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Tuesday, 18 September 2001
The SPEAKER (Hon. Alex Andrianopoulos) took the
chair at 2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — By leave, I move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
today so as to allow:
(1) precedence to be given to motions:
(a) of condolence to the President and people of the
United States of America; and
(b) for agreement to a consequential address to His
Excellency the Governor.
(2) at the conclusion of the consideration of the motions the
house shall proceed with question time followed by
formal business and other business as set out in the
notice paper.

Motion agreed to.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:
TERRORIST ATTACKS
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — By leave, I move:
That the following resolution be agreed to by this house —
We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria, in Parliament
assembled, express our deepest and sincere condolences
to the President and people of the United States of
America at this time of great suffering caused by
appalling acts of terrorism. In recording these sentiments
we express the unanimous feeling of the people of the
state of Victoria who are shocked and outraged by such
senseless acts of violence.

This is the first such motion to be brought before the
Victorian Parliament since the assassination of
President Kennedy in 1963. At that time this Parliament
expressed its shock and sorrow at the cruel loss of one
man. Today we express those emotions again, only
magnified on a scale we hoped we would never see.
These acts of senseless terrorism against the people of
New York, Washington and Pennsylvania have deeply
affected us all.
In sending our condolences we hope to let the
American people know that their grief is shared and
that the pain they are feeling is felt here in Victoria.
Because the events of last week unfolded so publicly —
for many of us, literally in front of our eyes — and we
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were constantly exposed to it, it was somehow easier to
imagine ourselves, our families and our colleagues in
place of those who have been killed and injured. That
feeling is the beginning of shared grief and shared loss
and a profound sense of loss, which it will be hard to
restore.
We will never know the exact nature of the pain being
experienced, but we can imagine it. We can imagine
not just the terrible shock of last week’s events but the
long grief ahead for many thousands of people. For
each of those who died there are many more who are
now enduring a terrible existence. It is to them we send
are deepest sympathy.
I know that I speak for all Victorians when I express
our sorrow at the death of thousands of civilians, office
workers, airline passengers, rescue workers and other
innocent people who were just going about their daily
working lives not suspecting anything of this
magnitude could ever happen.
For each of us there will be one or two details we
focused on among the many, many details we were
exposed to over the last week — the last telephone calls
from passengers on board the airliners; the staff of the
hospital emergency departments waiting for the injured
to arrive, when the injured were outnumbered by those
who had died; or the hundreds of rescue workers who
are among those being recovered from the wreckage in
New York.
We focus on these details because they help us to
comprehend what is almost incomprehensible in scale
and in cruelty. Again it was President Kennedy who
said that even in crisis we have choices — about our
behaviour and about how we respond.
Whoever is found to be responsible for these
horrendous events, and however the world community
responds, it is vitally important that we reflect on the
kind of responses we each make and ask ourselves what
kind of future we want.
We want to prosecute those people who have
perpetrated these preplanned, senseless and cowardly
acts of terrorism. But in doing so we do not want our
faith in each other to be splintered. I am confident that
we will continue to show each other tolerance and
understanding. Every community in Victoria —
Islamic, Jewish, Catholic, Protestant and Orthodox —
condemns these terrible events that have occurred in the
United States of America.
I believe the best response here in Victoria is to
strengthen our great traditions of tolerance and
harmony while standing shoulder to shoulder with the

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: TERRORIST ATTACKS
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people of the United States in finding those who
perpetrated these dreadful acts of terrorism. In this way
we will deny terrorism its moral victory and deny its
ability to spread distrust and hatred around the world.
I have met with representatives of the Islamic and
Jewish faiths and the Anglican, Catholic, Lutheran and
Uniting churches, as well as the Churches of Christ, the
Salvation Army, the Assemblies of God and the Coptic
Orthodox Church. They spoke with one voice about
their terror, their anguish and their concern about what
has happened in the United States of America.
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those two magnificent buildings. No-one will ever
forget the vision they saw of people leaning out of those
skyscrapers, of people jumping and falling to their
deaths — the most horrific vision I have ever witnessed
in my entire life. As we watched in our lounge rooms
we could see the sheer terror and the real agony on the
faces of those people as they faced certain death. While
we sat in our lounge rooms we could not help but feel
compassion towards them and feel helpless as we
watched in terror as they suffered as they did. Then the
world watched as the buildings collapsed, taking with
them many thousands of people.

They joined with us as Victorians, I am pleased to say,
in inviting all members of their faiths to attend a
multifaith gathering this Thursday at the Rod Laver
Arena to demonstrate our shared anguish and anxiety
for the people of America. We will be joined as well by
the representatives of Victoria Police, the Metropolitan
Fire and Emergency Services Board, the Country Fire
Authority, the Metropolitan Ambulance Service and the
State Emergency Services. It is an opportunity for us
Victorians to share the sorrow we feel and to show our
compassion for those suffering in the United States of
America and the compassion we have for each other.

We cannot allow the situation in New York to
overshadow the importance of the people in the
Pentagon who died as the plane crashed into that
building, or indeed the people who were in the airliners.
It now appears that the final death toll will be more than
6000 people, of whom approximately 72 are
Australians, and I understand at this stage
approximately 13 are Victorians. Our sympathies go to
the families and friends of all those people, particularly
to the families of the Victorians and Australians
affected by this terrible tragedy.

In passing this motion of condolence for the people of
America we express our condemnation of the terrible
events of the past week and our shared grief at their
consequences around the world.

This act of terrorism will affect not only the families of
those people but our entire community. We must make
sure that the effect, which is horrific and serious, is
turned into something positive rather than being
allowed to create even greater terror and inhumanity in
our society.

Dr NAPTHINE (Leader of the Opposition) — I rise
to support the Premier in expressing profound horror,
shock and sorrow at the events of last Tuesday,
11 September. On behalf of the people of Victoria and
the Liberal Party I extend my deepest sympathies to the
people of the United States and those around the world
who have lost people near and dear to them in these
terrible acts of barbarism.
The sheer scale of the acts of terrorism committed just
over one week ago has shocked the world. We
condemn not only those acts but also all acts of
terrorism wherever they are committed in this world.
Right now thousands of workers and volunteers are
struggling in an attempt to rescue anyone who is still
trapped under the wreckage of the World Trade Centre
in New York. Our thoughts and prayers are with them
in that task. The photos and footage of the faces of
those men and women convey their shock and their
outrage at what has happened not only in their city and
their community but also in our world and our
community.
No-one will ever forget the time they first saw the
photos and the footage of those planes crashing into

This was not just an attack on buildings or on people
but an attack on the United States of America, a nation
which has stood for the values of peace, freedom and
tolerance. The United States of America has on more
than one occasion defended our liberal democratic
values even when it was not under direct threat. This
was an attack on New York City, which, along with
many cities in Australia, is one of the most
multicultural societies in the world. For over a century
New York City has stood out, as symbolised by the
Statue of Liberty, as a beacon of hope for the
dispossessed, the oppressed and those escaping tyranny
and trying to create new hope and opportunity for
themselves.
We must never forget in this period when we are
responding to terrorism that this was an attack on the
values we hold dear. We must never forget that the best
way to respond is to defend and be more determined to
uphold those important values of freedom, liberty,
democracy, tolerance, peace, understanding and basic
human kindness in our society. We must be resolved to
turn this great negative into a significant positive.
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Our thoughts clearly go to the victims and their
families. And our thoughts go also to those who
responded to the emergency. In particular we recognise
the selfless efforts of the firemen and policemen who
went to the scene of the first incident and who, despite
the obvious danger they faced and their awareness of
the danger, proceeded to do their work professionally
and without any fear for their own lives. Unfortunately
more than 300 emergency service workers lost their
lives as the buildings collapsed. They were people
going up the stairs when other people were going down
the stairs to escape. They were also people like
Fr Mychal Judge, a chaplain of the New York City Fire
Department, who was carried out of the rubble. He was
killed because he went back to provide comfort and
support to his colleagues in his role as chaplain of the
fire brigade.
We must never forget those children who were in
schools, which stayed open because nobody came to
pick them up. Those children were not sure whether
their parents would be returning at all. As the Premier
said, we all have our own images of individuals and
families who have been affected by this tragedy. They
are symbolic of the tragedy that has occurred right
across the United States — in New York, at the
Pentagon and the plane crash in Pennsylvania. All those
images we must never forget. We must use them to
become more convinced of the need for the resolve to
stand up for what we believe in. We must not allow
these acts of terrorism to cow us or to in any way take
us away from the important issues that those firemen
were fighting to uphold.
People were going about their ordinary work because
they felt confident of a country that was committed to
giving every individual opportunity, irrespective of
their race, religion or gender. We want a world like
that — a world that will not give in to terrorism, that
will not give in to barbarism and that will not give in to
these sorts of horrific acts of violence. These acts of
terror have certainly damaged us and affected us all.
But as I have said, it is important that we make sure that
some good comes out of it.
I believe that as members of the Parliament of Victoria
we can do our bit. We can ensure that the people of
Victoria get the opportunity to sign the condolence
books that have been made available through electorate
offices and that they have a way to express their support
and sympathy for the United States and the victims of
this terrible tragedy.
I would suggest to the Premier that Victoria may see fit
to establish a suitable memorial in response to the
tragedy, similar to our memorial to the death of a
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former President of the United States, John F. Kennedy.
The memorial could signify a number of things. It
could signify our support for and understanding of the
families of those people who lost their lives and make
particular mention of those Australians and Victorians
who lost their lives in this tragedy. It would also be an
important symbol to say that the lives that were lost in
this terrible tragedy were not lost in vain. The lives that
were lost have given the world a greater resolve to fight
terrorism wherever it occurs in this world. I think a
suitable memorial would act as a focus for that.
In conclusion let me say again that our sympathies go
out to the families and friends of those people who
tragically lost their lives. Our support goes out to those
working as rescuers and those working to identify the
perpetrators of these terrible crimes. Our resolve must
be to continue to oppose and combat all forms of
terrorism across the world and to ensure that we stand
up and be counted for the values we hold so dear, the
values the terrorists were trying to knock down and the
values we must uphold. Those values are freedom,
democracy, tolerance and peace.
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — I rise
on behalf of the National Party to support the motion
moved by the Premier and supported by the Leader of
the Opposition. It is only a week ago that at least
6000 lives were lost on American soil as a result of
those dreadful acts of barbarism about which we have
all seen, read and heard so much.
People from something in the order of 40 nations across
the world, including 72 Australians, died. I regret to say
that these despicable acts have changed forever the way
we will live our lives. They have wrought change in a
way that none of us would have chosen, but they
occurred nevertheless. Make no mistake, these events
of a week ago were an attack on us all. This is not just
an issue to be confined to the shores of America and to
what happened so tragically there. This is something
that is relevant to us all. I know we will retain forever
the images of what we saw over the course of those few
days last week, particularly the sight of those aircraft
flying into those towers.
I was at home watching the television when the first
report of the first tower being struck came on and was
watching as the second plane flew into the second
tower, as, I am sure, were many others around the
world. We all saw the loss of those buildings, the
fireball, the subsequent fires in the buildings, the way
the buildings imploded and fell in on themselves taking
those poor souls with them and the sight of those
people in their many forms, not only those who were in
the building but also those in the streets.
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We have heard so much these last few days about the
calls that were made from two of the hijacked aircraft to
loved ones; the extent of the deaths and the injuries; the
survivors and the stories they have been able to tell; the
acts of remarkable heroism of those involved in the fire
services and the police, some of whom escaped the first
incident and then went back into the buildings to try to
save those who were still there and in the course of
doing so lost their lives; the consequent tragedies that
have befallen the many families of those involved —
the loss of loved ones and friends; and the way it has
grown exponentially, so that literally millions of people
around the world have suffered the outcome of this
dreadful event.
We will make more planes and rebuild the buildings,
but tragically lives have been lost and people are gone.
Their greatest sin was that they went out the front door
of their homes that morning never to return. It is
something that is ingrained in our minds and will be
forever. The question arises as to why. In a sense it is a
fruitless intellectual exercise to ask why, because given
our society and the way we live the answer does not
matter. Given the way we are and the people we are
proud to be, whatever answer might be given will be
utterly irrelevant and will fall far short of any possible
rational, reasonable explanation. The fact is that this
event occurred. It should never have happened, but it
did. It is terrorism on a scale that we have never seen in
our time.
Inevitably the grief followed by anger have given over
to rage. In many senses that is perfectly understandable.
When the President of the United States talks about war
having been declared, regrettably it is an appropriate
term for those who have perpetrated this most awful of
crimes. These people deserve to be hunted down and
dealt with in the same way as they would have happen
to others. It is a fair call. In saying that I would hope
upon hope that those countries that harbour the people
who are guilty come to their senses and heed the
warnings given to them. There is a massive distinction
to be made here — a war for a cause is one thing, but a
war in circumstances where we have nation against
nation is an extension of that fundamental principle, the
first principle. They are related in this current context,
but they are two different things. Like many other
people, not only those within this chamber — the
parliamentary representatives, the staff who work here
and the people who have come here this day, but also
Victorians at large, I abhor the use of the word ‘war’.
My brother served in Vietnam, and I know what is it
like to wake up in the morning wondering whether he is
still with us. The last thing we want is to have a
dreadful outbreak of hostilities that leads to war on a
scale that we have historically known. Equally, I say
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again that it is imperative that those who have been
directly associated with perpetrating these crimes be
dealt with in the way they have so callously dealt with
those poor folk in the United States.
It is appropriate that we spare a thought for the many
people who have come to Australia from so many other
parts of the world, because the vast majority of them —
of whatever background — share our abhorrence for
these acts. I ask those who might have thought
otherwise that they temper their thinking in dealing
with migrant groups, in their many forms, to ensure that
in Victoria — in this great state of ours, this wonderful
multicultural community of which we are so proud —
we can justifiably say that we were able to look after
members of the community who come from differing
backgrounds in a way that behoves us in the current
state of affairs. As parliamentarians I believe we also
have a responsibility in ensuring this.
That responsibility is shared by those we work with and
those who are here today as well as other Victorians. It
is a time for squaring the shoulders. It is a time for
lifting the chin. It is a time to be able to talk about the
things we hold dear in communities throughout this
state. As I said at the outset, no-one ought be in any
doubt that this was an attack upon us all. We have a
direct responsibility to make sure that we are not cowed
by these events and that we are able to pursue our daily
lives in a manner that does justice to the way of life we
have developed so richly and have enjoyed over many
years.
On behalf of the National Party I support the motion
before the house. I express the sympathies of my party
and, if I may, the sympathies of all Victorians for those
in America who have been injured or killed as a result
of these dreadful acts as well as their families and loved
ones. I spare particular thought for the US Consul
General, David Lyon, who is a gentleman known to all
of us. I read reports in the weekend papers about the
dreadful anguish he has suffered personally. To him I
extend those same sympathies.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I support this motion,
and I know my Independent colleagues support my
sentiments. I add my sincere condolences to this
motion. Like most Australians, one week ago today we
watched transfixed as events unfolded in New York
and Washington. We watched with disbelief and horror
as a peaceful city came under direct and brutal terrorist
attack. We watched as thousands of innocent men,
women and children were killed in an attack of utter
and senseless brutality.
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From this Parliament our hearts and sympathies go out
to the victims and to the citizens of the United States of
America. America has been a true and loyal ally of
Australia. In this time of crisis we must show our
compassion and resolve. We must also temper the
immediate reaction of seeking vengeance and seek only
justice.

now. It is amazing! The old ring of confidence; the
protective seal around the Leader of the Opposition.

In conclusion I reflect on the lives of the 72 Australians
who are missing or were killed. Like every member of
this house, I endorse the condolences for the people of
America.

Mr BRACKS — In addition to that, I dealt with Dr
Cheung, the head of Singapore Airlines, on numerous
occasions, once in my office and several times by
phone, as recently as yesterday, to reconfirm whether or
not Singapore Airlines had some interest in relation to
this.

Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — By leave, I move:
That the following address to His Excellency the Governor be
agreed to by this house:
We, the members of the Parliament of Victoria, in
Parliament assembled, respectfully request that Your
Excellency will be pleased to communicate to the
Governor-General the accompanying resolution for
transmission to the President of the United States of
America.

Motion agreed to.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ansett Australia: financial crisis
Dr NAPTHINE (Leader of the Opposition) — Will
the Premier advise the house specifically how many
times through the last month he spoke directly to the
Labor Prime Minister of New Zealand and the chief
executive officer of Ansett Australia to seek their
support for action to save Victorian jobs, or did he once
again grandstand and simply do nothing?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — It is useful for me to go
through this and put it on the record in Parliament. I did
not communicate with the Prime Minister of New
Zealand, but I would have to check my records exactly
in relation to the head of Air New Zealand, Gary
Toomey. I probably spoke directly to him around seven
or eight times, several times in my office but also
several times by phone call.
Mr Leigh — You knew for weeks you said!
Mr BRACKS — That’s right. The shadow Minister
for Transport has still kept his job. You are one of
66 per cent of the Liberal Party who have portfolios

Mr Leigh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Mordialloc!

Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRACKS — In relation to the interjection from
the leadership aspirant, the honourable member for
Malvern, I met with Dr Cheung before I wrote to the
Prime Minister some one month ago warning the Prime
Minister of this occurrence. I met with Dr Cheung one
month before.
In addition I had several discussions with the head of
Qantas, Geoff Dixon. The key issue is that the
responsibility for regulation and oversight of the airline
system in this country is with whom? Who is
responsible? The federal government is responsible.
You should be ashamed of your federal counterparts!
The National Party minister, Mr Anderson, will have as
his legacy as the federal transport minister, ‘I presided
over the demise of Ansett’. The National Party and
coalition transport minister, Mr Anderson, knew
absolutely that what he took out of cabinet to New
Zealand some one month ago was a flawed proposal. It
would never fly, it would never get off the ground,
because Singapore Airlines would never relinquish its
interest in Air New Zealand. He knew that; he is
culpable. He still proposed an arrangement that would
never work, and the fact that we are in this mess is due
directly to the coalition government, which this crowd
here supports absolutely!

Mountain cattlemen: grazing rights
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — Will
the Minister for Environment and Conservation advise
the house whether it is the intention of the government
to remove the grazing rights of mountain cattlemen in
the Victorian high country?
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Environment and
Conservation) — I would like the Leader of the
National Party to listen very carefully, because
obviously he has not been listening at all. Of course,
this is an opposition which does not listen. It did not
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listen when it was in government, and that is why it is
in opposition now. This government consults as part of
its decision making. The government has said time and
again, and I have explained it many times, that it will
not be changing leases without consultation, without
agreement and without the alpine cattlemen
volunteering. I hope that is now clear and that the
Leader of the National Party has heard it.

Ansett Australia: tourism
Ms BEATTIE (Tullamarine) — I refer the Premier
to the failure of the federal government to respond to
the impact of the Ansett crisis on Australia’s tourism
industry. What action is the Bracks government taking
to come to the aid of Victorian tourism?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Tullamarine for her question. I understand
the amount of work she has undertaken since the
collapse of Ansett in representing her constituents,
particularly those in the Sunbury area, as so many
people from that area work at the airport. She has told
me that these people are not only the major
breadwinners in families but sometimes the spouses
and even the children, as generations of families have
worked at Ansett. The honourable member understands
that, because she represents the seat of Tullamarine and
so much of the Ansett work force. I also thank the
honourable member for her presence yesterday at a
round table meeting of industry and interested parties
about this matter.
I have much pleasure in announcing today that as a
consequence of the significant downturn in the tourism
industry across Australia and particularly in Victoria,
the government will be contributing some $10 million
of new money to the tourism effort in the state. This
$10 million of new money is in addition to the extra
$4 million included in the budget that the Treasurer
presented in May. It lifts the amount of state
government spending on the tourism effort in Victoria
by some 30 per cent. This is very important, because at
the round table of industry leaders held yesterday the
Australian Hotels Association reported that in the
previous 24 hours there had been some 3500 hotel bed
cancellations. More disturbing than that is the fact that
these cancellations are accelerating and will continue to
do so until corrective action is taken by the federal and
state governments.
This government is keen to unconditionally put up an
extra $10 million to assist and support the industry in
three areas. The first is in cooperative marketing with
international airlines which want to market their
destinations in both Melbourne and regional Victoria
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and which want to market themselves as part of that
process. Secondly, the government wants to assist,
promote and increase the award-winning Jigsaw
campaign, which has been so successful in encouraging
tourism from interstate and overseas. Thirdly, the
government will allocate some of the $10 million to
regional tourism, because regional areas have also been
hard hit by the international downturn in air travel,
which has been compounded by the Ansett closure and
the tragic events in the United States of America. Those
events have led to less air travel and the cancellation of
holiday bookings, conferences and business events. The
tragedy in the United States and the demise of Ansett
will have a profound impact on the tourism industry in
Victoria and the rest of Australia.
We are putting up $10 million. We are lifting the
tourism effort by 30 per cent. As happened with the
pilots dispute, when the then federal government put in
$26 million of new spending to assist and support the
industry to recover, we will support tourism in Victoria.
What is needed nationally is complementary money to
our $10 million. We know members of the industry will
back us up with their support, assistance and financing.
What we need, and what the tourism industry is calling
for this very day in Canberra and will be meeting with
the Prime Minister about tomorrow, is a $50 million
package around the country. We will put up our extra
$10 million to promote Victoria as part of the effort to
minimise the effect on the thousands of add-on jobs
affected by the closure of Ansett, by the downturn in
the airline industry and by people cancelling those
things they were previously doing and to ensure that the
tourism industry has the capacity to rebound.
There is no doubt that the tourism industry will
rebound. Last time, after the pilots dispute, it took some
two years. We have put this package in place to
accelerate that so that the downturn in tourism activity
is less and we are insulated and the downturn has less
effect on regional and metropolitan tourism. I am very
pleased and proud to announce today that we are
contributing $10 million over and above the budget to
the tourism industry in those three targeted areas. We
want to work for the tourism industry to ensure that we
minimise the impact of both Ansett and the downturn
as a result of the tragic events in the United States of
America.

Ansett Australia: replacement airlines
Dr NAPTHINE (Leader of the Opposition) — I
refer to the failure of the state Labor government to
secure Virgin Airlines headquarters for Melbourne and
the recent unfortunate collapse of Ansett Australia,
which was headquartered in Melbourne, and I ask: will
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the Premier now reinstate the $4.7 million he cut in the
last state budget from the $7.7 million program to
attract new airlines to Victoria?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — The reality is that we
have been working to get new business in Victoria. We
will continue to do that. I am not sure what the Leader
of the Opposition is referring to, but I can say that the
industry attraction program is attracting a record
number of new entry starts in Victoria. We are
continuing to work on a replacement for Ansett. We
have been the hardest working state government in the
country on that and will continue to add our maximum
efforts to that objective.

Ansett Australia: financial crisis
Ms DUNCAN (Gisborne) — I ask the Minister for
State and Regional Development to inform the house
what action the government is taking to address the
impact on the aviation industry of the federal
government’s failure to prevent and resolve the Ansett
crisis.
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I thank the honourable member for
Gisborne for her question today and also for the great
support she has shown the government in the efforts we
have been making to minimise the impact of the Ansett
demise in Victoria. I make this point at the outset: as we
came into question time today we were all thinking,
‘What is it that the opposition might raise today?’, but
one of the most extraordinary things I have seen in
politics for a long time is that, after the demise of a
national air carrier that carries passengers nationally
and internationally and operates under federal
government aviation policy, today we have seen a state
opposition trying to say that this was the state
government’s fault. You are hopeless; you are
hopeless!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order and the minister to address his comments
through the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — This would have to be a — —
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You missed out! You’re one of
the few!
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. The honourable member for Glen Waverley
should not interject in that vein. The minister should
ignore interjections and address the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — Here they are: 66 per cent of the
Liberal Party are either shadow ministers or
parliamentary secretaries, but 100 per cent of the
National Party are.
This is a disaster of the federal government’s making.
This is something which the federal Minister for
Transport and Regional Services, the federal minister
responsible for aviation, has known about for months
and months. When Minister Anderson went over to
New Zealand and said, ‘Oh, boy, have I got a deal for
you!’, it was this state government that said, ‘You’re a
mug. Back the Singapore Airlines proposal at 49 per
cent, otherwise you will have two airlines on their
knees’. We told them what to do. The Premier wrote
the letter. Here they are today defending an
incompetent transport minister who ought to be sacked
immediately by his Prime Minister. His only claim to
fame in the years he has been responsible for aviation
will be that he brought Ansett Australia — —
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I draw your attention to the question, which asks the
minister what action he and the Victorian government
intend to take on the issue. I suggest to you the minister
is not addressing the question, but is debating the issue.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and I ask the minister to come back to answering
the question.
Mr BRUMBY — As I just indicated, the state
government advised the federal government that it
should tell New Zealand to accept the Singapore
Airlines 49 per cent offer. We did that months ago.
Since then we have seen the demise of Ansett Australia
caused by the incompetence of the federal government.
Since that event have we seen one single new policy
initiative by the federal government to resolve this
crisis? No. Absolutely none! Who is out there
supporting them for doing nothing? The Leader of the
Opposition! In terms of the initiatives taken by the state
government the Premier has announced today — —
Mr Leigh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Mordialloc has been called a number of times. I will
not call him again.
Mr BRUMBY — The Premier has announced
today a $10 million initiative to restore confidence to
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the tourism industry. There has been no initiative at a
federal government level; there has been no initiative
by any other state in Australia. The only government
which is providing leadership in the area is the Bracks
government. Yesterday the state government called on
the federal government to release a $50 million
national — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You don’t think they should do
anything?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Will the house come to
order! I ask the Leader of the Opposition to cease
interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — In every national turndown or
crisis of this type, the federal government responsible
for aviation policy has moved in with national
initiatives. As I have said, that occurred after the pilots
dispute in the late 1980s and after the Gulf War in the
1990s. We are about to see thousands of people across
Australia without jobs in the tourism industry yet the
Leader of the Opposition says, ‘The federal government
should not do a thing to stop it’. That is what you just
said today. We will make sure — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Is that right? I don’t think so. I
think you’re on your knees.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order. I ask the minister to address the Chair and to
ignore interjections.
Mr BRUMBY — We have asked the Leader of the
Opposition whether he thinks the federal government
should do anything to alleviate the pain being felt
across Australia in the aviation and tourism industries,
and we have all heard his answer. It was no.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — That is what you said.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You got yourself into this mess,
my friend!
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not permit even a
senior minister like the Treasurer to continue to debate
across the chamber. The forms of this house require
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that he must debate in the third person and through the
Chair.
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition shall desist from interjecting in that vein.
He is not helping proceedings at all.
Mr BRUMBY — In addition to the tourism
initiative, yesterday the Premier and I, the Minister for
Major Projects and Tourism, the Minister for Consumer
Affairs and the Minister for Industrial Relations met
with representatives of industry sectors that have been
affected by the Ansett crisis. These included
representatives of the tourism industry, Melbourne
Airport and major industry groups, including the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry and the Australian Industry Group, because the
implications of this are widespread throughout the
economy.
At that meeting there was widespread support for the
proposal to call on the federal government to lift its
game by providing $50 million nationally. We have
since added to that with $10 million. Last Friday the
Victorian government also put in place a consumer
hotline. We were the first state to do that. In the first
6 hours we received more than 3500 calls to that
hotline. We are the only state to do it, and we received
calls not just from right across Victoria but from right
across Australia.
In addition to these things, as I have said, the Premier
and I have met with a number of potential investors in
the airline industry, and I met with the administrators
on Sunday. The government continues to facilitate
potential investment in the aviation industry.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the minister of
the need to be succinct and ask him to conclude his
answer.
Mr BRUMBY — We have put in place a range of
initiatives. We are taking at a state government level the
sorts of initiatives that ought to be taken at a federal
government level. We will continue to put pressure on
the federal government to show some leadership in this
area. No other state is taking the initiatives that have
been taken by the Bracks government — that is, the
round table, the $10 million initiative, the consumer
hotline and the facilitation of industry investors. The
Bracks government is providing real leadership to try to
get investment and confidence back across Victoria and
across Australia.
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Water: rural charges
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — My question to the
Minister for Environment and Conservation concerns
the 4 per cent rate of return on head works charged to
non-metropolitan water authorities but not to
metropolitan authorities or customers who buy bulk
water directly from rural water authorities.
When will the government terminate this policy, which
discriminates against country people living in towns
such as Hopetoun, Ouyen, Underbool, Speed, Tempy
and Patchewollock and against industrial customers
who are forced to buy their water from
non-metropolitan water authorities?
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Environment and
Conservation) — The honourable member for Mildura
and members of the government would be very well
aware of the government’s commitment to rural and
regional Victorians, and of course to financial
responsibility. The previous government left the water
authorities in a mess and totally ignored rural and
regional Victoria. This government has laid the
foundations for a very financially responsible and
viable water sector. For rural and regional Victorians
we have abolished the catchment management
authority tax — a hated, unfair tax. We have reduced
prices for sewerage schemes, including those in many
of the towns the honourable member has mentioned.
We have in place a process with the water authorities to
set fair and responsible water prices. The 4 per cent rate
of return is a problem left to us by the previous
government — and it was in place under the previous
government. This government recognises the equity
issues involved and the need to fund the various
functions that are paid for out of that, including ground
water management, dam safety and recreation around
the storages. On that issue we will continue to work
with the water authorities as part of the government’s
water pricing process, and we will turn the situation
around.

New Zealand Prime Minister: police helicopter
Mr WELLS (Wantirna) — I ask the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to advise the house
who in the government authorised the use of the police
helicopter to allow the New Zealand Labour Prime
Minister to break a union picket line on her Air New
Zealand aeroplane and how much the use of this
chopper cost the Victorian taxpayer.
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I have to say I am
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flabbergasted! We have a major national airline
collapse and a police enterprise bargaining dispute, and
the honourable member for Wantirna asks me about
who flew the New Zealand Prime Minister from
Tullamarine airport to Essendon Airport.
Victoria Police has the responsibility to provide safe
passage for any visiting foreign dignitary, as the New
Zealand Prime Minister was. It was an operational
decision for Victoria Police. The police flew her from
Tullamarine airport to Essendon Airport to ensure that
she could catch a military aircraft from Sale back to
New Zealand. What an absolutely ridiculous waste of a
question!

Drugs: youth services
Mr VINEY (Frankston East) — I refer the Minister
for Health to the Bracks government’s successful drug
advertisements, which aim to reduce drug abuse and
link young people to drug treatment and
rehabilitation — an issue of substantial concern in the
Frankston community. I ask the minister to outline the
latest action the Bracks government is taking to
increase access to drug rehabilitation services for young
people.
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Health) — The
Bracks government’s drug advertisements have been
extremely successful, both in discouraging drug abuse
and in encouraging young people to pick up the phone
and ask for help. In the first six weeks of that campaign
some 1700 calls were made to the drug line.
Interestingly, a large proportion of that group were
young men, a group that has in the past has been very
hard to contact.
The Bracks government is providing more drug
treatment services to meet this increased demand.
Today I am very pleased to announce the first
long-term rehabilitation centre in Victoria for young
people with chronic alcohol and drug problems. The
new 15-bed residential rehabilitation centre will give
intensive support to young people for up to nine
months. The new centre will be built using some
$3 million of state government funding. It will be in
Mount Pleasant Road, Eltham, in a secluded bush
setting. Victoria is the first state to set up a centre
specifically for the rehabilitation of young people, not
just those with heroin abuse problems but also those
with problems associated with alcohol, cannabis and
other illicit drugs.
Drug detox — getting young people to withdraw — is
very important. But for some of those young people we
also need to have a rehabilitation service, a follow-up
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for this service. This new service, which will be run by
the Youth Substance Abuse Service, will provide for
the first time in Victoria such a specialised facility —
something that the Bracks government is doing and
something that was sorely needed. Because this new
facility will take some time to build we are setting up as
a matter of urgency an interim rehabilitation service in
Yarrambat near Hurstbridge. That service will be taking
on young people, 15 to 20 clients at a time,
commencing over the next month.
I should say that just over a year ago, in June 2000,
waiting times for youth residential detox were an
average of 11.5 days. Since then as a result of the action
we have taken there has been an 84 per cent decrease in
waiting time, so the waiting time is now 1.8 days. This
additional rehabilitation service will provide further
assistance to help young people get off drugs.
When we came into office we faced a major social
problem in drugs, but as a result of the action we are
taking — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THWAITES — There is certainly much to be
done, but we are turning the situation around in a way
that everyone in this place ought to support, instead of
making puerile interjections.

Minister for Education: office expenditure
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I refer the
Minister for Education to a freedom of information
(FOI) request into the entertainment expenses of the
minister’s own office, which took seven months to
process, not 45 days, and ended up showing lavish
spending in Melbourne’s best restaurants being written
off as meetings with her own public servants. Further,
given that this FOI request covered just an eight-week
period and was just a mere snapshot of the expenditure
of the minister’s office, I ask the minister to now table
all of her office entertainment expenses from 1999 and
make them available to the parliamentary library by
close of business tomorrow.
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Education) —
Parliament will be aware that when this government
came into power we abolished credit cards for ministers
and ministerial staff. Under the last government we
remember the millions of dollars that were spent on
credit cards by ministers, ministerial staff and leaders of
statutory authorities. The honourable member for
Warrandyte requested through FOI the expenses of the
minister’s office over a three-month period. We
provided that information. As I recall it was a total of
around $1600, which involved the minister and

Tuesday, 18 September 2001

advisers. We compare that with a similar three-month
period when the honourable member for Warrandyte
was an education minister — for the same period when
he was a minister in government, where we spent
$1600, that man spent $37 000!
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The recently demoted
shadow Treasurer said, ‘A different period of time’. It
was exactly the same time as when she was a minister
in government.
How could any minister and his advisers spend $37 000
in three months? Thousands of dollars were spent on
charter flights; thousands of dollars were spent on
hospitality.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is now debating the issue. She should come
to the point of the question: will she table the
information in the library, or is this honest, open and
accountable minister trying to hide something?
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not allow the
Leader of the Opposition to merely repeat the question.
However, I ask the minister to cease debating the
question and to come back to answering it.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Yes, charter flights, travel,
hospitality, and some inexplicable but exorbitant
expenditure on new phones and communication
devices, which we are looking forward to investigating.
As this government does not allow credit cards to be
used by ministers’ advisers or ministers, every
expenditure is checked according to the guidelines and
reimbursed if it meets those guidelines. My office has
met those guidelines. We will continue to rein in the
exorbitant expenditure that we inherited in government.
We are turning things around in education.

Public transport: fare evasion
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I refer the Minister
for Transport to the impact of the former Kennett
government’s flawed automatic ticketing system on
fare evasion and I ask: in view of the latest information
concerning the level of fare evasion, will the minister
inform the house of what action the government is
taking to protect transport revenue?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — All
members of this house would be aware that the
previous government privatised the revenue collection
system of Melbourne’s public transport in 1994, when
it signed up with the Onelink consortium. The contract
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ties the hands of the former government and this
government right through until, I think, 2006.
Since 1994 Victorian taxpayers and public transport
customers have faced a series of very serious problems.
They have included: people not being able to buy the
sorts of tickets they have liked, like daily tickets on
trams; ticket machines not working properly; and
significant levels of fare evasion.
Recently my department was asked to prepare some
estimates of the level of fare evasion on Melbourne’s
public transport system. It was interesting to identify
the source of that request. It actually came from the
Liberal Party, from the honourable member for
Bennettswood in preparation for the shadow cabinet
reshuffle that took place. I do not know whether he
checked it out with the shadow minister at the time, but
as events turned out the shadow Minister for Transport
was not reshuffled. I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for that.
I guess the honourable member for Bennettswood did
not take into account the fact that the honourable
member for Mordialloc would threaten to resign if he
were reshuffled. Nevertheless, it is interesting to get this
information about the extent of fare evasion on our
public transport system. Based on advice supplied by
the department, which was based on advice given by
the private operators, in mid-last year fare evasion on
our trams, trains and buses ranged between 5 per cent
and a staggering 23 per cent. This has a huge impact on
the revenue flowing through to the private transport
operators, because under the franchise agreements it is
their revenue stream, which is of great concern to the
government.
The shadow minister knows where the blame lies. He
recently admitted that Onelink simply did not deliver
the goods in relation to the timing of the contract or the
arrangements that had been entered into. He even
boasted that he was on the committee that chose the
contract and was a key part of the decision-making
process of the previous government. We are concerned
about this high level of fare evasion and the impact it is
having on the operation of public transport. We have
set up a joint ticketing task force to work with the
private companies. The bulk of this money does not
come through to the government but goes through to
the private operators. Notwithstanding that, we are
concerned to ensure that fare evasion does not bleed the
system dry.
We have also introduced a range of other initiatives to
make it easier for people to buy tickets and harder for
them to avoid travelling without tickets. I remind the
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house that we have introduced 100 roving conductors to
work on the trams and 100 roving safety officers to
work across the train network, particularly after dark.
This government is strongly opposed to fare evasion.
We want people who use public transport to do the
right thing: we want them to buy a ticket, and we want
them to use it. We want the private transport companies
that now run our system to maximise their fare box
revenue so they can grow and become successful
businesses; and we want them to be able to invest in the
future of our public transport system and ensure the
expansion of the network over time.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
questions without notice has expired and a minimum
number of questions have been dealt with.
Mr Ryan — I raise a point of order, Mr Speaker,
which I regard as being of great gravity. In raising this
point of order I seek your action, Mr Speaker, to
censure the Leader of the House and have him
apologise for those matters that I am now about to put
before the house.
I refer to a media release issued by the office of the
Minister for Transport on 23 August. I table that release
for your consideration, Mr Speaker. It goes directly to
the issue of the impartiality of the Chair, and given the
significance of the Speaker’s role in this place it is
absolutely vital that you give it your attention. This
release is headed ‘Leigh’s Scoresby antics trigger
friendly fire in Parliament’. The release recites in part
National Party Acting Speaker Don Kilgour and
Hansard. It states in part:
… conservative colleague launching an extraordinary attack
in Parliament …
…
… severely chastised by National Party MP and Acting — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The government benches
will come to order!
Mr Ryan — It states in part:
… severely chastised by National Party MP and Acting
Speaker of Parliament, Mr Don Kilgour …

Further, it states:
… official record of Parliament, Hansard …

In raising this point I refer to May, which under the
heading ‘The Speaker as Presiding Officer of the House
of Commons’ says in part:
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Confidence in the impartiality of the Speaker is an
indispensable condition of the successful working of
procedure, and many conventions exist which have as their
object not only to ensure the impartiality of the Speaker but
also to ensure that his impartiality is generally recognised.

What has happened is a blatant breach of that very
important convention. It is imperative that the position
of Speaker is conducted on an impartial basis. If I may
say so, there is complete confidence in this house
insofar as the Speaker’s discharge of this obligation is
concerned, and from that it flows that it is equally
important that the people who fulfil the important role
of Acting Speaker when they are called upon to do
so — whether they be from the National, Labor or
Liberal parties, or indeed either of the two Independents
who fulfil that role — are also able to be seen as
fulfilling the role impartially. This is something that
goes to the absolute core of the function of this place.
Mr Speaker, I urge you to the view that it is bad enough
when a release of this nature comes from a
parliamentarian at large, but it is worse when it comes
from a minister of the Crown and even worse when, as
in this case, it comes from the Leader of the House,
who controls government business through this place
and who has a pivotal role insofar as the discharge of
business is concerned.
When this happens, Sir, it is a matter that begs your
interference. I ask you to consider the terms used in this
release, to deal with it as you may see fit and to make
sure that we do not have a repeat of what I regard as
appalling conduct by the Leader of the House.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order — —
Mr Cooper — You should apologise!
Mr Batchelor — It is your shadow minister who
needs to apologise. It is his behaviour — —
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Mornington!
Mr Batchelor — It was the outrageous behaviour of
the Leader of the Opposition that triggered outrageous
behaviour by the shadow Minister for Transport. My
press release acknowledges the impartiality of the
Acting Speaker, the honourable member for
Shepparton, at that time. I urge you, Honourable
Speaker, to have a look at the transcript for the whole of
the debate, and you will find that during that period of
time the honourable member for Mordialloc was
constantly interjecting and interrupting to such a degree
that the Chair acted in an impartial way and sought to
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provide protection for me as the Minister for Transport
from the completely irrational and erratic behaviour of
the honourable member for Mordialloc.
In coming to your decision on the matter that has
fallaciously been brought to your attention by the
Leader of the National Party I ask you to rule that it is a
gross abuse of points of order. It is an attempt to use an
important part of the procedures of this house to make a
cheap political point. At all times I accepted the
impartiality of the Chair, both at and since that time. If
you compare the Hansard record with what is put in the
press release, you will see that both coincide.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
National Party has raised a point of order about whether
there has been a reflection upon the Chair by the Leader
of the House in the issue of a press release dated
23 August this year. I am not in a position to make a
ruling on this issue now. I will examine the
documentation the honourable member referred to as
well as examine the Hansard record, and I will rule at a
later stage.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — On Tuesday, 21 August
this year, during the condolence motion for the former
Deputy Premier, the Honourable Bill Borthwick, I
indicated that he had flown dispatches from Churchill
to Tito in Yugoslavia. This information was based on
an obituary in a daily newspaper. I have since been
advised that this information was not accurate. Bill
Borthwick flew with the Royal Air Force in Yugoslavia
and supported the partisans, but not as a courier for
Churchill or Tito.

