other states
will offer limited liability as a means to attract
greenhouse gas storage operations and the green jobs
that may go with it away from Victoria.
Between 94 to 98 per cent of Victoria’s electricity is
generated by brown coal. It is a relatively cheap and
reliable fuel which we have in abundance. It is believed
to be one of Victoria’s major competitive elements —
that is, it is one of the things that gives us an edge over
the competition. Between 800 to 1000 years of energy
generation is available to Victoria. The Victorian
government has estimated that the Gippsland Basin
alone has a potential greenhouse gas storage capacity of
35 000 megatonnes. It is sufficient to store around
285 years worth of Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions
at the current rate.
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Given those parameters it is clearly in the best interest
of Victoria for this sort of legislation to be in place. It is
unfortunate, however, that the government has seen fit
not to follow the commonwealth in putting in a
limitation of liability and has therefore put in place
some sort of impediment to businesses or to people
coming to Victoria to compete in this area. As we
know, it is competition that drives improvement in
these fields, and certainly it is competition that will help
us improve our environmental aspects in the future.
With those few words, I will not be opposing this bill.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I would also like
to add my support to the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill. As we have heard from
previous speakers in this debate, it has been brought in
to achieve two things. One is clearly to show this
government’s commitment to addressing climate
change issues and therefore supporting the
opportunities for further developments in carbon
sequestration and storing greenhouse gases under the
sea, offshore. That is one of the objects.
It also brings the state legislation into line with federal
legislation. The aim of this bill is to clarify regulation of
activities relating to petroleum around state waters, and
it also sets regulations for activities relating to the
injection and storage of greenhouse gas substances in
Victorian waters.
As part of the overall detail of the bill we are clearly
requiring those involved in such activities in state
waters to comply with all appropriate expectations of
the community — that is, to comply with the
Environment Protection Act, the Dangerous Goods Act,
the Aboriginal Heritage Act, the Coastal Management
Act, the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act, the Water Act
and the National Parks Act. The bill clearly sets out
those requirements for anybody involved in those
activities.
It also gives the minister the opportunity to plug any
wells in areas that have been vacated by persons who
had been operating in those areas. If another party plans
to access the well areas, particularly with a view to
sequestering greenhouse gases, this bill provides them
with an opportunity to do so.
I am pleased that this government continues to move
forward to explore and support opportunities associated
with carbon sequestration. Clearly, if there are
opportunities to capture the carbon dioxide that is being
emitted into the atmosphere and to store it in these
formerly used petroleum wells under Bass Strait, that is
an activity we want to support.
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This government continues to support a whole range of
other measures and has shown leadership, as I have said
on earlier occasions, in addressing climate change by
introducing the requirement for energy producers to use
non-renewable energy through the Victorian renewable
energy target scheme — we started that, and it is great
to see that the federal government has taken it up —
and a whole range of initiatives, working with the
community to get it to reduce its carbon emissions. I am
very pleased to see that the government has taken the
next step in showing support for opportunities for
carbon sequestration, and I look forward to this bill
progressing through the house.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I would like to thank those members
who have made a contribution to debate on the
Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Bill.
This bill is an important piece of legislation and the
debate has had contributions from the members for
Malvern, South Barwon, Mildura, Doncaster, Preston,
South-West Coast, Macedon, Mornington, Bundoora,
Gippsland East, Morwell, Burwood, Evelyn, Albert
Park, Hastings and Ballarat East. Acting Speaker, you
can see from the long list of members who have made
contributions in this parliamentary week that the
legislation has interest for members right around the
state, from Mildura to Gippsland East and from
Morwell to Burwood. We can see that it is an important
piece of legislation and has widespread support.
It is a pleasure to be summing up the discussion. I am
advised that this is the biggest piece of legislation to
have come before the Victorian Parliament — biggest
in terms of the number of pages required to constitute
the bill. I congratulate all those who have taken the
opportunity and had the tenacity to work through
various issues here. It is not an easy thing, particularly
for a new shadow minister, to be presented with a large
bill to deal with. We thank the other members who
were supportive of his role and also of the legislation.
I also congratulate those who are responsible for the
drafting and development of the bill. They have put in a
lot of hard work in order to get this mammoth
document ready for introduction and passage through
the Parliament. Today will see its passage through the
lower house; that is an important milestone.
This bill is another step that the Brumby government is
taking to develop a range of solutions to smooth our
transition as a society to a carbon-constrained future.
The solutions that the government is looking at include
renewable energy sources, increased energy efficiency
and lower emission technologies such as carbon capture
and storage (CCS).
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CCS has the potential to make deep cuts in greenhouse
gas emissions, in particular from coal-fired power
generation. It was pleasing to hear the support from
members opposite for the action that the Brumby
government is taking to bring carbon capture and
storage online in Victoria, to make it a reality and to
help it play its part in that task of serious and large
carbon abatement.
As well as providing a framework to help reduce
Victoria emissions, this bill will help to drive growth.
That is a very important matter, because growth and
jobs and confidence in Gippsland and the Latrobe
Valley are important issues for the Brumby
government.
As we have heard, this bill regulates petroleum
activities and facilities and geological storage of carbon
dioxide and other prescribed greenhouse gases in
offshore Victoria. The bill re-enacts the Petroleum
(Submerged) Lands Act 1982 with little change to the
regulation of petroleum activities in Victorian waters.
The innovative part of the bill provides a streamlined
regulatory approach for the injection and underground
storage of carbon dioxide and other prescribed
greenhouse gases in Victorian waters, so as to provide a
number of important outcomes.
Firstly, it will provide certainty to investors with respect
to their legal rights and obligations. Secondly, it will
provide certainty for other potentially affected interest
holders. Thirdly, it will provide the community with
confidence that injection and storage operations will be
undertaken in a manner which minimises risks to public
health and the environment. It does so in a way that is
consistent with offshore underground storage of carbon
dioxide and other prescribed greenhouse gases
legislation which has been developed by the
commonwealth and other states and territories.
However, as has been pointed out in the debate, there is
one significant difference. The shadow minister asked
to have this difference further explained, and I seek to
do that. We have continued with this difference because
we believe it seeks to protect hardworking Victorians in
a more open, important and strategic way, and I will
attempt to explain that.
The commonwealth legislation transfers all liabilities
from an injection operation to the Crown 15 years after
the commonwealth minister is satisfied that a carbon
storage operation can be closed. This bill will differ
from the commonwealth legislation and provide that
common-law liabilities remain with the operator after
surrender of the licence. Although it differs from the
commonwealth act, this legislation mirrors the

579

treatment of liability by the onshore Victorian act
passed previously by this house. In that essential
element it mirrors what we are doing in Victorian land
CCS. I remind members that this bill covers CCS in
Victorian waters.
The advantage of the Victorian policy is that its
treatment of the long-term liability means that the
Victorian public does not take on the liability for
company negligence. It also provides the greatest
incentive for companies injecting to ensure the
permanence of their injection activities. If the long-term
liability affects the take-up of tenements, this can be
dealt with on a case-by-case basis by agreement with
the state. In the meantime it is preferred not to set up a
regime that embeds unlimited liability being assumed
by the state.
Accordingly we have constructed the bill in this
manner, and it is an alignment with the provisions of
the onshore sequestration legislation which this
Parliament has previously accepted and assented to.
This bill is as important as it is large, and I look forward
to its successful passage through the other place.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PUBLIC FINANCE AND
ACCOUNTABILITY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 3 February; motion of
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission); and
Mr CLARK’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to:
(1) ensure independent public bodies are not subject to
political control and direction by government;
(2) ensure that outcomes are specified and reported on in a
manner that enables government to be held accountable
for its performance or non-performance towards
achieving those outcomes;
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(3) prevent government manipulation of performance
measures through eliminating or redefining measures it
finds politically embarrassing;
(4) prevent deliberate accumulation and dumping of annual
reports in Parliament each year by government so as to
avoid accountability;
(5) ensure that budget papers and annual reports provide a
full range of relevant information on the performance of
government, departments and public sector entities; and
(6) require that directions, determinations, notices and other
requirements by the minister under the legislation be
made public and be readily accessible via the
Department of Treasury and Finance website.

Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise to speak in
support of the Public Finance and Accountability Bill,
which strengthens the government’s accountability to
Parliament and the public by modernising the state’s
principal financial and resource management
legislation. The bill continues this government’s focus
on forward-looking substantive reform that serves the
long-term public interest. In particular, this bill will
ensure that Victoria remains at the forefront of public
sector financial and resource management, both within
Australia and across the world.
This bill creates an act to replace the Financial
Management Act 1994, the Borrowing and Investment
Powers Act 1987, the Monetary Units Act 2004 and the
Public Authorities (Dividends) Act 1983. The bill also
amends the Constitution Act 1975, the Administrative
Arrangements Act 1983 and other related legislation —
if that was not enough.
The main provisions of this bill include the
establishment of a differential framework to better
account for the range of captured public entities and
their differing sizes, complexities and risk profiles and
the provision for the government’s intended outcomes
and associated outputs to be the determinants for the
whole-of-cycle planning, resource allocation, resource
management and reporting.
The bill also includes requirements that all government
reporting is clear, accurate, timely and accessible for
users. It creates a more effective procurement
governance that focuses on the probity of high-risk
procurement activities of all public entities, an
extension of the scope of borrowing and investment
powers to all public entities essentialising their
application through the Treasury Corporation of
Victoria and clarification of the responsibilities of
department heads, accountable officers and public
entities in relation to each other as well as the executive
government and Parliament.
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As I said earlier, this bill will continue Victoria’s
position as a leader in public finance and resource
management, both in Australia and across the world.
This bill and the frameworks that are supported in it
will introduce a couple of best practice elements —
namely, public finance and accountability principles
that will guide all finance and resource management
practices.
This will be done through greater focus on intended
outcomes by requiring the government to continue to
identify and plan for outcomes, to report against the
progress for achieving those outcomes and to align
appropriations and associated budget management
provisions to outcomes so as to increase what is
referred to as a joined up government approach. It also
provides a differential framework for all the public
bodies controlled by the state, which will ensure the fitfor-purpose application of public finance requirements
that have regard to both sides — risk and
complexity — of the public body and includes
planning, reporting, procurement compliance and
financial risk management.
The existing best practice features in the current
financial management frameworks, including output
revenue certification and the independent scrutiny of
the budget processes by the Auditor-General, will be
retained. This government continues its commitment to
those transparent processes and to supporting the
powers of the Auditor-General. We reconfirmed that in
the early part of this government’s term, back in 2000.
The Department of Treasury and Finance is not aware
of any other jurisdiction nationally or internationally
that has a public finance and accountability framework
encompassing all these key elements. The purpose of
this bill is to ensure that the framework that operates in
this state continues to ensure that we operate under best
practice principles in these areas of finance.
As I said, the main purpose of this bill is to modernise
the framework for public finance and resource
management and for accountability generally in
Victoria. This principle-based legislative framework
will deliver enhanced governance across the public
sector and cover all key elements of public finances,
including planning, reporting, procurement, borrowing,
investment and appropriations. It makes the
achievement of outcomes the basis for decision making
and accountability, and it applies public finance
requirements, including planning and reporting on a fitfor-purpose basis, while preserving clear minimum
standards.
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While it is quite complicated in many ways, this
legislation is very simple in what it seeks to do — that
is, to make sure Victoria continues to be well governed
and to make sure our Parliament and our financial
structures remain accountable to the Parliament and to
the community. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to speak on
the Public Finance and Accountability Bill 2009. I want
to start at section clause 9 of the bill, entitled ‘The
procurement principles’. I am pleased the government
is placing some focus on procurement, because as we
all know public spending can and does play an integral
part in supporting local industry.
At least on the surface this government has paid some
lip-service to the principles of procurement policy in
the last 10 years. However, when I get around the state
and talk to manufacturers and local industry groups I
see it is not the having of the principles that is the
problem; it is the application of those principles that
appears to be the problem for most of the people I
speak to. Generally speaking, most people are not
happy with the way the government applies its
procurement principles and procurement policy. What I
am hearing around Victoria, as I speak to these groups,
is that the government has failed to properly implement
these principles and develop a competitive environment
so that local manufacturers have equal access to public
tenders for manufacturing work.
One of the major issues raised with me is the definition
the government uses for ‘local content’ and the way it
applies that notion of local content over the whole life
of the product. If you read the transcripts of the
Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee’s inquiry into manufacturing in Victoria
you will see that most of the witnesses said that that
notion was flawed, that it did not represent them and
that it did not represent getting good value for local
manufacturers. Particularly amongst those transcripts
you can read the evidence given by the Australian
Workers Union and the AMWU (Australian
Manufacturing Workers Union); they are certainly right
against that notion of defining local content over the life
of the project.
I have received a number of other complaints that under
Labor local manufacturers are regularly being
disadvantaged in the tendering processes. I am hearing
of a number of different issues such as that local
manufacturers are not being made aware of tender
opportunities in enough time, that they are being given
unrealistic lead-up times to quote for tenders, that they
are locked out of tenders due to foreign accreditation
standards and that they often find bundled tenders are
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too large for medium or small-sized companies to bid
on.
Manufacturers are saying that as the system currently
operates the government’s procurement policy is not
creating a full, fair and reasonable opportunity for local
manufacturers. We have seen that over the last
10 years. Labor’s failure to adhere to its own
procurement policies and principles has meant that in
many cases local manufacturers have missed out on
government work and that work has gone to
international firms and Victorian jobs have gone
offshore. We on this side of the house believe Victorian
manufacturers have the opportunity to lead the way in
terms of innovation, quality and the delivery of better
products, so we think local manufacturers should be
getting much more of a chance to tender for
government work than they are being given now.
It is my sincere hope that with these procurement
principles the government is going to pay closer
attention to the application of these principles so that
local manufacturers get a bit more of a go in tendering
for this work. I must say, however, that given the
Premier’s recent suggestion that reviving Victoria’s
manufacturing may not be the top task for his new
Minister for Industry and Trade, local manufacturers
could be forgiven for being a little cynical about the
government’s direction in this area.
I want to turn to clause 16 of the bill, which sets out the
responsibilities of the new State Procurement Board,
which will replace the Victorian Government
Purchasing Board. During the debate in 1994 on the
Financial Management Act, which it is proposed this
bill replace, the then Leader of the Opposition, John
Brumby, complained bitterly about the fact that the then
new Victorian Government Purchasing Board was
perhaps not as good an institution as the former State
Tender Board. Not only did Mr Brumby not take steps,
on having achieved government, to change the make-up
of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board, but the
then finance minister made a ministerial statement in
response to a government-commissioned KPMG
report, saying the policies and arrangements of the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board struck the
correct balance.
The then opposition leader was also very upset that the
new Victorian Government Purchasing Board, under
the Financial Management Act of 1994, had reduced
powers in comparison to the former State Tender
Board. I was interested in that because I noticed that
under this bill the new State Procurement Board has a
number of reduced responsibilities relative to the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board. Amongst
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those powers held under the previous act, the VGPB
had the power to develop, implement and renew
policies; under this bill the State Procurement Board
only has the power to advise the minister on such
things. The VGPB was able to monitor departmental
compliance and report to the minister; under this act the
State Procurement Board can do that only if the
minister directs it to do so. The VGPB had the power to
make improvements to purchasing systems; the new
board only guides development in some way that is
perhaps not so direct.
The VGPB also had the power to establish and
maintain a comprehensive database of purchasing data
for departments and supply markets for access by
departments. I asked the department during the briefing
why the new State Procurement Board was not bound
by legislation to keep that database going. The
government officials told me it was because databases
were outdated and no longer needed in the 21st century.
I found that a bit peculiar, because I know institutions
such as the Industry Capability Network use databases
extensively. Further, it was interesting that after getting
that advice — that databases were out of date — I
received advice from the government saying that:
Under the Public Finance and Accountability Bill … it is
proposed that departments and public bodies will be required
to maintain a database of procurement activity in a consistent
format which can be reported under the broader financial
reporting provisions …