PETITIONS
The Clerk — I have received the following petitions
for presentation to Parliament:

Housing: loan schemes
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the following residents of the state of
Victoria sheweth state government-sponsored home loan
schemes under the flawed new lending instrument called
capital indexed loans sold since 1984–85 under the
subheadings Capil, deferred interest scheme (DIS), indexed
repayment loan (IRL), home opportunity loan scheme
(HOLS), shared home opportunity scheme (SHOS), are not
fit for the purpose for which they were intended.
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We the undersigned believe these loans are unconscionable
and illegal and have severely disadvantaged the low-income
bracket Victorians the loans were meant to assist.
Your petitioners therefore pray that:
1.

the existing loans be recalculated from day one in a way
as to give borrowers the loans they were promised
‘affordable home loans specially structured to suit your
purse’;

2.

the home ownership be achieved within 25 to 30 years
from date of approval;

3.

the payments to be set at an affordable level (i.e.
20–25 per cent of income for the duration of the term for
all the loan types);

4.

past borrowers who have left the schemes be
compensated for losses that have been incurred by them
being in these faulty structured loans;

5.

any further government home ownership schemes be
offered in a way as to be easily understood by
prospective loan recipients;

6.

the interest rate will be at an affordable rate (i.e. flat rate
of 3 per cent per annum or less for the length of the term
of the loan) geared to income;

7.

capital indexed loans be made illegal in this state to
protect prospective loan recipients.

We ever pray that we may lead a quiet and peaceable life in
all godliness and honesty (1 Tim. 2:2).
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) (8 signatures)

Maroondah Highway: traffic control
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria showeth:
that the citizens of Coldstream are concerned for public
safety and users of the Maroondah Highway through
Coldstream;
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And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) (286 signatures)

York Road–Wray Crescent, Mount Evelyn:
traffic control
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth:
that the citizens of Mount Evelyn township are
concerned for public safety and users of the intersection
of York Road and Wray Crescent, Mount Evelyn;
that traffic signal works and safety improvements are
required as an urgency for this declared main road
intersection.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament of Victoria
examines the safety of this intersection and provides funding
and works for its improvement.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) (1345 signatures)

Libraries: funding
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria respectfully requests:
that the Victorian government immediately invest
substantially more in public library services for the
benefit of all Victorians;
that the Victorian government increase funding to public
libraries for the purchase of books;
that the Victorian government increase funding for the
purchase and maintenance of mobile library services to
ensure the removal of the barrier to access by Victorians
in rural and remote areas.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr LUPTON (Knox) (866 signatures)

that current traffic demands upon this major highway are
unacceptable for the standard at which it exists,
particularly during the peak holiday periods;

Laid on table.

that the visual appearance of this major highway through
Coldstream is unacceptable as an entry into one of
Victoria’s premier wine and tourist regions;

Ordered that petitions presented by honourable member
for Evelyn be considered next day on motion of
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn).

that the duplication and streetscape improvement of
Maroondah Highway from Warburton Highway to
Melba Highway is required as a high priority to meet
traffic volumes and community safety concerns.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Knox be considered next day on motion of
Mr LUPTON (Knox).

Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament of Victoria
examines the safety of this roadway and provides funding and
works for its improvement.
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Ballarat Planning Scheme — Nos C34 Part 2, C41
Banyule Planning Scheme — Nos C13, C14
Bass Coast Planning Scheme — No. C2 Part 2

Alert Digest No. 9
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) presented Alert Digest No. 9 of
2001 on:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of
Use) (Further Amendment) Bill
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Bill
Commonwealth Powers (Industrial Relations)
(Amendment) Bill
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
(Amendment) Bill
Essential Services Commission Bill
Gene Technology Bill
National Parks (Marine National Parks and Marine
Sanctuaries) Bill

Baw Baw Planning Scheme — No. C16
Bayside Planning Scheme — No. C19
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Nos C20, C24, C29,
C35
Frankston Planning Scheme — No. C11
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme — Nos C2, C5
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme — No. C14
Hume Planning Scheme — Nos C8, C22
Monash Planning Scheme — No. C17
Nillumbik Planning Scheme — Nos C3 Part 1, C5
Part 1
Strathbogie Planning Scheme — No. C10
Stonnington Planning Scheme — No. C2
Victoria Planning Provisions — No. VC12
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Nos C21, C23

together with appendices.
Laid on table.

Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Nos C8 Part 1, Part 2,
C18, C23
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — No. C18

Ordered to be printed.

Property Leasing Limited — Report for the six months ended
31 March 2001

BLF CUSTODIAN

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

52nd report

Building Act 1993 — SR No. 82

The SPEAKER presented report given to him pursuant
to section 7A of BLF (De-recognition) Act 1985 by the
custodian appointed under section 7(1) of that act.
Laid on table.

Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 —
SR No. 86
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 — SR No. 85
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
SR No. 84
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — SR No. 81

Ordered to be printed.

Road Safety Act 1986 — SR No. 83
Tobacco Act 1987 — SR No. 87

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
Documents pursuant to s 12H — Poisons Code:
Standard for the Uniform Scheduling of Drugs and
Poisons No. 16
Amendment No. 1 to the Standard for the Uniform
Scheduling of Drugs and Poisons No. 16
Notice regarding the amendment, commencement and
availability of the Poisons Code
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Agriculture that he had received the 1999–2000 annual
report of the Northern Victoria Fresh Tomato Industry
Development Committee
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Minister’s exception certificate in relation to Statutory
Rule No. 80
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rule Nos 81, 82, 83, 84, 86, 87
The Constitution Act Amendment Act 1958 — Statements of
functions conferred on the Electoral Commissioner, dated
22 May 2001, 7 August 2001 and 11 September 2001

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the Table by the Clerk pursuant to an
Order of the House dated 3 November 1999:
Electricity Industry Acts (Further Amendment) Act 2001 —
Section 5 on 6 September 2001 (Gazette G36, 6 September
2001)
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Gambling Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act
2000 — Sections 21 and 22(1) and the remaining provisions
of Parts 3, 4, 5 and 6 on 28 August 2001 (Gazette G34,
23 August 2001)
Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act 2001 —
Sections 4, 5 and 7 and items 2, 3 and 6 of Schedule 1,
Schedule 2, Schedule 3, item 2 of Schedule 4 and Schedule 5
on 23 August 2001 (Gazette G34, 23 August 2001)

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of
Use) (Further Amendment) Bill
Essential Services Commission Bill
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Bill
Gene Technology Bill

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
on Thursday, 20 September, so as to allow on that day —
(1) Question time to take place at 9.30 a.m.; and
(2) At the conclusion of question time the house shall
proceed with formal business and other business as set
out in the notice paper.

Motion agreed to.

Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That, pursuant to sessional order 6(3), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 11.30 a.m. on Thursday,
20 September 2001:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
(Further Amendment) Bill
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
(Amendment) Bill
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill.

In moving this government business program I wish to
place on the record by way of explanation for the
benefit of members of the house that this motion and
the motion about the suspension of standing and
sessional orders that was previously carried are
designed to allow this chamber to finish its
parliamentary work on Thursday in order that
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honourable members may attend the multifaith service
that will be held at the Rod Laver Arena.
There have been considerable discussions between the
parties and with the Independents, and there was an
overwhelming desire on the part of the organisations
and the individuals they represent for an opportunity for
members of Parliament to participate in the multifaith
service as an expression of our condolence and
sympathy with the American people.
It was felt that the most appropriate course of action
would be to rearrange the parliamentary business
program. In effect we are bringing forward question
time on Thursday to the commencement of the day. By
dint of the resolution we will be putting in place the
mechanism for the guillotine to be applied at
11.30 a.m., if that is required. It is likely that we will be
able to organise the winding-up of the business
program in an orderly fashion. It is likely too that the
second-reading speeches that would normally be given
on Thursday will, by leave, be given on Wednesday
night not only to further facilitate the smooth flow of
the works program for the Parliament but also, and
more importantly, to enable us to participate in the
multifaith service.
This move has the solid support of the opposition, the
National Party, the Independents and of course the
government. I would like at this stage to thank those on
the other side with whom I and other members of the
government have discussed this matter over the past
couple of days in order to sensibly rearrange and
reorder the parliamentary business to achieve that
participation and join in that condolence. We hope the
multifaith service is well attended, as I am sure it will
be, not only by members of this Parliament but by all
members of the community.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) — The Liberal Party
will support the motion concerning the business of the
house. As the Leader of the House has pointed out,
there has been a good deal of discussion over recent
days to try to come to a sensible working program that
deals with the business before the house in a reasonable
way that also allows all honourable members to attend
the multifaith service on Thursday if they choose. I
certainly hope most honourable members do so. As the
Leader of the House has pointed out, there is a very
small legislative program this week involving only
three bills, one of which is very short, consisting of
only one clause, and repeals a spent act.
They should easily be dealt with in the time allowed in
the schedule. As the Leader of the House has
mentioned, time is normally set aside for

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
316

ASSEMBLY

second-reading speeches on Thursdays. We have
already had discussions about by-leave approval for the
second reading towards the end of the normal business
day tomorrow evening of the eight bills, I think, that
were given notice of today. Hopefully both the
second-reading speeches and the bills will be printed
and ready on time, and if that is the case we will be in a
position to do that. It looks as though the Whip’s job
depends on that!
If it all proceeds smoothly, we will all be able to do that
tomorrow evening and go on with a much shortened
version of the normal Thursday. We will have the
prayer, question time at 9.30 a.m., formal business,
90-second statements and then perhaps for a small time
deal with whatever legislation remains, and then we
will move fairly quickly to the adjournment by, say,
11.30 a.m. or thereabouts, which would allow all
honourable members plenty of time to get to the Rod
Laver Arena by 12.30 p.m. I understand that the
Parliament House staff are also being catered for on
Thursday if they wish to attend the memorial service. If
that is the case, it is a good idea.
As we all know, this has been occasioned by a tragic
and unfortunate set of circumstances which none of us
would wish to happen. It is testament to the good sense
of the people in this place that we have been able to
come to arrangements which allow us to deal with the
business before us but which will also allow us to take
note of and recognise the important events elsewhere in
the world, and to mark them appropriately.
I have just been advised that was a question rather than
advice. It was, ‘Are the Parliament house staff being
catered for?’. Will they be entitled to attend the
memorial service on Thursday if they wish? Perhaps
that is something the Presiding Officers and the Clerks
might consider in the interim, because I imagine a
number of parliamentary staff would appreciate the
opportunity. Some of them have been serving members
of various forces and organisations, and I am sure they
would like to take part in the service as well. It is a
sensible program and I am sure the house will deal with
it effectively.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Solectron Technology Pty Ltd
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — Over the course of
this year we have heard news of closure after closure in
Victorian industry — Nokia Research, Arnott’s, Vectus
in Ballarat and Nestlé in Maryborough. In May we
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were all dismayed to hear that key electronics
manufacturer, Solectron, planned to close the doors of
its Wangaratta plant with the loss of 220 positions. The
company also announced that jobs would be transferred
to Sydney. What people do not know is that only four
months before that closure the Minister for State and
Regional Development, John Brumby, travelled to San
Jose with the stated objective to ‘alter perceptions that
the state was losing business’. In fact he made a
statement to the Australian Financial Review that his
message to companies would be simple: ‘If you are
considering information and communications
technology (ICT) investment in the Asia–Pacific,
Victoria is the place to be’.
On 4 December in San Jose the minister met with a
Leslee Coleman, a female executive of the Solectron
company. As a result of the minister’s failing to provide
additional material under freedom of information
guidelines, we do not know who else he met with. It is
clear, however, that the minister failed in his stated
objective to alter perceptions that the state was losing
business. He failed in his stated objective that ICT
investment should be in Victoria. He failed the people
of Wangaratta and the people of Victoria by losing this
important plant to Sydney and Singapore.

SPC and Ardmona Foods: merger
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) — I congratulate the
board of directors of two important companies in my
electorate, SPC and Ardmona, on the decision that was
made last week to merge the two companies. The
merger of these two very large players in the fruit
canning industry, subject to shareholder and Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission approval, will
create a giant in the Australian food industry, one that
will be better able to compete on a global scale. It is
something that many of us in the Goulburn Valley have
been hoping for and looking forward to for many years.
Hopefully the merger will also enable the company to
better compete with the cheap and subsidised imports
on the domestic market, and this can only lead to
further growth and economic development in the
Goulburn Valley and indeed right across northern
Victoria.
The economies of scale that are created by a merger
such as this are enormous and can only be good for the
industry in the future — that is, good for the Goulburn
Valley and good for its people. Growers should be
happy that their processors will now be able to open up
new world markets and push deeper into those that
have been developed over the 80-year history of both
organisations.
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I congratulate Chris Riordan, from SPC, and Ross
Turnbull, from Ardmona, the chairmen and directors of
each board; and it is great to see people like David
Taylor, who will be steering the company to a bigger
and better future. We have a wholly Australian-owned
food company competing with the major players of the
world, and that can only be good news.

Living Not Existing report
Ms CAMPBELL (Minister for Community
Services) — Congratulations to all those involved in
the preparation of the report entitled Living Not
Existing — Flexible Support and Housing for People
with a Disability. I direct particular recognition to Cath
McNamara, the project worker, as well as to the
membership of the Disability Support and Housing
Alliance, which prepared this excellent report.
The project steering committee met monthly and
provided guidance, direction, information and support
to the project worker. The group comprised a
cross-section of advocacy funding and support service
provider organisations, namely: Disability Justice
Advocacy; Action for Community Living; Housing
Resource and Support Service; AIDS Housing Action
Group; Paraquad Victoria; Independent Housing
Resource Service; Melbourne Citymission; Transport
Accident Commission; Australian Ventilator Users
Network; ARBIAS; and the disability services division
of the Department of Human Services.
Accolades go particularly to Sue Whiting and Melinda
Smith, who eloquently informed us of their personal
vision of living, not existing, and not only of the
benefits of providing appropriate housing and attendant
care but the impact that would have on social life.
Living Not Existing was made possible through funding
from the Stegley Foundation, the Sidney Myer Fund
and the Lance Reichstein Foundation.
I put on record my support to those involved.

Taxation: increases
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise concern about the
high taxation levels being imposed under Labor
governments and threatened by Labor oppositions
across Australia.
Last week the recently elected Western Australian
Labor government, in its first budget, broke its election
promise not to increase taxation. It increased the top
rate of payroll tax from 5.56 per cent to 6 per cent and
imposed a special 2 per cent land tax on principal
places of residence with land valued over $1 million —
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in that respect, following a lead set by the New South
Wales Labor government.
In Victoria, the Bracks government has increased the
tax burden on Victorians by hundreds of millions of
dollars since coming to office, despite the so-called
lower tax package announced by the government in
April. In this year’s budget alone, excluding the taxes
abolished under the commonwealth’s new tax package,
Victoria’s tax take is budgeted to increase by more than
$447 million.
To make matters worse, while the property market
booms thanks to the Howard government’s low interest
rates and enhanced first home buyer’s scheme, this
year’s budget is actually based on a fall of 8.7 per cent
in stamp duty on land transfers. With every passing
day, every dollar of stamp duty the government
receives above this forecast level is a windfall dollar
being added to the tax burden already imposed on
Victorians.
For voters everywhere the message should be clear —
you can’t trust Labor with money, and a vote for Labor
is a vote for higher taxes!

Ukraine: independence
Mr LANGUILLER (Sunshine) — On 24 August
1991 the Ukrainian government declared its
independence from the Soviet Union. This declaration
of statehood was achieved peacefully and
democratically. On this 10th anniversary of Ukraine
independence I welcome this opportunity to offer my
warm greetings to the Ukrainian community of
Victoria.
In the 10 years since achieving independence Ukraine
has undergone many transformations. The framing of a
new constitution, the holding of democratic elections
and the implementation of economic reform have been
major steps along the road to the country’s rebirth.
As Europe’s second-largest country Ukraine has a rich
reserve of natural resources, but the greatest natural
resource is the Ukrainian people. Victoria is blessed
with a strong and confident local Ukrainian community
of more than 5000 people who have a long and proud
history in this state, having in 1998 celebrated 50 years
of settlement in Australia. The Ukrainian community
has made a great contribution to Victoria’s cultural,
social and economic life, especially in public service,
education and the arts. I personally thank the
community for its active participation in Victorian
society.
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This government is committed to supporting our
culturally and linguistically diverse communities. We
view diversity as one of the state’s greatest strengths.
With the government’s support and encouragement, our
diverse communities continue to flourish in Victoria.
On behalf of the Victorian government and Premier
Bracks, I offer my sincere congratulations to the
Ukrainian people on achieving 10 years of
independence. I am sure that all Victorians will join me
in acknowledging this significant milestone.

McKenzie Street, Wonthaggi: traffic control
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) — Tomorrow I will
table a petition signed by over 500 citizens of
Wonthaggi asking the state government to undertake
traffic control measures on the Bass
Highway/McKenzie Street thoroughfare in Wonthaggi.
Wonthaggi is the main service centre for the Bass Coast
area which is experiencing substantial growth in
population and visitor numbers.
A significant proportion of the Wonthaggi population
lives on either side of McKenzie Street. Large numbers
cross McKenzie Street on foot daily to and from
schools, the main shopping centre, bus stops, and
community recreation facilities. It is a wide street with
so much traffic that rarely can pedestrians cross both
sides at one time, thus both younger and elderly people
are often left precariously in the middle of the road with
traffic passing either side of them. The major road
coming from Korumburra which intersects with
McKenzie Street needs to be reformed and upgraded to
prevent now frequent delays and too frequent
collisions. I call on the government to take note of the
petition of the people of Wonthaggi and act soon to
improve a dangerous traffic problem.

Schools: student support services
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I put on record my
concern about the failure of the Bracks government to
provide adequate student support services to primary
schools in my electorate. The president of the school
council of one of my primary schools recently said in a
letter:
… the crisis within the provision of SSSO (student support
services officers) services to our children and families.
… too few SSSOs are trying to cope with a far too large
caseload, with inadequate resources (such as mobile phones
or computers and travelling facilities) …
Within our cluster of schools we currently share the services
of a social worker who is employed for 0.5 of a working
week. She currently sees children from our school only once a
fortnight for very brief visits. Parents and students are
frustrated by her part-time status as social issues can occur on
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days when no social worker is available. It is not good enough
to have to wait long periods for assistance to be provided.
Our school and many others in the region are presently
without the services of a speech pathologist. Only urgent
cases are being reviewed by outsourced agencies whose
caseloads are heavy and cannot really cope with this extra
load being placed upon them … this situation is having a
significant negative impact on the needs of our children …

If this failure by the Bracks government is happening in
schools in my electorate there is little doubt it is
happening throughout the state. This do-nothing
government is doing precious little for primary school
students in need of extra care in my electorate.

World Chinese Entrepreneurs Convention
Mr LIM (Clayton) — This morning I returned from
attending the sixth World Chinese Entrepreneurs
Convention in China. In 1999 the fifth World Chinese
Entrepreneurs Convention was held in Melbourne,
sponsored and hosted by the Victorian Chinese
Chamber of Commerce. This year it is being held in the
capital of Jiangsu Province, which has been Victoria’s
sister province over the past 20 years. As a result of this
special relationship I was honoured and treated as an
official guest. This time there were more than
4000 delegates from around the globe. I was honoured
to be asked to head the Victorian delegation, which
numbered more than 40 people. The Australian
contingent numbered more than 100.
The World Chinese Entrepreneurs Convention is about
networking their strengths through cultural and family
ties, business acumen, familiarity and intelligence of the
marketplace to consolidate the role of Chinese
businessmen throughout the world. I have the pleasure
of naming some of the distinguished delegates from
Victoria, such as Henry Thai of the Kingbo and Janbo
Chinese restaurants; Sam Peng, president of the Pacific
group; Lilian Hou, president of the La Corrone group;
Barbara Hyland, an accountant; Tommy Wong,
chairman of the Victorian Chinese Chamber of
Commerce; Phillip Chui, president of the Chinese
Fellowship; and David Jin.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Country Fire Authority: Barwon Heads
Mr PATERSON (South Barwon) — The Bracks
government’s commitment to regional Victoria is, as
we know, more about smoke and mirrors than reality.
The Australian Labor Party has already abandoned the
people of Barwon Heads over natural gas connection to
the town.
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But let us hope the Barwon Heads Country Fire
Authority (CFA) brigade does not suffer the same fate.
The brigade needs an upgrade of its building. The
modifications are important for the efficient running of
the station so that equipment can be refurbished after an
incident and so that a dedicated office can be provided
to secure records and manage the brigade’s affairs.
The Barwon Heads CFA unit has raised $25 000 from
the community but needs a further $25 000 for the
project to go ahead. The volunteer brigade, like so
many around Victoria, should be congratulated on its
commitment to the community, and it is to be hoped the
government will recognise that and provide the
necessary funds.
This funding application should be considered as a
matter of priority. The government should stop just
talking about its supposed commitment to regional
Victoria and back it up with real action.

Ansett Australia: financial crisis
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I express today
the concern of residents of my electorate for their
fellow residents who work for Ansett Australia. Many
people who live in Essendon have worked for Ansett
for years — indeed, some who have spoken to me
recently were employed there when Reg Ansett still ran
the company.
One of the things that angers those people most is the
way they feel they have been let down so significantly
by the federal government, particularly the Minister for
Transport and Regional Services and the Prime
Minister. They have expressed to me their great
pleasure that the Leader of the Opposition, the
Honourable Kim Beazley, was quick to acknowledge
concern for the jobs of Victorians and other Australians
at Ansett when the federal government, particularly the
Minister for Transport and Regional Services, was quite
happy to wash its hands of the whole affair.
The employees of Ansett have by and large been very
proud of working for Ansett and have been very loyal
to that airline over the many years that some of them
have worked there. They are certainly very distressed at
the way they have seen their airline ruined in the last
few months. Some of them now find themselves in
significant financial trouble. Many couples living in
Essendon who both work for Ansett Australia have
suddenly on the one day without any warning found
themselves with absolutely no income at all to keep
their families going. Young people often have hefty
mortgages on their homes and other financial
commitments.
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For all these people the sudden and unexpected demise
of Ansett is a terrible shock that will take them many
years to recover from.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Bulleen has 30 seconds.

Stefan Romaniw
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I pay tribute to
Mr Stefan Romaniw, the former chairperson of the
Victorian Multicultural Commission. Stefan was a
hardworking person who spent much energy and time
assisting the members of our multicultural community.
He was committed and dedicated, and above all he
worked for the wellbeing of all Victorians. He worked
under both Liberal and Labor governments and earned
the respect of both.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired, and the time set down for
members statements has also expired.

AGRICULTURAL AND VETERINARY
CHEMICALS (CONTROL OF USE)
(FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 August; motion of
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture).

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) — It is a pleasure to
respond on behalf of the Liberal Party on the
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
(Further Amendment) Bill. I am hoping that at some
stage the minister will come in, because we have a
couple of questions for him about the drafting of this
legislation and about how some of the provisions might
actually be enforced. When the minister gets here he
will need the advice of the technical officers from the
department, who have now arrived. However, the
minister seems to have been held up. Perhaps he has
been held up in traffic.
Mr Richardson — He might have taken a bait.
Mr McARTHUR — The legislation will reduce the
risk of the minister taking an unintended bait.
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr McARTHUR — The legislation will protect the
minister from unintended baits, but I doubt if any
legislation can protect him from the intended baiting of
government members from other factions who would
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happily see the minister gone. However, that is not my
wish.
The legislation has three main purposes. Firstly, it will
put into place the results of a review of agricultural and
veterinary chemicals that has been agreed to at a
national level.
Secondly, the bill will improve the operation of the
principal act to ensure the safety of agricultural and
livestock products that are sold from Victorian farms to
customers within Victoria, across Australia and the
world. It will ensure that those products pose no harm
to the end consumers, wherever they might be, and will
preserve the strong and valuable reputation of Victorian
agriculture. If our industry is to continue to prosper, it is
necessary to preserve that reputation. Those changes
are welcome.
The third purpose is to strengthen the enforcement
powers and the right of entry of the department’s
authorised officers. The bill gives them the power to
enter premises, including residences, with the
permission of the owner. If the owner refuses that
permission, those authorised officers will then be able
to seek a warrant via the Magistrates Court for entry
onto those premises. Once authorised officers have
access to those premises there are further powers to
allow them to take copies of documents and to use such
documents as evidence of an offence under the act.
While all those things are sensible and welcome, I have
some questions about a number of drafting issues,
which I might take up with the minister — if he arrives.
In the meantime, I hope the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services is taking a careful note of these
things so that he might advise the minister of them. If
the minister does not come into the house, we will keep
at this all day. I do not mind. As the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services can see, there is no clock on,
so I can keep going if required. If the minister fails to
turn up — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
It would be much appreciated if the honourable
member would get onto the bill.
Mr McARTHUR — If I get tired and falter, the
honourable member for Swan Hill also has unlimited
time to respond. He has had a good deal of experience
in agricultural matters and probably has handled a few
agricultural and veterinary chemicals in his day. He
might have applied them to a few crops, he might have
banged a bit of Clout on a few sheep, and I wonder
whether he got to the days of Zapp.
Mr Steggall — Both.
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Mr McARTHUR — He has used both Clout and
Zapp, so he is very much a forward-thinking farmer. He
has probably used some of the old arsenical
full-immersion dips.
Mr Steggall — We don’t talk about that.
Mr McARTHUR — He used them, because he
does not want to talk about them anymore. It would
have been much easier to deal with these matters if the
minister had fronted. We might have to use other
options to get these details if we cannot get a response
from him in his second-reading summing up.
Mr Maxfield — Stop standing there and lying
through your teeth!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
The honourable member for Narracan! If I hear another
outburst like that I will have the Speaker in the chamber
so fast the honourable member will wonder what struck
him!
Mr McARTHUR — The honourable member for
Narracan is feeling his oats. I hope they were not
contaminated!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
The honourable member will get back to the bill and
address his remarks through the Chair. The honourable
member for Narracan will be quiet.
Mr McARTHUR — The minister has arrived so we
can proceed sensibly now. This is a good thing, and
perhaps the honourable member for Narracan can
finally relax! I welcome the minister. It is good to see
him dealing with his legislation. I am pleased he could
make it. No doubt he will be able to give us answers to
our questions. I was just saying that while we share the
minister’s aims and ambitions for this legislation — —
Mr Hamilton — I have lots of ambitions!
Mr McARTHUR — You want to move on from
the agriculture portfolio, do you? The minister says he
has ambitions of moving on!
The aims and intents of the bill are sensible — that is,
to further the protection of the agricultural and livestock
industries, to ensure proper consumer protection for
those who consume the products of our agricultural and
livestock industries and to ensure that the reputation of
those industries is protected and enhanced wherever
possible. We also think there is some need for the
minister’s authorised officers to have greater powers of
entry and powers to take documents and use them in
court action if that is necessary to prevent or prosecute
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breaches of the legislation. However, I might take up
with the minister a few areas where we have one or two
concerns.
I ask the minister to turn his attention to clause 9, which
has a range of amendments, some of which need further
consideration. I raised one of these during the briefing
with the departmental officers on this bill, in particular
clause 9(2) on page 4 of the bill, which inserts a new
subsection 5 in section 19 of the principal act. That
clause uses language that can only be described as
turgid legalese. I defy most reasonably literate people to
read it. It is not even a sentence, and states:
A person must only use a prescribed chemical product,
fertiliser or stock food or a chemical product, fertiliser or
stock food that contains a prescribed constituent in a
particular manner or for particular purposes or in particular
circumstances if the label for that chemical product, fertiliser
or stock food contains a statement prescribed by the
regulations specifying or indicating the chemical product,
fertiliser or stock food must only be used in that manner or for
those purposes or in those circumstances, unless otherwise
authorised by a permit under Schedule 1.

I am glad I now know that. Minister, I hope you can
give the house some explanation in clear and plain
English as to what that means and what effect it will
have, because for most people it is gobbledegook.
Mr Hamilton — Do you realise how bills are
drafted?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
I appreciate the fact that the honourable member for
Monbulk and the Minister for Agriculture like to have
private discussions. But if they want a private
discussion they should leave the chamber. The
honourable member will direct his remarks through the
Chair.
Mr McARTHUR — Thank you for your assistance,
Mr Acting Speaker. I shall respond to the interjection of
the minister, who wanted to know if I know how
legislation is drafted by parliamentary counsel. I point
out to the minister that it is irrelevant who drafts the
legislation, whether it is a private law firm or the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel. Those people are not
responsible for the legislation. The minister is
responsible for the legislation and he needs to explain
what it means and how it will operate. I am hoping he
will do that shortly.
Other parts of clause 9 also require further explanation.
These issues were also raised in the briefing with the
minister’s officers, and I hope he will be able to expand
on them later on.

321

Those sections deal principally with the application,
whether accidentally or otherwise, of an agricultural or
veterinary chemical to livestock or produce, and they
contain proscriptions on the harvesting and sale of that
produce and prescriptions for the notification of the
owners of that produce. I would appreciate it if the
minister made it clear to the house how those sections
will operate, and that he is convinced they will be
manageable.
Clause 10 inserts proposed section 21, which deals with
the application of agricultural and veterinary chemicals
by a third party who is not the owner of the agricultural
produce or livestock. Again there are some difficulties
in interpreting exactly how this proposed section will
work. However, I appreciate the intent of the section, as
it is sensible that a third party should not be able to
apply a chemical to produce or livestock without the
permission of the owner. I would like the minister to
assure the house that the way this section is interpreted
will be manageable in the field.
I draw the minister’s attention to circumstances in
which orchardists consign produce to packing houses
and to a range of other operations in which produce is
pooled by the owners, handled by a third party —
whether it be a private corporation, a cooperative or
some other body — and then sold on behalf of those
owners, in some cases having been treated and in other
cases not. Will the minister say whether there will be a
manageable system for this written authorisation? Will
farmers who own the produce be able to give a blanket
authorisation that will last for a substantial time — for
the length of the harvest or the length of the season —
and cover the whole crop? Those are the things we need
information on.
There are also some difficulties in relation to clause 13,
which inserts proposed section 41. This section has
been described — I think in the minister’s
second-reading speech, and certainly in the briefing
with the departmental officers last week and in the
follow-up information received from them since
then — as bringing in an objective set of requirements
for the agricultural spraying industry to control
inadvertent spraying onto other people’s stock or other
produce. While part of the proposed section is certainly
objective, there are other parts that are highly
subjective, and it is those subjective parts I would like
addressed.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr McARTHUR — It is proposed
section 41(1)(b), which states:
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which is likely to contaminate any agricultural produce
derived from plants or stock outside the target area.

That seems to be quite a subjective test. We have had a
brief outline from the minister’s staff about that, but it
still does not completely satisfy the questions we have
raised. The house needs to be advised how that test will
be applied. Are we talking about the balance of
probabilities here or are we talking about a certain
percentage? I ask the minister to say how it will work.
A range of issues like that need to be made clear to
people in the industry if they are to comply with what I
think are some sensible intentions. No-one would want
agricultural spraying to drift onto other people’s
property and crops.
Mr Steggall — It is against the law.
Mr McARTHUR — It has been against the law for
many, many years, and some successful prosecutions
have been launched over the years. I think we would all
agree, as the honourable member for Swan Hill has
pointed out, about the need for sensible and effective
rules to ensure there are no cowboys operating out there
in the industry and that no-one can either intentionally
or unintentionally damage someone else’s products.
The rules need to be clear and the tests need to be clear;
and the application of those tests by the minister’s
departmental officers needs to be clear and
understandable to the people in the agricultural
industries. In many cases the people doing the
agricultural spraying will be farm workers or
contractors’ staff, and in some cases the work will be
done by aviation spray companies, so they will be aerial
contractors. Not many of them will be lawyers or have
tertiary qualifications, so the rules need to be clear and
understandable to the people responsible for applying
the chemicals.
If the minister can respond on those matters it will be of
great assistance. The opposition does not intend to hold
up the legislation or amend it in any way, but it would
appreciate some responses on those matters. The intent
of the legislation is supported, and we agree with its
aims and objectives. However, the opposition is not
certain that the minister has kicked any goals yet, and it
would like to help him a little with that, if it can.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr McARTHUR — It gets a bit blustery out there,
and the spray drifts every now and then. The minister
may get a bit of agricultural spray drift if he is not
careful with the wording. Hopefully he can provide a
clear and concise answer to these issues. If not, the
opposition might pursue the matter further during the
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debate. In the meantime, I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) — It is with pleasure
that I join this debate. I am surprised I am speaking so
early. However, this is one of those pieces of legislation
that everyone agrees with and hopes will do what it sets
out to do.
As the minister has said, the bill aims to protect
Victoria’s reputation for producing clean, safe food —
an aim we all share and have done a lot of work over
the years to try to achieve. Its purpose is to ensure that
the use of agricultural and veterinary chemicals does
not lead to the contamination of produce and stock,
damage the environment, harm users, impact adversely
on public health and safety, or generate financial losses
from misuse. The bill implements the nationally agreed
recommendations of the 1999 review of the legislation.
It also has technical words and other bits and pieces
which, as the minister has said, parliamentary counsel
have delivered to him.
The issues that arise in dealing with this subject are
many. The bill sets out to tackle them in a way that
underpins the national registration scheme, which
defines acceptable chemical product use in Australia
and requires all chemicals to be labelled with product
descriptions and instructions for use. The bill also
extends the provisions that provide for compliance with
specific statements on the labels and clarifies other bits
and pieces. Having been a farmer who did not always
read labels as closely as the farmers of today read
them — —
Mr Hamilton — Which is a real change.
Mr STEGGALL — It is a real change, yes. I must
admit that I come from a time when we did not deal
with the chemicals we used, many of which were
deadly, in the manner we should have. It may be that
chemical misuse in my young days as a farmer which
has given me problems in later life.
I admire the young farmers of today, and the older
farmers of today particularly, who have learned to
respect chemical use. When I think back to my days
with the amine sprays I remember that we would fill up
the spray tanks and then roll cigarettes — without using
gloves.
Mr Maughan — Arsenic sheep dips.
Mr STEGGALL — Yes, we had arsenic sheep
dips — and we lived in it all day.
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An Honourable Member — You couldn’t have;
you are still alive.
Mr STEGGALL — We really have come a long
way. Now, of course, we have sprays. Trifluorine
sprays were just new in my day, and we really did not
appreciate the importance of time limits on their
incorporation. For reasons which are now apparent,
they need to be incorporated quickly.
Since those days our farmers, particularly in the Swan
Hill area, have learnt by misadventure and to their
expense about the misuse of sprays, especially as it
involves spray drift. As the horticultural areas have
moved we have had and still have problems in some
areas with identifying where the chemicals have come
from. Under certain circumstances some chemicals can
travel long distances. We overcame that by banning the
use of sprays after about the middle of August. After
that time those sprays will not be available in my area.
That means we will not have crossover problems with
our horticultural developments.
The bill also prevents plant chemicals from being
inappropriately used on animals, and vice versa. I am
amazed that that provision should need to be written
and put into law. The legislation says you cannot use a
plant chemical on an animal or an animal chemical on a
plant. I appreciate that people use some chemicals
inappropriately and take short cuts that achieve what
they never set out to achieve in the first place, but that
causes problems.
Mr Delahunty — It stops your hair growing.
Mr STEGGALL — We have all had those
problems!
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr STEGGALL — The honourable member for
Polwarth raises an issue that many of us have had
trouble with, when we have actually harmed our pets
through the misuse of chemicals. This generation is
better at it than we were in our prime. The bill limits
veterinarians in their use of unapproved chemicals. It is
strange that the government finds it necessary to
include that provision, but obviously it is needed.
The bill also strengthens controls over agricultural
spraying, especially in relation to chemical drift. I make
it perfectly clear so that everyone understands it that
this is not new: it has always been illegal, and it has
always been a problem. The bill will strengthen and
make clear the responsibilities that already exist.
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The bill also extends controls over contaminated
produce, fertiliser and stockfeed. It extends the powers
of authorised officers. The lawyers may have
something to say about that, because people are usually
amazed at the sorts of powers Parliament has given
authorised officers in the pursuit of their duties. The
powers that have been extended to authorised officers
across the whole agricultural scene are quite
phenomenal. It can only work if it is done in good faith.
If somebody abuses that power, the system will quickly
come crashing down on everybody.
That is a responsibility that officers of the Department
of Natural Resources and Environment must be aware
of, and in most parts of Victoria they are very aware of
their responsibilities. They are probably some of the
best of the bureaucrats who work with the population
daily.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr STEGGALL — Yes. The bill, as always,
allows fees collected under the legislation to be used for
the administration of the legislation. The minister has
slipped something of a mini-tax into the bill.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr STEGGALL — I suppose you had better! It is
true; the Minister for Agriculture has allowed the
imposition of fees and charges on certain persons to pay
for the operation of the act. That provision is not always
understood, but it is contained in quite a bit of Victorian
legislation.
The second-reading speech talks about the Naturally
Victoria operation, which is an extension of Food
Victoria, which was established by the previous
government. I hope that through the work done by that
program and the continuing work through the Naturally
Victoria program people will understand and appreciate
the need to have safe food in our export markets.
This week is small beer compared with what we went
through last week. I must admit I did not have my mind
set on having the debate on this bill so early. There
were other things on our minds, and the issues of the
world seem far more important than those here.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STEGGALL — It does not stop. I hope the
events of last week will not have too much impact on
the trade in which we play a vital part in the world. If it
does not have a great impact, the work we have been
doing over the years in safe food production will
continue to be of great benefit to our society. We
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should go forward and treat this bill as if that is going to
happen so that the standards in food safety that the
world is working towards are accepted and used. Many
places, including our major world markets, will only
take food products from Australia because they are of a
certain quality assurance level and guaranteed as much
as they can be through the system. They are certainly
traceable products for the markets of Europe and Asia
and to a lesser extent the United States of America.

better understanding. As someone who comes from the
border — —

It was our intention, and it still is the intention of this
government, to develop our food industry along those
lines. This bill is a small but important part of that.
With the challenges we have around the world, such as
food-and-mouth disease, bovine spongiform
encephalopathy or BSE, fire blight and other diseases,
we must be careful as we set out to put in place controls
to make sure we do not damage our food operations
and, importantly, make sure that our farmers understand
the proper handling of chemicals.

Mr STEGGALL — No, the minister is not talking
about the dairy industry. He does understand that there
are borders in agriculture, and if he comes to live at
Swan Hill for a while he will find out that that is so.

Next week we will probably be debating the Gene
Technology Bill, which concerns the cutting back of the
use of chemicals in food production around the world.
As a society we are taking some rather large steps with
regard to the management and operation of chemicals.
The critical aspects of crop management, pest control
management, nutrient management for plants and soil
management are necessary to get a sustainable
production system going. This bill covers nearly all
aspects of that and puts in place a set of rules by which
we will apply agricultural chemicals and veterinary
chemicals in those production areas.
The National Party supports this bill. We hope its
details are clarified. The honourable member for
Monbulk perhaps flippantly raised some very important
aspects of this legislation and our understanding of it. I
look forward to hearing the minister’s response to the
issues the honourable member raised. If we do not have
legislation that is simple to understand so people can
relate to it, it will fail. I do not think any of us want that
to happen. I support the queries and questions raised by
the honourable member for Monbulk and trust that the
minister will be able to help us to understand the
legislation. A few years ago we tried to put our
legislation into plain English; that was the big go. This
bill is written in plain English, but our problem is that
we are having difficulties understanding it! Anyway,
the bill is here and the National Party supports the
issues it is set to target, as does the industry. The people
I have spoken to about the legislation do not have any
problems with it.
I understand that the bill is complementary to
legislation in the other states, so that we are getting a

Mr Hamilton — Agriculture doesn’t know any
borders.
Mr STEGGALL — I hope you are right, Minister.
Mr Delahunty — Are you talking about the dairy
industry?

I understand that similar legislation on agricultural and
veterinary chemicals will be adopted in other states and
that the Minister for Agriculture and other ministers
throughout Australia have been trying to get a uniform
approach so that the industry and those conducting our
farming operations will be able to more easily
understand the requirements.
When he responds I would like the minister to explain
to me the interaction between this legislation and the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Act. I am
sure he will be only too pleased to do that.
Our acts of Parliament that set out to achieve these
types of things are important. When two acts cross over
into the same areas, it is only fair that they are
explained to the house. I do not have a great problem
with it, because I do lack some understanding of how
each piece of legislation will react with the other. As
this bill has come a long time after the EPA act and my
understanding of the law is that the last act passed by
the Parliament takes precedence, I will be very
interested to hear the minister’s comments on the
interaction between this bill and the EPA act. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am very pleased
to speak on this bill about agricultural and veterinary
chemicals. This bill demonstrates that this government
treats very seriously the issue of the use of chemicals in
the agricultural field by either producers or those
dealing with produce once it is off the farm.
As honourable members have heard from the
honourable member for Swan Hill and as we are all
aware, in the past 50 years there has been a significant
change in the philosophy under which agricultural
chemicals have been used. Forty or 50 years ago
chemicals were considered a great new addition to the
series of weapons that agricultural practitioners could
use. They were able to use those chemicals extensively
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to deal with pests, weeds and diseases that may have
affected their plants or stock.
In the years that have followed we have seen that there
have been very serious negative effects as a result of
using chemicals, either because the chemicals the
effects of which were not clearly understood have
flowed up the food chain and have killed off many
non-target species or, more recently, because we have
been very much aware of how those chemicals can
affect those who consume the produce or those who are
dealing with the produce. We have seen many people
affected by the intake of chemicals and we are perhaps
still not aware of the ongoing dangers that the use of
those chemicals may present to human populations in
the future.
So it is very appropriate that this very good Minister for
Agriculture has seen the need to introduce further
legislation which tightens up the use of agricultural
chemicals to again send that message. Those who are
using chemicals need to know what chemicals they are
using and in what circumstances it may be considered
appropriate to use them.
The proposals in the legislation relate to six major
areas. All these aspects of the bill line up with the
national registration scheme and have been developed
initially in consultation with the federal minister and
other state governments to ensure that, as a nation, we
are dealing with the issues in a consistent manner.
The six areas that have been further strengthened as a
result of this legislation relate to enforcement
provisions to prevent contamination of agricultural
commodities. The provisions place great
responsibilities on the sellers of agricultural produce to
inform buyers of situations of noncompliance that may
take place when produce changes hands. They also help
to increase the knowledge of chemical use by people
further along the chain — from those selling the
chemicals to those who are holding agricultural produce
until it has been sold — so that people are aware of
what chemicals may have been involved along that
chain. Therefore this legislation also ensures that if
chemicals are used on agricultural produce that is being
held in storage on behalf of the owner, the owner is
aware of any chemicals that may have been utilised
either to help store those products or to deal with
potential pest problems that may arise in the storage of
such produce.
As the honourable member for Swan Hill has pointed
out — and you would not believe it was necessary to do
so — we had to specify within the legislation that
agricultural chemicals that are designated for plant use
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should not be used on animals and vice versa. Although
such incidents would not happen on regular occasions,
unfortunately there have been examples of chemical
misuse, so we are tightening up the legislation to make
it illegal for such things to happen.
One significant area of this legislation relates to
agricultural spraying. The legislation strengthens the
controls under which spraying takes place so as to
avoid off-target spraying. This is clearly an ongoing
issue which has been of concern for many years, and
there are provisions within the Environment Protection
Act that recognise its seriousness. For example, the bill
requires pilots to have appropriate qualifications so that
they know what chemicals they are using, that they are
clear about all of the issues that may cause chemical
drift to take place and to ensure they take appropriate
action to avoid its drift onto off-target areas.
We have seen many legal battles take place concerning
the drift of chemical sprays. Recently in Ballarat we
saw examples of chemicals drifting over the city and
affecting many of our street trees, which have been
seen as a significant tourist attraction and are
considered to be one of the ambience factors in the
area. That certainly brought home the issue of chemical
spray drift to the people of Ballarat, because it was the
reason many of our elm trees were becoming
defoliated. This is something that we have picked up on
and tightened in this legislation.
We have also extended penalties within the legislation
in a number of areas related to third parties who may
provide misleading information to those applying
chemicals. Again we have required people who are
providing chemicals and who are along the chain of use
to ensure that they provide the most up-to-date and
correct information on the effects of those chemicals
and how they should be used. As I have said, there are
penalties in place for people who provide misleading
information about how those chemicals should be used.
The last part of the legislation increases controls
regarding the sale, transport and holding of
contaminated agricultural produce so that the cycle can
be followed from where those products originated —
whether they be stockfeed or whatever produce — and
it can be seen where they have become contaminated
and how they can be appropriately dealt with.
This has been done for a number of reasons. As I said
earlier, one reason is to ensure the government
complies with the national registration scheme
standards developed during discussions between state
ministers and the federal minister. The government is
impressing on those in the agricultural community to
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better understand chemicals and adhere to the
standards. This is being done because we recognise in
Victoria the great benefits to be had by ensuring as
much as possible that our produce is promoted and sold
as clean and green. Victoria’s marketing program
entitled Naturally Green recognises that we have great
opportunities in comparison to the rest of the world by
using less chemicals and that there are great
opportunities within the organic agricultural industry.
Victoria needs to build on those advantages to increase
its export potential as well as ensuring that domestic
consumers of agricultural produce are confident the
produce they purchase is safe and healthy for
consumers because it is produced with fewer chemicals
or even no agricultural chemicals being used.
The ongoing work being done to tighten regulations
and consult with the industry regarding the use of
agricultural chemicals and examining alternatives
where ever possible will further help to promote our
state to ensure we build export markets, which have
improved recently. Many producers are taking up these
opportunities and we need to ensure that Victoria’s
export potential continues to grow.
The other point I make about the legislation is that as
with all legislation the government puts forward it has
been developed in consultation with the practitioners
involved in the industry. The honourable member for
Monbulk asked about the way the legislation will be
applied in practice. The issues he raised have been
discussed with those involved in the industry and we
can be confident that the way the legislation will be
dealt with in practice will be to recognise the realities
on which the industry operates.
I am pleased that the government has provided full
opportunities for members of the opposition to be
informed about the legislation. They have received
detailed answers to their questions. I hope we will see
those questions and answers reflected in the comments
opposition members make in their contributions to the
debate.
I am pleased that both parties opposite support the
legislation because it is moving in the right direction in
tightening up the use of agricultural chemicals. I am
pleased to commend the legislation to the house.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I am pleased to speak
on the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control
of Use) (Further Amendment) Bill because I have some
interest in it. In my previous life I held a herbicide
licence and was a herbicide operator for a period.
Although I was involved in commercial work but not
agricultural spraying a lot of the work and sites we
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looked after were in agricultural areas, so I had to be
mindful that spray drift or chemicals did not
contaminate pastures or that they were not used in areas
where animals grazed.
The use of agricultural chemicals for the control of
disease and pests is important. We concentrate more on
the use of chemicals for the improvement of crops. The
seat of Polwarth takes in a great chunk of south-west
Victoria. That area is one of Victoria’s strongest
producers of agricultural products. The use of
chemicals for crop, weed and pest control is significant.
Thousands of hectares are sprayed on an annual basis,
and it is very rare that there is a problem with spray
drift, but as soon as the person in the street hears about
agricultural chemicals and spray drift, it becomes an
emotive issue.
Overall, farmers and agricultural operators in general
behave in a responsible manner. Through my operation
of a herbicide business I know the amount of detailed
documentation that has had to be completed and held
for clients, such as maps of the sites where we were
going to use chemical sprays and weather and wind
conditions on the day. Whichever direction the wind
was blowing had to be recorded, as did the date and
time of day the chemical was used. Honourable
members may not be aware of the issue of the time of
day, but at certain times of the year there are conditions
in hot periods when, if the morning is cool, a
passageway is created about a metre above the ground
that leads to drift going anywhere up to 4 or
5 kilometres. Actual conditions under which sprays are
used play an important role in the protection of the
surrounding non-target areas.
We have significant problems in rural Victoria with
weed control, including the spread of serrated tussock
in the north-east of my electorate. I have written to the
minister about this matter and issues involving
powerline owners and tower owners for the major lines
that go through south-western Victoria. Farmers in my
area have been experiencing problems because
contractors working on the lines have been moving
from property to property without following the proper
procedures for the washdown of their vehicles.
Generally there is not a true understanding of the risks
posed to farmers when the contractors carry out these
activities, not only with serrated tussock but also with
ovine Johne’s disease. I spent 12 months on the ovine
Johne’s disease inquiry and I have seen the pain and
suffering people went through. There is also the issue of
footrot and concern that if there were a foot-and-mouth
outbreak the contractors could be sleepers in the risks
they pose to farmers.
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I have written to both the owners of the towers and the
owners of the lines expressing concern. I am thankful
for their response. They have come to the party with
proper signage at gates indicating washdown areas and
are fully instructing their contractors about the dangers,
because they are putting farmers at risk. The owners
seem willing to come to the party and address the issue,
which is a major concern in my electorate.
I have written to the Minister for Agriculture, but the
issue will also run across the portfolios of the Minister
for Environment and Conservation and the Minister for
Energy and Resources. It will require the cooperation of
all three ministers to get the matter resolved and put
proper procedures in place to protect farmers from this
threat.
The bill also addresses the issue of aerial spraying,
particularly in my electorate. There was an unfortunate
incident in the region some time ago when a pilot
working for an aerial spraying company acted on
information from an agronomist. The pilot sprayed a
particular crop alongside a crop that was identified as
canola, although it turned out not to be canola. A bit of
spray drift got onto that crop and caused a problem.
Because the pilot held an aerial spraying business
licence he was prosecuted, not the business he worked
for. He acted on the best information he had to carry out
the work, and it seemed to be quite unfair that he was
treated in the manner in which he was. I note that the
bill allows a pilot to work for a company which has an
aerial spraying business licence and the pilot need not
have the licence.
I hope that particular clause will address the problems
associated with the pilot who lives in my area and the
trauma he was put through as a result of the off-target
drift that caused issues for him.
We have to be diligent in the protection of our clean,
green image. We have seen the devastation caused
overseas, and I am supportive of any legislation that
protects our reputation as a supplier and producer of
good clean food for the rest of the world. Having
worked in this industry I have some difficulty
understanding the implementation process of some of
the provisions. I will raise with the minister at a later
time my concerns about the practicality of how
different clauses will work on the ground. Despite those
concerns, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I support the bill. In so
doing I do not profess to have the background or
experience of the honourable member for Swan Hill, or
the extensive experience of the honourable member for
Polwarth. I am not into myxomatosis either!
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This is not just a rural-based bill because the bill’s
objectives are to tighten and strengthen the control and
use of agricultural and veterinary chemicals across the
state. This is important to farmers, to people such as
myself who are consumers, and to this state. The
Bracks government is seeking to increase Victoria’s
agricultural exports, and in so doing it is important that
our agricultural industry is served by an effective
system of controls when it comes to chemical use.
Without effective control of chemical use there is the
ever-lurking hazard of contamination, whether of
produce or stock. Therefore it is vital not only that we
have this bill in place but also that we improve upon the
original legislation and acts such as the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemical (Control of Use) Act, and this is
what the bill before us today will do.
As we have said on numerous occasions, consultation is
important to this government. From what I can see,
there has been extensive consultation on the drafting of
the bill. Primarily the Victorian Agricultural Chemicals
Advisory Committee has had significant input into the
bill, and importantly the committee represents a broad
cross-section of participants within the agricultural
industry. Its members comprise chemical
manufacturers, chemical users, primary producers,
aerial spray contractors, consumers, conservation
groups and local government. Honourable members
can see that the committee has a wide range of
experience, and it has had extensive consultation and
input into the bill.
The control of chemicals in our agricultural industry is
essentially conducted under the national registration
scheme for agricultural and veterinary chemicals. It is
operated in cooperation with the Victorian and
commonwealth governments and provides for uniform
assessment and approval across the nation. The bill we
are debating today will combine with federal legislation
and the national registration scheme to control how
chemicals are used in our agricultural industry.
The bill provides some key and important amendments
to the current legislation. It firstly tightens up and
strengthens legislation to ensure compliance with
mandatory labelling requirements for chemicals. This is
important to ensure that users are complying with the
labels attached to the chemicals. It goes without saying
that there is a potential for contamination if the
labelling requirements are not met or, in some cases,
and I would think not many cases, they are being
flouted.
Another key control introduced by this legislation is
aimed at ensuring that sellers of stock or produce notify
buyers of noncompliance within specific withholding
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periods. This will ensure that any buyer is made aware
that the produce or stock he or she is buying was treated
with chemicals during the designated withholding
periods. That is an important procedure within
industry — one aimed at ensuring that we have controls
on the use of our chemicals.
I also note, as was alluded to by the honourable
member for Polwarth, that the controls on agricultural
spraying have been tightened. This is to minimise the
risk of drift onto neighbouring crops or stock. I do not
pretend to have any experience in this field, but I can
well imagine the disaster for a neighbouring crop or
stock if spray drift took place. I would imagine that the
risk of that is greater with aerial spraying.
This bill is important. It is important not only to the
agricultural industry but also to consumers. It is
important to the economic future of our state. It is
important to the agricultural industry and to our export
industry, and I therefore support it.
Mr VOGELS (Warrnambool) — I support the
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
(Further Amendment) Bill, but I have a few concerns
about it. We all agree that agricultural and veterinary
chemicals need to be used in a way that does not lead to
contamination of agricultural produce and stock or to
financial losses resulting from damage to plants or
stock. We also need controls on the use of agricultural
and veterinary chemical products to protect the
environment, public health, the safety of chemical users
and the health and welfare of animals. I can remember
as a young fellow holding up an old bag as the pilot
was spraying the crops. He lined you up, and not only
were the crops sprayed but so were you and anything
else that got in the way. Thank God we have come a
long way since then. I have no doubt that those
chemicals brought me here — I have gone a bit mad
since then and that probably has something to do with
it!
I support the Bracks government’s commitment to
protecting Victoria’s reputation for producing clean and
green food and maintaining the promise of $12 billion
worth of food exports by 2010, but let us look at what
really happens out there in rural Victoria, on the ground
and on our farms. Over the weekend I had a good look
around my own farm, and the array of agricultural and
veterinary chemicals we are using is absolutely mind
boggling.
At this time of the year most dairy farmers are starting
to prepare the ground for summer crops and they are
locking up paddocks for hay and silage. It must be said
that with the application of chemicals such as Roundup
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we are achieving significant increases in our crops. We
kill the grass and weeds before we plough so they are
not there to prevent the crops establishing themselves. It
works very well. We spray our pastures at this time of
the year for red-legged earthmite and lucerne flea to
stop the damage they do and leave the pastures for extra
milk production.
When our turnip and rape crops start to grow in the
summer we seem to be continually spraying them with
insecticides; otherwise the moths, grubs and caterpillars
have a feast before the cows even get there. During
summer and autumn we need to poison the field
crickets as well as black and red-headed cockchafers,
which some members would be familiar with. Most of
this insecticide and agricultural spray is applied with
either boom sprays, which in my area range between
20 feet and 50 feet, or by aerial spraying.
I cannot overemphasise the importance of education
and the need for well set-out instructions on labels of
the chemicals to be used. The instructions need to be in
plain English so that you do not have to be a scientist to
understand them. Sometimes it is very difficult when
you get a can of some sort of chemical and it is
impossible to work out how to mix it unless you have a
maths degree. So the instructions need to be in plain
English.
The labels need to explain the strength of the mixture
required to protect the crop and any native plants and
non-target plants, as well as wildlife, fish and the
environment generally. They need to include storage,
disposal and safety directions and information on how
to administer first aid if people inadvertently spill the
chemical on themselves — or worse still, if a child
happens to consume some of the chemical.
The other side of our farming operation deals with
veterinary chemicals. Cows and calves need regular
drenching for parasites. We vaccinate our calves with
‘7 in 1’, which controls blackleg tetanus, lepto, pulpy
kidney and many other diseases that can kill animals.
We use penicillin for footrot and mastitis, and other
drugs for retained afterbirth and so on.
The message I am trying to portray is that with today’s
modern farming practices, and taking into consideration
the average age of farmers, we need to make sure that
the manufacturers of agricultural chemicals and
veterinarians understand the need for clear labelling on
products and proper guidelines on how each product
should be used.
There is no doubt that productivity has significantly
increased because of the use of chemicals. There is no
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need to be afraid of them, provided they are used
correctly. However, records need to be kept so that we
have a trace-back system. In the past the record keeping
of farmers has not been good. I have often cited
examples of data etched on farm shed walls, in pocket
books or on bits of paper, which usually do not have a
long life span. They often end up in the washing
machine because you go home and forget to take the
book out of your pocket. Over the years I have had
many arguments with my wife, saying, ‘Why did you
wash those work pants without taking the notes out?’.
But it is clear where the stupidity lies!

struggle to even read the bill, let alone significantly
research it prior to speaking. The honourable member
started waffling on about whether the minister was here
or there and made up some rather strange stories about
probably the best Minister for Agriculture the house has
seen for many years.

We need to achieve these goals with our chemical
manufacturers, veterinarians and farmers all
understanding the importance of our reputation for
being clean and green. We also need legislation that
clearly sets out who is responsible if the act is
contravened. Clause 20 inserts proposed section 54A,
which deals with powers of entry and inspection. The
provisions are of concern and need to be clarified,
because the proposed section could lead to litigation. If
the contractor is responsible, is it the owner of the plane
or the pilot, or the tractor owner or the driver? As the
honourable member for Polwarth said previously, in a
rural setting the occupier of the farm can be the owner,
a sharefarmer, the property manager, an employee, a
lessee or an apprentice — or in some cases, all of the
above.

Mr MAXFIELD — Unfortunately the problem is
that honourable members opposite, faced with the
inability to say anything of substance, can do no better
than yell out abuse from the other side of the chamber
rather than trying to engage in sensible debate on what
can only be described as a pretty serious issue — the
issue of chemicals within our farming community. As
somebody who has lived in the rural community his
entire life, I certainly worked in the dairy industry for
over 10 years, unlike, for example, some of the
members opposite.

I am reminded of the story of a union representative
arriving on a farm. He approached a bedraggled
looking person and said, ‘I’m here to investigate a
report that someone on this property is fully employed
for seven days a week for no pay. You must be him’.
The farmer replied, ‘You are right about the wages and
the conditions, mate — that’s me. I own the place, but
at the moment my farm worker is on the Gold Coast
using up his frequent flyer points’. They have probably
gone as well!
In conclusion, it is essential to have uniformity in the
regulation and registration of agricultural and veterinary
chemicals in Australia. This bill will implement
nationally agreed recommendations from the 1999
review of the legislation. Therefore I do not oppose it.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — It gives me pleasure
to speak on the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals
(Control of Use) (Further Amendment) Bill. Certainly
the issue of chemicals in our farming communities is
something we must take very seriously. At the
commencement of the debate it was disappointing to
listen to the shadow Minister for Agriculture, the
honourable member for Monbulk, who did not take the
matter seriously and indicated that it was probably a

Mr Perton interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! I ask the shadow minister for conservation,
environment and everything else to cease interjecting.

It is a very sad indictment of the Liberal Party that
when they look at the standard of their members of
Parliament in rural Victoria they are unable to find one
capable of being a shadow agriculture minister. They
have to go to the city to find a shadow agriculture
minister! Why? Either because they show total and
utter disregard for rural Victoria or they are unable to
put up people of talent in rural areas, which is totally
different to the situation in the Labor Party — the
standard of our backbenchers in rural Victoria is
absolutely outstanding! I look, for example, at the
honourable member for Seymour — a man of immense
talent and capabilities. I look across the sweep of the
regional seats that we hold and see some incredibly
talented — —
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Madam
Acting Speaker, I have been sorely abused on this
contribution by the honourable member for Narracan.
To save him from continuing to mislead the house, can
I advise him that I was born at Hattah, spent the first
40 years of my life growing up in the country, managed
rural properties, was an agricultural contractor and
shifted to the city only in recent times.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! There is no point of order, as the honourable
member would well know, and he is using that as a
spurious point of order to justify certain matters that
have been laid before this house. However, I would like
to remind the honourable member for Narracan that he
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is straying somewhat from the contents of the bill, and I
ask him to return to it.
Mr MAXFIELD — Certainly it is a shame that the
shadow Minister for Agriculture has abandoned rural
Victoria for the city, but that is probably typical of the
Liberal Party as a whole. However, I will ensure that I
keep my comments closely tied around the bill, even
though the debate at times does spread fairly widely.
Certainly this legislation before the house is a credit to
our tremendous Minister for Agriculture, who has such
a fine understanding of his portfolio and quite clearly
has performed in a manner which can only be
described — —
Mr Mulder — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
on a matter of relevance, I know it is quite appropriate
that the honourable member for Narracan should be
speaking on a bill associated with grubs and pests, but I
ask you to bring him back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! There is no point of order. I remind the
honourable member for Narracan, however, that he is
straying from the contents of the bill. I ask him to return
to it.
Mr MAXFIELD — This bill is one which I believe
we have to take very seriously. The issue of chemicals
within our rural and farming community is something
that in the past we have probably not given due
credence to. I know from somebody who is involved in
rural life that some of our older farmers who have
perhaps not used protective gear have not really fully
understood the risks that they have taken. In years gone
by there was perhaps a belief that these chemicals were
safer than they have now turned out to be. Proper use of
chemicals and the activities around the spraying of
those chemicals can certainly provide a great benefit to
our community and a great benefit to people in the
farming community who use them, but we have to be
aware of some of the dangers. In my own area, sadly, a
school in the rural community of Nayook a number of
years ago got sprayed by a crop-duster, which
necessitated the children being taken out of that school,
tanks being cleaned out and roofs washed down. That
was during an era that we are now, fortunately, moving
away from. We should not be exposing our rural farm
workers, but also families, including children, who
work, live and play in our rural environments need to
be given a level of protection that can be second to
none.
We also have to get on to the issue of the products we
are producing. Victoria has a proud reputation for being
a clean, green producer of rural products. That
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reputation has been gained over a number of years but
will only remain if we continue to be at the forefront of
the proper use of chemicals, because as we all know the
proper use of chemicals is something we need. As
somebody with a small acreage — —
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr MAXFIELD — I will ignore the interjection. I
am sure I have more cows in my paddock than you
have in yours!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! The shadow minister for conservation and
environment should resist interjecting, as appealing as it
might be, and the honourable member for Narracan
should ignore the interjections of honourable members
opposite.
Mr MAXFIELD — I will certainly try to ignore the
interjections when the shadow minister for conservation
and environment says he has kangaroos loose in his top
paddock. I will certainly disregard those sorts of
comments. They should not be made by him.
In regard to farming practices, I know when you put on
the mask, the goggles and the rubber gloves when
dealing with chemicals you need to be aware of and
alert to the risks posed to you and your family. I have
been aware of many people in the past few years who
have had health problems, and although those health
problems cannot be traced back to the use of chemicals
there is a big question mark raised. Although there may
be some humour in our debate, there is a serious
underlying issue of the health and safety of members of
our rural communities.
The reputation of our products internationally and
nationally, as well as within the state, is very important.
The consumers of our agricultural products need to feel
confident when they consume the wonderful products
of this state — and certainly those of Gippsland, with
our fine reputation as the best dairying area in
Australia — as well as those from a range of other
areas. Those who have enjoyed the wonderful spud
would realise that Thorpdale produces the best potatoes
in Australia. Proper use of chemicals in those
environments will deliver to our customers and the
consumers of our products not only wellbeing through
having clean and green foods, but also the knowledge
that they are getting the best possible care in the
production of their foods.
Looking through the bill, it is great to see a bill that has
been thoroughly prepared — —
Mr Smith — You are reading it upside down.
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Mr MAXFIELD — I would like to comment that
the honourable member opposite might be able to read
upside down, but I have tried it and find it rather
difficult. Then again, they live in an upside down world
over on the other side. I would hate to allow the debate
to deteriorate, so I will begin to ignore the rather sad
interjections from those opposite, who cannot tell
which way is up.
Clause 13, for example, inserts proposed section 41,
which creates an offence of undertaking agricultural
spraying which leads to the contamination of stock or
agricultural produce derived from plants outside the
target area. This encapsulates the sorts of issues in the
bill that I have been speaking about.
Education is something we have to be aware of. It is
easy for us to vote and pass the bill in the house.
However, we have to be aware of the need to engage in
the appropriate education so that those in the
community are aware of their responsibilities. In a lot
of cases people are keen to do the right thing, and we
obviously have an obligation to ensure those sort of
activities are conducted.
Clause 14 addresses the issues of aerial spraying and
licensing. The bill proposes to establish a licensing
regime which will be easy for the operators to comply
with and recognises also the needs of the sprayers. We
have to be aware — and the bill takes this into
account — that when you put together a bill you have
to ensure that people can comply with it in a sensible
and easy manner.
If you make a bill too hard and people have trouble
interpreting it, that can cause some concerns about how
we apply it. I congratulate the Minister for Agriculture
on the way he and his department have constructed the
bill. As I read through it I recognise that it has been
well thought out.
The government has not considered the issues covered
by the bill in isolation to the rest of the country. In 1999
there was a nationally agreed recommendation, and this
bill is an outcome of an agreed desire across Australia
that when people travel interstate they will not have to
change to a lot of dramatically different circumstances.
Uniformity around Australia is something that we
should all be striving to achieve because it makes it so
much better for people who are working interstate.
Also, where companies are crossing borders it can be
difficult for a rural community to be asked to try to
keep up to date with a range of different rules,
regulations and specifications — for example, just
because they happened to have crossed the Murray
River. We have to be alert to the national implications
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of our bills. This bill takes into account the needs of our
nation as a whole.
When people buy agricultural products from overseas
they do not necessarily say, ‘I’m buying this product
from Warragul. Gosh, Warragul’s the best place in
Australia for agricultural products’. They tend to view it
more as having bought an Australian product.
Obviously we need to continue to brand Victoria and
brand districts, say, Gippsland, in my electorate of
Narracan. We have to be aware of the fact that our
international reputation is at stake with our practices of
chemical use because if there is a default or a
breakdown in standards in one state then a country as a
whole may simply say that for a while it will not accept
products from anywhere within that country.
On a slightly different issue, we are acutely aware of
the problems that arose in England with
foot-and-mouth disease, where they did not try to
specify the disease within one area or another. As soon
as we had heard that the disease had broken out in
England, a blanket ban was immediately thrown over
the whole country. When the disease spread to Europe a
blanket ban was thrown across a range of companies
and products that came into countries, including
Australia.
If we were to have a breakdown in standards or a
problem overseas with one of our products, even
somebody in a completely different field of agriculture
or part of Australia could suddenly find the negative
effects coming across and hurting them. National
agreed standards and outcomes are serious issues and
we have to ensure that we are all on our guard because
we cannot afford to have other countries, even
temporarily, put a ban on a particular agricultural
product coming from our country because the risks are
quite serious to all producers across Australia.
I have tried to briefly go through some minor points in
the bill and touch on the important issues. Chemicals
enhance our rural life and our ability to produce clean
and green products. I commend this bill to the house
because it indicates the sorts of views that this
government believes in. It is pleasing to see that the
opposition and the National Party have made a decision
to support the bill. We need to send a message out to
the community that we all support the bill, its aims and
aspirations, which we are trying to achieve.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The contribution
from the honourable member for Narracan beggars
belief. I suggest the reason he was criticising the
shadow Minister for Agriculture was because of the
sparse number of government members experienced in
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agriculture. To suggest that the shadow Minister for
Agriculture is one of the lesser experienced members is
beyond my understanding. The honourable member for
Narracan’s protest made it appear that he dost protest
too much. When praising the current minister we would
all agree that he is a friend to us all, but to suggest that
he might be the greatest Minister for Agriculture we
have ever seen is again beyond my understanding.
The classic was when the honourable member for
Narracan turned the bill upside down to get a better
reading of it. I suggest that must have been done when
he was trying to understand clause 9(2), which inserts
in section 19 proposed subsection (5), which is a
paragraph of 100 words without a full stop. I suggest
that anybody, in particular the honourable member for
Narracan, would have much difficulty in understanding
it.
An Honourable Member — Maybe he had a hand
in it!
Mr PLOWMAN — That is a good point, maybe he
had a hand in writing it, and maybe I underestimated
the member’s capacity for coming up with
gobbledegook.
I thank the Minister for Agriculture for the briefing we
received, and I thank the minister’s staff for their
detailed response to our questions. One of the questions
was whether proposed section 19(5) could have been
rewritten. As the honourable member for Narracan
rightly said, legislation must be understandable.
Anybody wanting to get a handle on that provision
would have to have a legal interpretation of it,
particularly if it were to go before a court. That is not
good enough. If people are to be required to commit to
the bill as presented to the house, then those who could
be taken to court for not complying with it should be
able to understand it in clear English.
The fact that the proposed subsection has almost
100 words without a full stop is not good enough. I
understand the difficulty in parliamentary counsel
coming to terms with some of the requirements in a bill,
but it is equally important that those who have to
comply with the bill understand it. The honourable
member for Warrnambool suggested that there should
be clear labelling, with which I agree, but if there is to
be clear labelling there should be clear legislation.
No-one doubts the justification for the bill, which the
opposition supports, and we applaud the minister for
introducing it. It not only introduces a greater level of
safety for those in the community who use agricultural
products or products produced as a result of the
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processing of agricultural products, it also aids in
protecting our environment. Undoubtedly everybody
who is of the mind that in anything we can do in
improving the way we use chemicals there should be an
overall complementary impact on the environment
believes that is certainly what we should all be aiming
for.
Another aspect that has been mentioned on a few
occasions is the added protection the bill gives to our
reputation as exporters of livestock, food and
agricultural products. It is probably still one of the most
important parts of Australia’s reputation on the world
scene; something we must protect carefully. We must
guard against any misuse of chemicals in production,
processing, carrying or storing of agricultural products.
I believe the bill goes a long way towards improving
that.
Having been a farmer for 38 years — —
Mr Maxfield interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN — Maybe the honourable
member for Narracan would like to know that quite a
few honourable members on this side of the house
spent a lifetime farming before they came into this
place. Having done so, we know that the use of
chemicals has increased dramatically over that period. I
suggest that the understanding of the use of chemicals
has increased similarly.
An honourable member suggested earlier — I cannot
remember who it was — that there was a great need for
education. The education process has worked very well,
and community pressures have led to the situation
where all farmers now far better understand the
connection between the use of chemicals and the safe
handling of agricultural produce. But we are all at risk
when one individual fails to abide by the laws or the
regulations and in so doing brings the entire industry
into disrepute. Such an action affects each and every
farmer or primary producer. Again I compliment the
government and the minister on introducing this
legislation because it reduces the opportunities for that
to happen.
The bill addresses four main areas, and in all cases it
provides assistance: the clarification of off-label use,
which is a very important aspect of the use of
chemicals; liability for inappropriate chemical use or
off-target contamination; the use of unregistered
products; and lastly, the clarification of who is
responsible for notification.
The last one is a very interesting area, because while
attempting to clarify the matter the bill still leaves

AGRICULTURAL AND VETERINARY CHEMICALS (CONTROL OF USE) (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
Tuesday, 18 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

unclear, in my mind at least and probably in the minds
of very many of us, who is responsible for notification.
A product may be jointly owned by an owner and a
sharefarmer, a property may be run by a manager, and
various contractors may be involved in the carting or
storage of the product. It is most important to determine
who is responsible for notification in those cases.
Finally, I come back to the requirement for plain
English and short sentences. Those features would add
greatly to a provision of the bill. Clause 13 inserts
proposed section 41. Proposed subsection 41(1)(b)
deals with outcomes rather than specifications. The
proposed subsection stipulates that a person must not
carry out agricultural spraying ‘which is likely to
contaminate’. That is not an outcome. I think the bill
would be much stronger if the word ‘likely’ were
omitted so that the proposed subsection read:
(b) which contaminates any agricultural produce
derived from plants or stock outside the target area.

That would considerably strengthen the bill. I believe it
would enhance the bill considerably.
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times they are called in when there is a breakdown,
which is dangerous because the chemical processes
have not been completed. Plain language on chemical
labels is needed, particularly if one is looking at an
industrial scene, where the chemicals are processed, put
into drums and stored in factories and in warehouses.
The company I worked for manufactured many weed
and insecticide sprays. The company was responsible in
that it brought in the distributors and contractors who
were using its chemicals and educated them in their
safe use and handling.
The bill goes a long way towards helping people to
understand about chemicals. Usually it is the small
subcontractor who does the physical job of spraying,
not the person up the line who knows what to do and
how to do it appropriately. That person has probably
tendered for the job and got the subbies to come in and
do it at a cut-price rate. Often the subbies have not got
the proper equipment, such as breathing apparatus and
gloves, and have not been given the necessary training
on how to clean out their vehicles and the tanks and
how to handle the sprays.

The power of authorised officers will be enhanced
considerably, and I understand the justification for that.
I note from the advisory notes we have been given that
there have been investigations recently into the amount
of crop damage due to off-target agricultural spraying,
the misuse of chemical products which has resulted in
the death of animals, and the contamination of
agricultural product or produce which is exported. All
have been unable to be properly investigated because
the principal act does not give enough strength to those
officers. The additional strength given by the bill is
justified.

It is also important to know about weather conditions,
which brings me to another point. In my electorate
there are a number of market gardens, particularly in
Keilor Village, where I previously had my office,
which is now occupied by the minister. Negotiations
and discussions have taken place with the market
gardeners in that area about spraying only if the wind is
blowing in the other direction — towards the airport
and not towards the village — because the schools and
local women have complained about the wind bringing
the over-spray into the village.

I read carefully both the principal act and the bill to
determine if there is some redress for a contractor or an
owner who is accused of misusing a chemical or a
product that leads to contamination when that
accusation is then proved to be false. Often under those
circumstances the stigma of that accusation is so severe
that it stays with the owner or the contractor, even if it
is proved groundless. It is important for the act to give
some redress to the individual under those
circumstances. I ask the minister to consider that in his
winding-up speech.

Women are usually at home during the day, and that is
why they complained to me about that aspect. The
market gardeners and other constituents acted very
responsibly by observing those situations. However, the
spraying could not be stopped when, nature being what
it is, and knowing how quickly Melbourne weather
changes, a gust of wind came from the wrong direction.
So whether you are aerial spraying or spraying from the
back of a tractor, it is important to know where the
over-spray goes and what effect it has on the rest of
your community.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — There are two points I wish
to bring to the attention of the house. Firstly, I worked
in the chemical industry for a number of years and was
responsible for people doing maintenance in the
industry. Maintenance people handle and come in
contact with chemicals more than the operators because
they have to go inside tanks and open up pipes. At

The biggest and most important thing for us is to
maintain our reputation for being a clean green country
with clean green produce. During my visit to New
Zealand earlier this year some of the farmers, as well as
some of the scientists, expressed concern that in some
parts their soil is not suitable for spraying because
chemicals can find their way into the underground
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water, which can contaminate lakes and rivers. So again
it is important that chemicals, particularly insecticides
and herbicides, are properly used and contained.
It is also important to have one standard for Australia
that we all understand. I am sure people do not misuse
chemicals deliberately; but it is essential for
everyone — from the contractor working on one side of
the river to the contractor working on the other side in
another state — to understand how to use chemicals,
including their storage and transport, so the same rules
and regulations apply to all.
The bill also makes the important point that
veterinarians are not to use herbicides on animals
without proper approval. I am sure it has improved
these days, but in years gone by the veterinary industry
experimented with different chemicals.
The fees obtained from the licensing of spraying will go
towards training contractors in proper practice, whether
in aerial or in ground spraying, which again is a very
important step forward.
I make those comments because it is important to
understand the damage that chemicals can do. I ask
honourable members to reflect on the fact that the
western suburbs sit on one large artesian lake, which
has been contaminated by leaking chemicals. That was
proven way back in the late 1960s, when bores and
central drills were sunk across the area from Lara to
Little River and Sydenham during times of drought.
Farmers who were trying to get bore water for their
stock found that it was contaminated, not from the salt
and minerals naturally occurring in the soil but from
chemicals that had leaked into the lake. The pipes and
bores are still there, and I am sure they are still being
monitored, because it is a constant job ensuring that the
chemical industry has cleaned up its act and is not
letting waste flow into the underground water.
As was pointed out in New Zealand, we must be careful
when using sprays and chemicals to ensure that the
terrain is suitable and that they do not find their way
into our underground water streams. As we all know,
water is precious. It is a very dear commodity in
Australia, and we need to safeguard our supplies so that
human beings have safe, clean produce. We have to
ensure that chemicals do not find their way into the
food chain — whether through grass, weeds or
animals — and then into humans by way of chemical
residues that are stored in the body. Too often we
discover, 20 years down the track, that we have made a
mistake. With those comments I wish the bill a speedy
passage through the house.
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Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I am delighted to be
able to speak on this very important piece of legislation.
I am also pleased to speak on it because agricultural
industries are so important not just to the Rodney
electorate but to the whole of the state. I have a
particular interest in this bill, coming from a farming
background and representing one of the most important
agricultural production areas in the state.
By way of preamble, I note that Victoria’s agricultural
exports are currently in the order of $6 billion per
annum with an objective to increase that to $10 billion
or $12 billion by 2010 or thereabouts. Agriculture is a
very important part of the Victorian economy and we
need to do everything we can to maximise our natural
advantages and promote and support our agricultural
industries.
Before coming to the purpose of the legislation and the
importance of marketing the advantages of clean and
green agriculture, I will briefly note in passing that of
that $6 billion worth of exports by the agricultural
industries the dairy industry is by far the most
important and that in the dairy industry itself the
Rodney electorate is by far the most important.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAUGHAN — I remind honourable members
that in the electorate of Rodney there are in the order of
3000 dairy farmers and 300 000 cows, production has
been valued at about $300 million and with the price of
dairy products at the moment — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — Yes, a colleague asked me the
other day if I could name all the cows! However, with
the higher prices we will probably hit $400 million or
$450 million worth of dairy products produced this year
in the Rodney electorate alone, so it is a very important
industry. This legislation therefore impacts not only on
the dairy industry but obviously on all the agricultural
industries.
The whole purpose of this legislation is to ensure that
the use of agricultural or veterinary chemical products
does not lead to the contamination of livestock products
or crop products, particularly those we export to other
parts of the world because that would then affect our
clean and green image. This legislation is about
protecting, most importantly, public health; protecting
the environment; providing safety for the users of
agricultural chemicals products; and also protecting the
health and welfare of animals.
Mr Smith interjected.
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Mr MAUGHAN — I have a particular interest in
the area of animal welfare, as the honourable member
for Glen Waverley well knows.
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — We will not take up that issue.
I have had a longstanding interest in animal welfare and
was awarded a Churchill Fellowship in 1986 for animal
welfare issues. I want to pay tribute to the Animal
Welfare Centre. The Minister for Agriculture is well
aware of the wonderful work that Professor Paul
Hemsworth and his colleagues do in that area in a
cooperative effort between Monash University,
Melbourne University and the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment. I am both privileged and
proud to be on the advisory committee of that group. I
make the point that the health and welfare of animals,
which is covered by this legislation, is a very important
part of protecting the environment, public health, the
safety of users and so on.
The honourable member for Ballarat East talked about
the change in culture and in practices. That has
certainly happened in the lifetime of most of us in the
house who have had experience in agriculture. Like
many members on this side of the house, I have had
about 40 years’ experience in the agricultural industries.
Like my colleagues who have spoken before me, I can
relate to tremendous changes in the culture that have
taken place over that time — and changes for the better.
I can personally relate to the misuse of chemicals,
largely because of ignorance and of not knowing of the
dangers. I think we have all been involved in using
arsenical sheep dips, for example. We would not think
of using them these days the way we did 30 or 40 years
ago. That also applies to using insecticides and
pesticides.
At one stage we used to grow tomatoes. The
honourable member for Warrnambool talked about
standing out there with a bag. We used to have an
aeroplane come over to do the spraying. I would stand
at one end of the paddock waving the flags and my
children would be at the other end of the paddock. It
was dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT) that was
being used. I consider myself extremely fortunate that
we obviously did not do it long enough to — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — Perhaps it did have an effect!
But back in the 1970s it was standard practice to stand
there while an aircraft flew overhead spraying DDT on
tomato crops. We have made enormous progress since
that time and have come a long way in changing the
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culture referred to by the honourable member for
Ballarat East.
I will briefly trace the history of the use of agricultural
chemicals, including pesticides and insecticides. Most
of us on this side of the house will be well aware of
perhaps not the introduction of but the story of
superphosphate and subclover and the way that that
boosted agricultural production throughout Australia.
That was a tremendous advance in our parents’
generation. I certainly remember the introduction of
trace elements and the tremendous difference that that
made to marginal country, and the increased use of
potassium fertilisers, nitrogen, and pesticides that were
added in with superphosphate to control various pasture
pests. We have just kept improving in the area of
fertilisers.
Stockfeeds are another area. There have been
tremendous advancements in the complexity of
stockfeeds, particularly over the past 20 or 30 years.
We used a considerable amount of stockfeed for
feeding pigs in intensive piggeries. In those days simple
copper sulphate was used as a very effective growth
promotant. The difficulty was that the effluent that was
put out onto the farmland somewhere was high in
copper, and you had to be very careful about the
build-up of copper, and, likewise, other heavy metals,
in the soil.
With intensive agriculture I think we now have a much
better understanding of some of the dangers run into
with intensive farming and the use of those various
additives in stockfeeds. Selenium is another one we
used to use in pig feed. An element when used in small
amounts is very important for the health of pigs, but
getting it wrong can create enormous difficulties, as
with all the other products used to control internal
parasites and the like. So there is a whole range of
chemical additives in stockfeeds that, if not carefully
used and monitored, can lead to considerable problems.
Amazing advances have been made in animal health
products for sheep, cattle and so on, in drenching and
treating internal and external parasites, and in treating
lice on cattle and sheep, for example. Another example
of a tremendous achievement in this field is the use of
organophosphates. I remember as a young farmer on
one occasion using organophosphates having not
correctly estimated the weight of the animals, so I
ended up overdosing them. The cattle had not gone far
from the end of the race and started falling over.
Fortunately, they recovered. That was an example of
the overuse of organophosphates. I hesitate to think of
the way we used it because if you spilled it on your skin
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it would have the same effect on humans as it did on
animals.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr MAUGHAN — Yes, it probably did have an
effect. In retrospect, the farming community was
careless about the use of some of those chemical
products. While they had wonderful effects on animals
they could also have serious adverse effects on the
operators who used the chemicals.
I recall penicillin being used to treat mastitis in dairy
cows. We had problems with the contamination of
milk. A blue dye was introduced to indicate
contamination, and then more potent antibiotics,
including streptomycin and terramycin, were
introduced to treat the mastitis. We used an extensive
range of antibiotics and dry cow treatments. All that has
led to enormous improvements in the dairy industry,
but if antibiotics are misused and allowed to get into the
food chain they can cause public health and
environmental problems that we can do without.
There has been a massive growth in the use of
weedicides and insecticides in agricultural industries to
control weeds in crops in areas where we are not
cultivating but using minimal tillage — for example,
there has been great improvement in the Mallee and
Wimmera where we could not do that without the use
of chemicals. Also, soil sterilants have been used in the
irrigation areas to keep channels free of weeds.
Insecticides are used in grain crops and pastures, and
the list goes on.
In passing I mention genetic engineering in this context.
We need to constantly remind ourselves, with the fear
that some people have about the effects of genetic
engineering, that if properly used, genetic engineering
can considerably reduce the amount of pesticides and
weedicides we need to use to control pests on crops. If
you can use genetic engineering to considerably
reduce — as we can — the amount of weedicides and
pesticides used, certainly it should be used to achieve
those outcomes. The horticultural industry has used a
tremendous amount of chemicals over the years and is
now using chemicals more carefully.
As chemicals became more numerous and more
concentrated, there was more danger to the
environment, consumers, operators and third parties. In
this debate we should acknowledge that an increasing
number of people in the community suffer from
multiple chemical sensitivities. From a layman’s point
of view it seems to me that as we use more and more
chemicals, not just in agriculture but in our lifestyles
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generally, our resistance to those chemicals through our
immune system — and depending on our
metabolism — can be adversely affected.
I have personal contact with people who are virtually
hermits in their homes because at some time during
their working lives they have had an overload of
chemicals in their bodies to the extent that their
immune systems cannot cope. I have told the house
previously of a lady living in my electorate who is
virtually a prisoner in her own home because of the
excessive exposure to chemicals. Some people are very
sensitive even to spray carts or aerial spraying some
distance away which have deleterious effects on them.
We need to be aware of the adverse effects caused by
the misuse of sprays and chemicals on what seems to be
an increasing number of people in the community.
I return to the point that there has been a considerable
change in culture with the use of agricultural and
veterinary chemicals. Certainly far more detailed
information and advice is available.
We have much better education. Operators now protect
themselves as a matter of course with protective
clothing, gloves, masks and, when necessary,
respirators. We now dispose of containers in a safe
manner, and we hopefully comply with the withholding
periods. Yes, there is misuse, but I would say most of
the misuse probably occurs by accident or through lack
of understanding, neglect or miscalculation rather than
being deliberate. Nonetheless, if chemicals get into the
food chain it damages our reputation as a producer of
clean and green products.
The bill before the house is important, and I welcome it.
I note that the legislation has been developed by
consultation with, on the one hand, the Victorian
Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee, which is
made up of the chemical applicators, the primary
producers, the manufacturers and the consumers, and,
on the other hand, the Veterinary Practitioners
Registration Board of Victoria, which has also had a
look at the legislation. My understanding is that it is
happy with the bill and approves of what is in it.
The national registration scheme and the bill before the
house essentially complement what is going on at the
state and national levels. I commend the minister,
because this bill complements legislation put in place
by the former government. From an Australian point of
view, that sort of cooperation is needed. I am delighted
to support the bill, which is enlightened legislation that
will lift Australia as an agricultural producer to yet
another height.
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I have spoken sufficiently on the bill. It supports
Victoria’s reputation for clean food production and
meets the increasing demand by Australian and
international consumers for clean and green food
products. This bill enjoys bipartisan support. I again
commend the minister, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms BEATTIE (Tullamarine) — It gives me great
pleasure to speak on the Agricultural and Veterinary
Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further Amendment) Bill.
It also gives me pleasure to follow the honourable
member for Rodney in the debate. He gave some truly
astounding statistics about the 300 000 cows in his
electorate, but he neglected to say how many happy
bulls there were. I am sure, whatever the number is, that
they are very happy!
This bill will operate in conjunction with the national
registration scheme for agricultural and veterinary
chemicals. As has been touched on by other speakers,
the scheme is a cooperative arrangement between the
commonwealth and the states that was established by
ministerial agreement in 1995. The honourable member
for Narracan talked about the current minister being the
greatest minister ever. He is certainly the greatest
minister since I have been in the house! The national
registration scheme provides a uniform assessment and
approval system by which agricultural and veterinary
chemical products are made available in Australia. It is
operated by the National Registration Authority for
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals.
I know a lot of honourable members want to speak on
the bill, but I want to touch on some personal issues that
have arisen recently. We all know the stories people tell
about chicken not tasting like it used to in the old
days — and indeed it does not. We now have chickens
fattened with chemicals and various other substances
and chicken meat bleached with chlorine. Chickens do
not taste like they used to, because they are not grown
naturally. They are fed or injected with chemicals to get
them to that state, so they have lost their taste. Victoria
has a $6 billion export market, and it is very important
that we keep that export market.
I want to touch on the use of herbicides, weedicides and
pesticides. In the dreaded Kennett days of compulsory
competitive tendering (CCT), instead of chipping away
the weeds around trees and the poles in parks many
councils were spraying weedicides, pesticides and
insecticides to get rid of those things. The cost of CCT
impacted on the health of some of those workers, who
were not trained to use those chemicals but were forced
to do so to meet the demands of their jobs.
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The Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of
Use) Act 1992 is the principal legislation for insuring
against the contamination of agricultural products and
stock. It relates also to the financial losses that could be
borne. Honourable members know that back in 1988
there was a scare after some animals were infected. The
spray on the farm contaminated the animals and
jeopardised their export. We could have lost a great
export market, but fortunately we did not.
At its meeting yesterday the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee debated the bill quite hotly.
The debate was about the entry, search and seizure
powers provided by the bill. It related particularly to
proposed section 54I, which provides a partial
protection against self-incrimination. The committee
went to the detail in its report, which notes that it has
commented on such provisions previously and accepts
that the limitation of the privilege may be justified in
circumstances where prosecution of certain offences
may be severely hampered if documentary evidence
cannot be obtained, notwithstanding the tendency to
incriminate the person compelled to produce it. So it is
most important that all the proper paperwork, and what
have you, is done correctly.
The honourable member for Rodney also touched on
stockfeeds. In the past we have not been as vigilant as
we should have been, mainly because of ignorance.
Years ago we did not know what was going into
stockfeeds, and we have certainly seen the
consequences overseas of that ignorance. We must be
ever vigilant about what goes into stockfeeds. One
thing the bill does is promote good agricultural
chemical spraying practices. It also provides for
additional outcome-based standards for people who
undertake agricultural spraying. The legislative
standards will clearly relay to those people that they
must prevent off-target contamination of stock or
agricultural uses.
The bill will affect some veterinary practitioners. It will
restrict the types of chemical products that a veterinary
practitioner can potentially use. Veterinary practitioners
will not be able to use chemical products that are
represented as being intended for use on plants for the
treatment of animals. It will provide for the restriction
of the use by veterinary practitioners of chemical
products that have not been approved by the National
Registration Authority for Agricultural and Veterinary
Chemicals. Veterinary practitioners are to be limited to
using such products only for the treatment of
non-food-producing species of animals.
The Veterinary Practitioners Board has been consulted
about these matters because it is normal for the Bracks
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government to consult with all interested parties. That
has been done, and it needed to be done. We need to
talk to people about the effects of these potentially
lethal chemicals and their other applications.
I well remember the days when I was showing dogs.
You would give a dog a bath and put chemicals all over
it. Some of those chemicals were flea rinses and the
vapours from them would just about send you sky high.
If they got on your skin you could be in a very bad way
indeed. You could be itchy or have skin irritation for
days and days, and you would think nothing of it
because of ignorance.
This is an important bill. It encourages people to be
responsible. It also encourages them to think about
what they are doing, what they are spraying and the
need to be educated about what they are using. The
honourable member for Rodney said that he used to
stand in the paddock while the planes were spraying
DDT — and I did think that that may have been the
reason for his diminutive stature! However, I did not
have any DDT sprayed over me, so perhaps that was
not the reason for my size.
It is an important bill indeed, and farmers, agricultural
sprayers and veterinary practitioners have all been
consulted. All the right parties have been consulted, so
it is without any hesitation at all that I commend the bill
to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Agricultural and
Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill. It is an amendment to the earlier bill
that has put in place the structure that we now
understand for looking after sprays, chemicals and so
forth that are used on properties across Australia. This
is being done in conjunction with the national
registration program.
As the honourable member for Tullamarine has just
said, it is an important bill, and I support it. Being one
of the top agricultural areas in rural Victoria, my
electorate is absolutely aware that we need to support
this sort of legislation so that we can see the correct use
of chemicals. Unlike the honourable member for
Rodney, I have not counted the number of cows in my
electorate, but I can tell honourable members that it is
one of the top dairying and fruit-growing districts.
Approximately 25 per cent of the total value of
Victoria’s agricultural production is generated from the
greater Shepparton region, which covers approximately
2500 square kilometres.