It is interesting to note that, despite getting this advice
that departments and public bodies will be required to
maintain a database, there is no mention of databases in
this bill.
I move on to clause 16(1)(d), which details, under the
functions and powers of the new State Procurement
Board, procedures to deal with complaints from
manufacturers or other suppliers who feel they have
perhaps been hard done by. The government’s
procurement process can make complaints to the board.
I think that is a good idea. It could be argued that the
State Procurement Board is bound to make available to
the minister the report about people who have
complaints. I think that report should be made public,
and indeed it can be made public if the minister directs
it to be in the State Procurement Board’s annual report.
The truth is that is only going to really occur if the
minister directs it to be so. I certainly would like to see
that happen should this bill be brought into legislation.
I support the member for Box Hill’s reasoned
amendment. It is pleasing that the government has
taken some advice in that regard and that this bill is
going to be pulled in and re-examined.

Thursday, 25 February 2010

I cannot support this bill in the manner that it is
presented to us, and to lead into that, I want to start with
a quote. I refer to the debate in this place on the passage
of the Financial Management Act 1994. The then
Leader of the Opposition, now the Premier, said:
… Victoria has a Premier who has no concept whatsoever of
the notion of the separation of powers and cannot distinguish
between the executive and the Parliament. The AuditorGeneral, the Ombudsman and other statutory appointees,
including the Director of Public Prosecutions, are accountable
to the Parliament and hence to the people of Victoria.
They are not, never should be and never would be under a
future Labor government accountable to the executive arm of
government.