Tuesday, 18 September 2001

Nearly all the land in that area is agricultural, and it is
dominated by irrigated pastures, which support the
dairy industry. A proportion of the irrigated land is used
for growing stone fruit, vegetables and other crops. The
region is a major contributor to the total state yield of
milk and fruit products and has Victoria’s highest
density of rural output. The City of Greater
Shepparton’s thriving economy is based on these
agricultural and horticultural industries, either exporting
fresh produce or supplying the local processing
industries, including the manufacture of canned fruit,
vegetables, processed dairy products and jams.
As I mentioned in the house earlier today, last week we
saw the coming together of two of the largest canneries
in the southern hemisphere, SPC and Ardmona. With
the future support of their growers and the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission they have
agreed to come together to make one organisation that
will be absolutely reliant on the products which come
from the irrigated area of the Goulburn Valley and on
their being exported throughout the world and
promoted internationally as being of high quality with a
clean-and-green image. It is most important that we
ensure that sprays are used correctly, and that we use
chemicals in the right way.
People in the Goulburn Valley are concerned about the
possible introduction of fire blight into Australia and
the devastation it would cause to the fruit industry. It
would destroy the two local canneries and hundreds of
growers throughout the Murray Valley and Goulburn
Valley areas. I fully support the fruit industry, and I
fully support stopping the importation of New Zealand
apples, because we must make sure we do not import
fire blight from New Zealand.
For many years we have seen what can happen with
fruit fly infestation. I well remember on crossing the
border into New South Wales seeing agriculture
inspectors stopping the movement of fruit. We do not
have inspectors today, but officers from the department
of agriculture are quick to move on any outbreak of
fruit fly. It is often spread not by orchardists but by
well-meaning local people who may want to have a few
fruit trees in their backyard but who do not spray their
trees. They do not realise that the fruit can be infected
and that the fruit fly can spread throughout the area.
Chemicals must be used in the correct way to stop these
outbreaks.
A recent example of what can occur without the correct
use of chemicals is the orchardist who decided to
secede from Australia. He called himself the Prince of
the principality of Ponderosa. He did not pay council
rates or recognise local government or statutory bodies.
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He operated a styrene box factory on his property that
was making sufficient money for him not to worry
about his fruit trees, which he did not bother to spray.
On several occasions I had to talk to fruit growers in
surrounding orchards about pests coming from the
so-called principality of Ponderosa and contaminating
their orchards.
I well remember my friend Brian Casey, who worked
in the agriculture department for some years, with a
smile on his face the day the Kennett government
moved in, with the help of the police, to ensure that no
orchards in the Goulburn Valley would have to put up
with someone not using the right chemicals. I was there
myself the day the chief of police escorted the
bulldozers onto the property to destroy the crops. I
know the Minister for Agriculture fully supports that
action, understanding as he does that we cannot have
renegades seceding from Australia, looking after their
own airspace and even threatening to shoot down
planes crossing their airspace. I know the person
concerned also had major problems with statutory
bodies such as Goulburn Valley Water. I understand he
may now be having a holiday at Her Majesty’s
pleasure. The Goulburn Valley says good riddance to
people who treat their farming neighbours like that.
The Kennett government destroyed crops that were
contaminating other fruit crops around the area. We
need to do that to maintain the quality of the fruit we
grow throughout Victoria. The bill aims to protect
Victoria’s reputation for producing clean, safe food. It
is a reputation that the constituents of my electorate and
the City of Greater Shepparton want to maintain into
the future.
As the honourable member for Rodney said, the way
people handle chemicals has changed considerably.
When driving through the Goulburn Valley in the
1960s and 1970s it was common to see farmers dressed
in shorts and boots on tractors pulling orchard sprays
that were spraying everywhere.
They did not realise what they were doing. They could
have been contaminated through the skin with the types
of chemicals they were spraying around. I well
remember working on sheep properties around my
home town of Katamatite, watching and helping sheep
through the plunge dips. When the sheep plunged into
the dips, spray went all over everybody in the sheep
yard. I have done that day after day. No wonder you
went home and your mother made you throw the
clothes out the back door! They were not allowed to
come inside the house until they had been washed.
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In those days people did not realise what could happen
to you and how you could be affected by the chemicals.
I have represented people from vineyards and orchards
in proximity to the Shepparton township. We talk about
the right-to-farm type of legislation. Those people have
been farming their properties for many years and now
the town is encroaching on their farms and their
practices of spraying and using chemicals. Now people
living close by are saying, ‘We no longer want you to
do that’.
We have a real issue here and I hope the legislation will
help ensure that people will use chemicals in the right
way. For instance, if you are going to spray your crop,
you must ensure that the wind is blowing from a
direction that will not blow spray over the boundary
and into another property. Farmers are not supposed to
spray crops where spray can drift onto another property,
whether it is the housewife with washing on the line,
children playing in a backyard or another crop that can
be contaminated by spray. We need to be very careful
in our vineyards and orchards.
The legislation supports the national registration
scheme and will ensure that only agricultural and
veterinary chemical products which meet the standards
of the national registration authority are available for
sale in Australia. It will ensure that people using
chemicals made available in Victoria by the registration
scheme use the products in a safe and responsible
manner. It will look after labelling and other issues. I
am pleased to see the minister bring in the legislation. It
will ensure that the future of our farming communities
and that of the people who live close to those
communities are protected and chemicals are used in
the correct way.
It is good to have a national quality right across
Australia so that everybody who farms, whether they
shift from Western Australia to Victoria, understands
that the rules are the same. There have been so many
anomalies over the years. The introduction of national
standards has been a marvellous thing. Across Australia
people in agriculture will all have the same labels and
the same rules when using sprays and chemicals. The
bill is good for agriculture which means it is good for
our communities and for Australia. I commend the bill
to the house.
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) — It is my pleasure to
make a contribution on the Agricultural and Veterinary
Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further Amendment) Bill.
It acts in conjunction with the national registration
scheme for agricultural and veterinary chemicals and
demonstrates that a national approach has been taken.
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At the outset I congratulate one of the finest agriculture
ministers Victoria has ever seen for his foresight,
dedication, persistence and the notorious diplomatic
skills he has no doubt employed in the bringing
together of this bill not only for the Victorian
Parliament for the benefit of Victoria but as part of a
national approach to these serious and important
matters.
The minister has worked long and hard, and I
congratulate him, as well as the staff who have worked
in his department to ensure that the whole of Australia
is safe. Obviously we are particularly interested in
Victoria, but it needs to be said that an approach on
issues like this needs to be national if we are to have a
comprehensive approach to the safe use and handling of
veterinary and agricultural chemicals to protect the food
we eat. Protection of our livestock means that we are
also protecting our export markets. By ensuring the
safety of our environment we are keeping Victoria
clean for our children and the generation that is
hopefully coming after them.
The national registration scheme for agricultural and
veterinary chemicals was established by ministerial
agreement in 1995. It serves to provide a uniform
assessment and approval system by which agricultural
and veterinary chemical products are made available in
Australia. It is established under the national
registration authority — that is, under commonwealth
legislation — and it administers control over the supply
of these chemicals in Australia. It is absolutely critical
that there be a national scheme in place so that
everybody knows what the rules are, and the whole of
Australia can act together.
For those honourable members who are not aware of
my five and a half years of explaining the glorious
nature of vegetable and poultry produce in Werribee
South, I will make you aware of the enormously
important contribution the area’s farmers make both in
vegetable and poultry products to the Victorian
economy as a whole. An important part of their work
on behalf of Victorians is impacted upon by the use of
just these sorts of chemicals.
Werribee is home to perhaps one of the greatest
veterinary colleges in the southern hemisphere — the
Melbourne University School of Veterinary Science.
The college is renowned for producing some of the best
textbooks available on veterinary science, and the
previous member for Werribee, Dr Ken Coghill, a
trained veterinarian, was particularly proud to have
such a fine establishment in his electorate. I am sure the
Leader of the Opposition shares an understanding of the
importance of having such a fine institution. It is
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important for institutions like the Melbourne University
veterinary college to have legislation like this in place,
because it makes it abundantly clear through tight
guidelines how they should use, store and provide those
sorts of chemicals, which is absolutely critical.
It is also important for the chamber to understand that
Werribee is the proud home of the food and agricultural
precinct. This precinct was established in Werribee by
the former federal member for Lalor, Mr Barry Jones,
in conjunction with the previous state member, Dr Ken
Coghill. Their vision established and brought together
some fantastic organisations, such as the State
Chemistry Laboratory and the Gilbert Chandler
Institute, and that precinct has continued to grow. It hit
somewhat of a static patch between 1993 and 1999, but
I am pleased to report that since this government came
to office there has been enormous development of and
plans for the enhancement of that particular precinct,
which is so critical to the research and development
capacity of this state, to which this legislation provides
an absolutely critical foundation element.
One of the developments we are looking forward to
seeing at the food and agricultural precinct, or the
technological precinct as we call it, in Werribee is the
Victorian Institute of Biotechnology. It will provide a
fantastic resource. The Victorian Institute of
Biotechnology is a brilliant joint venture that has been
brought together by the fantastic people at the Austin
Research Institute and the Victoria University, which
has a campus in Werribee.
These gifted, persistent and marvellous people are
seeking to bring their energy and expertise together to
help create a fifth precinct of biotechnological and
scientific research and development excellence. This
precinct will be based in the western suburbs, a place
where you have all the necessary ingredients from
primary production to manufacturing and processing to
the fantastic elements that can be provided by
state-of-the-art research and development facilities. I
would like to place on the record my congratulations to
all of the people who have come together to produce
this wonderful child that I am sure will grow into a
precinct as important as the precincts at Parkville and
Monash and the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of
Medical Research.
There seems to be some reluctance among members of
the establishment to understand that the western
suburbs can be a centre of excellence in science,
technology and research, but we will convince them.
The government has taken a number of people to lunch
at the Werribee Mansion Hotel to show them that the
west is full of the most amazing surprises.
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Mr Hamilton interjected.
Ms GILLETT — We think it is exciting, and we
just have to bring others to that conclusion — others in
the establishment as I say, not in this government.
A further development that could take place is a venture
between the State Chemistry Laboratory and the
Australian Government Analytical Laboratories. There
have been some very useful discussions between the
two organisations.
Honourable members can see that there is enormous
capacity for development in my constituency and the
areas around it. This development can only be assisted
by the certainty produced by legislation like this,
legislation that makes abundantly clear at a national and
state level how we deal with some of the potentially
dangerous issues concerning agricultural and veterinary
chemicals. After the events of last week we can see that
the world is full of uncertain and perhaps frightening
things. In its own small way this bill will help to
provide some sense of security for the Victorian and
Australian public insofar as they can be certain that the
food they eat, be it vegetable or animal, is the subject of
legislation such as this which ensures they have
certainty, legislation which ensures we do not face the
disasters that have unfortunately taken place in other
parts of the world.
This bill will also help another development. It was
recently announced that the Murray Goulburn
Cooperative would establish the largest warehouse in
the Southern Hemisphere in the state seat of Altona,
which is held by my esteemed next door neighbour, the
Minister for Finance. We are more than overjoyed to
welcome the Murray Goulburn facility, which will
process enormous volumes of milk. Its location close to
Werribee, in the Altona–Laverton area, will be
complemented by the wonderful research and
development facilities opened recently by the Minister
for State and Regional Development. I know, because I
was lucky enough to accompany him, that the Minister
for Agriculture visited the technological precinct a few
short months ago. The developments that are critical for
all of our communities will only be enhanced by the
legislation before the house.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.

Ms GILLETT — Before the dinner break I
mentioned how welcome the Murray Goulburn
Cooperative warehouse development was in the
Laverton–Altona area. Can I say how welcome the 70
or 80 new jobs created by that new development will be
and how it warms my heart to know that each of those
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80 new positions will be occupied by members of the
National Union of Workers — the union I worked for
for almost 10 years.
It is important that those jobs are created in our
community and that they are connected to our
absolutely critical food and agricultural precincts, not to
mention the Werribee race track, which I am sure has a
lot to gain from this legislation as a whole.
I draw to the attention of honourable members the
western treatment plant, about which jokes have been
made for a long time. The treatment plant is located in
my electorate, but if the Victorian Electoral
Commission’s draft boundaries are confirmed, it will
hopefully go to my colleague the honourable member
for Geelong North, Peter Loney. I am sure he will look
after and understand the historical and present
importance of the western treatment plant and the
potential for future development that it provides for the
whole of the western region.
Being now required to reuse 20 per cent of its water, the
potential to irrigate important new agricultural
resources is alive and well and capable of development
in the next few years. Again it will produce jobs, and
again it will produce an environment for the outer
western suburbs which will be conducive to the
development of employment and which will give us
export opportunities. That will mean the outer western
suburbs will be seen not just as dormitory suburbs but
as a region able to produce the social and capital
infrastructure to create real communities. I am sure that
will be of enormous importance to the Minister for
Housing, who has special responsibility for
strengthening communities. All of these things are
intricate parts of a whole. I am sure some honourable
members do not understand how important this bill is
for the growth, socially, economically and
environmentally, of Victoria. I will conclude by saying
that my — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GILLETT — I am so encouraged by
honourable members on the other side — and I am so
pleased they are on the other side. The developments I
am about to refer to are absolutely critical. However,
they did not listen when I spoke, I think about 46 times,
about the proposed toxic dump in Werribee that was
supported by the Kennett government. It gives me
enormous pleasure, on the second anniversary of the
defeat of the Kennett government, to remind the house
that it took CSR to back out of that absolutely flawed
proposal. I remember the former Premier telling the
CSR people that they were gutless wonders. It took a
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Labor opposition to say to the people of Werribee,
‘This is what we will do. This is how we will deal with
these issues in the future’.
It is my absolute pleasure to say — —
An Honourable Member — Did you have a good
dinner?
Ms GILLETT — We did!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order!
The honourable member for Werribee, without
assistance.
Ms GILLETT — It is my pleasure to say that there
will be appropriate resolutions of those sorts of issues in
the future that will have nothing to do with silly
decisions being jammed down people’s throats without
them having the opportunity to be listened to.
I commend Victoria’s admired agricultural minister for
the bill he and his staff have produced. On behalf of the
people of Werribee I express my congratulations and
heartfelt thanks. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Wimmera) — I thoroughly
enjoyed the presentation by the honourable member for
Werribee before the break for tea, but I was a little fired
up by the end of it. The honourable member spoke
about what is being done with these dumps. On this
side of the house, we are interested in what is going to
happen in the future.
An Honourable Member — Nothing.
Mr DELAHUNTY — That is what is worrying.
They have been in government for two years and
nothing has happened.
Before the Acting Speaker jumps up and says, ‘Get
back to the bill’, I will say that I am pleased to speak on
this bill, which is important to the Wimmera electorate.
As we know, the bill aims to protect Victoria’s
reputation as a producer of clean and safe food. No
doubt we had plenty of Victorian food for tea, capably
prepared and served by the chefs and dining-room staff
here at Parliament, who do a great job.
The economic and employment history of the
Wimmera reflects a strong reliance on agriculture, and
most of that revolves around the grain industry. A fair
few sheep are coming back onto farms, given the
improvement in wool prices, and commodity prices are
looking good. We have a strong reliance on the grain
industry in particular.
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We are well aware of wheat being the major crop in
that area — the golden grain — but the plains of the
Wimmera have changed dramatically over the past few
years, with about 70 per cent of Victoria’s pulses and
about 60 per cent of the state’s oil seeds now being
produced there.
The honourable member for Werribee has gone, but she
spoke about all the great things happening in the
western suburbs. Congratulations to them, but it is a
pity she did not look beyond the borders of the city,
because some great work is being done at our premier
institute for research and development in cereals, oils,
pulses and oil seeds, which the minister knows is called
VIDA, the Victorian Institute for Dryland Agriculture. I
am pleased to see — as I acknowledged in my speech
on the appropriation bill earlier this year — that the
minister has continued the work of the previous
government and put more funds into that facility. That
obviously creates not only more research and
development in that facility but also employment for
the area. VIDA is an important component of the
community in general and of the farming community in
particular.
I must also highlight the Longerenong campus of the
University of Melbourne, which does a lot of work,
particularly in the education field. I am a bit
disappointed that the Minister for Post Compulsory
Education, Training and Employment has cut funding
to some of the programs being run in remote areas
because she believes that because it is the University of
Melbourne it is not entitled to funding. Longerenong is
an old facility but a worthwhile one, and it needs capital
injection. It plays an important role not only for its
primary community but for areas up to the Mallee
and — I see the honourable member for Swan Hill
sitting at the table — right up to Swan Hill.
The bill has a lot to do with chemicals. Other people in
the chamber probably know more about this than I do.
The national program puts the various chemicals into
various schedules numbered 1 to 7, 7 being the most
dangerous. People need to have appropriate training
and have to sign for the chemicals listed in schedule 7,
and they have to give notification of what they are
going to do with them.
As the National Party spokesman on agriculture, the
honourable member for Swan Hill, said, the National
Party does not oppose the bill. We support the bill,
because it continues the good work of the previous
government in this regard. The act imposes controls on
chemical products ‘to protect the environment’, which
is important; to protect ‘public health’, which is
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extremely important; and for ‘the safety of chemical
users and the health and welfare of animals’.
We are well aware of the need to protect not only the
environment but also humans. I can speak with a little
knowledge on this. I have heard honourable members
speak about sheep dips and arsenic. I lost a cousin
through sheep dip. He was a young boy who fell into a
dip and was lost to my uncle and auntie in Stawell. It
still has a traumatic effect on our family. Obviously
things have changed since that happened many years
ago.
We are well aware of the aerial spraying that goes on
particularly at this time of the year. Many honourable
members ask me how the Wimmera is looking. I
inform the house that we are in a good position. The
crops look excellent. We have had some great rains in
the early spring. The reservoirs are up to about 17 per
cent or 18 per cent from about 11 per cent. For the
stock people there is still a concern about what water
we will have for next year, but from the cropping point
of view we are in a very good position. And it will be
even better if we get good late spring rains — it is often
said that if it rains for the Horsham Show we will have
a good finish to the season, so we are waiting on that.
With all the crops in a good position at the moment, a
lot of spraying goes on. In the past a lot of aerial
spraying went on. I know the honourable member for
Rodney was speaking about DDT being used. People
used to stand in the paddocks at the end of each row
holding up an appropriate bag to tell the pilot where to
fly. They would then walk 30 paces to the left and stand
there for the next fly-through. We now know that was
very dangerous, and things have changed since then.
It is important that we support the legislation because
by doing so we put into action what we have learnt over
the years.
The bill also implements nationally agreed
recommendations from the 1999 review of the
legislation. It is important that we always review this. It
is important that we have a national program. Trucks
move interstate overnight. Chemicals can be brought
from Queensland to Victoria and vice versa. Not only
does the bill introduce a national program, but the
legislation complements the legislation of other states.
Being on the South Australian border, that is very
important to me.
The legislation aims to protect Victoria’s reputation for
producing clean and green food. The previous
government had a target to export $12 billion worth of
food products by 2010. This government cheated a bit
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on that. It has put in food and fibre — $12 billion to be
achieved by 2010. We have reached about $6 billion at
this stage.
Mr Hamilton — Seven and a quarter!
Mr DELAHUNTY — Seven and a quarter, the
Minister for Agriculture informs me. That is pleasing to
hear, and I am glad to get that on the record, but we still
have a bit of a way to go. I am pleased to see the
minister has his shoulder to the wheel on this one, and
we will work with him to make sure he achieves that
target.
The bill has been developed in consultation with the
Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee,
and no doubt it plays an important role in keeping the
minister informed. I highlight the fact that the
committee represents the interests of many people,
including the primary producers, the aerial and
ground-based chemical applicators, local government,
the chemical manufacturers and consumers, and
environmental interests.
The concerns of those groups must be addressed,
whether they be applicators, manufacturers or
environmentalists. We are now much more aware of the
problems with some of the chemicals that were used in
the past.
I return to the point that we export about 30 per cent to
40 per cent of Victoria’s agricultural production. In
certain areas, such as the grain industry, it is probably
up to around 40 per cent or 50 per cent. As a result of
the unfortunate mishaps in England and other parts of
the world involving diseases such as BSE (bovine
spongiform encephalopathy) and foot-and-mouth, we
now recognise the importance of quality food that is
clean and green. Quality is the important thing. These
days people have the opportunity to source appropriate
food — they look for the best they can buy for the
price, but they also ensure that it meets all the
appropriate conditions of being clean and green.
The bill supports a national registration scheme for
agriculture and veterinary chemicals that ensures that
only agricultural or veterinary chemical products that
meet the standards of the national registration authority
are available for sale in Victoria.
An important aspect, and I spoke about this earlier, is
that we are seeing real concerns about weeds — and I
am glad the minister is in the house to hear this. We
know from years gone by that herbicides were used to
control weeds. I only wish that the management officers
of some of our national parks and Crown land could
address the issues of concern. Farmers are doing a lot of
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work in those areas, but they find it difficult when they
are working beside national parks and Crown land. The
impact of herbicides on waterways was also of concern,
and more so their impact on humans.

area, I would have no doubt that there are some people
who would find difficulty — —

I have been informed that some farmers are using goats
to try to keep weeds down. My information tells me —
and I am not 100 per cent sure about this — that if the
goats eat the seeds they are sterilised as they go through
their system, so the weeds do not reproduce when the
seeds return to the ground. It is an interesting way of
using goats to control weeds!

Mr DELAHUNTY — I am reminded by the
honourable member for Swan Hill that Robinvale has a
multicultural society. I have no doubt that because of
their multicultural background some people would have
difficulty reading the labels of some chemicals. One
area I would ask the minister to look into as part of the
implementation of this bill is the need for the labelling
regulations to address some of those multicultural
issues. I was made aware of the need to look at those
issues when I worked in that area in the old days.
Obviously these are important — —

A lot of chemicals are used to control weeds in my
electorate, and I will use my family as an example. My
father was very reluctant to use chemicals on our farm.
At the end of harvest he used to leave a little bit of
growth in the crops for the sheep. My father was more
of a wool producer than a grain producer, and he liked
being able to go into the paddocks and feed the sheep
on the stubble. Because of economics we, as many
farmers in my electorate do, had to use chemicals to
control weeds, which suck moisture out of the crops.
The terms of trade are difficult at the moment, so
farmers have to maximise their crops by using
chemicals to remove the weeds.
The bill aims to ensure that agricultural or veterinary
chemical products are used in a safe and responsible
manner. Here I touch on the education program that
was implemented by the previous government and has
been continued by the current government as part of a
bipartisan approach.
I went to the library to check out the technical and
further education course directory to see where the farm
chemical user courses are being run around Victoria.
Again I highlight the work done at the Longerenong
agricultural college. The course there has been
developed to enable participants to appreciate the
importance of and interpret correctly the container
labels on agriculture chemicals.
The list of extensive subjects includes understanding
farm chemicals, including their transport and storage,
which is very important. We have a lot of chemicals
stored on farms, and I will come back to the disposal of
those chemicals later. Subjects also include decanting
and mixing, and cleaning up and disposing of
chemicals.
Interestingly the entry requirements for the course
include the ability to read and understand farm
chemical labels in the language in which they are
written. With our multicultural society, not so much in
the Wimmera but particularly around the Shepparton

Mr Steggall interjected.

Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Yes, the labels on the
containers. At the end of the day that is very important
for the users. Often they might not get around to using
the products until a couple of weeks after purchasing
them, so it is important that the labels contain the
appropriate descriptions and information about the way
to use them.
Earlier I spoke about the use of chemicals to combat
weeds, but I want to highlight the fact that in the early
1990s we had problems with mouse plagues. In the first
year strychnine was used to control mice. It was put on
grain and distributed across paddocks by aeroplane. It
was effective, but major concerns were expressed not
only by the people using it but importantly by the
consumers. Vicgrain, the barley board and other
organisations were concerned that there should be no
cross-contamination. All that grain was appropriately
coloured so that if it ever happened to get mixed in with
the normal grain it would be picked out. No problem
was ever identified, but we changed from using
strychnine to using zinc phosphine. That was not as
lethal, but it had the same effect in removing a lot of the
mice.
Unfortunately during that period some amazing
cocktails were put together by farmers to try to control
the mice on their properties. Of major concern to all
governments — and, no doubt, to the national
registration authority, was the off-label use of
chemicals to control mice. On that point I compliment
the Wallup Victorian Farmers Federation Landcare
group, a group of younger farmers north of Horsham
who have been strong leaders in farm safety in the
grains industry. The group has been innovative, which I
am sure the minister would be well aware of.
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Many people who were having grave difficulties during
the mouse plague put on some excellent forums and
field days to inform farmers about the chemicals and to
raise awareness of the need for farm safety, which
affects not only operations on the farm but also the
welfare of the farmers using the chemicals. At the end
of the day farmers want to go home to their families,
and their families want them to arrive safely. It is
difficult enough at the best of times. The bill builds on
the importance of that aspect of the legislation.
The bill strengthens the controls which provide for
acceptable standards for agricultural spraying. We are
well aware that spray drifters are of major concern. The
honourable member for Polwarth spoke about litigation
concerns and court cases involving agricultural
spraying, which have happened in my electorate. Some
of the chemical applicators in my area cannot get
insurance because of litigation concerns, which is a
major concern to them. A forum is being held on Friday
about public liability, which is one of the issues making
it difficult to operate in country areas. I know many
applicators, who are responsible people. They use GPO
radars and all sorts of expensive equipment to put the
sprays on the crops. It costs up to $250 000 to buy some
of the machinery. So again the off-target agricultural
spraying is of concern to a lot of people, and spray drift
has been mentioned in this debate. I am sure the
legislation will strengthen that.
The bill extends the existing offences of providing false
or misleading information in relation to the use of
chemical products. We did have some Rambos around,
and for the good of the community and the industry I
am glad to see that is abating. We now know there is a
lot of very sensitive equipment that can measure
contaminants in grain, meat products, fruit and the like.
We cannot afford to have the problems of exporting
some of these products overseas and having them
picked up with that very sensitive equipment, with
containers then being sent back. That is a very costly
exercise, and it damages our reputation.
The bill extends the powers of authorised officers to
enforce compliance with the act. The honourable
member for Swan Hill spoke about that, but I also want
to highlight the need for links with the Environment
Protection Authority in relation to this. One thing that
really upsets rural communities is when a Department
of Natural Resources and Environment authorised
officer comes onto a farm and then a couple of days
later the EPA officer comes onto the same farm. The
farmers see them both as the government, not as two
separate organisations. It is important that there be
cooperation, not duplication, between the bill before us
and the act being implemented by the EPA.
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I compliment Nufarm Ltd, which three or four years
ago spent $600 000 on the Envirodrum Reusable
Container facility at Horsham. A lot of the older
containers I spoke about earlier that have been used on
farms are now being taken into that facility to be
cleaned out in an appropriate manner and reused. Again
I compliment the councillors in the Wimmera and other
groups in that area that go around at certain times of the
year collecting containers that have been used on farms
and disposing of them appropriately. The legislation
will build on those practices, and it is important that the
farmers work along with it.
I finish by saying that the bill is necessary to support
Victoria’s reputation for clean food production.
Honourable members have highlighted that in many
presentations here. We must meet the ever-increasing
demands of Australian and international consumers for
clean and green food and for food of a high standard.
We do a great job of achieving that in Victoria. I
support the bill and its process through Parliament.
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on the Agricultural and Veterinary
Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further Amendment) Bill
because of its importance in maintaining Victoria’s
agricultural reputation as clean and green.
Having just undertaken a trip to China I can see the
importance of maintaining the quality of our exports.
While we were well looked after and received
enormous hospitality in China, I have to say that the
quality and freshness of our agricultural produce is
vastly superior to theirs. I believe there are enormous
opportunities for us to export fresh food to our northern
neighbours, but it must be free of residues, and we must
ensure that our meat and water supplies are not
contaminated — hence the importance of the bill.
I listened intently and with interest to the contributions
to this debate, particularly those by the honourable
members for Shepparton and Rodney. Both were able
to talk from considerable personal experience about the
advances in our knowledge and understanding over the
last 20 to 30 years about things that were previously
done with chemicals that would not be done now. Like
the honourable member for Rodney, I too can recall a
couple of experiences in the late 1960s of being sprayed
with DDT by a low-flying plane. Unlike the honourable
member for Rodney, however, at least the people down
at Lake Tyers where I was were advised to go indoors
before the spraying started. I am not sure how much
protection that gave us; I guess we were more
concerned about getting some relief from the flies for a
day or so. That shows how much our standards have
changed.
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Another experience from more than 20 years ago when
I was a full-time union official concerns the fact that the
large mental hospitals of the day all had farms and
employed teams of gardeners because they were
self-sufficient. Even after the farms had wound down
the manager of each hospital used the farms and the
gardens to compete with the other managers to see who
could grow the best produce or the best rhododendrons.
Another union official and I wandered in one morning
for a meeting with the gardeners and met with them in
the shed while they were having morning tea. They had
a bucket sitting on the floor in the middle that was
being sloshed around while they were consuming their
morning tea.
We asked, ‘What is that?’. I forget what herbicide it
was, but it was either 2, 4-D or 2, 4, 5-T. They were
sort of slopping it around with their breakfast. We said,
‘Hey! Don’t you know that is the sort of stuff they
sprayed in Vietnam?’. One of the gardeners said, ‘Yes,
we tried to say that to the hospital manager, because he
gets us to spray on windy days and the spray drifts
across the hospital and affects the patients and the
staff’, but the manager had not been prepared to do
anything about it. We also tried unsuccessfully. That
particular hospital manager also had horses that he kept
on what had been the hospital farm, and it was only
when we dug out literature that explored the effects of
that herbicide on horses that he banned the use of it
around the hospital.
I have a small orchard, and previously I have felt
uncomfortable about using chemicals on it. This year I
got a professional in to do it, and that highlighted for
me the need for proper training and knowledge of the
use of such chemicals.
The bill is positive because it strengthens the control of
the use of agricultural and veterinary chemicals and
increases the power of regulatory authorities to monitor
usage. It also harmonises Victorian legislation with that
of other states, standardising the legislation in line with
national regulatory authority guidelines.
Specific provisions of the legislation that I wish to talk
about include off-label usage, market basket surveys
and the loss of agricultural scientists and technicians
from what was the Department of Agriculture. It is fair
to say that large organisations such as supermarkets and
commercial food providers enforce a high standard. I
understand they use ISO 9000 and reject any food that
does not come up to that level.
Suppliers know that if they supply produce that does
not measure up the supermarkets will black-list them,
so the large chains enforce those standards. One of the