The reality is that the bill does exactly that: it makes all
those statutory bodies accountable to this Labor
government in every way. This bill makes those bodies
accountable to fulfil the government’s statement of
outcomes, whatever they might be, and that statement
of outcomes could be as broad or as meaningless as
making Victoria a better place to live, work and raise a
family.
My suggestion to the government is that it withdraw the
bill, as the member for Box Hill has suggested in his
reasoned amendment. I agree with him, and I am glad
the government has done that, but the government
should ensure that when this bill does come back with
debate in the house, it comes back with provisions that
include some tangible and measurable outcomes.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I am delighted to be
able to make a brief contribution to debate on the Public
Finance and Accountability Bill 2009. This bill, as
previous speakers have mentioned, replaces the
Financial Management Act 1994, the Borrowing and
Investment Powers Act 1987, the Monetary Units Act
2004, and the Public Authorities (Dividends) Act 1983.
The bill is evidence of this government’s commitment
to continue to update the legislative framework,
ensuring that our financial management practices are
seen as best practice. In particular, it is good to see that
the bill shifts the focus of these financial management
legislative instruments to that of the achievement of
outcomes.
It does this in three key ways. Firstly, the bill, as is set
out in the explanatory memorandum, provides us with a
clearer definition of the framework for different public
bodies and creates four different categories, each of
those differentiated on the basis of their complexity,
size and their risk profile. I believe that makes a lot of
sense and, in listening to the debate from those
opposite, it does not seem that there is a great deal of
contention around those issues.
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Secondly, the bill sets out the principles for public
finance, accountability and procurement that will apply
for these practices in Victoria, and again it is a laudable
thing to have those things clearly set out in the
legislation.
Thirdly, in relation to those principles, there is the
requirement of government in its planning, budgeting
and accountability processes to ensure that it is able to
achieve those outcomes.
In the end it is important that legislation is focused on
outcomes, that it is not an end to itself. We know that
Victoria has punched well above its weight
economically through very tough times globally
recently. While the rest of the world has suffered the
full impact of the global financial crisis (GFC), here in
Australia, and in particular here in Victoria, we have
been able to soften the impact of the global financial
crisis and, as the Premier predicted when the
government handed down last year’s budget, we were
positioned very well for the recovery.
What we are seeing now through the stunning result in
jobs growth is that the Premier was right, that the
budget did set us up for a very strong economic
performance coming out of the downturn.
We have seen 99 000 new jobs created in Victoria over
the last year, which, as I have mentioned before, is
more than three times the number of jobs created in any
other state. For the same period over the last year, while
Victoria has created those 99 000 jobs, New South
Wales has been able to create 31 000; Queensland, a
resource rich state, just over 9000; South Australia,
21 000; Western Australia, 12 000. Quite clearly,
Victoria is leading the way in the creation and
protection of jobs. That job growth has continued for
nine consecutive months, despite the impacts of the
global financial crisis.
Victoria’s unemployment rate is something that we
want to see even lower, regardless of the rate. Labor
governments work very hard to ensure that those people
who want to work can get a job — and get a good job
with conditions that are fair and reasonable. Victoria
has a rate of 5.3 per cent, which mirrors the national
rate. It is interesting to look abroad. At the moment the
UK has an unemployment rate of 7.8 per cent; and the
USA, 9.7 per cent. As I mentioned earlier, our financial
management and the economic performance of Victoria
has led to it being able to weather the storm a lot better
than some other places.
A large part of that is because of the actions of this
government. We have seen record investment in
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infrastructure. An amount of $11.5 billion was invested
in last year’s jobs budget to ensure that our focus as a
state was on protecting and creating jobs through that
difficult time.
We have also had a commitment to post a budget
surplus, which we have done; that has helped to protect
our AAA credit rating, something that helps to ensure
that people have confidence investing in our great state.
We have reduced the tax rates in a number of
employment-related tax areas. We have also been able
to limit, to a reasonable level, the growth in public
sector wages, so again maintaining that balance
between giving people jobs, particularly in the public
sector, with fair and reasonable wages, but ensuring that
it does not outstrip the ability of the state to be able to
afford those.
We have created 173 000 new skills places, and that is
so important in ensuring that particularly young
Victorians but also older Victorians who might be
looking to reskill in a new area with the changing
economy are able to get the skills they need to be able
to hold down employment and make a contribution to
the economic activity now in place in Victoria.
We have also done something that I think probably the
opposition fails to grasp. We have been able to work
cooperatively with the federal government to secure
investment in this state because we have the
infrastructure planning in place. When the federal
government decided to take the path of stimulus
funding through the GFC, our state was ready with
projects that were ready to be funded. We have projects
like the $4.3 billion regional rail link and the Parkville
Comprehensive Cancer Centre.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, with due respect to the member on his feet, I
would ask that he be brought back to the bill. The bill is
not a budget bill, to talk about a broad range of issues in
terms of funding a budget. It is specifically about the
Public Finance and Accountability Bill and about the
management of those processes. I would you ask you to
bring him back to the substance of the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! I accept the point of order, and ask the member
for Bundoora to come back to the bill.
Mr BROOKS — I am happy to restrict my
comments to the actual bill; I can understand that
members opposite probably do not want to hear all of
the good news that is happening in Victoria.
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As I was saying, this bill will shift focus from budget
and management practises per se to the delivery of
outcomes. It does that in three steps. The first of those
is to give us a very clear definition of the framework for
public bodies. As I said, those public bodies will have
four distinct categories based on their size, complexity
and risk profile. The bill will also set out the principles
for financial management here in Victoria and for
procurement. It will do that by focusing, as I said, on
outcomes.
I think this is a great bill — one that will help to ensure
that we have the right framework in place for further
prudent management of the state’s finances. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The Public Finance
and Accountability Bill, if it is passed, will change
totally the manner in which the government and the
public sector account to the Parliament and to the
community. It turns on its head entirely the notion of
the independence of the Victorian public service, and it
concentrates power even further in the hands of the
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport
Accident Commission. It will lock in an accountability
framework that is simply not up to the task.
There is lots of loose talk about outcomes, and there is
lots of waffle. There is no mention of appropriate
performance measures and no proper benchmarks or
targets. The bill fails to address the constant changes we
see in program components and the constant removal of
embarrassing performance indicators — or, quite often,
the lack of sensible performance indicators entirely. It
does absolutely nothing to address the muddled and
unaccountable structure of public administration in this
state, and it ensures that the decision-making process
will be even more opaque than the entirely nontransparent regime we currently have in place.
This bill, as the minister noted in his second-reading
speech, is the third tranche of what he described as
reforms. While the rhetoric is all about improving
governance and strengthening democracy, the reality is
that the outcome has been almost entirely the reverse. If
there is a consistent thread in all the changes this
government has made, from the major changes that
were made to the Constitution Act onwards, it is a clear
and deliberate intent to reduce clarity when it comes to
responsibility. When it is about members of
Parliament — and particularly when it is about
ministers — there is a consistent approach: it is about
fudging responsibility and accountability, and seeking
to remove responsibility for politically unattractive
aspects of portfolios. There is a refusal to accept that
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with office comes an obligation to deliver for the
people of Victoria — or to move on.
We have seen a plethora of third-party organisations
and offices set up in this state to distance members of
the government from the need to make their own
decisions or, when they do have to make decisions, to
provide political cover or to take the heat when things
go wrong. That has been the pattern over the last
10 years. We had the former Minister for Public
Transport, who did not want to take responsibility for
running a train system, blaming the operators every
time something went wrong, when quite often the only
person who was able to fix the issue was in fact the
minister herself. We have the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who I am happy to say does a
fantastic job going around opening police stations and
new fire stations — he is very good at it — but on the
day we had a real crisis in this state, a day when he
needed to be on the job making decisions, he was
nowhere to be seen.
The bill under discussion today is entirely consistent
with the form we have seen develop over the last
10 years. Some parts are good; indeed, many parts of
the bill are worthwhile initiatives. For instance,
presenting the capital works budget at the time of the
annual budget is a welcome change — although I
suspect that in this instance it is more about
hoodwinking the public into thinking that something is
actually happening in an election year than it is about
genuine finance reform. Nonetheless, that is a good
innovation. Unfortunately the bill also contains a lot of
nasties. It is a totally unacceptable bill, and that is why
it needs to be withdrawn and redrafted.
The subject matter of this bill is essentially dry. It is of
interest to practitioners, to policy-makers and probably
to policy wonks around the state, and it is of interest to
parliamentarians, but it is not of great interest to
ordinary Victorians. However, what it is about — that
is, the outcomes that will flow from this legislation —
is of vital interest to Victorians. What flows from the
operation of the public sector financial management
framework, the Financial Management Act, the
Borrowing and Investment Powers Act, the Monetary
Units Act and the Public Authorities (Dividends) Act is
the assurance that the government of Victoria and all its
associated entities operate at all times not for the good
of the organisation, and not to serve the political
interests of the party that happens to form the
government of the day, but in the interests of all
Victorians in delivering the necessary services, facilities
and infrastructure in an efficient way and in a timely
and effective manner. That has been the agreed position
across the chamber for many years.
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The public finance sector has faced a whirlwind of
reforms since the 1970s. A huge amount of damage
was done to the Australian economy by the Whitlam
government in the 1970s, and it took decades to unravel
it. If there was any upside to that whirlwind of
devastation it was the reforms that flowed from it. In
Victoria the situation was made even worse by the
performance of the Cain government and then the
Kirner government, and more than $30 billion of state
debt. Unfortunately the state is heading in that direction
again. According to the forward estimates, Victoria is
going to be right back where it was so many years ago.
In part I suspect those problems hastened the reforms,
and they have been good reforms.
There has been the introduction of accrual accounting
in the public sector, increased sophistication in
budgeting and in particular, the introduction of program
budgeting. There has been the incorporation of
depreciation into accounts, instead of assuming that
assets had an infinite life. There has been the
development of performance reporting and muchimproved auditing. All of those things have changed the
face of the public finance sector for the better.
When in government both sides of the house have
advanced them and generally been supportive of these
reforms. I was trying to remember when the first
program budgets came through in the Cain era — I
think 1986–87. It was a terrific advance and very
helpful.
Under Premier Kennett there was the introduction of
Financial Management Act 1994, the further
development of accrual accounting and budgeting, and
output management. However, this reform — or this
so-called reform — goes one step too far. The
government cannot be allowed to politicise the public
sector in the manner that would flow from the passage
of this bill. We must have a budget that has clear,
consistent performance measures, not the woolly
nonsense that is proposed. We cannot possibly afford to
further concentrate power behind the closed doors of
the finance minister.
We need to review the existing power the government
has to keep jacking up fees and charges without
reference to the Parliament, not cement it even further.
That is why this bill needs to be withdrawn, redrafted
and put together in a manner that includes the good
points that are in it, as I identified, but in a manner that
does not go one step too far and totally politicise the
public finance sector and the Victorian public service.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I rise to support
the Public Finance and Accountability Bill. What a
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pleasure it always is to follow the member for
Mornington, one of my colleagues on the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee.
This bill is the extension of a number of reforms in the
constitutional and financial areas the government has
brought into this place since it was elected. Most people
would agree that the measures we have brought
forward have provided a fairer Victoria, a fairer
constitutional basis for Victorians and indeed a fairer
and more easily understandable financial accounting
basis for Victorians.
Public finance reform was listed in the statement of
government intentions and has been looked at quite
extensively by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, and the PAEC inquiry into public finance
made a number of recommendations. The government
supports the work of the PAEC, although its manner of
achieving the end result is slightly different in the way
it is incorporated.
Changing financial systems is always difficult, because
people find them difficult to understand unless they
have had some training in that area. Referring back to
the days when I was a councillor in local government, I
know that while councillors would argue for hours
about the expenditure of $4000, when it came to
$1 million, they would pass it straightaway, because
people find it very difficult to understand financial
complexities of large amounts of money and the
processes that people go through in a budgeting sense.
Certainly we have heard a number of views about
accrual accounting and its benefit. I suppose people
would have to have some training in accounting to have
the full benefit of some of the more complex
accounting procedures. However, that does not mean
that they are not worthwhile and that they do not give
better information to the public at large and to people
who work in these areas.
This bill increases the accountability of the executive to
the Parliament and the people of Victoria, even though
some concerns have been raised obviously by the
opposition, who do not support it. We need to remind
ourselves about which provisions of this bill increase
the government’s accountability to the Parliament and
the public, and government departments’ accountability
as well, so I want to reiterate some of those provisions.
In relation to the government, the bill increases
accountability to the Parliament and the general
population of Victoria: by adopting the principles of
public finance and accountability and administering the
act and its supporting frameworks; by reporting to
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Parliament on a more timely basis — and I think most
people would agree with that; and by stating its
intended outcomes, described how output delivery is
intended to contribute to the achievement of outcomes
and reporting annually on progress.
It is very important that if aims are not reached within a
certain time, that people have the opportunity to see the
progress of those actions and why there may be delays
or, in some cases, it might be early.
The bill enhances accountability by providing for the
disclosure of more comprehensive financial and nonfinancial information to Parliament, once again on a
more timely basis and in a more consistent manner to
allow greater scrutiny. It is important that when people
are looking at documents and comparing the
government’s areas that they have a common way of
comparing things, rather than having them all done
differently.
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Parliament, and they should be assessed in relation to
that so that people can clearly look at government’s
capacity to fulfil their promises and the way they are
working in the future. The annual statement of
government intentions, the third of which we recently
heard, is one way the government can outline what it
intends to do in the future, which is important.
However, this bill provides for the assessment of that
work and how the government will report to the
Parliament and the people in relation to public finance.
For many people, public finance is an interesting
subject, because they are aware that it is their taxes and
their contributions that allow state governments to
operate, so they quite reasonably expect to see highquality reporting and have the capacity to see where
their taxes, rates and other charges are going. I believe
this bill will enable them to understand that more
clearly in the future.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

The bill also enhances accountability by subjecting
more public bodies to a more cohesive legislative
framework on a fit-for-purpose basis that increases
compliance, by increasing disclosure of budget
management provisions and by capping
supplementation at 3 per cent of total appropriation
with clear criteria for its use, and by clarifying roles and
responsibilities, including of departments, in relation to
portfolio public bodies.
I would have thought all those aims and requirements
of the bill would give people a certain amount of
confidence that they will be able to understand much
more clearly how the government operates.
The bill also refers to government departments and
their accountability to the Parliament and to the people
of Victoria. Specifically in relation to departments, the
bill increases accountability by adopting the principles
of public finance and accountability in all finance and
resource management practices; by reporting to
Parliament on a more timely basis; by establishing a
clearer role in supporting ministers’ oversight of public
bodies’ performance and compliance; by increasing
transparency to Parliament and the public on the use of
public money and contributions to intended outcomes;
and by stronger alignment of responsibility,
accountability and authority for procurement of goods
and services. They are all aims that most members of
this house would be pleased to support and would be
pleased to pass.
When governments are elected they normally have a
very clear policy, which is often expressed at election
time, about what they intend to do during their time in

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! The time set down for consideration of items on
the government business program has expired.

CRIMES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 February; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 February; motion of
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
AMENDMENT (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer Affairs).

587

reporting and a capacity for people to be able to
understand how state government money is spent is
very important. Accordingly, this bill and the changes
to it will make a significant difference.
I congratulate the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee on the work it has undertaken in this regard.
It has done some great work and given a strong basis
for the government to draw up this bill to change some
of the more significant aspects of public finance
accounting. I am therefore very pleased to support this
bill and wish it a speedy passage.

Motion agreed to.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BURGESS
(Hastings).

Read second time.

Debate adjourned until later this day.

Circulated amendments
Circulated government amendments as follows
agreed to:
1.

Clause 13, page 6, line 1, omit “and” and insert “or”.

2.

Clause 13, page 6, line 16, omit “and” and insert “or”.

3.

Clause 13, page 6, line 22, after “under” insert “a late
night (general) licence,”.

Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing).

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

4.

Clause 13, page 6, line 25, after “section” insert
“11A(2),”.

5.

Clause 13, page 6, line 26, after “14(1B)” insert “or the
licence”.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PUBLIC FINANCE AND
ACCOUNTABILITY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I believe I have
3 minutes to complete my contribution on the Public
Finance and Accountability Bill 2009 and the
amendments to this bill that the opposition has put
forward to be considered at a later stage.
As I said before, it is very difficult for people in the
community to understand some of the finer points of
accounting, especially if they have not had the
opportunity to have training in that area. Further

Rail: Brighton level crossing
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The matter I raise is for
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport. The
action I seek is for him to reopen the New Street
railway gates in Brighton. We now have a new
minister; I have had no success with the previous
minister, and in fact I regard it as a great dereliction of
her duty that it took two and a half years to make a
simple decision on whether or not to open a set of
railway gates. I implore the new minister, given that he
travels on the Sandringham line, to lift his eyes from his
reading material — I am told he catches the train all the
time — and look at the problems that have been
generated by the closure of these gates.
The history of the matter is that these gates were closed
by Connex in September 2007 after a train ran into
them, and we have had this closure for the last two and
a half years. The closure has caused significant
inconvenience and congestion, and a number of safety
risks have emerged as a result of this closure.
I have surveyed all the residents who live there; a clear
majority of them want the gates reopened. The residents
favour the manual gates remaining in place, and only a
small number of residents support the installation of
boom gates.
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The City of Bayside has now employed traffic
consultants who have made an assessment of the
impact on traffic movements in the area since closure.
Broadly, the findings are as follows: traffic has
increased by 33 per cent in Hampton Street. There is
massive traffic blockage in Hampton Street. Another
interesting finding is that there has been a 68 per cent
increase in the volume of right turns from Beach Road
into Hampton Street, with it being a major thoroughfare
in the Brighton and Sandringham electorates. Also,
despite the sign prohibiting right turns from Beach
Road into South Road, motorists are executing right
turns or alternatively motorists drive into the Brighton
Beach station car park, make a U-turn and drive back
out onto South Road.
I am realistic enough to know that the government will
never upgrade that crossing. Two bureaucrats are
investigating the situation with a view to making a
recommendation. The minister has, I think, an easy
decision in front of him. He brings a fresh, new mind to
this issue and my request of him is to reopen the gates.
It is not all that difficult.
There is a major problem in existence, there are safety
issues and residential amenity issues involved, and I
absolutely understand why the residents do not want
boom gates. I remind the minister that there will be no
additional cost to Metro because the staff member at
that location has been opening the pedestrian gates for
two and a half years.

Shire of Surf Coast: sports facilities
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My issue
is for the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs. The action I seek is for him to fund
new lighting for the Surf Coast Football Club’s new
facility at the council’s community and civic precinct.
The civic precinct is something that council has long
planned, and it is soon to come to fruition. It will be a
recreational precinct that will do the Surf Coast proud.
It is a significant precinct that will have two Australian
Football League-sized senior football grounds. It will
have soccer pitches and netball courts that can also be
used for outdoor basketball. It will have an indoor
stadium and a number of other recreational areas. The
Torquay community in particular has been growing
exponentially in recent times, and there has been a
dearth of quality recreational facilities.
The Surf Coast Soccer Club is one of the largest — and
certainly one of the youngest — soccer clubs in the
region. The growth of the sport in the Surf Coast area is
quite dumbfounding. The growth of soccer — the
world game — which has occurred in my patch on the
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Surf Coast is extraordinary. For the female fraternity in
particular the Surf Coast Soccer Club is an
extraordinarily strong club. It has been extremely
successful over recent years since its inception in terms
of winning championships and also in terms of young
girls representing the region and the state.
I understand the council has submitted an application to
the minister for a synthetic pitch for soccer in this
location. I urge the minister, as he has done previously
in terms of encouraging soccer participation, to look
favourably at this application. Strengthening the world
game is about installing competition-standard sport
lights to the main football pitches in this area. I
congratulate the council and the football club for
getting ahead of the game. The grounds have not quite
been finished, but they are certainly looking at
installing quality lighting as this project is progressed.
Well done, and again I encourage the minister to look
favourably upon my request.