Tuesday, 18 September 2001

concerns is wholesale markets that might take more
devious produce from smaller farmers who, either
deliberately or because they do not understand, supply
contaminated produce. Because the agriculture
department lost hundreds of staff during the Kennett
years there has not been the capacity to trace
contaminated produce back to individual farmers.
The market basket surveys carried out in the 1990s
show that approximately half of the samples tested
contained at least one pesticide residue, the most
common encountered being Endosulfan, which is an
organochlorine pesticide used in the horticultural
industry. Endosulfan is an extremely poisonous
pesticide that has been banned in many countries, but
because the Kennett government absolutely stripped the
agriculture department of scientists and trained
technicians there was not the capacity to trace that
produce back to its source.
You only have to look at the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office report of 1999 entitled
A Competent Workforce — Professional Development,
which states:
… The importance of maintaining an adequate level of
intellectual capital in an organisation is well illustrated in the
department of agriculture, where external recognition of the
standing of the department’s science quality is a key factor in
international acceptance of the standard of Victorian food
products and local acceptance by farming industries of
agricultural improvement programs promoted by the
department.
…
… Recruitment of new staff, particularly graduates, was
virtually abandoned across the Victorian public service for
several years, although the department of agriculture has been
able to employ new graduate and postgraduate scientists in
temporary positions …
…
Recruitment of permanent scientists by the department of
agriculture in recent years has been restricted to specific
funding initiatives which contrasts sharply with its substantial
recruitment programs in previous years involving between 20
and 40 new science graduates annually under cadetships and
specific induction programs. As a result, it has been necessary
for the department to recruit scientists on a temporary basis
without adding to its stock of intellectual capital …
…
… Analysis of departure records did, however, reveal that the
significant number of departures included highly classified
staff with substantial experience.
…
Department of agriculture — 352 departures, with a
broad spread of experience ranging from 2 years to over
25 years.
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So to make the requirements in the legislation work you
have to resource them with trained staff.
To return to off-label usage for a moment, it is good to
see that the bill gives the capacity to outlaw certain
off-label usage, because I believe that is one issue we
are facing at the wholesale markets rather than the
provision of food to supermarkets and to commercial
food processors.
I congratulate the minister for bringing this bill before
Parliament. It is very important in maintaining and
enhancing Victoria as a state for clean and green food.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to speak on
this bill. I am also pleased to follow the honourable
member for Preston. The agricultural industry in
Victoria is world renowned for the way it has made
changes without onerous regulation and policing.
During the Kennett years I was very proud of the effort
that was put into the promotion of agriculture in
Victoria, and the encouragement that was given to
people to diversify their products to create viable
businesses. It is important to realise that agriculture is a
business; that farming is not something that happens
without professional qualifications. The encouragement
given in the Kennett years to people like myself to go
out and develop businesses cannot be underestimated.
Many people have talked about the use of sprays. I
remember that in 1975 we applied weedicides from a
cart on the back of a tractor. Often the jets would block
and my husband would try various ways of unblocking
them. I know he would often blow at the hole to try to
unblock it. He would wipe the back of the mouth and
do those sorts of things. We would spray without any
protection. We would turn back into the spray drift
because that was the way it was, and you sprayed on a
regular pattern whether you needed to or not because
that was what the chart said. But gradually, as the world
became more aware of what was happening, we were
educated by the producers of chemicals and consumer
demands. The market has regulated what we do far
more than any government can, because it is what your
customer wants that ends up controlling what you do.
I remember the years when we used mesurol to control
birds. The cherry industry used mesurol, and we used it
to stop the birds eating the grapes when they were ripe.
We used it for five years before evidence came through
that this product, which we were told was non-residual,
actually was residual and could have adverse effects. Of
course we stopped using it. There were many outcries
about that. There was uproar! How dare we not use
something to keep the birds away from our products! It
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did not kill the birds but it made them nauseous and
kept them away from the ripe crop. Obviously there
were dangers with that product. Traces of it were found
in tests of wine that was up to 10 years old. It happened
because we had cowboys who did not follow the
labelling instructions, who did not follow the
withholding period, who did not measure carefully the
quantities that went into the spray mix. That has
happened with many things, but you try now to sell a
fresh product to Safeway, and if you are not up to the
market’s requirements you do not sell anything again.
You try and export, things are tested and you get caught
out.
The agricultural industry in Victoria should be
congratulated because it really has moved. Because it
has been a free marketplace the industry has had to
respond to the needs, and we are clean and green. I
understand that the bill is needed for those who are not
doing the right thing. I am a little concerned about some
aspects of it. Spray drift is a problem. With intensive
agriculture, horticulture and floriculture it is a problem,
because houses have been permitted to be built close to
those areas, and housing and crops do not go together.
There are issues such as mould on the grapes. If you do
not spray downy mildew within 24 hours it goes
through very rapidly. Sometimes you have to spray
when it is slightly windy, and so I wonder what will
happen then.
Are you going to loose a valuable crop because the
wind is blowing and you cannot spray because
someone in the planning area has actually allowed
houses to be built adjacent to farmland? Those are the
issues we are having to face. It is not the farmer who
needs to be policed; it is the planning people who need
to be policed. We need some more regulations
forbidding the building of any homes close to viable
farming land in Victoria to preserve our agricultural
content.
Many have discussed broadacre farming, and there are
different problems with that. It would be very difficult
to police these regulations. I do support them, but it will
be very difficult to police them. You are going to rely
on someone dobbing in a farmer before you know there
is anything wrong. As we have heard, spray can drift a
long way depending on the weather conditions. You
could have something damaged up to a kilometre away
and tracing it back would be difficult. I cannot see how
the records are going to be kept by the older farmers.
The young ones do — they are very good at record
keeping — but there are lots of shed walls, lots of
pieces of paper on paper clips pinned to the walls, and
you are not going to change those habits. I wish the
department well in handling this. I support the bill.
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Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I have been present
for much of the debate over the past few hours, and it
has been interesting to hear the contributions of
members from both sides of the house and to hear of
their experiences with chemical use throughout their
lives. It is definitely the case that everybody has learned
that they have not done it very well all their lives and
that improvements are to be made.
This bill will introduce amendments to the legislation to
improve the way agricultural and veterinary chemicals
are utilised. That is a really positive sign. A lot of it
comes down to the triple bottom line the Bracks
government often talks about — the economic, the
social and the environmental. This bill is about all those
issues — the economic, with the clean and green
agriculture and getting our exports overseas; the social,
in the sense of public health; and the environmental,
with the effects that chemicals can have on our
environment. It has been interesting to hear the vast
array of comments that have been made.
The bill is also important because it protects primary
producers from losses resulting from damage to their
produce or livestock. The act imposes controls on the
use of agricultural and veterinary chemicals; it protects
the environment, public health, the safety of chemical
users and the health and welfare of animals. So it is
really an all-encompassing bill which is probably more
important than it may seem from the outside. Victoria’s
reputation for producing clean and green foods and
ensuring that increases in agricultural exports are
achieved in an ecologically sustainable manner are
further addressed by the amendments in the bill.
Yesterday I launched a new product by Natures Dozen,
an egg-producing company from Wallan in my
electorate of Seymour. The product is a hard-boiled,
peeled, pre-packaged egg, which will be quite easy to
buy in the supermarket. I am sure the product will be
successful, because it meets the needs of today’s
consumers.
I have some figures from the Department of State and
Regional Development on what has happened with
agricultural exports from Victoria over the past year.
They are fairly amazing, and I would like to share them
with the house. There has been a fantastic job growth in
rural and regional Victoria. The figures show that rural
and regional Victoria have had higher job growth than
the rest of Australia over the past couple of years,
which, when you consider the dissatisfaction in rural
areas right across Australia, is pretty amazing. I think
the recovery in rural areas has come from the food
industry, and obviously it is because we are producing a
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product the world wants, which is a clean and green
agricultural product.
Out of interest I indicate that most of Victoria’s food
and fibre exports surged dramatically in the past
12 months, reaching a record high of $7.6 billion —
which is up by almost a third on the previous year. That
has obviously come from the policies of the state
government. Agricultural exports to China and the
United States grew by a massive $400 million to over
$1.4 billion, while exports to the Philippines, Japan,
Germany, Saudi Arabia and Indonesia also achieved
significant gains. The big winners from this growth in
our food and fibre exports were Victorian primary
producers, the majority of which are obviously based in
our regional and rural areas. Our grain exports went up
by 67 per cent; our wool exports, 37 per cent; our meat
exports, 31 per cent; and our dairy product exports,
27 per cent. We are seeing a growing part of the
Victorian economy which needs to be looked after.
This legislation is very important because it does that.
The strengthening provisions in the legislation, which
are the responsibility of the government, ensure that
accepted standards are being met.
About three weeks ago I was speaking to a local berry
grower whose major produce, I think, is blueberries.
The company is very concerned because it has two
farms in two different localities. No aerial spraying is
allowed near one farm, but aerial spraying is allowed
near the other. She is very concerned that the aerial
spraying being done near one of the farms could be
contaminating the product and, as a result, affecting its
reputation as a clean and green producer. I asked for as
much detail as possible so I could pass the matter on to
the Minister for Agriculture. I will obviously take it up
with him in the near future.
It was an eye-opener to me that people are much more
aware of the effects of chemicals, contamination issues,
and that sort of thing. A lot of my time is spent dealing
with people who want as much access to chemicals as
possible to get rid of weeds such as Paterson’s curse,
blackberries and gorse, which are another big problem
in rural areas. Those issues are very big. It is important
that the people using the chemicals on those weeds
know what they are doing. I have spoken to the
Minister for Agriculture in the past about the best way
to train people to do that and to update their
qualifications. Obviously there will be improvements to
and a streamlining of those things in the future to make
sure that everybody who is using those chemicals know
what they are doing.
The extension of powers provided by the bill to allow
regulatory authorities to issue notices, to make
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regulations controlling contaminated products and
labelling and to enforce the law are to be commended.
While they provide some restrictions on producers and
on free enterprise, that is sometimes necessary for the
protection of all. The bill protects Australia’s clean and
green reputation and it benefits consumers, the
environment and producers alike. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — I am
pleased to speak on this important bill. It will impose
further controls over the use of agricultural and
veterinary chemical products to protect us all and keep
a healthy environment. I do not come from a farming or
rural background, but I have experienced life on a farm.
You would be surprised what I have done. I suppose I
have plucked and gutted more chooks than you have.
Mrs Peulich — We have heard some of the
rumours!
Ms OVERINGTON — Okay. When I met my
husband all those years ago I was introduced to one of
his best friends and his best friend’s wife who had a
farm in the Wimmera. The young couple were
struggling on a couple of thousand acres of sand and
were working very hard to grow wheat and sheep.
When our kids were young we spent every Christmas
and every other opportunity, whether it was Easter or
some of the school holidays, helping them with
stripping, shearing and all those other farming chores. I
remember the frequent use of chemicals on that farm
and all the ways they were mixed and sprayed. It
amazed me even at that time that it was done without
any protection — no protective clothing, no gloves, no
masks — no nothing. I also found it interesting that
after giving them a gentle rinse they used the same
containers to feed the poddy calves and the chooks, and
as all sorts of animal feed containers.
I have heard many honourable members talking about
their experiences with aerial spraying or crop dusting. I
remember we were up there when the kids were about
four and six. I do not have a farming background, but I
enabled this couple to work on their farm at those peak
times by taking on their domestic chores — making
sure that meals were prepared and the washing was
done. I remember one particular day I was out at the
clothes line with the kids at my feet. The crop duster
who was spraying in another paddock overshot the
house and we all ended up quite wet. I did not think
much of it at the time, apart from it being a bit of an
irritant. In a place where water was extremely scarce I
wondered whether we needed to wash the clothes
again, but I was assured that they could dry on the line.
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It was only later that I thought of some of the possible
after effects of that plane flying over.
A similar thing occurred when it came to sheep
dipping. I still have this vivid picture of the kids
pushing the sheep through the dip, and after the sheep
had gone through the dogs went through. It seemed that
every animal on the farm went through the sheep dip,
and the kids would run around hugging the sheep, the
dogs and whatever. I think back and wonder about the
carelessness that existed then. It was unintentional,
because they were good farming people who believed
that the chemicals and methods they used were
increasing the yield and giving us, the benefactors of
the produce of that farm, quality wheat and meat.
I also think back to the scarcity of water. You would
run a bath with about 4 inches of water in it: the kids
got in first, then the women and then the men. I often
wonder about what we were bathing in. You certainly
were not getting into a shower and washing it all away.
That was the way of cleaning at night. We all now
know how dangerous these practices were, but
unfortunately at that time the farmers believed in the
new farming practices. There were some controls, but
one of the things I vividly remember was that when we
talked about how to mix the chemicals and apply them
it became obvious that a number of farmers in those
farming communities could not read or write. It was a
time when you left school at a very early age and went
back to work on the farm, because that was how farms
survived. Labelling was inadequate, and instructions
were not conveyed to them because of their inability to
read and write. I am extremely pleased that farmers
now participate in the farm user chemical courses and
that most of them are now returning to natural forms of
farming.
I will come back to the bill, but firstly I want to set out
the background to it. I come from a family that
practised natural methods. Our home was on about an
acre and a half of land. We never bought vegetables,
fruit or meat, because we had it all on that 11⁄2 acres. I
remember my father was a great supporter of liquid
manure. I wonder whether anyone remembers what
liquid manure was. It was chook manure that you put
into a bucket, hung a hessian bag over and diluted
down — and it worked really well! We also used garlic
sprays. I remember sometimes coming home to see the
pet lambs we raised hanging in shrouds in the
woodshed.
While I do not come from a farming background I have
had some experience of it. When I got married and we
purchased our house I was very keen to establish a
vegetable garden to give our children the best natural
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ingredients. Firstly, we had to level the mullock heap in
our backyard That was not unusual in the goldmining
town of Ballarat — which has it way over any of those
other goldmining towns in Victoria! We levelled it out,
carted in a lot of soil and tried to produce some
vegetables, but every season the soil disappeared.
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member has been speaking for
just over 9 minutes. I wonder whether you, Sir, would
ask her to make some passing reference to the bill. It is
a fascinating dissertation, but it is hardly relevant.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Seitz) — Order! I
must uphold the point of order. I ask the honourable
member for Ballarat West to come back to the bill.
There has been sufficient time for a passing reference to
that subject. She has been talking about her farm
experience, but I guide her towards coming back to the
bill.
Ms OVERINGTON — This is all relevant to this
very important bill, which, as I said in my introduction,
imposes greater controls to allow Victoria to remain at
the leading edge in environmentally safe chemical
practices.
I refer back to the goldmining areas. We keep talking
about the practices that exist, but one of the interesting
things that occurs in goldmining areas is that when you
garden you get arsenic poisoning. Interestingly, there is
a place in Ballarat called Llanberris Reserve. They
spent $1.5 million on it, $500 000 of which was to
decontaminate it from arsenic poisoning so that a
playing field could be put there. People of my
generation and older regularly had gardens in such
areas to feed their families. Now we know that these
areas were contaminated, so I do not know what we did
in earlier days. I make that reference because as a result
of our inability, due to such contamination, to produce
our own vegetables we must now rely totally on market
gardens, orchards and the farming industry to supply us
with the food that we eat. It is extremely important that
within that industry controls exists which are tightened
by this bill to protect the community from any further
contamination. There is no doubt that contamination
has occurred in the past. We need to legislate to ensure
that contamination is minimised in the future because,
even though I would like to see it happen, I doubt that
we can totally control contamination, no matter how
much we all wish that that could occur. I am confident
this bill goes far enough — —
Mrs Peulich — You’ve no idea what it’s about.
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Ms OVERINGTON — I beg your pardon! I have
no doubt that this bill will go a long way to ensuring
that consumers and the environment are given
protection against the exploitation of chemicals and that
safe practices are adopted within our farming industries.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) —
First of all I should probably count the many
honourable members who contributed to the debate on
this bill. I was somewhat taken aback by the remarks of
the honourable member for Swan Hill, which indicated
that, in light of the experiences of the last week, today’s
activities pale somewhat into insignificance. I thank all
honourable members who spoke on this bill for
addressing what is locally a very important matter,
although globally it pales into insignificance. I am
pleased that the Parliament passed that resolution earlier
today.
I need to respond to the comments made by a number
of honourable members. The honourable member for
Monbulk raised a number of issues. As a general
comment, I say that the legislation is written
fundamentally for lawyers and I have not seen too
many farmers with an act of Parliament in their back
pocket, although these days we do see a number of
farmers who have good Internet connections. I have
seen legislation displayed on the Internet on a number
of farming properties. The world has changed!
That is a message which has come through from all of
the speakers on the bill: we live in a changing world.
The act was first brought into the Parliament in 1992.
Since then I think there have been four sets of
amendments. In a relatively short period — nine
years — this act has seen about four updates, and that
says something about what is going on in the industry.
As the honourable member for Evelyn commented, a
lot has gone on in the industry as well as in our
community in terms of recognising the importance of
the safe use of chemicals. Fundamentally, that is what
this bill is about — the safe use of chemicals in plants
and with animals. That is something we are all very
conscious of — I suspect not only from an economic
point of view, but it is certainly important to exports. It
is more important from a responsible societal point of
view that we do not use unsafe practices and thereby
endanger the lives of people, of biodiversity or of
animal livestock. Those issues are addressed by the bill.
I refer to the specific questions raised by the honourable
members for Monbulk and Benambra. The latter’s
‘100 words without a full stop’ would fit in very well
with the way I used to mark students’ essays. We used
to call it the fog index. That means that if you had a
large number of words with no punctuation and no
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obvious clear meaning it had a pretty high fog index,
and that is not a good way of communicating. I have
taken note of that and —
Mr McArthur — What does your department do?
Mr HAMILTON — As I said by interjection when
the honourable member for Monbulk raised the issue,
legislation is written fundamentally for lawyers and the
courts. I am sure that the honourable members for
Monbulk and Benambra and certainly the honourable
member for Swan Hill would be very much aware of
our department’s responsibility to educate and extend
the processes to actually do the interpretation of that
legislation out in the field, and that goes for a number
of our Agvet certificate courses as well. I will go
through and tell you what the real meaning is in plain
English, if I could put it in those terms.
I turn to clause 10, which relates to the question of a
process in terms of chemicals used on a product.
Probably the best example in the horticultural industry
was given by the honourable member for Shepparton,
who said that chemicals are used sometimes in the
packing shed to determine the quality of a product and
its suitability for export.
The legislation makes it quite clear that a chemical
process cannot be used by a third party without the
written permission of the grower. That is a fairly simple
explanation which makes commonsense, because if
there is chemical contamination the grower must have
given written permission if the grower is going to suffer
the consequence of the product being rejected in the
market or being downgraded in its price. That fixes up
clause 10.
Clause 13 relates to the subjective test, and the
honourable member for Benambra raised the phrase ‘is
likely to’, which is used specifically in reference to
agricultural produce. More often than not agricultural
produce has not been harvested when off-target
agricultural spraying occurs. For example, beef would
not be the entity exposed to off-target agricultural
spraying as it is cattle that have been sprayed. However,
beef is the relevant commodity, and therefore if the
off-target spraying contaminates the beef rather than the
cattle being sprayed, there is a serious problem. That is
what clause 13 attempts to address.
In relation to clause 9, a question was asked about what
proposed section 19(5)means.
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — As the honourable member
opposite, and I am sure all honourable members who
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have taken interest in this whole sector of legislation
would understand, we are talking about amendments to
a current act. In plain English the amendment in
clause 9 says that the current act — —
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — Not at all. The honourable
member opposite has been here long enough to know
that parliamentary counsel writes down the legislation
once there is a briefing from our department saying,
‘This is what we want to do. You put it down so the
lawyers can use it!’. You should never read
amendments without relating them back to the act they
are amending.
The current act can only enforce certain types of
restrictive — that is, ‘do not’ statements. Some labels
contain ‘must do’ statements, and proposed
section 19(5) is designed to deal specifically with
enforcing risk management statements written as a
positive direction rather than as a restriction. Those who
use agricultural chemicals will know that that has been
a major change from the original chemical labels,
which said, ‘Do not do X, Y and Z’. Now under
commonwealth legislation those chemical producers
and the industry are required to say, ‘You must do such
and such’. That is what that section is designed to
address.
The honourable member for Swan Hill raised a number
of interesting comments, as is his custom, including the
use of this act in relation to the Environment Protection
Act. I think the honourable member for Wimmera
raised a possible conflict between an Environment
Protection Authority inspector and a Department of
Natural Resources and Environment inspector. In fact
they are complementary, and there is certainly a lot of
evidence that EPA officers and DNRE officers work
cooperatively, although their responsibilities are
somewhat different.
DNRE officers are responsible for the safe use of
chemicals in agricultural and veterinary products. The
EPA, by its act and charter, is responsible for
contamination and pollution on a broad scale. So a
relatively narrow focus is going to be caused by the bill.
The Environment Protection Act deals with the broad
concept of pollution. I hope that addresses that
particular problem.
The other point I want to comment on is the common
theme that went through the contribution of every
person who spoke on the bill, which was a genuine and
sincere pride in the electorates they represent. The
honourable member for Shepparton expressed pride in
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what goes on in the fruit bowl of Victoria and talked of
why the amendments to the current act are extremely
important in clarifying and securing the future of the
horticulture industry in his particular region. In their
speeches members of Parliament are clearly
demonstrating that we have a great deal of pride in our
own electorates, and that is as it jolly well should be. I
compliment all of the speakers on that.

relate to our producers on the ground. They do a great
job.

The honourable member for Ballarat East demonstrated
one of the clearer exhibitions of speaking to the bill. He
ran through what the bill does and almost did it clause
by clause — —

The honourable member for Keilor also talked about
the safe use of chemicals. As did a number of other
honourable members, the honourable member for
Rodney indicated the number of cultural changes that
have taken place, saying that we are all wise in
hindsight. I assure the house that this will not be the last
set of amendments to the principal act. As we learn
more we will adjust the legislation in recognition of that
greater knowledge.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — But that was important. We
should never underestimate the importance of people
having actually read the bill and looked not just at the
clause notes but at the actual amendments in the bill. I
compliment him on that.
Again we found out that the honourable member for
Polwarth is a very versatile person. He is a licensed
agricultural chemical operator and he gave us some
informed comments on some of the things that went on
when he was practicing in industry. He was going to
seek some further information on some of the clauses,
which the government will gladly supply. I shall
arrange for the department to make that information
available.
The honourable member for Geelong spoke about the
importance of the bill as part of a national scheme and
national registration legislation.
I forget which member it was — it might have been the
honourable member for Wimmera — who raised the
issue of the clarity of labels and the need to have
multilingual labelling. The commonwealth government
is responsible for the labelling, but the government will
take that matter up with the federal Minister for
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, who is a very
important player in the ministerial council.

I thank the honourable member for Narracan, who
concentrated on health and safety. I think I have
responded to some of the concerns raised by the
honourable member for Benambra, but the government
is willing to have further discussions on those matters.

The honourable member for Tullamarine gave the
house some information on chickens that I was not
aware of and on the use of DDT. I have already
responded to the honourable member for Shepparton on
the Ponderosa issue. The honourable member for
Werribee complimented the department staff but still
does not want a toxic dump in her electorate. I have
responded to the honourable member for Wimmera.
The honourable member for Preston made international
comparisons, and the honourable member for Evelyn
referred to the diversification in the industry, planning
issues and right-to-life farming. I thank all honourable
members for their contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

Committee
Clause 1

The honourable member for Warrnambool indicated
that a tremendous array of chemicals is used in
agriculture these days. He believes there is a need for
further education and for the use of plain English in the
instructions. The honourable member would be well
aware of the agriculture and veterinary notes that go out
regularly from the agriculture department and the
regional departmental officers.

Mr SMITH (Glen Waverley) — I have been a great
supporter of the Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals
Act since it was introduced in 1992. The contents of
this bill are the subject of discussion at every meal table
every day of the week, whenever people indulge in
good food and good conversation because they are
vitally interested in their food. Wherever one goes
throughout the world one finds that people are
interested in ensuring the quality of their food. This bill
is an instrument by which people will be able to ensure
that their food production lines are amply supervised.

I thank all members for recognising the dedication and
talent of the staff in the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment, including the way they

I was recently in the Middle East, where I saw first
hand some of the appalling processes that go on there.
In addition I was able to speak to people who were
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vitally interested in food production, and one of the
things which kept coming up was the quality of
Australian food. It is interesting that following
Chernobyl and other accidents in Europe people doubt
the quality of the food coming out of those places —
and, I am sorry to say, food coming out of the United
Kingdom in particular. People in the United Kingdom,
Scandinavia, Germany and the mid-European countries
are constantly looking for better food production
processes. They are scared stiff of the food produced in
their areas, as they know it will be contaminated.
I have always supported this principal act and the bills
that amend it, because Australia has a reputation
overseas for having top-quality food. I do not care how
tough we have to be in ensuring we get the quality of
food we need to maintain our reputation, because it is
so important.
I cast my mind back to the two occasions when I was in
Vietnam. On every second Sunday the task force base
we were situated in was sprayed with some sort of
chemical. Goodness knows what it was! The
Americans would fly across in their C-130s, the main
transport planes, loaded with chemicals to spray the
base. I hasten to add that it was not Agent Orange,
because that was used as a defoliant. The Australian
task force base was at a rubber plantation. I was there
when the base was first set up, and by my second term
in 1969–70 it was well developed. However, they still
went through this process, and the people back at base
were going around without shirts. It is no wonder that
people have problems from that type of spraying
process.
The part of the bill which deals with aviation is
fascinating. This bill requires pilots to hold an
agricultural aircraft operator’s licence and comply with
all its conditions or be an employee or agent of a person
who holds an agricultural aircraft operator’s licence.
When I think of the American and Australian air force
pilots I realise it is about a complete change of attitude
and a realisation of what we did wrong.
The honourable member for Rodney talked about how
he stood in the fields with his children trying to get the
right line for the pilots to come through to do the
spraying. We have changed our attitudes, but I do not
think we can go far enough. We need to be able to
ensure not only that bills like this pass through the
Parliament — I would like the attention of the Minister
for Agriculture on this — but also that an education
process is put in place. I do not know how that should
be done. It is all very well to say that the government
spends money on advertising campaigns, but there must
be smarter ways of doing it through the editorial

353

sections of newspapers and television and radio. It is no
good putting in advertisements, because people do not
read them.
The minister’s advisers would be well advised to look
for opportunities to talk up bills like this. As members
of Parliament we have a collective responsibility, and
the opposition is not opposing this bill in any way.
Some honourable members are supporting the bill and
some are not opposing it, but all honourable members
would be behind any moves any government made to
ensure the quality of our food, not only for our own
benefit but also for our reputation abroad.
We are selling wheat to Egypt. I saw some of the big
projects in areas like Tanta, but the good quality food is
coming from Australia. The Muslim countries are
buying our fat lambs off the ships because they have
already tested them for the quality they require.
Maintaining our reputation is important.
I will conclude on the point that we need to ensure not
only that we are processing our foods properly and that
our production lines are being supervised but also that
our own population is being educated. As I said before,
it cannot be done through advertisements and the like.
We must have smart editorial stories so that ministers
and others who are interested in this type of legislation
can ensure the community is educated. We must also
make sure that this is put into the external market so
that external publications take note of where we are
heading with our clean food bills.
This is one of the ways of doing it, and I hope the
minister is taking cognisance of some of the remarks I
have made.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank the honourable member for Glen Waverley for
his very valuable contribution. I recognise the challenge
of our collective responsibility to promote the clean,
green image of Victorian food and agricultural
production.
The thing that has frustrated me somewhat is that as a
rural community in general we do not really appreciate
the outstanding staff the Department of Natural
Resources and Environment has working in the field in
these exercises. There is no doubt that a great number
of the changes to practice on farms have come about
through the work of DNRE staff, in conjunction with
Victorian Farmers Federation members but driven by
the department. I am extremely proud of them, but by
and large their worth is not recognised.
I must give great credit to individual farmers, especially
the younger group of farmers. There are some
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wonderful things happening in best practice — if I can
use that phrase, which comes from a bit of economic
theory that I really do not admire greatly — in using
agricultural and veterinary chemicals responsibly. It is
an area where there has been a sea change across the
on-the-ground level. It is the next level up. Indeed, I
very much confirm the comments that have been made
about our international reputation.
I was fortunate enough to visit three countries in four
days, and getting to about 38 supermarkets was, as my
wife would confirm, a real challenge. It was with a
great deal of pride that in supermarkets in Bangkok,
Kuala Lumpur and Singapore, across that South-East
Asian belt, we saw the quality of products branded as
Australian. The buyers for those international and
multichain supermarkets said, ‘We sell it here as an
Australian product because that is what sells, but when
we are seeking to source that product we know that we
go to this Victorian producer or that particular company
in Victoria to make sure that they have got the quality
assurance programs in place so that we can guarantee
not only the quality of the food product but that it is
safe and not contaminated’.
I felt a great deal of pride as the Victorian minister and
a representative of this Parliament, which I believe is
my broader responsibility. That pride is not just as a
representative of the ministry for agriculture, it is also
as a representative of the Victorian Parliament, which
has done a great job. It has not all happened in my term
as minister, and I want publicly to recognise the work
done by the previous government, and indeed the
government prior to that. There has been a collective
addressing of this very important part of our
community responsibilities.
I am very happy to work with all members of this
Parliament, because let me assure you not all wisdom
resides in the mind of the minister. I welcome in
conversation with any member of this house any ideas
on how we might take up the challenge the honourable
member for Glen Waverley offered in his contribution
to this debate, and I sincerely thank him for that
important contribution.
Mr SMITH (Glen Waverley) — In my many years
in South-East Asia one of the great problems was
always with lettuce-type products. One of the things
that you were always warned about was not to eat those
sorts of products. The minister talked about
cabbages — or it might have been an interjection from
the honourable member for Evelyn — that may have
boutique-type packaging, but it must be done cleanly.
The big worry is that if you eat products of that type
from that area and they have not been properly
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processed — and they cannot properly process
lettuces — there is always that great danger, so people
have taken them off their menus.
My suggestion to the minister is that he look carefully
at a boutique-type product — including the Yarra
Ranges cabbages, or whatever they were — that can be
packaged in a special way. If they have the Australian
label on them, they will sell. If I can help in any way I
will certainly contribute later in the way the minister
suggested.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — Can
I respond briefly in terms of the lettuce. As the
honourable member for Benambra would know, one of
the ways they were decontaminating some of the old
tobacco-growing areas was to grow lettuces on them.
The lettuce picked up the dieldrin. You could not eat
the lettuce, but it was a way of cleaning up the land.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — I do. That is my own
experience and knowledge about what we used when
the tobacco industry was restructured to decontaminate
land affected by the dieldrin used on tobacco farms.
They had a lot of contaminated land that had to be
decontaminated. That was certainly one of the ways
used to attempt to do that. There are some very, very
smart people around; it is just that we do not celebrate
their smartness.
Clause 1 agreed to; clauses 2 to 8 agreed to.
Clause 9

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) — In dealing with
clause 9 I first of all point out to the house that it deals
with the off-label use of chemical products. In Victoria
for some years now off-label use has been an
extraordinarily important issue, and the capacity to use
chemicals off label in Victoria has underpinned the
growth and success of many of our horticultural
industries. This is simply because the cost of going
through the national registration system to get every
specific use allocated, assessed and approved to go on
label is so great that the market created by some
industries that rely on some agricultural chemicals is
not sufficiently valuable to warrant the chemical
company going through the cost of the testing and
assessment process.
Victoria has for a long time had an off-label use
capacity which allows people to use those chemicals.
The department restricts the advice it gives, and the
user of the chemicals in those circumstances assumes a
greater liability than if they are using on label.
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Nevertheless it is an important use and one we need to
retain.
I accept the minister’s explanation of the wording of
clause 9(2), which inserts a proposed subsection (5) in
section 19 of the principal act. It was not a bad
explanation, Minister. I think what the minister was
essentially trying to say is that in future if a label says
that the user of the chemical must do something, then
that user must do that thing, otherwise they will be
guilty of an offence. If that is the case, that is acceptable
and sensible.
I refer the minister to subclauses (3) and (4) of clause 9.
Clause 9(3) inserts new words into the existing
section 19(6) to the effect that an owner must not sell
livestock or produce from livestock — for example,
wool, milk or hair — or any agricultural produce within
a withholding period stated on the label of an
agricultural or veterinary chemical unless the owner
notifies the purchaser that the withholding period has
not been complied with.
While I understand the reason and the need for this, I
am puzzled as to how it will be enforced and, where the
seller has not complied with the withholding period,
how any purchaser will know and how they will seek
redress, and further, how the department will know and
take action. While it is sensible enough to have a
requirement that the seller should notify, I am puzzled
as to how the department will ever get the evidence and
launch a successful prosecution should it seek to do so.
Perhaps the minister might respond to that when he has
the chance.
Clause 9(4) inserts three subsections into the act,
proposed subsections (7), (8) and (9) of section 19. I
refer specifically to proposed section 19(8)(c), which
refers to a problem that I raised in discussions with
departmental officers:
in the case of stock food or agricultural produce obtained
from an animal, the stock food or agricultural produce was
obtained from the animal before the relevant withholding
period stated on the label of the chemical product had
expired …

The example I used was a farmer who treated his sheep
for, say, lice or blowflies before shearing, then shore
them prior to the withholding period expiring. The
proposed subsection makes it clear that if the farmer did
that he would be guilty of an offence. Again I ask the
minister to turn his mind to how that offence would
ever be detected and if it were detected how the
evidence would be gained that farmer Bloggs had
committed the offence. I can understand it with a
farmer who was involved in a quality assurance (QA)
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program, a Best Wool program or something like that,
where meticulous record keeping is part of the QA
process. There are plenty of farmers still out there for
whom, when they jet the sheep, the record-keeping
process involves just tallying the numbers as the sheep
go through the race, perhaps on the shed wall with a bit
of raddle. That is about as much record keeping that
will be done because he will shear the sheep the next
week and he knows how many there were and he
knows the numbers out in the paddock and that is all he
is interested in. That practice still exists.
If it occurs and the farmer has nothing more than a
couple of tally notes in, say, a notebook or on the wall
of the shed, how will the department get the evidence
that there has been a breach of the provision and how
will it take action on that? If the department cannot take
action why bother to have a provision that has a
penalty? It seems to me that while the notion is sensible
the actual inclusion of a provision in legislation which
says that something is a breach of the law and that
anybody who breaches that provision will be subject to
a penalty — quite substantial penalties, in this section
up to, I think, $20 000 for a person — —
Mr Hamilton — For a corporation.
Mr McARTHUR — For a corporation, or $10 000
for a person. Quite a few farms are corporations, so
quite substantial penalties are involved here. Minister,
can you advise us if this is something you seek to
pursue? If you pursue it how will the department do
that and how will it provide the evidence to the courts?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — It is
a good set of questions and I shall endeavour to answer
them. I think we should look at the spirit of the
legislation.
The difficulties raised in the comments of the
honourable member for Monbulk very much reflect the
spirit of the legislation — that is, to make the farming
community, the producers, more responsible — and the
responsibility relates very much back to good record
keeping. If you are going to use Agvet chemicals that is
something which is part of the culture. I think the
honourable member does the majority of farmers a
disservice. There has been an exponential growth in the
quality of record keeping, not just in order to comply
because it is required under the law but because of what
is happening with the industry in better production and
best practice. The honourable member has used the
wool industry as an example, but I assure him that
members of the dairy industry are great record keepers
and that is why Victorian dairy leads — —

AGRICULTURAL AND VETERINARY CHEMICALS (CONTROL OF USE) (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
356

ASSEMBLY

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — Yes, but part of the import of
that clause is to get good record keeping about when,
where and how an Agvet chemical has been used for a
particular farming practice.
Again the import of the second point is something
which is being encouraged not just by the government
but by the industry. We do need good systems of trace
forward and trace back. An identification system is
being pursued strongly by Victoria, which is leading the
whole of Australia in getting a good system so that
when a contamination is present and is detected —
whether it be in the wool or in the meat itself — then
through good records and good identification systems
of livestock, in this case, we have the ability to trace
back to the origin of the particular product.
There is that second import in the spirit of this
legislation which is saying clearly — and I would have
thought $10 000 or $20 000 as a possible penalty —
‘Hey, this is important. We want you to take this on
board as being a very important part of your production
system’.
To give a bit more detailed response to the honourable
member for Monbulk, who I am sure is interested in
this and is not just setting me up to trip over, the
difficulty of the non-conformation with the withholding
period will not be detected until there is a problem at
the end, which is when it would become an issue. If no
contamination of the wool is detected through the wool
store process or of the meat through the abattoir
process, indeed the respective inspection processes,
no-one will know if there has been a breach of this law.
However, when that contamination occurs it is not just
that particular farmer or producer who is going to be
affected. The whole of the industry is going to be
affected and we all know that one contaminated load of
meat going into Korea does not harm just that
individual farmer who has used malpractice — and it
will be viewed as malpractice — but that it will affect
the reputation of every producer, not only in Victoria
but across Australia.
The intention of these amendments to the current
legislation, remembering that this bill has to be read in
conjunction with current legislation, is to say, ‘Hey, this
is important. You’d better not do the wrong thing’. That
intention, which is certainly far more important with the
spirit of this legislation and indeed with the intention to
maintain our good reputation as clean, green producers
in this state, emphasises that one should not do the

Tuesday, 18 September 2001

wrong thing because that would not be in the best
interest.
I agree with the honourable member for Monbulk that
the policing and prosecution aspects of this will be most
difficult. I will seek from the department details so that
we can give a sensible response to the questions asking,
‘How do you police it? How do you prosecute? How do
you collect the evidence?’. I will seek detailed
responses from my department and make sure that they
are forwarded to the honourable member and any other
honourable member who is interested in the nature of
the detail. I do not have the detail of how my
department officers police all of these regulations.
Mr Leigh — But you’re paid to be in charge.
Mr HAMILTON — I love the interjection. I made
no claim to have an absolute knowledge of everything
that goes on in this portfolio. I do take responsibility for
the direction of this portfolio and for the spirit of this
legislation. Rather than endeavouring to mislead the
committee or claim that I know something which I do
not have the details of, I will get the details and respond
through the officers to the honourable members.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — In defence of the
government’s position the minister suggested that
record keeping is improving and therefore record
keeping will assist in identifying these situations under
clause 9. However, there is no mention at all of the
requirement for record keeping in this clause. I would
suggest that if the minister wants record keeping to be
part of his defence — that is, if he wants it to bring into
effect clause 9 — it should be in there. If that were the
case it is something that could be changed between
chambers, and if it were necessary that should occur.
When you look at the example raised by the honourable
member for Monbulk of wool shorn prior to the
withholding period and it has lice protectant on it, it is
almost an impossibility to do as the bill suggests — that
is, to notify the buyer. In so many cases you have got
small lots of wool, particularly wool that has been
treated for sheep strike or something like that, it goes
into bulk classing, and you have no idea who the buyer
is going to be. Even with small one-lot bales inter-lotted
you have no trace of your own wool when it goes into
the market. How then can you effectively abide by what
the legislation requires?
If it is improved record keeping that is required for this
to take effect, might I suggest that the bill be amended
between chambers to bring that into effect? If not, I
wonder if the minister could explain how we might do
it.
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Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) — The interest that I
have comes from the wool side of this as I am an old
woolly!
The notes supplied by the minister’s office today in
respect of proposed section 19(6) state:
Increasingly strict environmental standards are being applied
to the effluent discharged from wool scouring plants. These
standards include maximum levels of agriculture chemicals.

We understand that. The notes continue:
This means that when wool is sold it is essential that the
initial wool producer conveys to the buyer the chemical status
of the wool.

It would be of interest to me to see how the minister
would believe the producer should convey the chemical
status of the wool to the buyer.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
respond firstly to the question raised by the honourable
member for Benambra in terms of the importance of
record keeping and that that is not a specific
requirement in this particular bill. I will take his word
for that. Whether it is included elsewhere in the act I do
not know, but he may have a very detailed
word-for-word knowledge of the act. I take up the
suggestion. There is no doubt in my mind that good
record keeping is an absolutely essential intent of the
bill because that is what we want to encourage people
to do so that not only is the industry protected but
indeed there is good practice on the farm.
We will have discussions with the opposition while the
bill is between this and another place, and if on advice
from the department there is a requirement, I am open
to the suggestion, because I think it is a good idea. In
fact, I think it is absolutely critical. I acknowledge the
issue the honourable member has raised. The
department officers will take it up with me, and we will
have discussions while the bill is between houses.
I was interested in the comments of the ex-wool
classer — that is, the honourable member for Swan
Hill — —
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — The honourable member does
himself a disservice. He knows there has been great
progress in the wool industry. There is almost a
cause-and-effect reason for the good prices being paid
for wool at the moment.
There have been some very large changes in the way
wool is marketed these days, which the honourable
member would know because he talks to officers in the
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department. In fact, the department and the industry
have spent a lot of time and effort in making sure wool
producers know where their wool will end up when it
goes through the whole wool process. Links are being
built between the grower, who may be in Hamilton or
Balmoral or wherever, and the processor, who may be
in the United Kingdom or in Europe. That program is, I
think, called market linkages, and I am sure some
honourable members will be aware of it.
In response to the issue raised by the honourable
member for Swan Hill, I point out that we are moving
towards the idea of making a declaration in relation
to — —
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — I know, but I am indicating
directions. The details, as I said to the honourable
member for Monbulk, will also be treated seriously. I
am not trying to make light of the question, because
these are serious issues.
The way to move towards that is to get a declaration, as
they do in so many other industries. In the wine and
horticulture industries declarations on product quality
and compliance in the use of chemicals are very
common. They are also common in the dairy industry
because they are part of the total industry responsibility
for what goes on.
They are not common in the wool industry. However,
there have been cultural changes in the wool industry
within the last couple of years. Those changes were
thrust upon the industry because they had so many
years of bad times. We are now experiencing good
times — —
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — Okay, better times! The wool
industry has become far more technical and
sophisticated, and there is far more responsibility all
along the way, from growing the wool to
manufacturing the suit, the garments or the carpet.
There is a lot better knowledge in the industry, and a lot
better understanding.
As an aside, the wool industry has been its own worst
enemy in some ways, in that it grew the wool, threw it
in a bale and sent it off. Wool growers often did not
know what happened to it until the wool cheques came
in. That is not true in 2001, and it will be even less true
in 2002, 2003 and on up to 2010. There are tremendous
changes going on in the wool industry.
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As I promised, I will get back to the honourable
member about the details via the department or via my
office after we have had consultation with departmental
officers. I cannot give a better response than that.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 10

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) — I point out to the
minister that the intent of the clause, which inserts
section 21 into the principal act, is sensible. I have no
dispute with its aims at all, but I do have some
questions about how it will work and how the
department will oversee it.
In essence the proposed clause requires the written
consent of the owner of any agricultural produce to any
application of chemicals to that produce by a third party
during any transport or handling over which the owner
does not have control. That sounds sensible and
reasonable, and the community will generally support
it, as will the agricultural industries.
However, I refer the minister to the question of how it
will be implemented. The common practice in, say, the
orchard and grape-growing industries is that growers
consign their produce to packing houses or agents for
grading, packing and sometimes storage, and then later
on for sale. Often during those sorts of processes the
packing house or agent will do something to the
produce. For example, it may be cold storage or it may
be dipping.
I ask the minister to advise on whether the requirement
for written authorisation will apply to those
treatments — say, to apples during cold storage. Will it
apply to the gas treatments that are applied to table
grapes in the Sunraysia district? Will it apply to the
waxing of apples? Will it apply to processes like
dipping fruit against scalds? Will it apply to the
chlorine dipping of fruit such as apples, peaches and
nectarines?
If it applies to things of that sort, where the packing
house often takes multiple consignments of fruit from a
single grower over an extended period of time, will it
allow the owner of the fruit to give a one-off
authorisation for those treatments for the whole of the
season, the whole of the crop or the whole of the year,
or some such sensible length of time, so the owner does
not have to be running up to the packing house five
times a day to issue written authorisation for every load
that goes into the dip or goes to gas or other treatments?
If that can be done, I think it is workable; but if owners
are required to provide separate written authorisations
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every time the packing house does something to a box
or a pallet of fruit, people will be buried in paper work.
I ask the minister to look closely at the wording of the
clause, because if the descriptive words are left out the
clause states in essence that a person must not apply a
chemical to produce unless they have written
permission for that application. That seems to me to be
a very specific, step-by-step process for each and every
application. The departmental officers could not give us
an absolute response on this, and we have not yet got an
assurance that it can be done in sensible, bulked-up lots.
My bush lawyer reading of it is that it is a very specific
set of words which a court may interpret to mean that
the owner of the produce has to trot up to the packing
house or agent every time something has to be done to
the fruit or vegetables. If that is the case people will be
buried in paper work, and it will be a logistical
nightmare. I would appreciate the minister’s comments
on that.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — In
terms of the written permission and its frequency, I am
advised by the department — this will go into Hansard
and become part of the debate, so it will give this some
surety — that the permission covers the application of
the agricultural chemicals as defined in the schedule,
which certainly can be given over an extended time. I
am advised that for a fruit grower or a wine-grape
grower or whatever, it could be given over the season.
That covers what we are endeavouring to do. The spirit
of the legislation is about protecting the integrity of the
grower.
In answer to the honourable member’s question, it
applies to defined agricultural chemicals only. Where
written authority is needed, if it is a normal part of the
process like CO2 gasification, that is not a designated
agricultural chemical.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) —
Order! The time appointed under sessional orders for
me to interrupt business has arrived.
Progress reported.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr HAMILTON
(Minister for Agriculture).

Committee
Resumed from earlier this day; further discussion of
clause 10.
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Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
other question raised by the honourable member for
Monbulk was about whether step-by-step permission is
required. The department has advised me that the
owner would give permission for a series of
applications of defined agricultural chemicals to be
done in the course of their use by the third party.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — As I understand it, the
minister is saying that you can get written permission
over an extended period. The use of that term is
ambiguous. Is it possible, therefore, to give open-ended
written permission? The honourable member for
Monbulk gave the example of an apple grower who
sends apples to a processor. At the time the grower
commences trading with the processor in the way
envisaged by this bill, would it be possible to grant an
open-ended written permission that could last for a
number of years? The minister used the term ‘extended
period’. How long an extended period does the minister
envisage?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I am
seeking advice on that. The advice I received from the
department in response to the honourable member for
Monbulk, who raised this issue before — and I thank
him for raising it — is that written permission could be
given over an extended period. It was suggested that in
the horticulture industry it could be given over the
course of the season and that total permission could be
given to use whatever agricultural or veterinary
chemicals were involved in that process. I am further
advised that it is possible for the grower to give written
ongoing permission.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — Clause 10 refers to ‘a
person’, which I would take to be a corporation, a
cartage contracting company, an owner-operator or
even a part-time driver who works for a transport
company that handles agricultural produce and who is
not the owner of the agricultural produce. It also says
that that person must not apply a chemical product to
the agricultural produce unless they have the written
permission of the owner of the agricultural produce for
that application.
I ask the minister to give us a practical example of how
he intends to inform people, who in many cases are
coming in and out of the industry, that they are in
breach of the act, or committing an offence, by treating
a product. We are dealing with an industry where
people come and go at will. We are dealing with people
who come from interstate to work in rural Victoria,
particularly over harvest times. How does the minister
intend to make itinerant drivers who come and
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go aware that they are party to an offence in this
regard?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — The
answer to the question is that by and large, industry
practice governs it. The truck driver does not administer
Agvet chemicals. In fact, as the honourable member for
Polwarth would know, given his detailed knowledge of
this industry, most truck drivers would not have
certificates that qualify them to handle or use the
designated chemicals in the schedule to this bill.
The purpose and import of the clause is to make sure
that growers’ rights are protected during what goes on
in most responsible processing plants. The best
example I can give concerns what goes on at SPC or
Ardmona. Operators handle produce that comes from
the grower to the factory and goes through a number of
processes, some requiring the use of chemicals. The
grower has the faith to give his written permission for
that to take place. That has been the practice in the
industry for heaven knows how many years.
I believe that unqualified or irresponsible people would
not be part of that chain of administering Agvet
chemicals in the first place. More importantly, they
would not be certified as people who could handle or
use Agvet chemicals or allow them to be used.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The question
following the last question really relates to who is the
owner. If a corporation owns property, a sharefarmer is
on that property and the grain from that property is
owned jointly by the corporation and its shareholders
and the sharefarmer, who is actually the owner and is
therefore liable?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I am
not a lawyer, so I will take that question on notice and
provide a response. That is a legal question, and I
honestly do not know the answer.
Clause agreed to; clauses 11 and 12 agreed to.
Clause 13

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) — Again this is an
issue I raised with the departmental briefing officers
and on which some written advice has been supplied.
However, I do not think it completely covers my
questions. Clause 13 inserts proposed section 41 into
the principal act, and it is proposed section 41(1)(b)
which I am particularly interested in and which I will
read for the benefit of all honourable members:
(1) A person must not carry out agricultural spraying —
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(a) which contaminates any stock outside the target
area; or —

and I think that is perfectly clear —
(b) which is likely to contaminate any agricultural
produce derived from plants or stock outside the
target area.

In its response to our questions on this provision the
department said:
The phrase ‘is likely to’ is used specifically in reference to
agricultural produce, because more often than not agricultural
produce has not been harvested at the time when off-target
agricultural spraying occurs.

It gives the example of beef:
For example, beef would not be the entity exposed to
off-target agricultural spraying, as it is cattle which would
have been sprayed. However, beef is the relevant commodity
in terms of whether agricultural produce has been
contaminated.

That part of it I understand; that is not a problem. Cattle
are in the paddock, and the cattle get sprayed and are
possibly contaminated as a result. It is the issue of
whether or not they are likely to be contaminated to
which I would like the minister to turn his attention.
There are two lots of operative words here — one is
‘likely’ and the other is ‘to contaminate’. I suggest that
‘to contaminate’ must rely on the definition of
‘contaminated’ in the principal act. The definition of
‘contaminated’ is, in essence, an animal or agricultural
produce which has in it a contaminant which is in
excess of the maximum residue limit.
The cows are in the paddock, the spray has been
applied, and it has either drifted across them or the
plane has gone across the wrong paddock and they have
been exposed to it. The first question that arises is: is
the chemical contained in that spray actually a
contaminant? The second question is: if it is, and the
cows receive some of that chemical, are they likely to
get an exposure which will kick them above the
maximum residue limits? If they are, how on earth will
the department determine this unless it kills the cows
and tests them?
It seems to me very difficult to apply an objective
measure to this unless the cows have been turned into
beef and the residue testing has been done on them. It
seems to me that no court will be able to determine that.
A court may be able to determine that they have been
exposed to the chemical and that the chemical is
potentially a contaminant, but whether it can determine
whether or not that level is likely to exceed the
maximum residue limit is certainly debatable. I ask you
to explain to us how your departmental officers might
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do this other than by turning the cows into beef and
doing a test.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I do
not think the intent of the clause is to kill a couple of
the cattle and then test them for maximum residue
levels. I will seek a further and better explanation. If the
government needs to change this clause during the
passage of the bill between the houses, I will guarantee
that it will do that. But as I understand the whole issue
of the contamination of meat, which is absolutely
critical to our export markets, the contamination is
detected at the testing spot, the import of which is to
trace it back to the actual supplier of the cattle in the
first place.
As to the intent of the clause, I guess ‘likely to
contaminate’ would depend on the Agvet spray that has
been used for the crop or whatever it has been used on
and if it is an over-spray. The intention of that is to say
that if you are using these sprays, you have to be
extremely careful that you have no drift at all — which
I think is the spirit of the legislation, anyway, under the
current act. But I agree — at this stage of the night and
in the spirit of cooperation, which I hope is evident —
to give the honourable member further information and
have further discussions while the bill is between the
houses. If the clause needs to be changed, the clause
will be changed while it is between the houses.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Proposed section 41(2)
states:
It is a defence to a prosecution under subsection (1)(b) if the
agricultural produce is not to be used as stock food or sold as,
or manufactured into, food or stock food.

Can the minister clarify that? Does that mean it does
not matter what you are spraying and if it is drifting on
anyone else’s property so long as they are not
producing stock food or food?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — No,
that is certainly not the intention. With the amendment
we are discussing, if an accidental over-spray takes
place we are giving the offender an opportunity to use it
as part of the defence. Again it is to encourage the
responsible use of Agvet sprays, but now and again
there will be unintended over-sprays. The possible
defence for the commission of that offence is that the
material is not likely to contaminate food or a part of
the food chain.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Suppose I am not growing
food or stock food, but native plants, and someone
sprays something that kills all my native plants off. Is
this saying that it is a defence to a prosecution and that
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they will not be prosecuted if they have killed off all my
native plants?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) —
Again I do not claim to be a lawyer, but I believe the
act covers damage to plants, or whatever, from an
over-spray. The intention of this in terms of the use of
Agvet chemicals is related specifically to the schedule
of chemicals being used. I will seek further advice and
give it to the honourable member in writing, and I again
agree that if we need to redefine that we will do it while
the bill is between houses.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I thank the minister.
Clause agreed to; clauses 14 to 18 agreed to.
Clause 19

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I refer to clause 19(4),
which inserts into the principal act proposed
paragraph (ja) of section 54(1), which reads:
to take and remove for analysis and examination any
equipment used for or in connection with the application of
any chemical product …

I ask the minister who will pay for this, for how long
will the machinery be taken and whether there is an
appeal mechanism for getting the machinery back.
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
shall certainly investigate and confirm the information.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HAMILTON — I am happy to do that. I do not
want to play games with this. The intention of the bill is
to enable evidence to be collected if there has been
some misuse of an Agvet chemical. In order to do that
the officer of the department may need to take samples
and investigate the application or equipment that is
being used to apply it.
Who pays for it? It is my assessment of the legislation
that it is part of the process, so the equipment being
investigated and examined will involve a cost to the
owner of that piece of equipment. If that is incorrect, I
will advise the honourable member.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 20

Mr WILSON (Bennettswood) — I refer the
minister to clause 20, which inserts proposed
section 54A into the principal act. This section deals
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with the power of entry and inspection with consent.
Proposed subsection 54A(1) refers firstly to the
‘occupier of the premises’, yet paragraph (a) of that
subsection then states that the officer may ‘enter and
search any premises’. I ask the minister whether the use
of the word ‘any’ rather than the word ‘the’ is a drafting
error or is indeed the intention of the government.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
have no trouble with taking advice; that is why one has
very good officers. My response to that question is that
it is a drafting error. If there is any change to that
response, I will advise the honourable member. In
terms of the import of the first clause, my
understanding is that it refers to a premises identified on
reasonable grounds, and that would be the basis on
which you could search and enter. If the advice given
by the department is different to my understanding, I
will advise the minister when we have discussions
while the bill is between houses.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — Proposed
section 54A(2) states:
An authorised officer must not enter and search any premises
with the consent of the occupier …

In terms of rural Victoria, I wonder how you can
determine who is an occupier, given that an occupier
can be an owner, a manager on behalf of an owner, a
sharefarmer living or occupying premises alongside a
farmer, or an employee. This clause gives an officer the
right to search any premises. How does the minister see
that being interpreted?
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — My
understanding is that the term ‘occupier’ in the
clause — there may be some good legal minds in
here — refers to the definition in the principal act. If
that is not the case, I will advise the honourable
member while the bill is between the houses. That is
how I understand the term ‘occupier’. There are a
couple of wise legal minds alongside me who may wish
to contribute by providing the legal definition of an
occupier.
Clause agreed to; clauses 21 to 27 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Madam Deputy
Speaker, I was waiting for an opportunity to raise a
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point of order so as not to interrupt the flow of business
in the house. I have been waiting for a long time, so I
ask the Chair’s indulgence. I ask that you take this
matter on board and refer it to the Speaker for
investigation and report back to the house.
My point of order relates to a report that was tabled in
this chamber on 14 November 2000. It is the report of
an inquiry that was conducted by the Family and
Community Development Committee into the impact
of television and multimedia on children and families in
Victoria. As I mentioned, it was tabled some 10 months
ago. I refer to section 4O(2) of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 1968, which states:
Where a report to the Parliament of a Joint Investigatory
Committee recommends that a particular action be taken by
the Government with respect to a matter, the appropriate
responsible Minister of the Crown shall, within six months of
the report of the Committee being laid before both Houses of
the Parliament, report to the Parliament as to the action (if
any) proposed to be taken by the Government with respect to
the recommendation of the Committee.

As the deputy chairman of that committee, I know full
well that there was a raft of sweeping recommendations
made by the committee to curb rising violence and fear
in the community. The report was extensively reported
in the papers and includes recommendations such as the
introduction of a new R-rated category for computer
games, child-friendly TV news and important matters
proposed by a minority report recommending that a
minister for multimedia and information technology be
reinstated.
The reference for the committee inquiry was given by
the former Premier, Jeff Kennett, and it was relaunched
with its reference reaffirmed by the present Premier. I
presume that, as the person who gave the reference, the
Premier would be responsible for reporting to the
Parliament the actions of the government in response to
the report.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I ask that you investigate this
breach by the Premier of the Parliamentary Committees
Act and report to the house at the earliest possible
opportunity.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will refer the
matter to the Speaker and ask him to respond.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture).
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Mr HAMILTON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Workcover: lump sum payments
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The matter I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Workcover is the
difficulties being experienced by a number of workers
who have been unable to obtain a decision from the
Victorian Workcover Authority on their applications to
have their weekly benefit payments redeemed for a
lump sum payout under section 115 of the Accident
Compensation Act. I ask the minister to ensure that the
cases of these workers are resolved as quickly as
possible. I give two examples of workers who have
been affected.
Mr Geoffrey Clague of Bruthen is a 39-year-old
married man with three children. He has been on
Workcover weekly payments for several years. In July
1999 he obtained legal advice from his solicitors about
the procedures for such a redemption and put a lot of
time and effort into preparing an application. His
solicitors state that the Workcover authority wrote to
them on 30 September 1999 indicating a payout figure
of almost $250 000 but seeking further information.
Since then Mr Clague and his solicitors have made
every effort to meet the requirements of the authority
but have been unable to get a decision. In the process
Mr Clague has incurred over $2500 in legal fees.
By a letter dated 15 June this year the Workcover
authority has simply told Mr Clague’s solicitors:
Due to a number of priority issues on the Victorian
Workcover Authority board’s agenda, I am unable to advise
you at this time when the board will be determining the
section 115 applications currently on hand.

In other words, after all this time and expense,
Mr Clague now has no idea when his case is even going
to be considered, let alone decided.
Mrs Fiona Chaplin of Lang Lang tells me she has been
injured for over 14 years. In September last year her
solicitor told her he had received an offer from
Workcover to pay her out of the system. Her
application was supposed to have been settled on
5 November last year, then January this year, then
February. She still has not received an answer.
Both of these workers have been treated very badly
under a government that professes to be looking after
injured workers. I wrote to the minister about both
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cases in mid-August and have not yet received a reply. I
again ask the minister to ensure that the cases of both
Mr Clague and Mrs Chaplin and other affected workers
are decided as soon as possible, and that in the
meantime they be told what is happening with their
applications and when they can expect a decision from
the authority.

James Harrison Secondary College
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I ask the Minister for
Education to intervene in an issue regarding the future
of James Harrison Secondary College in East Geelong.
In short, the school community, including principal,
teachers, students and parents, are concerned that due to
lack of student numbers their school may not be able to
operate in 2002. Importantly, at the initiative of the
school community the school has now formed a local
proposal committee to look at options for the future of
the school in 2002.
As I understand the issue, the local proposal committee
has made a recommendation and referred that
recommendation to the minister for approval. Therefore
the action I seek is for the minister to examine this
recommendation immediately and treat any outcome
with a sense of urgency.
The future of James Harrison Secondary College has
been dictated by the number of enrolments. Over the
last decade the number has slowly diminished. In the
late 1980s the school had around 1000 students. This
year it has approximately 220 students enrolled, and it
is predicted for 2002 that the enrolments will be around
190. James Harrison has 30 new enrolments for 2002,
whereas nearby Geelong College has around 110 new
students enrolled for 2002, as does Newcomb
Secondary College. Enrolments are low for year 7 next
year, and at the same time it is becoming more and
more difficult for the school to deliver an acceptable
range of subjects for year 12 in 2002.
Given this difficulty the school community, comprising
the principal, teachers, parents and students, is seeking
a decision for the future of the school.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr TREZISE — You sat by and starved that
school for seven years. You sat on your hands and did
absolutely nothing! The school community has
recognised that there are difficulties and has put two
scenarios to the local proposal committee — one is to
merge the school and one is to continue the school as it
is at present. The local proposal committee consisting
of teachers and parents has put a recommendation to the
minister.

363

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Wimmera: real estate transactions
Mr DELAHUNTY (Wimmera) — I raise a matter
with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
representing the Minister for Consumer Affairs in
another place. There is evidence of real estate
concerns — some have called it a scam — operating in
the Wimmera. Houses are purchased at low prices and
sold a very short time later for up to three times their
value.
The issue was brought to my attention a couple of
months ago. At that stage I was given anecdotal
evidence, but I now have exact evidence from the
Yarriambiack shire of two recent sales. In one case a
house was purchased for $16 000 and sold a very short
time later for $45 000. A second house was purchased
for $25 000 and sold for $58 000. Both of these were
sold to single women in Melbourne. Some of these
transactions have happened within four days. In fact I
have been told that in one instance a second sale was
notified to the council before the first was notified.
The action I ask for is that the minister check that the
rights of consumers, in this instance home purchasers,
are being protected in this scheme, which I strongly
believe is morally wrong. The way the scheme operates
is that Melbourne-based companies — and I have been
given two names, Perna Ltd and Vic Properties —
purchase these houses. They persuade unsuspecting and
unaware people to sign up to a terms contract sale.
They then arrange for a deposit of $7000, which
happens to be the same amount as the first home owner
grant. They then arrange for payments to be made at the
same or a lower level than their rental properties in
Melbourne.
The term ‘contract sale’ is used when the purchaser
pays a deposit and the vendor — in this case a
Melbourne company — becomes a financier. The
repayments are directed to the vendor, but the title is
not transferred until the final payment is made, similar
to a hire purchase. I am informed that some of these
loans are given out at 16 per cent interest and in some
cases the purchasers need to raise finance to buy out the
loan after 12 months.
Unless the purchaser qualifies for a normal bank-type
loan they will never get out of this term contract.
Financially purchasers are locked in and they are very
angry. They will have difficulty reselling and they have
a limited ability to pay out the contract because often
they come from lower socioeconomic backgrounds.
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They usually have very little knowledge of the area and
often have not spoken to the locals or a solicitor. As one
councillor told me, there are massive concerns and
problems with this scheme. I ask the minister to take
action on this matter.

Member for Warrandyte: statement
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — What action will
the Minister for Education take to protect schools in my
electorate from the shadow Minister for Education’s
blatant misrepresentation of the massive investment the
Bracks government has made in our schools? Last year
the shadow minister claimed that we had class sizes of
30 students for English. It was subsequently proven that
that claim was false and the class sizes were
significantly lower.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Warrandyte is not in his seat.
Mr MAXFIELD — A few days ago the shadow
minister made similar claims. He again claimed there
were class sizes of 30 students in English when they
were significantly lower, with averages of 23 students.
What a disgrace!
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, I have already explained to the honourable
member that these documents were made available to
the media by the Minister for Education. I did not make
them available. The minister herself gave the Herald
Sun documents about the class size issue, and her
documents are being quoted from.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr MAXFIELD — Last year the shadow Minister
for Education was lazy. This year he has deliberately
deceived my community. Why has he lied to the people
in my electorate? Why can he not tell the truth? It is a
very sad day for education and for a wonderful school
in my electorate.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, given that I have already explained the
circumstances to the honourable member I ask that he
withdraw the term ‘liar’ which he used a moment ago.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I did not hear
the honourable member for Narracan call the
honourable member for Warrandyte a liar, but if he did
I am sure he will withdraw.
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Mr MAXFIELD — I withdraw. What is really
tragic here is the fact that the shadow Minister for
Education is not behaving in an honest way. We have
class sizes of 25 students, so why should he announce
they are 30? He will not do his job.
This is a wonderful school. This government is
spending $3 million on upgrading the school. It is a fine
school. The principal, Russell Monson, is doing a great
job in bringing forward a school that we are very proud
of. Why is the shadow Minister for Education
continually bringing down the schools in my electorate?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAXFIELD — It really is a very sad day when
the shadow minister tells despicable lies and not the
truth. It is disgraceful and appalling. I cannot believe
how disgusting — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Geelong bypass
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Transport concerning the
increasing traffic congestion through Geelong. When
the three lanes into and out of the City of Greater
Geelong are finished congestion in Latrobe Terrace in
peak periods will be absolutely chaotic. In 1999 the
previous government agreed to consider all options to
establish a bypass for Geelong — including, and
especially, a ring-road to the east of the city.
After the change of government the minister allocated
$100 000 to undertake a preliminary study of an eastern
ring-road alternative to serve the best interests of the
Bellarine Peninsula and the Surf Coast.
In collaboration with the City of Greater Geelong an
eastern ring-road task force was established. To my
knowledge this body has met only twice in the past
18 months. In the meantime Vicroads has published a
report on projected statewide major road projects
entitled Linking Victoria, which is endorsed by the
minister.
Mr Haermeyer — On a point of order, Honourable
Deputy Speaker, while I appreciate the attempt by the
honourable member to rewrite the history books, I
understand that the adjournment debate requires
honourable members to indicate what matters they wish
ministers to address and what action has to be taken.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order.
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Mr SPRY — The report gives budget details for a
western ring-road only for Geelong, as if selection of
this route is already a fait accompli. It ignores the
alternatives. In light of this report I wrote to the
minister in April asking about his intentions regarding
the eastern ring-road task force. I received a curt
acknowledgment from his office, and then silence. In
June I wrote again, and that letter was also basically
ignored.
In light of these events, and in response to increasing
concerns from my constituents, I ask the minister to
take action to assure me and the people of Geelong, the
Bellarine Peninsula and the Surf Coast that the eastern
ring-road option is still under active consideration and
that he is not simply allowing this issue to fade into
obscurity as a matter of convenience, thereby
confirming and reflecting his indifference to the people
of the region, especially people in my electorate of
Bellarine.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before I call
the honourable member for Werribee — I did not want
to take up the honourable member’s time by responding
to the minister — I advise that during the 3 minutes
they are allocated honourable members can ask for
action from ministers at any time. Honourable members
do not have to ask for action to be taken at the
beginning of the contributions.

Housing: western suburbs homeless
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Housing with regard to the
provision — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I expect
ministers of the Crown to assist the Chair in the conduct
of the adjournment debate, so I ask the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to desist. I also do not
require assistance from the shadow Minister for
Transport.
Ms GILLETT — The matter I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Housing concerns the
provision of crisis accommodation in the western
suburbs. I ask the minister to investigate the matter and
to advise what action she will take to address the
housing needs of people living in the western suburbs
and the City of Werribee. I also ask her to address the
issues raised by a working group she established, which
I will explain.
The Victorian homelessness strategy working report,
which was released in April, shows that requests for
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access to low-cost accommodation in Victoria had
grown by 14 per cent from June 1999. Data from the
Office of Housing also shows an increase in requests
for services ranging from emergency accommodation
to housing establishment funds and public housing.
Over the past year the western region crisis
accommodation working group has been meeting
regularly to develop a local action plan as part of the
overall Victorian homelessness strategy. It is a fantastic
local group, which is made up of service representatives
from housing and support agencies. However, it
seriously struggled under the seven years of the Kennett
government, when services not only did not grow but
were reduced.
Transitional housing managers have worked hard in
particularly difficult service provision areas, and
women’s crisis services and crying needs in the west
were starved of resources during that period and are
now being addressed.
I am aware that the working group identified some key
areas in which the government could assist homeless
people in the west. I take this opportunity to
congratulate those at Werribee Support and Housing
Group, especially Carol Muir and Geoff Diment, for
their tireless work with next to no resources. I am
entirely confident that the minister will address those
needs, investigate thoroughly and provide the resources
the west needs to look after its homeless and vulnerable
people.

Glen Katherine Primary School
Mr PHILLIPS (Eltham) — I apologise to the
house — I will not be able to outdo Big Kev from
Narracan!
I would like the Minister for Education to take action to
solve a problem at the Glen Katherine Primary School
in Eltham North. The school is one of the biggest
schools in the state, with 874 students. I would be
surprised if it is not in the top half a dozen schools in
Victoria. It adjoins St Helena Secondary College, which
has around 1100 students.
I would like the minister to intervene to solve a drop-off
car parking problem. The school council has contacted
me on a number of occasions about the problem, which
is only going to be inflamed when development works
at St Helena Secondary College start to take place. It
will be closing off an access that is currently used by
parents for the Glen Katherine Primary School, and the
concern of the parents and council of the primary
school is that the problem is only going to become
worse. The cost is about $45 000, and the council has
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suggested that it be made up with $15 000 from the
school council, $15 000 from Banyule City Council and
$15 000 from the education department.
I understand that both Banyule City Council and the
department have indicated that at this stage they are not
prepared to contribute and believe it is the problem of
the school or the education department.
I ask the Minister for Education to intervene to see,
firstly, if she could resolve the problem, and secondly,
whether it is possible for the department to contribute to
the cost of the $45 000 project which in the long term
will add to the school environment and improve safety
for the school.

Wood Street–High Street, Preston: traffic
control
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Transport concerning the intersection
of Wood and High streets, Preston. I seek the
installation of traffic lights at that intersection. Another
road in question faces the intersection opposite Wood
Street at the Preston Hotel and alongside the hotel at
Spencer Street.
Since 1996 there have been seven serious injuries, two
involving pedestrians. A local traffic management
scheme for the area was completed in mid-1998 and
that intersection was identified as a significant issue and
a submission made to Vicroads. At that time Vicroads
agreed that warrants for the installation of traffic signals
were met. However, funding was unavailable under the
previous government. Indeed the previous government
neglected the whole of High Street in the cities of
Darebin, Northcote and Preston.
I previously raised a number of issues concerning the
clearway and the need for funding to coordinate a
number of traffic signals to improve the flow of traffic
and also speed-variable message signage. The reason
for doing that is that High Street through the City of
Darebin is an extremely dangerous road to the extent
that Vicroads recognises that two-thirds of its length is
a black spot. Darebin had the second-highest number of
pedestrian fatalities, behind the City of Melbourne. It is
an extremely dangerous road, and that has been well
known for some time.
No action occurred and no funding was available under
the previous Kennett government. The City of Darebin
has again submitted an application for funding of traffic
lights for the intersection of High and Wood streets. I
believe the black spot funding program set up by the
Minister for Transport is an excellent program that
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allows individuals, community groups and local
councils to make submissions for funding.
The traffic lights would cost more than $200 000, but
given the number of personal injuries that have
occurred, it would be money well spent to avoid the
cost of such injuries. The City of Darebin will be
resubmitting the application. I ask the minister whether
funding could be made available under the black spot
program for the installation of traffic lights.

Rail: St Albans crossing
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) — I wish to draw a matter
to the attention of the Treasurer and seek an
investigation into what I believe is the misspending of
$85 million over the next 7 to 10 years by the Minister
for Transport, who will not be around for 7 to 10 years.
The Treasurer will be well aware of the St Albans
railway underpass proposal, under which the
government will see the St Albans shopping area closed
for up to 7 hours a day during the week, which will
destroy many small businesses.
In saying that I am supported by none other than the
federal Labor member for Maribyrnong, who would be
well known to the Treasurer, who in a dissident Labor
voice said that the undergrounding of the station was
the best solution. On top of that the Brimbank Leader of
11 September reports him in the following terms:
Traders, activists and a Labor politician criticised the fact it
would take up to 10 years to complete the process.
Maribyrnong’s Labor MP, Bob Sercombe, also criticised the
long time frame outlined by Mr Batchelor.
Mr Sercombe said he had asked Mr Batchelor for work to
start now. ‘We also need to ensure the best solution is found,
and I’m confident an underground at Main Road is still the
best option’ …

Everybody except the Minister for Transport agrees
with this, including the Treasurer. I have material from
the last council election which has a photograph of
Cr Andres Puig, the community Labor councillor for
the City of Brimbank. The Labor pamphlet has a lovely
photo of the now Treasurer, the then Minister for
Finance, and on the second page has an even lovelier
photo of the former Minister for Finance supporting the
councillor. Cr Puig says:
I am fighting against the drug problem and crime. And I am
committed to placing the St Albans railway crossing
underground.

It is signed by the councillor and the Treasurer. Some
$85 million is about to be misallocated by the Minister
for Transport. An investigation should be made by the
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Treasurer, who says that he would not allow this to
happen, and I request that he take the appropriate
action.

Gaming: problem gambling
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Gaming and request
him to ensure that the government’s gaming machine
reforms are implemented in full in my electorate. Some
sobering statistics have emerged recently that show that
adults in my electorate lose an average of $1200 per
head on gaming machines in the Maribyrnong area,
which still has the highest per capita number of
machines.
The Bracks government is slowly but steadily and in a
much more determined way implementing its reforms
in the gaming machine area, particularly a reduction in
the number of machines, and is exposing the previously
secret gaming machine industry to public gaze.
Some of these reforms include being able to take
economic and social impacts into account in the
planning and approval of gaming machine venues.
Councils now have a voice instead of the intimidation
that they were subject to under the previous
government. They are now able to take these matters
into account. There are regional caps, public exposure
and the focus of the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority to not promote the industry.
We ought not be misled by the newfound but feigned
concern that the opposition now has for the gaming
machine industry. No-one in the community believes
that. It is absolute rank hypocrisy, given the activity of
the previous Liberal government. The supine and
compliant backbenchers accepted everything the
intimidating Premier subjected them to. They said
nothing about it. When he described the gaming
industry as the new spirit of Victoria, they went along
with that. It is now the Bracks government that is
implementing a series of reforms to bring this industry
back into a more responsible framework and to make
some improvements in communities like mine.

Berwick hospital
Dr DEAN (Berwick) — I raise with the Minister for
Health the matter of the Berwick hospital, or should I
say the mythical public hospital that is to be built in
Berwick. The minister will recall that some 12 months
ago he attended the site where the hospital was to be
built, had champagne and launched the Berwick
hospital to be built by the Labor government.
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I want to know from him exactly when that first brick is
to be laid and when he believes this hospital will be
finished. While he is going through that process, he
could also advise honourable members whether or not
there will be a provision for a private wing of that
hospital which will save the Berwick community
hospital the ignominy of having to possibly go out of
business, because this hospital will now be only a
public hospital rather than a private hospital. The
people of Berwick have waited some six years for this,
and we need an answer as to when — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Responses
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Education) — The
honourable member for Geelong raised the very serious
question of the future of James Harrison Secondary
College in his electorate. The honourable member was
absolutely right when he made the comment that under
the last government this school was starved not for two
years but for seven years. This government has
allocated $2.5 million to James Harrison Secondary
College for a major upgrade to provide an appropriate
learning environment for those students. However,
enrolments have declined rather seriously, and given
the savage neglect of the last government we should not
be surprised by that. The enrolment in 1997 was 429.
The estimate for next year is 190. There are even
suggestions of enrolments down to 30.
Unfortunately, the school is faced with having a
severely restricted range of Victorian certificate of
education subjects compared to the number of subjects
that would be offered to a school with higher
numbers — the number of students at this school
dropping from 429 to an estimated 190 in 2002.
Within the school community there has been much
discussion about the best environment in which
education can be offered to these students. The local
member was active in facilitating this process, and I
thank him for his involvement. The process was to
invite students, parents and prospective parents of
James Harrison Secondary College to consider their
options and the future of the college in the face of the
savage neglect of the Kennett government. Every
parent was individually telephoned and invited to a
public meeting.
At the meeting all issues relating to the school and the
decision possibilities were outlined for those parents in
great detail. This is an open and transparent
government, and it engages parents in conversations
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about what is best for its students, which is anathema to
the crowd of jokers on the other side, who have no idea
of how to engage in meaningful consultation with
parents.
Through a series of discussions the preferred option of
these parents and the parents of students from
Newcomb Secondary College, who were also provided
with information and had their own series of
discussions through public parent meetings, was clear
and overwhelming support from the school
communities to merge the James Harrison Secondary
College with the Newcomb Secondary College. The
colleges are less than 1 kilometre from each other.
The Barwon south-western region has been assisting
the school in a managed plan for school provision. This
has been considered by the community through the
process that I have just outlined. The Department of
Education, Employment and Training has approved the
establishment of a local provision committee composed
of representatives from James Harrison Secondary
College and Newcomb Secondary College — school
councils, principals, class staff and parents.
I advise the honourable member, who has been
involved in the process of inviting parents to discuss the
future, that we are currently considering the best
financial options for this merger, which is the clear and
overwhelming preference of the school community. I
commit my support to back the school community in its
decision should this merger go ahead as preferred by
the parent community. I also commit to the local
member to explore all options for the site of James
Harrison Secondary College to ensure it is maintained
for educational use.
The honourable member for Eltham invited me to solve
a problem at Glen Katherine Primary School in
Greensborough, which abuts the large St Helena
Secondary College. I am aware of the problem the
honourable member raised about the traffic around that
area, both the primary school and the secondary school;
the car parking facility, which does not seem to be
adequate; and that there does not appear to be a safe
drop-off point for those primary school students. I
know there have been discussions between the school
council and the Banyule council. The estimated cost for
a dedicated drop-off point is around $45 000. There is
always the vexed problem of whose responsibility it is.
Is it the responsibility of the education department or
the council? I am happy to have discussions with the
school council and the Banyule council to try to provide
a solution that will help provide a safe environment for
the students at Glen Katherine Primary School.
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The honourable member for Narracan raised a very
serious matter. He invited me to take some action about
a serial pest in the education community. He certainly is
a recidivist! The honourable member for Narracan
raised the problem of the honourable member for
Warrandyte, who is consistently and determinedly
misrepresenting data around class sizes in schools
across the state.
This is what we have — an article in the local
newspaper headed ‘Honeywood argues with principal
on class sizes’, which reads:
For the second year running shadow Minister for Education,
Phillip Honeywood, has come under fire from Warragul
Regional College principal Russell Monson for incorrectly
stating that the college has two classes with more than 30
students.

I do not know when the honourable member for
Warrandyte will realise that he gets it wrong on
education. He does not care how many times he
misleads the parents and the students of the state. It is
not the first time this has happened; it is the second time
with the one college. No wonder his colleagues are
mightily embarrassed. Here he is out there in the public
arena getting it wrong on class sizes again and again
and the principals now have to go public and say,
‘Mr Honeywood gets it wrong’.
What did the principal from Warragul Regional College
say to the local paper, and this is a front page — very
embarrassing, Phil! He said:
I suspect what Mr Honeywood has done is use data of the
number[s] of students in each home group, which don’t
correspond with class sizes.

The shadow Minister for Education does not
understand what is going on in our schools. I do not
think he has ever been inside the school gate. He
prefers to do his press conferences outside the school
gate and in his lazy and duplicitous way make claims
that are not substantiated — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker, given these figures were provided to
me by the minister herself, I ask her to withdraw the
comment ‘duplicitous’, because it is clearly an attack
on herself about her own data on class sizes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I do not
uphold the point of order. It is a similar point of order to
one the honourable member has raised before. If the
minister has referred to the honourable member for
Warrandyte in a manner which he finds offensive, I am
sure she will withdraw.
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Ms DELAHUNTY — He is a recidivist on the
point of order, and he is still not making any headway
whatsoever.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DELAHUNTY — He is also inaccurate.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker, the minister is embarrassed by her
own freedom of information data that clearly shows
English class sizes at 30. I ask her to withdraw the
comment that she still refuses to withdraw.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! That is
exactly the same point of order that the honourable
member raised a moment ago. I have asked the minister
to withdraw any comments that the honourable member
for Warrandyte finds offensive. I think she said yes,
which I think she meant, but if that was not clear to the
honourable member I am sure she will repeat it.
Ms DELAHUNTY — If what I have said is more
offensive than what the honourable member for
Warrandyte has done then I do withdraw.
The honourable member for Warrandyte is clearly
duplicitous and lazy, and this is a sad day for
education — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Minister
for Education has already been asked to withdraw that
comment in relation to the honourable member for
Warrandyte as he finds it offensive. I ask her not to use
it again. I ask her to conclude her answer.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The honourable member for
Warrandyte is inaccurate in his claim that these were
the figures of the Minister for Education. These figures
were provided quite correctly according to the Freedom
of Information Act by the department. They are not the
minister’s figures; they are the department’s figures.
Let us illustrate how this shadow minister will say
anything about any student or any school to try to score
advantage over his colleagues in his desperate scramble
to get the votes to become deputy leader after the
federal election.
This is not the first time. He has done it twice now with
that school, Warragul Regional College, but he is doing
it all over the state. In Bendigo at the other end of the
state there are claims about class sizes. Again, an article
in the Loddon Times states:
Claims that classes at East Loddon P12 have too many
students have been strongly denied by the school.
…
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College principal, Mr Bill McEwan, described the claims as
totally incorrect.

The honourable member for Warrandyte is wrong. He
is deliberately misleading, and I do not know
why — —
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — No, that was the way you
operated.
It is very interesting that the honourable member for
Warrandyte is bleating about gagging, but that is the
way opposition members operated in government. That
is the way principals had inflicted upon them a climate
of terror, and that is how they were gagged — but it
gets even worse. I refer to an article in the Bendigo
Advertiser under the headline ‘Class war’. I know the
honourable member for Warrandyte is embarrassed by
this — and so he should be — and so are his
colleagues.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I remind the
minister that the adjournment debate is not the occasion
to attack the opposition. A matter has been raised by the
honourable member for Narracan, and I ask her to
respond to that.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The article states:
A row has erupted over class sizes in Bendigo after the state
opposition claimed two of the city’s schools were suffering
from overcrowding.

Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, clearly the minister has attempted to answer
the point raised by the honourable member for
Narracan. She is now keeping this house back very late
by going on to extraneous matters that have absolutely
nothing to do with the fact that her classroom data was
released to the Herald Sun on the wrong basis.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order. The Chair does not have the authority to
direct a minister in relation to the answer he or she
gives to a matter raised in the adjournment debate.
However, I ask the minister to conclude, as we are
taking a long time.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The article states:
A row has erupted over school class sizes in Bendigo …
…
But the figures were dismissed yesterday by Weeroona
College principal, Neville Sharpe, who said the data was
completely inaccurate …

Strike three — three inaccuracies!
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In relation to the point raised by the honourable
member for Narracan, the Bracks government has
invested an additional $5.4 million in the 35 schools in
the Narracan electorate. This has made a huge
difference to the educational opportunities of those
students. What we are now seeing in Narracan in
particular, which was so ignored by the Kennett
government, is increased participation by young people,
who are now availing themselves of the opportunities
provided by the Bracks government. No matter how
many times the honourable member for Warrandyte
deliberately misrepresents what is going on in our
schools, the people of Victoria will understand that this
government cares about education and is turning it
around.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Minister
for Education may not accuse a member of deliberately
misleading the house. I ask her to withdraw that
comment.
Ms DELAHUNTY — I withdraw.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Housing) — The honourable
member for Werribee raised with me the need for crisis
housing for people living in the western suburbs. In
particular she referred to issues that were developed in a
report of the Western Region Crisis Accommodation
Working Group, which drew together service providers
and interested people from across the community to
look at what might be done on this very difficult issue. I
thank the honourable member for her question and for
her ongoing commitment to the housing needs of her
constituents.
The Western Region Crisis Accommodation Working
Group identified two key needs of homeless people in
the west that the government could assist with. Firstly,
the group said the government should provide
supported accommodation for homeless people or
people at risk of homelessness, particularly families,
and it noted the increasing number of families among
the ranks of the homeless in Wyndham, Brimbank and
Melton. Secondly, the working group noted that the
government could assist homeless people through a
particular emphasis on early intervention and
prevention for single women over 25 years of age who
are homeless or at risk of being homeless. These
findings by the working group have been backed up by
the working report of the Victorian homelessness
strategy. The strategy has noted that there has been a
marked increase in requests for housing assistance,
particularly in the outer western suburbs.
Recently I announced the launch of the western
supported accommodation assistance program. Six
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local agencies will share an additional $475 000 of
recurrent funding to provide crisis support services in
the western suburbs, from inner Melbourne to the City
of Wyndham and the Shire of Melton. Not only are we
providing this additional recurrent funding for the
support that homeless people require, we are also
allocating an additional 19 properties through the
Office of Housing to be used as either transitional
housing or crisis accommodation.
These services are vital for people in these
communities. Our research has shown that if we do not
provide services closer or adjacent to where people live
the chances are that they will drift into the inner city in
search of support and accommodation. The links to
their local community, particularly for families, and the
links of children to schools and other support services
will then of course be broken. People do not just need a
house when they are homeless; they need counselling,
welfare services, and employment and training
opportunities. The strategy aims to deal with people in a
holistic way.
The government has committed $7 million in the first
instance to develop four new crisis accommodation
services to tackle this issue of needs on the outer
metropolitan ring. Again it demonstrates the very firm
commitment that the Bracks government has to
working with communities, addressing the issue of
homelessness, trying to tackle homelessness at its cores
and supporting people so that they can maintain their
links with the local community, be reintegrated and go
on to live meaningful lives in their local communities.
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The honourable member for
Wimmera raised a serious issue relating to a scam that
has been perpetrated by real estate agents in the
Western District who are exploiting first home buyers,
often from outside the area — and many of them are
from the Melbourne area — in relation to rural
properties. Often these buyers have little knowledge of
property dealings and certainly very little knowledge of
the property market in that particular region.
Mrs Fyffe interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER — Unfortunately the
honourable member for Evelyn does not seem to have
much concern about the issue raised by the honourable
member for Wimmera. I can assure the honourable
member for Wimmera that the government takes these
matters a bit more seriously than members of the
Liberal Party do.
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The scam encourages people to use the first home
owner grant as a deposit on properties. These buyers
often know very little about the real value of properties.
They think they are buying a bargain in the area, but
they are using their knowledge of metropolitan
properties as a benchmark. It is an exploitative practice.
I cannot indicate whether it is or is not illegal, but I will
draw it to the attention of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs.

opposition that is keen to criticise but lacks the fortitude
to deliver its own policy and commitments about where
it stands on the matter. In criticising the government the
opposition wants the government to deliver a four-year
program after only two years in government. As part of
our election campaign just over two years ago we gave
extensive details of the reforms we would undertake.
The plan is to deliver on all those during the term of
this government.