Wind farms: Bald Hills
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
raise an issue for the Minister for Planning in relation to
the Bald Hills wind farm which is proposed to be
constructed at a site about 10 kilometres away from
Tarwin Lower. The action I seek from the minister is to
revoke the approval he has recently granted to Mitsui
Australia, the company which is developing the wind
farm. That approval is to increase the height of the
turbines proposed to be built from 110 metres to
135 metres. My further request to the minister is that a
supplementary environment effects statement be
conducted so people have an opportunity to properly
investigate the implications behind what Mitsui wants
to do.
This is a project of some 52 turbines. It was approved
after a process which was trenchantly opposed and
bitterly contested by the people of South Gippsland.
That approval was granted in 2006. There was a lot of
talk at the time about issues of natural justice. What has
happened now is that the minister, in response to a
request from Mitsui, has granted an approval without
consulting the local people with regard to this
fundamental change to the scope of the project. The
same government, which intervened in the original
planning process back in 2006 or thereabouts and
which sought on the basis of natural justice among
other things to have this project approved, has now
secretly given approval to the developer about an aspect
of this initiative which is absolutely basic to its
construction.
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Of course, this is more of the same from the
government where deceit and secrecy have become
tools of trade. It is all the more unfortunate that this
should happen in an area adjoining the desalination
plant site where we have seen too much of it occurring
over the past couple of years.
Quite understandably local people are outraged. I have
had correspondence from Andrew Chapman, Dr Geoff
Mosley, John and Suzanne Brandenberger, Jenny
O’Sullivan, Don Fairbrother and others. In the course
of the letter Don has sent to me he summarises the
situation pretty well. In his note of 12 February he says:
Therefore — —

and this is on the basis that approval proceeds —
… aviation rules come into play. Lights on towers and
floodlit perimeter similar to the Waubra wind farm. This will
turn the rural outlook into a lit up industrial site 10 kilometres
long.

Labor Party members laugh because it is all just cannon
fodder for them. For the people who live in this lovely
area and who delight in the magnificence of Bald Hills
this matters immensely, and that the Brumby
government should allow this to happen is absolutely
disgraceful. I ask the minister to intervene to address
this terrible injustice.

Aberfeldie: netball facilities
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
address an issue to the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs, and I would like the assistance of
the minister and his department to help the Aberfeldie
netball association to create a new netball centre for its
games. The netball association has been around for
many years and now has many young women and girls
playing netball at the weekend. It started as a church
competition in the region, but it has now extended well
beyond the areas of Aberfeldie and indeed Essendon. It
is a very popular and large competition.
The association finds itself in an interesting situation.
For many years it has played at Aberfeldie Primary
School, but being one of the recipients of the large
federal government funding program to improve
schools, the school is now finding it does not have
enough netball courts at the school to cater for the
number of girls who wish to play netball at the
weekend. In fact, even if the school had all the netball
courts it used to have there would still not be enough to
meet the demand.
The association needs 10 courts to run its competition
at the weekend. While Aberfeldie Primary School has
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been very helpful in assisting the netball association
where it can, the long-term future of the Aberfeldie
netball association must be somewhere different from
the primary school. Part of the difficulty in Essendon is
that we have very little vacant land. Certainly the
netball association has never undertaken any process of
planning with all the intricacies of a business plan for
such a large netball facility.
Currently I am helping the association with Moonee
Valley Council, but I think we will need some
assistance. I ask for some assistance from Sport and
Recreation Victoria in the Department of Planning and
Community Development, through the minister, to
enable this planning to go forward, and to use the
expertise of the staff employed in the department.
As we know, netball is one of the most popular sports
for girls and women in Victoria. It is the desire of the
government to ensure all young people have sporting
opportunities not only for their interest but also for their
health. I look forward to the development of the facility
in the future, and I look forward to assistance from the
minister and his staff.

Mining warden: future
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Energy and Resources, and
the action I seek is for the minister to cease his attack
on the independent mining industry watchdog, the
mining warden, and assure the community that the
independence and judicial functions of the Victorian
mining wardens court will be preserved.
The minister’s departmental website states the
following:
The Victorian mining warden is the oldest continually
existing public service position in Australia.
…
The Victorian mining warden is a wholly independent entity
that reports directly to the Minister for Energy and Resources.
The Victorian mining warden is not an employee of the
Department of Primary Industries and is wholly independent
of that department.

Under the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act the mining warden has powers in
relation to investigation, mediation and arbitration of a
variety of mining-related disputes. These disputes can
involve not only mining companies, prospectors,
landowners and the public but, importantly, the
department itself. The mining warden therefore acts as
a crucial independent watchdog and can review actions
of the department. That independence has been
highlighted by the minister himself. In announcing the
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appointment of the current mining warden, Andrew
Swindells, on 6 March 2009 for a three-year term, the
minister stated that:
The mining warden is an independent position …

and that:
… this appointment will mean disputes between mining
licensees and other parties can continue to be dealt with
swiftly and effectively.

None other than the Victorian government solicitor,
John Cain, provided advice which states in part that the
mining warden falls within the definition of a ‘court’
for the purposes of section 3 of the Evidence Act.
Let us be clear: the mining warden is an independent
watchdog exercising judicial functions and constituting
a court in the performance of statutory duties. So why is
the Brumby government now moving to sack the
mining warden ahead of abolishing the mining
warden’s court?
The State Services Authority review of the mining
warden gave a clue when it noted:
The mining warden is unique in Victoria in having this role of
investigating disputes involving a department.

The review referred to the ‘problematic nature of the
mining warden’s independence’. This scrutiny-shy
government is terrified by the prospect of being held
accountable. The Minister for Energy and Resources
does not like independent officers with the functions of
a court to keep him and his department accountable.
Instead, the minister wants his department’s actions to
be reviewed by his department, so there will not be the
independent scrutiny of the government’s actions in
mining administration that has existed under the mining
warden. There is strong industry support for an
independent mining warden’s court. It is telling that
groups whose interests often conflict have all come out
in favour of the Office of the Mining Warden, including
the Minerals Council of Australia, the Mining Warden
Stakeholders Group, the Prospectors and Miners
Association of Victoria and the Victorian Farmers
Federation.
This minister wants to put down the mining industry
watchdog and abolish his court. The coalition rejects
that outrageous proposal and calls on the Minister for
Energy and Resources to end his threat to the Office of
the Mining Warden.