The buyers not only lose a fairly large amount of
money because many of them are unable to repay the
financial commitments that accompany the contracts
they enter into, they also lose their entitlements under a
cooling-off period because the brokers who are
exploiting them are doing so in a way that encourages
the buyers to trust them with their dealings. They also
are using the process in a way that means people lose
their entitlements to a future first home owners grant.
They become three-time losers in the process.

There are a number of initiatives that we have
undertaken and to which the honourable member
referred. I will not go into details on those. However,
things are turning around in gaming. We have seen the
slowest growth in gaming revenue since gaming
machines were introduced. The hypocrisy on the other
side amounts to our reducing gaming overnight — —

Regardless of whether it is legal or illegal, it is an
extremely exploitative process. It is improper and is
something we need to advise people about. At the end
of the day it comes down to the notion of buyer beware.
Perhaps we should look at some sort of education
program that advises potential buyers of their rights and
warns them of this practice and things they should look
out for.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! What is the
point of order?

Mr Spry interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER — The real estate agent from
Bellarine is butting in on behalf of his mates. This is an
extremely serious matter. People are losing their life
savings, yet the honourable member for Bellarine is
interjecting on behalf of his mates.
I will draw the matter to the attention of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs in the other place. If there is any
illegal behaviour on the part of the unscrupulous traders
it will be rigorously prosecuted; but at the same time
the attention of buyers should be drawn to those
unscrupulous practices. They should be cautious.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Gaming) — The honourable member for Footscray is a
member who represents a community that is most
impacted on by the effects of gaming as we inherited it
from the previous government. My electorate is no. 2
on the list.
The honourable member referred to a number of
reforms undertaken by the government. He sought a
reaffirmation of the government’s commitment to
tackle inherited problems of gambling. He referred to
the range of policies and the hypocrisy of the

Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the minister suggests there has been a turnaround.

Mr Baillieu — I would hate to think that he would
mislead the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There is no
point of order. I ask the honourable member not to raise
frivolous points of order.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — The opposition is all
talk but says nothing about what it will do. It may talk
tough, but it should give details of what it wants the
government to do.
The government has been tackling the issue. It has
imposed regional caps that affect 10 per cent of
Victoria’s community. We are removing gaming
machines for the first time ever from local communities
like Greater Dandenong, Bass Coast, Latrobe and
Maribyrnong, which have high concentrations of
machines.
Local communities are now being given a say. Local
councils can actually object to gaming applications; it is
their choice whether or not they want them to proceed.
They can make submissions to the Victorian Casino
and Gaming Authority.
Mr Leigh interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Mordialloc!
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Those submissions
are taken into account. Members of the opposition are
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the ones who want to rewrite history. They are the ones
who had the free-for-all. They gave gaming licences for
30 000 gaming machines in Victoria, and they want to
reduce revenue overnight! They are the same
people — —

credits. By 30 September there has to be a clock on
every gaming machine. That can be done either by
redesigning the machine or by attaching some other
clock mechanism to the gaming machine, and the clock
must show a.m. and p.m.

Mr Leigh — On a point of order, the Kirner
government introduced them and she gave them to
Tattersalls for nothing. Get it right.

We warn the industry that there is a $2000 fine that can
be issued to any venue that does not comply, and any
machine that does not have a clock that is operational
can be switched off.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will not
tolerate that sort of behaviour from the honourable
member for Mordialloc. He knows as well as I do it is
not a point of order. We will not accept that sort of
behaviour.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — The point is that
Labor members on this side of the house take these
issues very seriously because it is our communities and
our electorates that have been suffering the burden of
the policies of the previous government. Opposition
members would be the first to criticise us if we were
doing things that were not based on good policy
outcomes or focused on reducing problem gambling.
They would be the first to criticise us.
Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — We will deliver on all
our election commitments. In many areas we have done
a lot more than we were required to.
I remind the honourable member for Footscray that in
12 days time for the first time in Australia the only state
that has a requirement for clocks on every single
gaming machine will be Victoria. They have 12 days to
do it in. This is a warning to the industry that it should
do it.
When antigambling groups were talking about putting
clocks in gaming venues they were talking about a
clock here and there, as in this chamber. We looked at
the research and found that two or three clocks around a
gaming venue might be of interest to recreational
gamblers who are out to put a few dollars in before they
go back to work after their lunchbreak. What we know
from the research is that problem gamblers focus on
gaming machines, so anything we can do to redesign
the gaming machines to provide information for them
about how long they are playing and what time of day it
is — to provide a reality situation for them — is more
likely to assist. That is the focus of this government.
From 7 September all new gaming machines
introduced into venues must show not only credits but
dollars and cents, because a lot of people do not know
how much money is actually in there when they have

Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — If it does not happen
by 30 September we encourage community members to
notify the Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority and
it will pursue the matter with the gaming venues.
I thank the honourable member for Footscray. His
community suffered a lot under the previous
government. This government is taking corrective
action, and we have two more years as a government to
continue the reforms.
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — The honourable member for
Mordialloc raised for the attention of the Minister for
Transport the matter of the St Albans railway crossing.
He has raised that matter before. I am glad we are
looking at the big issues!
On each previous occasion when he has raised that
issue in the house it has been comprehensively dealt
with by the Minister for Transport. I am astounded that
the honourable member is out here again attempting to
raise this issue. The most telling comment made tonight
by the honourable member is, if I remember correctly,
that the people of that area have been waiting for six
years. Well, we have been in government for two years,
which means that for four years they were waiting
under the previous government while absolutely
nothing was done about this problem.
Mr Leigh interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Mordialloc!
Mr BRUMBY — The Bracks Labor government is
getting on with the job of doing something about the
neglect that was here for years and years under the
Kennett government.
The honourable member for Mordialloc made an
absolute goose of himself. Every time he has raised this
matter he has been shamed in Parliament by the
Minister for Transport, yet he comes in here to
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embarrass himself, his party and his shadow cabinet by
raising it again. The best bit of advice I can give the
honourable member is to go looking for another
portfolio, because he is failing in this one!

and the then government followed the leadership we
provided. That is the truth of the matter.

The honourable member for Box Hill raised a matter
involving the operation of the Workcover scheme and
referred to some issues of concern which he wanted
brought to the attention of the Minister for Workcover.
I will ensure that they are brought to the minister’s
attention and that a reply is provided as soon as
possible.

Mr BRUMBY — Here are the laughs of
embarrassment from the discredited opposition!

The honourable member for Bellarine raised the matter
of a possible bypass in Geelong and asked whether the
eastern ring-road had been included in the range of
considerations. That matter is obviously being
considered by the government. In a sense I make the
same point that I made to the honourable member for
Mordialloc: the government is looking at some of the
principal options in relation to the bypass, but it is a
matter of record that the former government did
absolutely nothing about this matter.
Mr Leigh — The Geelong road!
Mr BRUMBY — I can tell the honourable member
about the Geelong road. For years and years and years
the Kennett government did absolutely nothing about
the Geelong road!
Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — There was a major campaign
about getting funding from the state and federal
governments for the Geelong road. It was not until the
last federal election, when the state Labor Party and the
federal Leader of the Opposition, Kim Beazley, made a
joint announcement — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — You can try as much as you wish
to rewrite history — —
Mr Leigh interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Mordialloc!
Mr BRUMBY — You will find that the facts are as
I state them: there was no action whatsoever from the
Kennett government. There was no action until the state
Labor Party, in conjunction with Kim Beazley, the
federal Leader of the Opposition, promised that Labor
governments would fund that road. Within a matter of
weeks following that announcement the then Premier
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Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Glen Waverley!
Mr BRUMBY — For years and years they did
nothing. The honourable member for Bellarine used the
expression ‘indifference to the people of the region’.
With respect, I think he was talking about the seven
years during which he represented the Bellarine area as
a member of the previous government. The Bracks
government is turning around the state and turning
around the provision of facilities in Bellarine. Whether
it is the provision of emergency services or police
stations or the extension of the pipeline, we are
delivering on projects which the former Kennett
government did nothing about for seven years, during
which you were a member.
The honourable member for Preston raised for the
attention of the Minister for Transport a number of
matters concerning transport issues in his electorate. He
noted as the top priority the need for traffic lights at the
corner of Wood Street and High Street, Preston, as well
as some ancillary traffic improvements that are needed
there.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, a-n-c-i-l-l-a-r-y
improvements that are required there. I will certainly
refer those to the Minister for Transport and urge that
those improvements be considered at the earliest
opportunity.
Finally, the honourable member for Berwick, who is in
the chamber, raised the issue of the Berwick hospital.
He said that the people of Berwick have been waiting
many years for this hospital and asked when the first
brick would be laid and when the hospital would be
completed. I can tell him that there will be a full
announcement about this matter in the very near future.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 11.35 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Alex Andrianopoulos) took the
chair at 9.39 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sessional orders
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of sessional orders be suspended for this day so
as to allow precedence to be given to an announcement of
condolences and the conveyance of a message of sympathy.

Motion agreed to.
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Creightons Creek Road, Strathbogie: safety
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth concern regarding the condition and safety
of Creightons Creek Road.
Your petitioners therefore pray their safety concerns be
addressed.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms ALLEN (Benalla) (115 signatures)

Drugs: Mornington Peninsula rehabilitation
facility
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

CONDOLENCES
Henry George Broad
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house of the
death of Henry George Broad, member of the
Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of Swan
Hill from 1968 to 1973.
I ask honourable members to rise in their places as a
mark of respect to the memory of the deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.

The SPEAKER — I will convey a message of
sympathy from the house to the relatives of the late
Henry George Broad.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — During the debate on
the Barley Marketing (Amendment) Bill I referred to
Jim O’Brien as a regular seller to Ray Brooks at
Tempy. Mr O’Brien contacted my office and indicated
that he has never sold barley at the Tempy silo. I wish
to correct the record by indicating that on five occasions
Mr O’Brien delivered schooner barley to Ray Brooks at
Turriff via Speed and not Tempy. For the record, the
dates were one load on 19 November 1997 and four
loads on 20 November 1997.

The humble petition of the citizens of the Mornington
Peninsula sheweth that we support the establishment of an
independent rehab/detox facility in the Mornington Peninsula
region.
Your petitioners therefore pray that you will consider the
petition favourably.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms McCALL (Frankston) (30 signatures)

Housing: loan schemes
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the following residents of the state of
Victoria sheweth state government-sponsored home loan
schemes under the flawed new lending instrument called
capital indexed loans sold since 1984–85 under the
subheadings Capil, deferred interest scheme (DIS), indexed
repayment loan (IRL), home opportunity loan scheme
(HOLS), shared home opportunity scheme (SHOS), are not
fit for the purpose for which they were intended.
We the undersigned believe these loans are unconscionable
and illegal and have severely disadvantaged the low-income
bracket Victorians the loans were meant to assist.
Your petitioners therefore pray that:
1.

the existing loans be recalculated from day one in a way
as to give borrowers the loans they were promised
‘affordable home loans specially structured to suit your
purse’;

2.

the home ownership be achieved within 25 to 30 years
from date of approval;

3.

the payments to be set at an affordable level (i.e.,
20–25 per cent of income for the duration of the term for
all the loan types);

PETITIONS
The Clerk — I have received the following petitions
for presentation to Parliament:
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past borrowers who have left the schemes be
compensated for losses that have been incurred by them
being in these faultily structured loans;

5.

any further government home ownership schemes be
offered in a way as to be easily understood by
prospective loan recipients;

6.

the interest rate will be at an affordable rate (i.e., flat rate
of 3 per cent per annum or less for the length of the term
of the loan) geared to income;

7.

capital indexed loans be made illegal in this state to
protect prospective loan recipients.

We ever pray that we may lead a quiet and peaceable life in
all godliness and honesty (1 Tim. 2:2).
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr TREZISE (Geelong) (10 signatures)

McKenzie Street, Wonthaggi: traffic control
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of residents of Wonthaggi and district
sheweth concern about the danger and inconvenience caused
to residents and visitors by increases in traffic in McKenzie
Street, the main road into Wonthaggi.
We the undersigned wish to see a roundabout constructed in
McKenzie Street at Korumburra Road. We also ask for
improvements to traffic flow at McKenzie Street and Murray
Street and for pedestrian crossings at other locations in
McKenzie Street.
Your petitioners pray that Vicroads be advised to work with
Bass Coast Shire Council to provide these much-needed
traffic controls.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) (552 signatures)
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Electricity: Basslink
Mr VOGELS (Warrnambool) — The people of
Warrnambool need to be assured that the development
and implementation of the Basslink project from
Tasmania to the mainland is undertaken responsibly
with the sound assurance of its having no potential
impact on marine life, especially the whales. I
understand the Basslink developers are pursuing the
cheapest option of a monopolar high voltage direct
current cable for the project, which simply lies on the
sea floor generating large electromagnetic fields within
the marine environment. Is the government prepared to
impose a potential risk on our marine life, particularly
on the migratory and resident southern right whales
which have frequented Warrnambool waters for the
purpose of mating and calving during winter and spring
for the past decade?
Both Deakin University and Warrnambool City
Council have done some preliminary research and are
very concerned. The importance of the annual
migration of the southern right whale to Warrnambool
cannot be underestimated. The Department of Natural
Resources and Environment has estimated that the City
of Warrnambool receives in excess of $17 million per
annum — and the amount is increasing — from
tourism expenditure directly related to whale watching
activities.
I will be contacting the relevant minister to ensure that
further vital studies are undertaken to satisfactorily
eliminate any harm to our whales, a magnificent marvel
of nature, and to protect and preserve all sea life prior to
the commencement of the Basslink project. The people
of Warrnambool demand nothing less.

Laid on table.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Frankston be considered next day on motion of
Ms McCALL (Frankston).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Gippsland West be considered next day on motion of
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West).

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 — Orders pursuant to s8(4)
decreasing the Project Area (12 plans).

Charlie Theuma
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I place on the public record
my condolences for the passing away of Charlie
Theuma and express my sympathy to his family.
Charlie passed away on 25 August. He was an eminent
campaigner in St Albans for the improvement of
community facilities, and supported his family as a
railway worker. He was a migrant from Malta who was
a typical example of a struggling person who worked
for his community, his family and his favourite club,
George Cross Soccer Club.
Charlie Theuma was also a big supporter of the Labor
Party, and whether or not the Labor Party was in favour
he always wore his membership badge proudly and
with great honour, so much so that his family asked that
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an ALP flag be placed on his coffin at the funeral.
Unfortunately I discovered we do not have an ALP flag
to place over his coffin. I hope the state secretary will
remedy that.
Charlie was a person whom everybody in St Albans
knew, including yourself, Mr Speaker. No doubt,
Mr Speaker, as the former member for St Albans you
would know that he advocated improved public lighting
and transport safety in the area. He campaigned against
drugs in the area, and one of his main concerns was for
people crossing the St Albans East Road.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Henry George Broad
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) — On behalf of the
National Party I honour the late Henry George Broad,
known as Harry. Harry was the member for Swan Hill
from 1968 to 1973. He died peacefully at Wycheproof
on 17 August at the age of 91. Harry was elected at a
by-election in 1968 following the death of the previous
member for Swan Hill, Harold Stirling. Harry was a
Woomelang wheat farmer, a councillor for nearly
30 years with the then Shire of Wycheproof and served
as shire president on three occasions. He was also a
Methodist lay preacher of very long standing. He
married at the age of 50, and was 58 when he entered
Parliament. On being declared the Country Party
candidate for the by-election, Harry stated:
You have handed me the greatest compliment, the greatest
privilege of my life. But you have also handed me the greatest
responsibility. I now hope to go on and win the by-election
and from there I must go on and win the confidence of every
person in the Swan Hill electorate.

He did so, and he also won the next general election.
People recall an immaculately dressed man who was
always a gentleman. He was a very conservative man, a
teetotaller, and to all those who knew him he was a
very good person. His wife, Heather, predeceased him.
My condolences and those of the National Party go to
his two sons, Stuart and Lindsay, and their families.

Box Hill Hawks
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I congratulate the
Box Hill Hawks Football Club on reaching this year’s
Victorian Football League Grand Final. That
achievement follows a superb win over the Murray
Kangaroos last Saturday. The Box Hill Hawks Football
Club has grown out of the old Victorian Football
Association (VFA) Box Hill team. Box Hill entered
that competition in 1951, and the record will show that
the mighty Box Hill Mustangs were a team of modest
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success in their 50 years in the competition. Box Hill
endured some very tough years. In the late 1970s entire
seasons passed without a victory, but the great trait of
the club is that it has survived while more than half the
teams in the two-division VFA competition of those
days have disappeared. The team is brilliantly coached
by veteran Donald McDonald. On Sunday at Optus
Oval the Hawks will take on the rampaging Werribee
Tigers.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — Hiss and boo! Undoubtedly the
underdogs will triumph. Box Hill will win! The house
will join with me in wishing the Box Hill Hawks every
success for Sunday’s game. I urge all supporters of this
great Victorian code to attend the match and cheer on
the mighty Box Hill Hawks to a well and truly deserved
victory.

Seniors: Frankston concert
Ms McCALL (Frankston) — Box Hill would be
affiliated with Hawthorn, the best Australian Football
League team, so that is probably important!
I draw the attention of the house to a rather interesting
but quirky idea that the Department of Human Services
came up with to assist Seniors Card holders in
Frankston. There are over 10 000 holders of the Seniors
Card in Frankston and they all received an invitation,
delivered in Australia Post’s inimitable fashion —
anywhere between 9 o’clock in the morning and 3.30 in
the afternoon — inviting them to a free concert. The
department did not put a time limit on when they could
all ring to book tickets to go to this free concert, which
was to be held at the Frankston arts centre, so needless
to say the people who got the invitation at 9 o’clock in
the morning rang immediately. As I said, there are over
10 000 Seniors Card holders, who were allowed two
tickets each, but the venue for the concert holds only
800 people.
There was a gross miscalculation of the response to this
wonderful idea. The only downside to the event was
that it was to be opened by the Minister for Aged Care.
However, the fact that the department miscalculated the
number of Seniors Card holders in the city of Frankston
who would be interested in attending the concert and
the dribbling of Australia Post deliveries from 9 o’clock
in the morning until 3.30 in the afternoon, brings me to
suggest that 19 200 Seniors Card holders — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
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United States of America: terrorist attacks

Royal Melbourne Show

Mr LONEY (Geelong North) — Last Sunday
evening I attended the national day of mourning
ecumenical service at St Mary’s Cathedral in Geelong
held for the victims of the terrorist attacks on the United
States of America. On that evening the cathedral was
filled to overflowing, as well over a thousand people
attended. It was probably the biggest attendance seen in
that church since a service held some years ago for the
victims of the Linton bushfires. It was a simple,
dignified and moving service, and it filled an enormous
need in the community to allow people to come
together to pay their respects. On behalf of those who
attended the service I would like to take this
opportunity to thank the organisers. As I said, it was
designed to fill a need which was being expressed in
our community.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — This week is an
exciting one in Melbourne because it is the week that
the premier event in Melbourne begins — the Royal
Melbourne Show. The Royal Melbourne Show is
indeed the premier event in Victoria. It attracts more
Victorian, interstate and international visitors than any
other event. It is attended by more people than the
Melbourne Cup and more people go to the show than to
the grand prix. The show’s average attendance is over
600 000 each year, and it receives more than 27 000
entries. It is a wonderful showcase for the diverse and
extensive agricultural products produced in Victoria.
The good thing about the show is that it is priced at a
level that means all Victorians can afford to go.

I would also like to take this opportunity to pass on the
condolences of the Geelong North community to all the
families and friends of the victims of the terrorist
attacks and to all American people. It has been said
many times in the past week or so that the world will
never be the same. If that is so, then the challenge for us
in our privileged position is to ensure that it is a better
and more secure world.

Lysterfield Primary School
Mr LUPTON (Knox) — I recently visited
Lysterfield Primary School, which was originally built
to hold 450 students and currently has 610. The school
was constructed only some four and a half years ago,
but the copper pipes that provide the school’s drinking
water are causing the water to turn blue in colour. That
means the taps must be left running before the children
at the school can drink the water. The problem — apart
from the fact that we are at a stage where water is
scarce and we cannot afford to leave taps running to
clear pipes — is that the school council is expected to
fund the replacement of the pipes.
I do not believe it is appropriate to require the council
and community of any school in this state to fund the
replacement of pipes to provide drinking water for
students. It is obvious that the contractor who laid the
copper pipes in the first place used the wrong pipes, but
it is totally unacceptable for a school community to
have to replace copper pipes in a school that is only
four and a half years old. This should be looked at. We
cannot afford to waste the water, and the health of our
school pupils is most important.

The show has now spanned three centuries in Ascot
Vale; it started there in 1854. It began as a ploughing
competition because farmers were concerned that
people were not ploughing in straight lines, and it has
expanded into a much more exciting event. The
showgrounds act as a major link between country and
metropolitan Victoria and provide a showcase for
industrial and agricultural products. The show gives
many Melbourne people the opportunity to have a
greater understanding of country and rural Victorians. I
urge all members of Parliament to get out there, take
their families and go several times.

Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I recently put a
question to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
the answer revealed that the Labor government has
spent $17 663 and nearly two years endeavouring to
establish the Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council but
the council has no members and has not yet met. One
could hardly help but think that this sounds like a waste
of money.
The minister’s response to my question about this
initiative was that the money had been spent on
advertising for nominations to the council. I call on the
Minister for Multicultural Affairs to explain exactly
how this money was spent. My information is that an
effective mass media campaign to solicit nominations
for the council could easily have been carried out for
less than $5000. It sounds ridiculous to spend $17 000
on this, given the fact that the Bracks government has
access to other advisory bodies such as the Victorian
Multicultural Commission and many multicultural
chambers of commerce. Nominations could easily and
effectively have been sought through written letters to
community organisations at a fraction of the cost.
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Instead the government has spent more than $17 000
and achieved nothing.
The Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council is another
example of how the Bracks government has
mismanaged the multicultural affairs portfolio. The
previous government worked very hard to realise
Victoria’s multicultural advantage in business, and the
Bracks government has let that good work go to waste.

Patterson River Secondary College
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — I would like to sing the
praises, beat the drum and sound the horn in absolute
acknowledgment of a wonderful school in my
electorate, the Patterson River Secondary College,
which last week presented its eleventh annual musical.
Under the leadership of the instrumental music
manager, Mr Paul May, and his band of staff, the
audience listened to 18 items of musical excellence
from the junior concert band, which is made up of
junior school students, some of whom have only been
learning for 6 or 12 months, through to the last item of
the night, which was the senior concert band, which had
its first standing ovation. It is an excellent school
providing an excellent music curriculum.
The school has two concert bands, a stage band and a
production band. It has a string trio, a flute quartet, a
string orchestra, a flute ensemble and a woodwind
ensemble as well as a choir and year 10 ensembles.
Many of the items were produced by the students
themselves, and I would like to congratulate the school
wholeheartedly.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Ansett Australia: financial crisis
The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted the
following matter of public importance, submitted by the
honourable member for Mitcham, for debate today:
That this house notes the devastating impact of the collapse of
Ansett on Australia and Victoria, including the effect on
employment, tourism and the aviation industry.

Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I commence by
noting the very gloomy prospects for the revival of
Ansett Australia that have been reported in the media in
the past 24 hours. I wish to express my deep sympathy
for all the victims of this corporate collapse — to the
Ansett workers, to their families, to all involved in
associated travel industry trades, to the many technical
and further education (TAFE) students, to regional
communities and to the many Ansett retired staff who
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will be feeling bitter and confused over the events of
the past couple of weeks about the collapse of an icon
that they helped create through a lifetime’s work.
The significance of Ansett needs to be appreciated. It is
the second biggest airline in Australia and employed,
and technically still employs, some 16 000 people,
almost half of them located in Victoria. Each year some
5.1 million Ansett passenger movements transit through
Melbourne, and it is — or at least it was — a significant
regional airline operator to Portland, Traralgon, Albury
and Mildura.
Victorians need to know that their state government
wants answers as desperately as they do for a collapse
which all the evidence suggests could have been
avoided. Like the state government, Victorians will
demand an explanation in the first instance from the
federal government as to why for months it oversaw the
slippery slope towards financial collapse.
Victorians already understand that the state government
has consistently acted in the airline’s best interests, and
the record will clearly show that. Like the rest of the
country, the government has understood for several
months that Ansett had a profound need to recapitalise.
The reasons for this are well enough understood. The
management decisions over many years had given
Ansett a fleet of aircraft which amongst its international
rivals was on average the second oldest in the world.
The Civil Aviation Safety Authority was aware of
deficiencies within the company regarding compliance
with maintenance regulations. As a consequence of
CASA’s actions the Christmas and Easter impasses hurt
the company’s bottom line significantly, and since
April we have all understood that Ansett was looking
for capital.
There is nothing unusual about companies seeking to
recapitalise: it is a common enough occurrence in
business. The state government was keen to see the
recapitalisation facilitated through the most likely
avenue, which was always going to be Singapore
Airlines. Singapore Airlines is probably the world’s
most respected and lowly geared airline. It has a
first-class reputation for being judicious in the way it
operates.
By early August, after several months of negotiations, a
situation had developed where Singapore Airlines, as a
25 per cent owner of Ansett’s parent Air New Zealand,
was seeking to inject new capital into Ansett via an
expansion of its Air New Zealand stake from 25 per
cent to 49 per cent — a sensible, rational and entirely
reasonable strategy. Singapore Airlines intended to
inject into Air New Zealand not just $100 million, not
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even $500 million as has been suggested, but up to
$5 billion by 2005, a sensible strategy that the Victorian
government was happy to support and did support
through official correspondence from the Premier to the
Prime Minister on 7 August. It was a sensible strategy
that required the lobbying of the New Zealand
government by its Australian counterpart to ensure that
the foreign ownership arrangements could be made to
allow that increased stake to develop.
It was a sensible strategy under any circumstances until
the Deputy Prime Minister got involved. In a
remarkable backflip in early August the Deputy Prime
Minister, John Anderson, went from supporting the
Singapore Airlines position — and the Ansett position,
as it turned out — to rejecting it and taking entirely the
opposite line. This was a monumental backflip.
On 6 August the Australian Financial Review
summarised the position well in its headline ‘Ansett
attacks Anderson ‘protectionism’, and I will read some
comments from that article, which states:
Ansett has launched an extraordinary attack on the federal
transport minister, Mr John Anderson, describing his support
for a Qantas plan to block increased investment in Ansett as a
threat to its viability.
In a private letter sent to all state and territory governments,
the embattled Ansett accused Mr Anderson of confusing the
commercial interests of Qantas with the national interest.

The article further states:
In its letter Ansett said: ‘This extraordinary development is
dangerously anticompetitive and directly puts at risk the
public interest in our nationwide 12 000-plus jobs, network
and competitive balance to Qantas.
‘Masking commercially expedient Qantas decisions as
“national interest” is short sighted and high risk — the QF
interest and the public interest in Ansett’s future are not the
same’.

Further on it states:
Every state and territory has a public interest in a healthy,
viable Ansett to ensure diversity in employment, services,
investment and aviation-reliant industries in their state.

It could not be clearer than that.
One of the questions Victorians require an answer to
urgently is on whose advice John Anderson did this
monumental backflip. Was it his National Party
colleagues in Canberra? Was it his National Party
colleagues in this state? Was it the Leader of the
National Party in this state? Upon whose
encouragement did the Deputy Prime Minister abandon
the obvious solution to Ansett’s woes?
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Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Perhaps it was the honourable
member for Swan Hill; perhaps he is an expert on
aviation policy. It has not been a good year for the
federal government in administering corporate and
regulatory environments in this country.
Not long ago we saw the Minister for Financial
Services and Regulation sweating it out on A Current
Affair, trying to tell a bewildered Australian public that
there was no need for a royal commission into the
collapse of HIH Insurance. The following day he
looked just as bewildered when his Prime Minister
overruled him.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — He might have. He is going to
put his hand up and take credit for that as well.
In recent weeks we also saw an amazing compromise
by the Prime Minister when his Minister for Small
Business completely failed to understand the notion of
a conflict of interest and was more or less advising his
electoral council officers on ways they could avoid the
tax system that he was charged with overseeing. So
perhaps the Prime Minister and the Deputy Prime
Minister’s inaction on Ansett should not surprise us.
The minister also wears a regional development hat. I
have been involved in some of the forums that the
Deputy Prime Minister has convened in a supposed
effort to flesh out some of the regional development
concerns of and strategies for this country. We have
attended two meetings. One was in early March 1999,
at which representatives from around the country were
pushing the Deputy Prime Minister to consider a whole
raft of issues associated with regional development. I
refer to issues such as the fly-in, fly-out taxation
arrangements in mining settlements; regional and
remote communities communications; petrol taxation;
and community building. Consistently, for months, the
Deputy Prime Minister busily palmed these issues off
to other ministers. He clearly said they were not his
responsibility as the Deputy Prime Minister and
minister responsible for regional development.
It is little wonder that, in the aftermath of his deputy’s
Ansett misadventure, the Prime Minister had to send in
the head kicking minister responsible for workplace
relations to defend the Deputy Prime Minister at a
recent National Party of Australia conference. We saw
Tony Abbott up there, doing the job that the Deputy
Prime Minister would normally do. How desperate the
National Party must now be to have to call in Tony
Abbott to entertain them. Honestly, if he has the

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 19 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

minister responsible for workplace relations defending
him the Deputy Prime Minister is really on thin ice!
There are numerous concerns about the minister’s
competency, as demonstrated by his lack of leadership
over Ansett. Bear in mind that the Deputy Prime
Minister was effectively in charge of this country while
the Prime Minister was abroad during the tragic events
of last week. If the minister is prepared to change his
mind so mysteriously and so quickly on an issue as
critical as Ansett and its future, what guarantees do the
Australian public have that he would, in the event of
any serious threat to Australia’s security in events
similar to last week, be able to conduct himself any
more appropriately? The answer is of course that in the
aftermath of the Ansett fiasco we have no guarantees.
That should trouble every Australian citizen regardless
of their direct involvement in the aviation industry.
I feel particularly concerned for the people of regional
Victoria, and I include the people of the Latrobe Valley.
Earlier this year I visited the Latrobe Valley airport at
Traralgon. They have had a difficult — —
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I have been to Swan Hill, yes,
do not worry about that. The Latrobe Valley airport has
done a lot of work with the council over the years to
build up the services — —
Mr Smith — Madam Acting Speaker, I raise a point
of order which relates to the relevancy of this to
Victoria. I know it is a wide-ranging debate, and I know
it is a matter of public importance, but chapter 20A on
matters of public importance at page 96 of Rulings from
the Chair — 1920–2000 talks about:
… whether it relates to or concerns a subject in respect of
which the house has an authority to act …

In this particular case there is no tying in with the state
of Victoria. The honourable member is continuing with
his bashing of John Anderson without referring it back
to paragraph (b) of chapter 20A. I would like the Chair
to take that as a point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I do not uphold the point of order. As the honourable
member says, the debate is wide ranging. However,
matters of public importance have to relate to Victoria,
and I ask the honourable member for Mitcham to
ensure that he comes back to that in his closing
remarks.
Mr ROBINSON — I feel particularly aggrieved for
the people of regional Victoria, including the people of
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the Latrobe Valley, which last time I checked was in
Victoria. We notice that the airport operators and the
council have done a lot of work over many years to
build up that airport and to build its services. The
collapse of Ansett has meant that the weekday service
to Sydney from Traralgon has been suspended. Earlier
this year the state government made a substantial grant
to the airport to purchase back land that the previous
government had forced it to sell off. There was the
crazy situation in the Latrobe Valley where the end of
the runway extension went into the land which had
been sold off a few years earlier by the Kennett
government and which had to be managed by a special
Crown committee. It was an amazing situation and an
indictment of the former state government.
I feel great sympathy for the 500-plus Kangan Institute
of TAFE students who are undertaking aeronautical
courses — and that includes 80 trainees, many of
whom expected to go into second-year apprenticeships
with Ansett next year. Their futures and their
aspirations have been left hanging in the balance. Since
news of Ansett’s imminent demise emerged early last
week the Victorian government has been very active in
undertaking a range of initiatives as best it can, given
the implications and consequences of the collapse.
Those were detailed yesterday by the Minister for State
and Regional Development, and I expect more will be
said about them in the course of this debate. But the
damage has been done.
The months have passed in which rescue packages
could have been developed, and it has been entirely
fanciful for the federal government to pretend in the
past few days before the administrator was brought in
that anything could have been done constructively, but
it pretended nonetheless. We are owed an explanation
from the Deputy Prime Minister. All Victorians are
owed an explanation. John Anderson, having failed to
deliver an explanation, has only one option. He has
only one choice to make — that is, whether he hands in
his resignation tomorrow, or he does the decent thing
and hands it in today.
In closing I congratulate the Australian Services Union,
of which I am a proud member. We hear honourable
members opposite all the time out there bagging unions
and questioning the role of the value of unions. How
much worse would the situation and circumstances
have been for thousands of Ansett workers in the past
week had they not had the Australian Services Union
there to act as their representative in the very tight time
lines laid down by the administrators to register as
people who were owed entitlements. They have done
an absolutely sterling job. But for the ASU this
incredible tragedy would have scarred the lives of so
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many thousands of Victorian workers and their families
so much harder. The Ansett collapse is a calamity
which demands answers from, in the first instance, the
federal government, and the sooner we get those from
the Deputy Prime Minister the better.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — What an extraordinary
performance from the parliamentary secretary, whom I
expect will not be given another matter of public
importance. However, I congratulate him on his
wonderful reading style! I am sure his alma mater,
which I understand is St Leo’s College, Box Hill,
would be very proud that it taught him to read so well.
When this government faces problems it has two
reactions. First of all, it may set up a committee to have
a review — and I am sure that is coming on this one —
and secondly, it blames somebody else. That is its style.
I note here that while the matter of public importance
submitted by the honourable member for Mitcham asks
that this house notes the devastating impact of the
collapse of Ansett on Australia and Victoria, the
opposition would like to go one further than just simply
noting it. What the opposition would like to do is
suggest something that this government could actually
do rather than blame somebody else!
Make no mistake about it: the single most important
task for this government — the single most important
task for the Premier and the Minister for State and
Regional Development — is to retain an airline
headquartered in Melbourne. That is its task. Its task is
to get proactive; its task is to get on the phone. Its task
is to offer incentives to ensure that whatever comes out
of this, if Ansett is sold in one lot, if it is fragmented or
if the worst option prevails — a Qantas monopoly
supplier — there is some element of headquartering and
some element of a main office in Melbourne. That is
the issue for this government. That is the issue for this
minister. That is the issue for Victorian jobs.
Potential investors should be contacted. The
administrator should be contacted. Deals should be
struck. That is the proper use of the Department of State
and Regional Development. That is the foremost task
for this government, rather than retracing history,
blaming somebody else and, as I am sure it will do, set
up a committee of review at some stage.
The problem with this government is its style. After all
of the businesses that have left Melbourne and regional
Victoria and those that have chosen not to invest in
Victoria we have a half-hearted reaction from the
Minister for State and Regional Development and the
Premier. We saw this happen with Virgin Airlines,
which is obviously a very relevant comparison. Virgin
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Airlines took its headquarters to Brisbane because this
government did not even bother to pick up the phone.
Qantas is headquartered in Sydney. We need an airline
headquartered in Melbourne. The problem with this
government, because of its style, is that we have missed
opportunities. Virgin Airlines was a missed
opportunity. It is very important at this stage in the
Ansett collapse that this is not another missed
opportunity for the Bracks government.
Make no mistake about it, the impact on Victoria of this
collapse will be profound. Dr Brain from the National
Institute of Economic and Industry Research, an
economic entity used by this government, and by the
previous government, to calculate a range of economic
impacts, has estimated that the impact on Victoria could
be up to $400 million. As I said, part of this is due to
the fact that Victoria is Ansett’s base. It is also
estimated that the jobs of some 6000 Victorians
currently are in jeopardy. But to put that in context, I
also draw the attention of the house to the fact that
under this government, in the first eight months of this
year, 36 300 full-time jobs have already been lost in
Victoria. And what does the government do? It sets up
committees of inquiry and blames someone else!
It is time for the government to get proactive. It is not
only about the actual Ansett jobs, and the parliamentary
secretary should know this. There are other jobs in
related industries — for example, in aircraft
maintenance, suppliers of the airline industry, tourism
and travel agents. A whole raft of Victorian jobs will be
impacted on if Dr Brain’s $400 million estimate holds
true. I note that the Labor Party has basically walked
away from its election promise of a 5 per cent
unemployment rate. The minister has almost
completely abandoned that promise.
It is also important to note the comments of respected
industry groups. Paul Fennelly from the Australian
Industry Group has warned the government of the
ramifications of this collapse and the need for the
government to do something. Paul Fennelly made the
comment in the Age of 15 September that this is a
particularly serious collapse with the potential to impact
on Victoria in a most significant manner. He states:
At the moment, it’s difficult to know the multiplier effect of
how many other companies will now experience significant
difficulty following Ansett’s troubles … there will be
repercussions throughout the whole economy.

In the face of those warnings, it is vital that the
government actually does something about it rather
than what it has done previously — that is, assume the
role of commentator and observer.
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I turn now to the tourism industry, an industry in which
I have a particular interest. Tourism in Victoria now
faces a twin threat: first of all, the threat to its
international tourism numbers, in part impacted upon
by the fallout from the American situation; and also the
threat to its domestic tourism numbers.
I direct to the attention of the house the fact that tourism
in Victoria on both the international and domestic fronts
is not performing well. The current Minister for
Tourism has taken his hands off the wheel, and the
tourism industry — a vital industry for Victoria — is
now at a critical stage. The figures for both
international and domestic tourism under this
government are already showing a decline.
I will make a couple of comments about international
tourism. I note that the Australian Tourist Commission
(ATC) has ‘pulled’ its advertising campaign in the
United States. Australia spends something like
$50 million advertising Australia, including the states,
internationally. That campaign has been temporarily
halted in the United States for the justifiable reason,
according to Mr Boundy, as reported in yesterday’s
Australian Financial Review, that:
Clearly we have to advertise when these things are going to
fall on fertile ground.