Housing: Geelong
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Housing. I request that he consider
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having or that he work with the Minister for Planning to
ensure that there is further community consultation
around the mixed housing development proposed for
the Moorabool Street site in my electorate of Geelong.
This is a two-stage development, with stage 1
delivering 30 units of social housing while stage 2
currently proposes 40 townhouses for private sale.
There is local community concern about important
elements of stage 2 of the project. I seek this action
whilst at the same time recognising the importance of
the timely delivery of the social housing component of
the project.
As members are well aware, about a year ago the
federal government announced a $6 billion package for
social housing, of which Victoria has secured
$1.16 billion to build 4500 new homes. This is a
welcome investment from the federal government,
because there is a real shortage of affordable housing
right across the state. This investment builds upon the
record $510 million investment of the Brumby
government to increase social housing. In my own
electorate there is a real and immediate need for
housing that is well located, safe and affordable. Social
housing tenants spend no more than 30 per cent of their
income on rent. The introduction of new social housing
stock in Geelong will reduce the number of families
with housing problems and will ensure that families can
afford to spend money on necessities other than rent.
The specific development which I wish to bring to the
attention of the house is the redevelopment of a
prominent site — that of the former Gordon Institute of
TAFE, located in Moorabool Street in Geelong. The
entire development has received planning approval
under the streamlined planning process. As a local
member of Parliament I am well aware that there are
community concerns that relate primarily to the
planning process and the second stage of the
development, which will provide homes for private
sale.
In working to understand and represent the concerns of
the local residents, in recent weeks I have met with
many residents to listen to and act on their concerns. I
raised these issues with the Minister for Housing, and at
my request he visited Geelong last week and met with
representatives of the City of Greater Geelong and the
local community.
In addition, VicUrban held a public meeting last
Wednesday to hear residents’ concerns about the
development. When the minister visited Geelong last
Tuesday he commented that not only is this
government in the business of building public and
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social housing but we as a government are in the
business of building communities. That is why it is
important to ensure that the committee and local
government are supportive of these developments, and
it is why VicUrban, the Office of Housing and the
Department of Planning and Community Development
need to work with the community and local
government to reach a compromise that takes into
account the community’s views.

Akron Roads: subcontractor payments
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — I have an issue for the
Minister for Roads and Ports. I ask him to ensure that a
subcontractor to Akron Roads is paid in full for the
work it has done, particularly on the Bass Highway
duplication.
As the minister would be aware, Akron Roads went
into voluntary administration on 1 February owing tens
of millions of dollars. I understand the minister is also
aware that VicRoads kept this company on even though
it had shown incompetence in the building of other
stages of the Bass Highway by running over time by
many months.
Work on the Bass Highway duplication began during
the Jeff Kennett era. It went very smoothly until this
government took over. The difficulty is that the work
has been done in a number of stages. If you have ever
travelled down to Phillip Island, Wilsons Promontory
or any of those areas — they are lovely areas — you
will have seen that the roadworks have been going on
there now for 11 years. For 11 years that highway has
had ‘Slow down’ signs. It has had stretches where the
speed limit would go from 100 kilometres an hour
down to 40 kilometres an hour and then up to
60 kilometres an hour, and stretches where the limit of
80 kilometres an hour would change down to
20 kilometres an hour. These changes in the speed limit
have been driving people absolutely mad.
The Minister for Roads and Ports came to my electorate
when I raised issues with regard to this. He travelled
with me up to Pakenham from Wonthaggi and we were
able to look at the road. I have expressed to him my
concerns about Akron Roads, the work it had been
doing on that particular road and the very poor
performance of Akron Roads. I was advised at that time
that Akron Roads had been awarded the next stage of
the highway even though it had done a bad job on the
previous stage. I was advised that stage 5, which Akron
Roads has just completed, was months behind and that
Akron Roads is on a $5000 a day penalty for late
delivery — yet it has been given the next stage. The
company employed subcontractors to work on stage 5
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and stage 6, the new stage. These subcontractors have
not been paid for in excess of four months. The
government, through VicRoads, has continued to pay
Akron Roads. It was my understanding that there were
conditions to this payment. There was a statutory
declaration that said that the subcontractors must be
paid.
I would like the minister to establish if this is correct.
Many of these small company operators will go broke
and lose their homes and their equipment. I believe the
government and VicRoads have a responsibility to
these people, and they have been negligent in not
ensuring that the subcontractors were paid by Akron
Roads. I believe VicRoads and the government have
also been grossly negligent in awarding further works
to Akron Roads.

Barkly Street, St Kilda: speed limits
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. The
specific action I seek is that he take action to ensure that
the speed limit in Barkly Street, St Kilda — a thriving
area, particularly around the key activity zones of
Acland Street, Carlisle Street and Inkerman Street — is
reduced to 40 kilometres per hour.
I make this request because of this government’s well
known commitment — and a bipartisan
commitment — to reducing the road toll, improving
road safety and pedestrian safety outcomes. Reducing
speeds along streets that have a high pedestrian activity
is an effective tool for reducing the number and severity
of pedestrian injuries.
A range of studies has fully established that a pedestrian
hit by a car travelling at 60 kilometres per hour is
highly unlikely to survive such an impact, whereas if
there were a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit, the
chance of survival rises to 75 per cent. Reducing speed
limits along streets in strip shopping areas such as those
in St Kilda has meant a reduction, on average, of about
17 per cent in pedestrian casualty crashes compared to
other untreated sites.
This particular strategy has been successful elsewhere
in my electorate. I look forward to that particular
outcome occurring in this area of St Kilda. I ask the
minister to take this action under the initiative regarding
strip shopping centres, which is part of the
government’s road safety Arrive Alive 2008–2017
strategy, to pursue the goal of reducing the road toll by
30 per cent over that period.
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Everyone knows that Victorians are more likely to die
violently as a result of a road crash than through any
other cause. Every life and every injury on our roads is
too precious. To lose one life or for one person to suffer
an injury is one too many. Road trauma causes great
pain and heartache to those Victorians who lose family
and friends in road crashes. It places a huge economic
burden on the entire community.
The Arrive Alive 2008–2017 strategy sets out how the
Victorian community can continue its international
leadership in this area to deliver safer road systems for
all road users and to make significant reductions to road
trauma. Road safety is a shared responsibility for us all.
It is an important responsibility which particularly falls
to the Minister for Roads and Ports. I ask him to give
this matter particular attention.

Crime: Kilsyth electorate
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to raise a matter
of importance with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. I draw his attention to the rising
levels of violent crime in the community, including in
my electorate of Kilsyth. I ask him to take action to
allocate additional resources for the Croydon and
Mooroolbark police stations so that our policemen and
policewomen are supported in the performance of their
duties to make our streets safe.
The Brumby government is failing dismally on
community safety and law and order. The Premier has
clearly lost touch with community concern about
violent crime by continuing to recite his mantra that
Victoria is the safest state in Australia. Everyone except
the Premier and his ministers is prepared to accept that
Victoria has a problem with violence. The Premier
needs to listen and acknowledge that Victoria does have
a problem with violence.
I will give members an example from my electorate. It
concerns a 73-year-old lady in Ringwood East who
wrote to me about community safety issues. She said
this is something all people in Victoria are thoroughly
disgusted with and that they generally feel let down by
the Brumby government. This lady went on to say that
Brumby’s softly-softly approach is ruining our great
state and that something needs to be done urgently.
This local resident informed me that her family was
devastated to find that a family member was a recipient
of a physical injury at a party. The party was being held
for her grandson, and guests were invited by invitation
only. A short time after the party started, a number of
teenagers broke into the house, smashed her grandson’s
right jaw and injured the guest of honour’s mother’s

Thursday, 25 February 2010

face, broke her glasses and left her with several cuts to
her face.
The police and ambulance arrived and statements were
taken. Her grandson spent two days in Maroondah
Hospital and was then transferred to Dandenong
Hospital where he was operated on by a specialist
surgeon. He now permanently has a pin and a plate in
his jaw. The lady informed me that the police told her
daughter, who is the boy’s mother, that they knew
about this gang. She said that the people at the party
were very lucky as the gang members were known to
carry knives. This party was held in Kilsyth.
In 1999 Labor promised to address the proliferation of
knives under its ‘No more excuses on crime’ police
policy. It is obvious Labor’s campaign was about
government spin and self-promotion, because violence
has escalated under Labor. Victorians no longer feel
safe, because not enough police are on the streets to
protect them.
I will stand up for my local community and demand
that law and order be restored to keep our suburbs safe
and free from these horrible attacks. The Brumby
government is not listening to Victorians about violence
on our streets and is failing to protect local citizens.
After years of inaction Labor cannot be trusted to
deliver on law and order, and community safety. The
Premier has lost touch with Victorians and will not
listen to their desperate pleas to put more police on the
streets to protect them from the record level of violent
crime. The government should stop underfunding our
police and do its job by putting more police on the
streets, where they are desperately needed.

City of Moreland: sports facility
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs. I ask him to examine the funding
application by the City of Moreland on behalf of a local
soccer club under the major category of Sport and
Recreation Victoria’s (SRV) community facility
funding program. If successful, the funding would
provide for the construction of a new multipurpose
community sporting pavilion at C. B. Smith Reserve.
The pavilion would be available for use by sporting and
community groups, schools and local residents. This
venue is a major community facility. It is also used by
John Fawkner College and Fawkner Leisure Centre.
I want to commend the Rocco family, particularly
Mario, who is secretary of the local club, and his wife,
Anne, who have brought this matter to my attention.
They have told me that the redevelopment will
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encourage parents and families to engage with the club
and community and will further engage young people
of all ages to participate in physical activity. The
facility would provide a venue for broad community
use. The new facility would be accessible for people
with a disability and for parents and grandparents who
come along to cheer on the local soccer club. Seniors
groups could operate from the venue. We also have a
large culturally and linguistically diverse community in
that neighbourhood. I am told that a seniors group with
90 members already uses the existing clubrooms.
This soccer club, which was established over 40 years
ago at the C. B. Smith Reserve, has provided a
community home and sporting facilities for the people
of Moreland and the surrounding area. I understand the
minister will be visiting the area shortly. I would
appreciate his taking the opportunity to talk with
Moreland council staff, who have done a lot of
planning on the rebuilding of that pavilion, and also
with members of the local community and the soccer
club so he has a really strong understanding of what
would be a wonderful use of the SRV community
facility funding, major category classification.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — The
member for Geelong raised a matter for my attention
and for the attention of the Minister for Planning in
relation to a mixed public, social and private sector
housing development in Geelong.
As members of the house are aware because I have
spoken about this a number of times in the house, the
government is committed to providing an extra
4500 units of public and social housing through the
economic stimulus package, which is really a
wonderful opportunity for us to deliver both an
economic outcome, obviously through the direct impact
on jobs in the building sector and the knock-on effect to
the supply chain of the building industry, and also the
social outcome of providing much-needed public and
social housing right throughout the state.
As I have indicated on a number of occasions, we have
split this allocation of funding between public housing
and housing associations, and this record investment by
the federal government will make a significant impact
obviously in metropolitan Melbourne and in major
centres such as Geelong.
It is in that context that I turn specifically to the
proposal the member for Geelong has brought to my
attention. It is a 91-unit development: 30 units of highquality architect-designed social housing — 24 one-
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bedroom units and 6 two-bedroom, self-contained
units; a private dwelling development of 45 threebedroom units; and 16 two-bedroom and threebedroom apartments.
The social housing development is proposed to be
owned and managed by Loddon Mallee Housing
Services. The 30-unit development will have three
shops on the ground floor, although they will not be
funded under the social housing stimulus package
funds; they will be funded as part of the broader
package of this development. That is a really important
outcome because as members, including the member
for Geelong, know, there is an extensive need for social
housing in his area.
The Moorabool Street development has caused some
community comment. Last week the member for
Geelong and I met with the chief executive officer and
Cr Kontelj of the City of Greater Geelong as well as a
number of Geelong residents, who expressed concerns
about aspects of the planning and consultative process.
There was a strong affirmation, by both the council and
the local residents I met with; they were strongly
supportive of the social housing development and not
only saw a great need for it but wanted that project
expedited as soon as possible.
Certainly there were some concerns expressed about
what is called stage 2 of the development, which is the
61 units. I should indicate to the house that this is a
VicUrban development. At that meeting I committed to
continue to talk with the City of Greater Geelong,
particularly about some of the car parking and traffic
provision issues that pertain to the social housing
development, and that I would take on notice the
questions that were raised specifically in relation to
what is called stage 2, the private sector development.
In that context I can indicate to the house that the
member for Geelong and I have already had some
preliminary discussions with the Minister for Planning
about some opportunities for further consultation and
the development of a mechanism where the further
views of the community surrounding the Moorabool
Street development can be considered, so their voice
can be heard and understood and the concerns they
have expressed about the planning process can be
properly addressed.
We had a good preliminary conversation with the
Minister for Planning, at the request of the member for
Geelong, and I have welcomed his support in the
conversations we have had with the minister. The
minister has taken on notice the concerns the member
for Geelong has raised. He quite properly needs to go
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away and consider those matters in the broader context
of his responsibilities as the Minister for Planning.
From my point of view, and I can speak with absolute
confidence, the member for Geelong has an ongoing
and deep commitment to the social housing outcome
that we want to achieve on the Moorabool Street site,
and the matters we committed to at our meeting with
the City of Greater Geelong we have clearly transmitted
to the Minister for Planning. He properly needs to go
away and consider those questions and obviously report
back in the appropriate forums on how he wishes to
take those matters forward.
I thank the member for Geelong for his advocacy and
support for what I think will be an exciting
development at that TAFE Moorabool Street site. We
want to ensure we bring all of the community along
with us in this development going forward.
In relation to other matters that have been raised, the
member for Brighton raised an ongoing matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to the
resolution of what has been an ongoing matter in my
local government portfolio area for which I also have
some responsibility — that is, the New Street railway
gates. We hope to resolve that soon.
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The member for Bass raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Ports, seeking the intervention of the
minister in relation to payments of subcontractors who
had subcontracted to Akron Roads, the builders of the
large parts of the duplication of the Bass Highway. I
will make sure that matter is brought to the minister’s
attention.
Similarly the member for Albert Park raised a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Ports, seeking his
advocacy for a speed limit of 40 kilometres an hour for
Barkly Street, St Kilda, between Acland and Inkerman
streets. I will make sure that the minister is aware of
that request.
The member for Kilsyth raised a matter for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services, seeking further
police numbers in the Croydon and Mooroolbark police
stations. I will make sure the minister is aware of that.
Finally, the member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs,
seeking his support for an application by the City of
Moreland for a community facilities grant at the
C. B. Smith Reserve.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.

Ms Asher interjected.
House adjourned 4.43 p.m. until Tuesday, 9 March.
Mr WYNNE — It is a complex matter, as the
member for Brighton knows.
The member for South Barwon raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs,
seeking support for lighting for the Surf Coast Football
Club. I will make sure that the minister is aware of that
matter.
The Leader of The Nationals raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning, seeking revocation of the
planning permit for the Bald Hills wind farm, and I will
make sure the minister is aware of that request.
The member for Essendon raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs,
seeking a grant for the development of the Aberfeldie
Netball Association site and the development of a new
comprehensive facility there. I will make sure that the
minister is aware of that advocacy.
The member for Malvern raised a matter for the
Minister for Energy and Resources in relation to
concerns about the independence of the mining warden.
I will make sure that matter is drawn to the attention of
the Minister for Energy and Resources.
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