The ATC, as I understand it, will resume the
advertising campaign for Australia in January, that time
being deemed to be more fertile ground. However, in
Victoria — and it is very important that the government
does not hide behind the international crisis in the
United States — our international tourism is already in
decline. I draw the attention of the house to budget
documents that illustrate this.
In the 1998–99 financial year international visitor
nights — visitor nights being probably the most critical
tourism indicator — were 20.6 million. By 1999–2000,
the first year of this Labor tourism minister’s year in
office, the figure had declined to 20.5 million. Indeed, I
also note in the budget that while the forecast bands for
international visitor nights are broad — remembering
that the forecast was prior to the fallout from the
American situation — the government forecast no
growth, and the figure has already gone backwards.
Domestic tourism falls fairly and squarely in the
province of this state government and into the lap of the
Minister for Major Projects and Tourism. In this area I
am sure he will seek to hide behind the Ansett collapse;
however, it is in this area that this government is failing
dismally. About three-quarters of Victoria’s economic
benefits come from domestic tourism. The government
was already failing prior to the Ansett collapse, and that
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is an enormous threat to the tourism industry and the
Victorian economy. The government is failing because
it has adopted a hands-off approach. As I said, I am
sure the government will hide behind Ansett to conceal
its deficiencies.
I again refer to the domestic numbers and put these
firmly on the record so the honourable member for
Gisborne can advocate for her electorate. I am on firm
ground here, given that I was the Minister for Tourism
in the previous government. In 1998–99 Victoria had
55.4 million domestic visitor nights. Unfortunately after
this new Labor minister took over by the end of the
1999–2000 financial year Victoria’s domestic visitor
nights had dropped to 52.5 million — a decline of
around 3 million. That was prior to the Ansett collapse.
Under this minister, under this government and with a
hands-off, review-it-all, blame-someone-else approach
domestic visitor tourism is declining in Victoria at a
time when in other states it is increasing.
I contrast that strongly against the actions of the
previous government. We faced two crises in tourism
when we were in office. The first was the Asian
downturn, and we immediately revised the business
plan. I call on this tourism minister to do likewise.
Mr Pandazopoulos — What did you do?
Ms ASHER — We gave them a lot of money. The
second crisis was the Gippsland floods. We
immediately put aside money to readvertise the
Gippsland area. We announced funding not after a
review and not after three weeks, but immediately.
I welcome the $10 million of new money, but I would
like to know from the minister, who has now emerged
from his office, what his targets are. What are we going
to get in terms of domestic visitor nights? What is the
target — —
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
Ms ASHER — The minister says, ‘They’re in the
budget papers’. So you’re not prepared to revise them?
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
Ms ASHER — ‘We’ll maintain the no-growth
target’, he said. First of all his numbers are down, now
he has forecast no growth, and he says that even with
the $10 million there will be no change to those targets.
This tourism minister has an immediate problem. Some
3500 bed nights have already been cancelled. Yet we
are about to have the Australian Football League Grand
Final and the Spring Racing Carnival. The minister

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
384

ASSEMBLY

needs to get on the phone. Tourism Victoria was once
proactive. He needs to ensure that these events, and
most importantly their economic value to Victoria, are
not threatened. Get out of the blame game is my advice
to the government.
I note in conclusion that this motion has been moved by
the honourable member for Mitcham expressing some
concern about the aviation industry. This is the same
honourable member I saw photographed in a
demonstration wanting to close Essendon Airport. I
might call on the Premier to advise me, as the member
for Brighton, whether if Essendon Airport were closed
planes would fly over Brighton. That would be
unacceptable to the residents of Brighton, Mordialloc
and Bentleigh. I call on the Premier to rule out
increased flights in the Moorabbin area.
The government needs to become proactive and secure
an airline headquarters for Melbourne, and it needs to
secure jobs. This government needs to ensure a viable
domestic tourism strategy. The issue of the impact of
the Ansett downturn on domestic tourism falls fairly
and squarely into this minister’s lap. Where is the
quarantined budget for regional tourism the previous
government had? Where is the 50 per cent quarantined
domestic advertising budget? We have not heard any of
that since this minister has been in office. His figures
are down internationally and domestically. It is most
important that the Minister for State and Regional
Development secure an airline headquarters for
Melbourne and that the Minister for Major Projects and
Tourism come out with a decent strategy to increase
domestic visitor numbers for Victoria.
It is also very important that this government stop this
hands-off approach and do something for Victoria,
rather than blaming others.
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — The
Weekly Times has today published a report card on the
first two years of the Labor government. The
newspaper gives it C+ for attitude, B for effort, A for
consultation — because it will talk to anyone about
anything at any time to get another committee
running — and, most importantly in this debate, D for
achievement. That says it all. It is absolutely right in
terms of the Labor government’s efforts.
You will never see a better example of the government
in full flight than what it has been doing with the Ansett
issue. Government members have been using the lives
of Ansett workers, who are unfortunately caught in the
middle of all this, for their own miserable political gain.
It is a deplorable approach to take to this whole issue,
and they are to be condemned for it. The hypocrisy they
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have displayed over these past weeks has been
absolutely breathtaking.
Let us look at some of the facts behind the issues that
have given rise to the problems with Ansett Australia.
Ansett, an airline which commenced in Hamilton about
65 years ago, is now in administration. The seeds of this
problem were sown in the early 1980s, when Sir Peter
Abels was in charge of the airline. He decided to
acquire a fleet of aircraft of different types and makes.
That meant that by the time Air New Zealand became
involved the problems were already there to be seen.
In 1996 Air New Zealand spent $475 million buying
out TNT’s share in Ansett. In April 2000 it spent
another $580 million buying out News Ltd’s share to
become the 100 per cent owner of Ansett Australia. It is
now recognised that on the way through the managers
of Air New Zealand simply did not do their homework.
They did not exercise due diligence. They acquired a
fleet which comprised 69 aircraft of eight different
types. In today’s world that was always going to be a
problem.
They were also faced with having to supply something
of the order of $4 billion to replace that fleet. There is
also the fact that since 1992 there has been an
inexorable slip in Ansett’s market share in comparison
to the increasing share held by Qantas. All those factors
were involved when they paid over the rest of that
money — the $580 million — in April last year. Since
then Ansett has been a wholly owned subsidiary of Air
New Zealand. In other words, Air New Zealand has had
the call.
It is also relevant that 25 per cent of Air New Zealand is
owned by Singapore Airlines — it is a non-voting
share, but a 25 per cent share nevertheless — and
another 30 per cent of is held by Brierley Investments
Ltd.
We have heard a lot of talk about the Qantas options
and the Singapore Airlines options, but the fact is that
the problem lies squarely with Air New Zealand and its
board, and then with the New Zealand government as a
second rung.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr RYAN — John Anderson, the minister
responsible at the federal level, has done an absolutely
fantastic job. I am proud to say that his efforts are now
being recognised as the true facts emerge. John
Anderson has done a mighty job of looking after
Australia’s interests in all of this. I am also proud to be
able to say that that is one of the reasons why the only
money on the table at the moment to look after the
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Ansett workers has come from the federal government.
The $400 million that is on the table has come from the
federal government, and not by way of indemnity or
otherwise. For all their bluster, the state governments in
Victoria and the other Labor states have not put a single
cracker on the table to help those people, whom they
are now using for their own miserable political ends.
Let us look at what the Treasurer is saying about all of
this. He says it is the fault of the federal government.
What an absolute furphy! Of course it is not the federal
government’s fault. Air New Zealand is a 100 per cent
foreign-owned company. To the mix can be added the
comment made last night by the minister at the table,
the Minister for Major Projects and Tourism, who said
the federal government should never have approved the
sale of the last 50 per cent to Air New Zealand. The fact
of the matter is that the federal Labor opposition
absolutely agreed with and consented to the sale taking
place.
Without going to the precise words, in the course of the
debate federal Labor’s shadow spokesperson was loud
and effusive in his praise of what the federal
government was doing. He said it would ensure proper
competition in Australia. That is what the federal Labor
opposition said at the time of the sale of that last half of
Ansett Australia to Air New Zealand.
But what did the Victorian Treasurer have to say about
it? He said it was the fault of the federal government.
What a lot of absolute rubbish! He overlooks the fact
that the federal Labor Party consented to the sale. He
says the federal government should somehow have
gone over there and convinced the New Zealand
government to adopt the Singapore option. He also says
it should somehow have used its influence to force the
board of Air New Zealand to adopt the Singapore
option, which he sees as the solution to all this.
It has been pointed out to the Treasurer that Australia
does not have the capacity to do that. We cannot
convince 100 per cent foreign-owned companies to do
such things.
The efforts of the Treasurer on this issue are to be
compared with what he has done elsewhere in Victoria:
Nestlé in Warrnambool has collapsed with a loss of
122 jobs; Heinz at Dandenong shed 192 jobs;
Email-Chef lost over 550 jobs to Adelaide; Benalla
Spinners has gone to New Zealand, causing a loss of
40 jobs; Ford Australia at Geelong and Broadmeadows
has shed 300 jobs; Arnott’s Biscuits at Burwood shed
613 jobs; Solectron at Wangaratta has lost 220 jobs;
and Nestlé at Maryborough lost 140 jobs. The list goes
on — and all of them are foreign owned.
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What success did our Victorian Treasurer have in
influencing the decisions of all those foreign-owned
entities? I do not know how many thousands of jobs it
adds up to here in Victoria, but here he is bleating about
the fact that the Australian government should have
gone over there and somehow caused the New Zealand
government and the board of Air New Zealand to take a
position which he, here in Victoria, could never
achieve, despite all his bluster. He says the federal
government is to blame because it was unable to do
what he could not do here in Victoria! Absolute
rubbish!
His classic interview with Jon Faine on ABC radio on
11 September has some great moments in it that I
would love to read out, but time it is against me. For
example, Jon Faine put it to the Treasurer that the
situation in Victoria was something about which he said
action should be taken and asked what he was going to
do about it as a member of the government. He put it to
the Treasurer that the government had put up money for
the GMH program and asked why it could not put
money up to protect the Ansett workers?
Of course the Treasurer said it was a silly analogy, to
use his term. Later on Jon Faine says in effect, ‘Well, in
light of my silly analogy as you say, what are you going
to tell us that your government is going to do to assist
the situation?’. This is worth reading out. Jon Faine
says:
I understand that, Mr Brumby, but I’m asking if the state
government will do anything of itself, rather than ask the
federal government to solve the problem.

Response by Mr Brumby:
Well, well, I …

And then silence, absolute silence! Isn’t that the wonder
of live radio when you get to hear it as it really is? Jon
Faine then comes back in and says:
It would seem the answer is no.

Isn’t that a classic summary of it? Just in keeping with
the Weekly Times mark of D for achievement, the
answer is no — and that is of course the case. The
government has nothing it can do or is able to do to
bring about the sorts of solutions it is supposedly
proposing to the Ansett workers. I might say that at a
federal level Mr Beazley is equally hopeless. Had we
pursued the position he put forward over the course of
the last weekend what a disaster that would have been!
At the end of the day where does all this take us? I will
tell you, Madam Acting Speaker. The state government
in Victoria should be absolutely condemned for the way
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it has used the Ansett workers. It has nailed those
people to the political cross of opportunism. That is
what it has done. It is using them to advance its own
miserable ends because it knows that a federal election
is due and that soon enough federal Labor will have to
face the music. All the rhetoric will count for nothing
then, because the numbers will come in and we will all
be faced with the fact of whatever the numbers say.
In the meantime, in a desperate and grubby measure to
assist the federal Labor Party, this pathetic bunch here
in Victoria, led by a Treasurer who is not up to it, is
putting propositions to these workers which simply do
not stand scrutiny. So I say on behalf of all Victorians,
this government deserves to be condemned.
Ms BEATTIE (Tullamarine) — How extraordinary.
We see the death of a great Aussie — indeed, a great
Victorian — icon and all we get from that side of the
house is cheap political opportunism, absolute
opportunism. The last time I looked aviation was a
federal responsibility. It still is. The blame lies with the
federal government. John Anderson and John Howard
will go down in history as Ansett’s undertakers. That is
how the people of Tullamarine regard John Howard
and John Anderson. Leaving John Anderson in charge
of aviation policy — indeed, in charge of this
country — is like leaving Dracula in charge of the
blood bank.
Yesterday we heard the Leader of the Opposition say
he did not think the federal government should do
anything to alleviate the pain in the aviation and
tourism industries. He will stand condemned by the
people of Tullamarine and the Ansett workers who live
in my electorate, because I will be showing them
Hansard and they will judge him at the next election.
I congratulate the people who are working very hard to
try to get things back on track. The chief executive
officer of Melbourne Airport, Chris Barlow, and his
team are doing everything they can to help. Locally the
City of Hume is arranging nights with Centrelink, and it
has arrangements in place for the deferral of rates, as
has Western Water. However, the deferral of rates does
not help the 6000 Ansett workers in Victoria. They do
not want deferral of payments; they want their jobs and
their entitlements, and that is what they should be
given.
We hear John Howard say that he is going to give them
some of their entitlements. What entitlements is he
talking about — the entitlements that are due to them,
or the statutory entitlements? There is a difference
between them, a difference of between $300 000 and
$50 000, so I urge people to be careful when they talk
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about John Howard guaranteeing entitlements. We
know the entitlements he guaranteed; they were for his
brother Stan’s workers. That is the only time he ever
guaranteed anything.
The federal government has been totally incompetent in
this. Anderson watched while Ansett buckled at the
knees and fell down — 16 000 Australian jobs gone,
and he claims it was a surprise. It was not a surprise.
Ansett has been losing market share for some time, and
the workers of Ansett deferred their pay increases to
help Ansett out. That is the sort of work force Ansett
has — long-serving, loyal employees who will do
anything to help the company out. But how do the
people on the opposite side feel? They could not care
less. They could not care less about the people of
Tullamarine and the people of Gisborne. They just
stand there and deride the Bracks government, which
was the first government to do anything — $10 million
into the tourism industry and a consumer hotline that
took 4000 calls in a matter of hours. And what do they
do? Absolutely nothing. They try to sheet the blame
home to the Victorian government.
Aviation policy is a federal matter, and the opposition
should take note of that. Where is Anderson’s aviation
policy? Does he have one, or is it in his back pocket? Is
he keeping it a secret like everything else? The absence
of leadership in this matter is deplorable. Howard and
Anderson — Ansett’s undertakers!
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — You just amaze me at times,
honestly. What is the federal government doing about
this? It is still sitting on its hands doing nothing,
absolutely nothing. As I said, the Bracks government
has put $10 million into the tourism industry, it has set
up consumer hotlines. Loyal employees who want their
jobs back are ready to go back to their jobs.
The City of Hume estimates that between 1000 and
1500 families in the Sunbury area will be affected by
this, which will be absolutely catastrophic for Hume.
On a local issue, I call on the Sunbury Residents
Association, which has a mad campaign to separate
Sunbury from Hume, to now desist from this campaign
and back away from it, because it will cause rate
increases. The local chamber of commerce should be
out there assisting businesses to stay afloat in these
terrible times rather than joining that mad campaign to
separate Sunbury from Hume.
The honourable member for Hawthorn talked about
leadership. Where was the leader of this country when
this was going on? Having lunch with Rupert Murdoch.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 19 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

What did they talk about at that time? Yesterday in this
house we heard the extraordinary statement from the
honourable member for Wantirna, which was totally
incorrect, that there was a union picket line around the
New Zealand Prime Minister’s plane. There was no
union picket line around that plane. There was a group
of very distressed workers who had just lost their jobs
and lost their futures, who reacted and surrounded the
plane with equipment. The honourable member asked
about the cost of all this. I will tell him about the cost of
some of these things.
The cost is shown in this newspaper story about the
Stanley family of Sunbury. Mum and dad, John and
Rose, work at Ansett. Their son Aaron is a second-year
apprentice at Ansett. Their other son, Jason, is a
fourth-year apprentice at Ansett. Those jobs are gone
because of the total incompetence of Prime Minister
Howard and Minister Anderson. They are a family not
only without jobs but without any guarantee of their
entitlements, nothing at all. Again, what do Howard and
Anderson do? Sit on their hands. What does this
hapless opposition do? It tries to sheet the blame home
to the Bracks government.
Once again I say that the Bracks government is the only
government in Australia that is doing so much at this
time. I was present at a round-table discussion that
included airline operators, the secretary of the ACTU
and representatives from Australian industry groups,
tourism and Melbourne Airport sitting down together,
trying to do something to alleviate this position.
Absolutely!
From that there came several actions. There was a
meeting with the investors; meetings with the unions,
whose representatives are working with regional
networks, which are obviously very important; phone
link-ups with Singapore Airlines; meetings with the
Ansett administrators; the call on the commonwealth
government to safeguard Ansett’s 17 000 employees;
and the consumer hotline. And the opposition asks what
is being done. There were also calls for future action,
phone link-ups with other states, investment facilitation,
and the bringing together of parties. I understand that
former President Clinton calls it triangulation. It is
happening with government business brokerage, and
we are willing to talk about payroll tax. We have all
these systems in place. What does the federal
government have in place? Absolutely nothing.
In conclusion I say that the domestic route between
Melbourne and Sydney is the third-busiest route in the
world, and we need more than one airline in our sky
servicing that route. We need Ansett to get up and fly
again, we need to reward those long-serving
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employees, and we need to get them their jobs back.
For this appalling opposition to try to blame the Bracks
government in some way or other — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BEATTIE — It is federal policy. For its
members to try to blame the Bracks government in
some way is absolutely appalling. They will stand
condemned by the people of Tullamarine for their
ineptitude, and the cheap political opportunism they
used yesterday and are again using today will see them
stand condemned by this state.
Mr WILSON (Bennettswood) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to this matter of public importance.
When we heard of the collapse of Ansett Australia last
week it was indeed a very sad day. It was a very sad
day for Victoria, it was a very sad day for Australia and
it was a very sad day for good aviation in this country.
It was an especially sad day for the employees of the
company and their families.
For over half a century — for 65 years — Ansett has
been an icon of Australian, and indeed world, aviation.
Over that period it has provided extensive national,
regional and, in more recent years, international air
services. To lose such an icon is a genuine national,
corporate and historical calamity — a calamity for
employment, a calamity for tourism and a calamity for
aviation in this state and in this country.
I commence my speech — and I notice he has left the
chamber — by reflecting upon the contribution of the
honourable member for Mitcham and I will touch on a
few points made by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in her excellent contribution. The fact that
the honourable member for Mitcham moved this matter
of public importance is interesting, because it is not his
first entry into aviation policy in this state or in this city.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition in her
contribution correctly brought to the attention of the
house, as I will again, an article in the Herald Sun of
27 August which states:
Essendon Airport would close if Labor wins the next federal
election, the opposition said yesterday … Opposition
transport spokesman Martin Ferguson said the ALP would
negotiate with lease owners Edgelear to close it.

A photograph accompanying the story shows two
honourable members who sit in this chamber — the
honourable member for Essendon and, believe it or not,
the honourable member for Mitcham — —
An Honourable Member — Who?
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Mr WILSON — It shows the honourable members
for Essendon and Mitcham walking in a rally to close
Essendon Airport. That is interesting in itself. But it
should be also be noted that according to the Handbook
of the 54th Parliament of Victoria the honourable
member for Mitcham has another title. He is the
parliamentary secretary for state and regional
development. His thinking appears to be that state and
regional development is possible without a major
second airport in Melbourne.
It is a remarkable contradiction for the honourable
member for Mitcham to stand up this morning and talk
about aviation policy, when only a matter of a few
weeks ago he was walking the streets of Essendon
calling for the closure of Essendon Airport. The
honourable member for Mitcham should spend a little
more time in his electorate on state matters. He should
worry about schools; he should worry about police
numbers and police on the streets; he should worry
about some of the traffic black spots that my
constituents in Bennettswood tell me are very bad in his
electorate of Mitcham; and perhaps he should spend a
bit of time worrying about getting a community bank
into his electorate.
The honourable member for Mitcham offered very little
explanation of what the Bracks government has done
and what it intends to do about the situation. As the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said in her
contribution, at the moment the Bracks government has
two main tasks. One is to retain or secure an airline
headquarters in Melbourne. Qantas has its headquarters
in Sydney and Virgin Airlines has its headquarters in
Brisbane. We all understand that Melbourne should
have had the Virgin Airlines headquarters, but because
of the total inaction of the Bracks government we failed
to secure it. That great opportunity went north to
Brisbane. The second task is to ensure that regional
Victoria is well serviced by air services.
Those are the two main tasks before the government.
But look at the table in this chamber. Where is the
Treasurer? Where is the Premier? The Labor Party has
proposed a matter of public importance for debate in
this chamber, and neither the Premier nor the Treasurer,
who is also the Minister for State and Regional
Development, is in the chamber to hear the
contributions. In fact, there is not a minister at the table.
The Minister for Tourism is over there giving some
lines to the honourable member for Gisborne for her
contribution. It is extraordinary that no senior minister
is at the table and that we are left with the junior
Minister for Tourism to run the show.
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In contrast to the Bracks government, the Howard
government has been very productive. Yesterday,
services to 23 of the 34 regional centres which had been
previously serviced by Ansett had resumed. That is
what good government is all about — getting on with
the job, getting aeroplanes into the skies again, and
linking up Australian cities — instead of the rhetoric
we are hearing from this government and from the
honourable member for Mitcham. We also heard an
extraordinary contribution from the honourable
member for Tullamarine a little while ago; presumably
we will hear from the Minister for Tourism later. We
are not hearing about plans for the future or about
action; we are simply hearing Labor Party rhetoric.
The honourable member for Mitcham said a lot about
the federal government’s role in the Ansett situation.
Unless I failed to hear him correctly, the honourable
member for Mitcham did not at any stage during his
contribution mention the incompetence of Air New
Zealand, its board and its management. More
importantly, I do not think I heard the honourable
member at any stage mention the absolute
incompetence of the New Zealand Labour government
and its appalling performance in this great calamity.
The performance of Labour Prime Minister, Helen
Clark, has been, to say the least, abysmal. Has the
Victorian Premier, the Honourable Steve Bracks, made
a phone call to his colleague across the Tasman to insist
that Air New Zealand does the right thing by Ansett
employees in this country?
Mr Baillieu — He said he had not yesterday.
Mr WILSON — Thank you; the honourable
member for Hawthorn tells me that yesterday he said he
had not. He has not made that phone call. It is not a
difficult task to pick up a telephone in Melbourne and
phone Wellington, New Zealand. They are members of
the same political grouping.
Mr Baillieu — He has not written; he has not rung!
Mr WILSON — He has not written and he has not
rung. It is extraordinary. The New Zealand Labour
Party, like Labor parties all around this country and
Labour parties throughout the world, have displayed
extraordinary incompetence in this area.
Earlier this week I was listening to the New Zealand
Prime Minister being interviewed on 3AW. When the
Labour Prime Minister of New Zealand was asked
whether she had been in contact over the weekend with
Air New Zealand, what was her response? I will tell
you. Her response was, if I heard her correctly, ‘Yes,
via the media’. What prime minister in a situation such
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as this contacts a major player such as the board and
management of Air New Zealand via the media? It is
an extraordinary performance or lack of performance.
The Labor Party at both the state and federal levels is
playing gutter politics with this tragedy. To see that you
have only to look at and listen to the actions and
bleating of Kim Beazley over the last few days — look
at his backflips and his contradictory comments. What
happened yesterday in Canberra was a perfect example
of how the Labor Party and the Australian Council of
Trade Unions (ACTU) are playing dirty politics with
the corporate tragedy of the Ansett collapse and the
accompanying personal tragedy for its employees
throughout Australia.
Referring to a rally of Ansett workers in Canberra the
Herald Sun reports today that Mr Abbott, the federal
workplace relations minister, tried to talk to the rally
but was told by ACTU president, Sharan Burrow, that
he was not welcome to address the crowd. The article
states:
Mr Beazley defended the decision to ban government
ministers from speaking to the rally and accused them of
seeking to provoke the protesters.
‘What Abbott was coming down here to do, like Baird, was to
provoke them, so that (the media) would follow them around
with cameras, with that provocation’, he said.

The Labor Party at both state and federal levels should
be ashamed about its inaction in this area. The Ansett
tragedy is indeed just that — a tragedy — and we
commend the Howard government on its fine work in
this area.
Ms DUNCAN (Gisborne) — It was quite
extraordinary sitting here listening to the comments of
the honourable member for Bennettswood. I noticed a
few laughs from the government benches in response to
his comment about the fine work of the federal
government in the Ansett crisis. It is difficult to imagine
a more abysmal approach to the collapse than the one
we have seen from the Howard government. It seems to
me that the Prime Minister has adopted the approach of
just curling himself into a ball, trying to appear
consumed by other issues, making himself the smallest
possible target and blaming the various owners,
operators, boards of directors and others.
There is no doubt that all those parties have been part of
this collapse, but what the honourable member for
Bennettswood and other honourable members fail to
understand and are unable to explain is why a
government — any government, including a federal
government — would knowingly sit on its hands when
at least 16 000 jobs are on the line. Regardless of whose
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area of responsibility it is, you would imagine that a
federal government would have something to say on
the matter and would at the very least lift a finger to try
to do something to address it.
I am sorry, Mr Acting Speaker, that I jumped straight
into referring to the honourable member for
Bennettswood, but his closing remarks were so
extraordinary that I could not help but respond
immediately to them. I wanted to start my contribution
by saying that it is very difficult for me to talk about a
matter of public importance without referring to what
has occurred overseas — the tragedy and sheer horror
of the events that have occurred in the United States of
America. I am sure every honourable member of this
house is appalled by that, and our prayers and good
wishes go out to all the people who have died or have
lost members of their family or friends. It makes us all
very fearful about the future and what the fallout from
this may be. I fear the ramifications of this. It may take
us all down a road where none of us ever thought we
would be.
As I said, the Ansett Australia collapse is a tragedy of
huge economic proportions. As the house would be
aware, I represent the seat of Gisborne, which is located
very close to the airport, so naturally there are a lot of
people in my electorate who worked for Ansett and
have been devastated by this collapse. I will give some
examples. It was estimated that in just one of the
secondary schools about 25 per cent of the students
have been affected one way or another — either by one
or two parents or guardians being affected by this
collapse. That is part of the tragedy. It is not uncommon
to find many members of the one family who have
worked for Ansett, some of them for many years. I have
heard that four members of one family all worked for
Ansett. To have every dollar of income in the
household vanish overnight is absolutely devastating
for that family.
I will refer to two residents whose situations were
reported in our local newspaper. Referring to the Ansett
collapse the headline in the Macedon Ranges Telegraph
of 18 September reads ‘Absolutely devastating’. That
sums up what this Ansett collapse means to the people
of my electorate. I will quote from the newspaper the
words of two residents of my electorate. One of them,
Bill Richards of New Gisborne, has had 24 years
service with Ansett but considers himself one of the
luckier ones because his mortgage is not as big as those
of many of his friends. His friends have much bigger
mortgages and higher debt levels than he does and will
suffer more as a consequence. Another is Tony Little, a
Macedon resident who has had four years service with
Ansett. He referred to the effect this is having on the

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
390

ASSEMBLY

children in our local schools, such as Macedon Primary
School. Just in his immediate circle of friends seven
families have been affected. Similar effects are being
felt right across the electorate. When we think of the
number of jobs that will be impacted on indirectly as
well, it is frightening and devastating.
It has been further compounded by the events in the
United States. Those events have made the entire world
fearful and will reduce air travel — no-one doubts that.
As the Premier said in the house yesterday, the
enormous number of overnight stays that have been
cancelled just in Melbourne in the past 48 hours is quite
frightening.
Obviously this is going to affect the entire world. As we
have seen from the stock market’s reaction, it has
happened at a time when many airlines in the United
States and across the world are facing great difficulties.
To have Ansett collapse at this time is even more
devastating. In this house some time ago the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition stated that she could not
believe the government had done nothing. At the time I
thought she must have been referring to the federal
government, because she could not possibly have been
referring to the Bracks government.
As we heard yesterday, this government has been the
leader among state governments in responding to this
crisis, and I will give a snapshot by way of example.
Yesterday this government announced that it would
give a $10 million boost to Victoria’s international and
domestic tourism marketing effort in response to the
crisis. Round-table meetings were held with industry on
Monday to brief stakeholders on the latest and to fully
list all the problems and bring them to the attention of
the Howard government, which had already been done
some time ago.
It was another extraordinary insult and slap in the face
for Ansett workers when the federal Minister for
Transport and Regional Services, Mr Anderson,
suggested that he was unaware of any of these
difficulties when quite clearly he was. He knew of the
enormity of the problem and the unsustainable position
Ansett was in. That is the point: they knew that it was
unsustainable; they knew what was coming. To my
mind, it is almost akin to someone ringing in a bomb
threat only to have the recipient of the threat refuse to
respond to it and allow the bomb to go off in its own
time. That is exactly what the Howard government has
done.
I note the hypocrisy of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, as shown in her comments on the
government’s response to this issue. She referred to and
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made comparisons with the Asian economic crisis that
we experienced some time ago and the federal
government’s response to it. At the time the Hawke
government injected $26 million in response to the
pilots crisis, and that was considered by many to be
appropriate. By way of contrast, the Kennett
government’s response was to close the overseas
offices of Tourism Victoria in Osaka and Korea. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition obviously thought this
was admirable, because she referred to it. The former
government scaled back its advertising campaigns!
That was the Kennett government’s response, and that
is what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition refers to
now when she asks what this government is doing. I
can tell her what it is doing. The government is doing
everything in its power, including putting its money
where its mouth is, to try to revitalise what we know
will be an ongoing collapse in the tourism industry
across the world. We are preparing for that, and we are
taking action to minimise the impact. We know how
important it is to keep airlines flying. If they close, how
much harder will it be to regenerate the tourism
industry?
This matter of public importance is about a huge
economic blow to Australia that has happened at a
particularly unfortunate time — not that there could
ever be a good time for it to happen. In light of what
occurred last week in the United States, it is even more
tragic. I mourn for the families in my electorate who
know they will have a battle on their hands, with no
assistance from the federal government, to make sure
they get all their entitlements. Most workers would say
that what they want is jobs. They need jobs! It hurts me
to see ongoing snickering from members of the
opposition whenever we refer to workers or unions.
They seem to have a really negative view of workers in
this country. You ask any worker what they fear most
and they will answer, ‘Losing my job’. This situation is
being imposed on them, and it is a tragedy.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The house is united in
recognising and deploring the devastating impact that
the collapse of Ansett has had on both Australia and
Victoria. I grew up in a family that derived its income
from the aviation industry. My father worked at
Essendon before moving on to work at Tullamarine.
The aviation community is closely knit. The workers of
both the major domestic airlines have a strong loyalty
towards their airlines. They have given years of service
and are understandably devastated when the rug is
pulled out from under their feet. My extended family
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has also been affected in another way. Relatives who
are pensioners have collectively lost thousands of
dollars spent on buying tickets to visit Townsville for
the wedding of a grand-daughter and grand-niece. They
cannot go as it is virtually impossible to obtain seats on
another flight.
Like thousands of Victorians and Australians I am
angry about what has happened, but my anger is
primarily directed to what has taken place within the
management and governance of Ansett and its parent
company, Air New Zealand. I hope the regulators are
vigorous in pursuing what has gone on there and
vigorous in asking questions about carrying on business
while not having a reasonable expectation of being able
to pay debts. Unless there is a remarkable explanation
forthcoming from those concerned, I hope the
regulators are also vigorous in bringing prosecutions for
any infringements of the Corporations Law or any other
laws that may have taken place.
As well as focusing on that responsibility we also have
to focus on the future. The tragedy with a lot of the
debate that has gone on in the media, and which has
been generated by honourable members opposite, is
that it is distracting from what needs to be done. It is
distracting because it is about trying to score political
points against the federal government.
If you applied the standards set by members opposite to
their own performance they would be found wanting.
The honourable member for Tullamarine accused the
opposition of blaming the state government for the
collapse of Ansett. That is simply a ploy to play for
victim status. Unless evidence to the contrary emerges,
the fact of the matter is that members cannot blame
either the state or the federal government for what has
happened with Ansett. However, we can look to both
levels of government to respond to the situation which
has occurred, and it is on that score that the state
government is to be held accountable and so far has
been found wanting.
Let us look at the argument being run by the state
government and honourable members who have spoken
in support of it today. Members opposite have said that
the state government warned the federal government a
month ago that there was a problem, and it did not
respond. According to members opposite that shows
that if the federal government had listened to their
words of wisdom Ansett would not have collapsed. The
honourable member for Mitcham told us the letter in
question was dated 7 August, but did he table the letter?
No. Did he read the letter to the house? No. Has the
letter ever been made public? Not as far as I am aware.
The Minister for Major Projects and Tourism is sitting
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at the table, and I hope he contributes to the debate. If
he does, I hope he will table this letter in the house so
we can all read these wonderful words of warning
given by the Premier to the federal government.
Whichever way one looks at it, there is a dilemma in
the blame game the state government is trying to play.
Either this letter was totally fatuous, wheel spinning
and reciting facts already known to the federal
government and in the public arena — and I suspect
that is probably the case — or the state government had
some genuine inside knowledge about the situation,
information not previously known to the federal
government or others in authority. If that was the case,
what was the state government doing to act on that
information? What was the Victorian government
doing about warning Ansett employees or the travelling
public? What was it doing about making
representations to the New Zealand Labour
government? If that letter added any genuine value to
the sum of human knowledge, then the very inaction of
the state government would condemn it. However, I
suspect that that is not the case; I am pretty certain that
all the state government was doing was reciting
concerns which were well known and added nothing to
the sum total of human knowledge.
That conclusion is borne out by remarks the Treasurer
made on the Jon Faine program on 11 September. At
that stage the Treasurer was urging the federal
government to get the New Zealand government to
allow Singapore Airlines to increase its shareholding.
That was the course of action the Treasurer was
promoting, and we now know that it was doomed in
any event. We know that Singapore Airlines was
having second thoughts about going ahead with that
arrangement. We know that Air New Zealand was
realising that the package put on the table by Singapore
Airlines would not be adequate to solve the problems.
We know that Air New Zealand subsequently extended
the deadline for a decision because it did not have a
viable business plan. In summary, this demonstrates
that the state government was not in possession of great
wisdom on this matter and was not adding value to a
resolution of the problem. Therefore, its condemnation
of the federal government is total humbug.
The Leader of the National Party cited from that
interview statements by the Treasurer which make it
clear that up to a week ago the state government had no
solutions and no ideas of its own about how to tackle
the problem. The state government should not
necessarily be expected to be able to solve the problem,
but it did not even have any ideas about how to prepare
to respond to it. As the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has said, the critical responsibility of the
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state government is to secure jobs and investment in
Victoria, particularly by securing as much head office
capacity as possible of whatever entity ends up taking
the place in whole or in part of Ansett. That is where
the efforts of the state government need to be focused,
not on blaming the federal government.
In many instances the arguments which have been used
by government members to blame the federal
government are ludicrous. The principal argument
seems to be that the federal government is responsible
for the problems because it regulates and oversights the
airline system. That is certainly what the Premier
suggested in question time yesterday. The Treasurer is
now in the house and hopefully he will contribute to the
debate. Does he apply the same standard to industries
and businesses regulated by the state government such
as the electricity industry? The state government bears
greater responsibility for the electricity industry than
the federal government does for the aviation industry,
because the state government regulates prices and entry
and a whole lot of other things in the electricity
industry.
However, travel agencies are also regulated by the state
government, as are real estate agencies and brothels.
Surely the state government is not arguing that it is
responsible for the financial fortunes of businesses in
each of those industries simply because it regulates
them. Yet that is the standard it is seeking to apply to
the federal government.
The bottom line is that we must focus on the future, and
in that respect the state government has failed badly. No
plans have been outlined to the house showing what the
state government is doing to secure the best possible
head office function for Victoria. Maybe the Treasurer
will give them to us in a few minutes. We have heard
reference to the hotline. I have not troubled the hotline
because I am sure it is very busy, but I have looked at
the state government web site on this issue, and it is
pathetic. Given the lack of information it provides to
the public it might as well just give a series of links to
the web sites that do provide information.
There has been a lot of talk about discussions with
potential investors. I would like to know what those
discussions have brought to fruition that would not
have occurred otherwise. What assistance has the state
government provided to any potential investor who
could not have found their own way to the
administrators? In short, the government needs to focus
on the future and not on blame.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I will begin my
contribution by quoting to the house the press statement
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issued yesterday by Melbourne Airport. It is headed
‘Support for state government initiative’ and states:
18 September 2001, 15.00 hrs: Melbourne Airport welcomes
the announcement from the Premier Steve Bracks and his
government today to launch a $10 million marketing initiative
to stimulate tourism in the wake of Ansett’s recent grounding.
Chris Barlow, CEO Melbourne Airport, fully supports the
state government’s initiative. ‘Melbourne Airport has a strong
and constructive relationship with the state government
evidenced by an increase in international seats and services to
Melbourne over the past 12 months.
‘Melbourne Airport will continue this productive relationship
by lending its full support to this initiative and playing its part
in stimulating tourism to Melbourne. We are also keen to look
at ways we might be able to help the administrator and the
state government get aircraft flying again.
‘Obviously, our thoughts go out to all Ansett employees
during this difficult time’, he said.

I thought I should bring that to the attention of members
of the house, because although I have been engaged in a
number of meetings this morning I have heard some of
the contributions to the debate. Having listened to the
opposition contributions, I found that, as normal, there
were no positive suggestions, no ideas and no concrete
proposals for the future. All honourable members
opposite have been doing is continuing the
extraordinary behaviour we saw yesterday of focusing
their attention on the state government rather than
applauding the positive steps the government has taken,
the leadership it has shown and the initiatives it has put
in place. No other state in Australia has put these
initiatives in place.
The state government has put in $10 million, and it is
the government’s view that that $10 million will have
three principal focuses. The first is what we can do for
our regional tourism industry. As the Minister for
Major Projects and Tourism and the Premier pointed
out yesterday, at this time of the year a lot of the
tourism traffic through sites such as Sovereign Hill is
sourced from overseas. This is a very difficult period
for them. It will be some time before people are
prepared to get on international planes in the same
volume as they have in the past, so the best thing the
government can do is get more Victorians to holiday
and visit attractions in their own state. That is a key
focus.
The national focus is important too. People will
remember that after the pilots’ dispute in the late 1980s
and the Gulf War in the early 1990s it was important to
get people travelling again within Australia. I repeat
that when there are international crises it takes some
time for people to build up the confidence to restore
international movements to former levels. That is the
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second stage of what the government will be looking to
do with the $10 million.
As the Premier and the Minister for Major Projects and
Tourism pointed out, the third stage — when the time is
right — will be to put the international focus back on
getting traffic into Melbourne and Australia and to
spread it out through the regions to multiply the tourism
impact.
I have mentioned the support from Melbourne Airport,
but other major tourism groups have been equally
supportive of the initiative taken by the state
government. When one thinks of the benefits it could
have, I anticipate that a large part of it, and perhaps the
full part, will be matched by industry and by the
airlines, including Qantas and the new players who
hopefully will come in to replace Ansett. There will be
a gearing-up of the $10 million within the industry.
The state government believes it should be matched by
the federal government, so the $10 million will become
a $30 million initiative to boost confidence in the
tourism industry and get people travelling again. I
repeat that no other state has taken this initiative. As the
Premier and Minister for Major Projects and Tourism
have said, Tourism Victoria is working on the detail of
the initiative, which will be ready to go in a short time.
Let there be an end to the nonsense from the opposition
that the state government should have been doing more
about this matter. No state government has done as
much about it as this government.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I am again hearing interjections
from the opposition about what the state government is
doing about this national company, so let me talk about
the issue of responsibility. In an article in the Australian
Financial Review of 17 September Mr Chris Brown,
the chief executive officer of Tourism Taskforce,
stated:
… the TTF (Tourism Taskforce) was assured by three
members of cabinet —

that is, the federal cabinet —
as late as Friday night that Ansett was not about to close. We
were promised Ansett will keep flying. How totally out of
touch can you be?

That was not the Bracks government but Tourism
Taskforce saying that the federal government did not
have a clue on this issue. Mr Brown continued:
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This is the Gulf War meets the 1980s pilots’ strike … The
industry is desperately looking for leadership, but all we got
was a new tax.

That is the $10 slug that the federal government is
proposing to put on airline tickets. An editorial in the
Age of 15 September stated:
Mr Anderson was appalled — utterly appalled — by the way
Ansett’s parent company had concealed the Australian
airline’s true financial state … But who really believes it?
Warnings about Ansett’s dire financial and operational
condition had been issued for months … Why does
Mr Anderson expect the Australian people to be so gullible?

In an article in the Herald Sun of 15 September, Terry
McCrann stated:
Ansett is dead. Murdered by Air New Zealand management
incompetence and NZ government fantasising and dithering.
With our Deputy PM, John Anderson, an accessory during
the fact.

In yesterday’s Australian Financial Review a federal
government backbencher stated:
I simply can’t believe that running around saying, ‘I didn’t
know’, is reassuring to people — he’s the minister for
transport and it’s his job to know. It suggests an appalling
level of incompetence.

That is what people in business, in industry and federal
government backbenchers are saying about this issue.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The honourable member opposite
keeps saying, ‘What did you do?’. Here is the letter
which the Premier wrote. As he said in question time
yesterday, he had numerous meetings with the head of
Singapore Airlines, Dr Cheung, who would have a
better relationship with the Victorian Premier than any
other government official in Australia. Dr Cheung has
been rebuffed and insulted by the incompetence of our
Prime Minister and Deputy Prime Minister. Among
other things, in his letter to the Prime Minister dated
7 August the Premier said:
As Ansett is presently headquartered in Melbourne, Victoria
has a strong interest in this matter. The Victorian government
was disappointed by the recent statement by the
commonwealth transport minister, John Anderson, appearing
to favour the Qantas proposal. We remain concerned that
given the publicly stated position of Singapore Airlines, the
Qantas proposal as it currently stands may jeopardise Ansett’s
future and whether Australia has a competitive, sustainable
domestic airline industry.

You would have to give that 10 out of 10! It is
absolutely spot on. Yet that clown the Deputy Prime
Minister went to New Zealand saying, ‘Have I got a
proposal for you!’. It was the Qantas proposal — it was
the wrong proposal — and he should have backed
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Singapore Airlines. Had he done that weeks and weeks
ago we would not be in this crisis today. That is the
simple, inescapable fact of the matter. The state
government made the representations, and it held the
meetings.
I conclude by saying that the state government has done
more than any other government in this area — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member indicated that he
would make the letter available. I trust he will do so.
Mr BRUMBY — Yes, I will make it available. The
state government has done more in this area than any
other government. It has set up a consumer hotline and
provided $10 million for tourism, and it is announcing a
further initiative today to provide financial and
counselling services to those employees who have been
affected. It has held meetings with investors and set up
industry round tables. It has brought the unions
together. It is doing more than anybody else. What
about a bit of leadership from the federal government
and the state opposition?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Lupton) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Dr NAPTHINE (Leader of the Opposition) — On
both sides of the house there is clearly a unanimous
view that the collapse of Ansett Australia is a tragedy
for Victoria and Australia. It has had a devastating
effect on jobs, the economy and tourism in Australia,
and particularly in Victoria. Our sympathy and thoughts
go to the 16 000 Ansett workers across Australia whose
jobs are either lost or at serious risk and in particular to
the 8000 Ansett employees in Victoria as Ansett had its
headquarters here. That means the state government has
a particular responsibility in this issue.
Our sympathy also goes to the thousands of workers in
associated industries, such as those who were direct
contractors to Ansett or in associated businesses, who
will be affected by the collapse of Ansett. We
empathise and sympathise with those people. We wish
them well in their endeavours to find employment in
the reconstruction of airline services in Australia. We
hope the state government will do everything possible
to maximise the job opportunities for those people,
particularly Victorians, to secure jobs in the industries
of their choice in Victoria, because this great state is
obliged to provide opportunities for those people. The
Liberal Party deplores the actions of the state Labor
government in seeking to play crass politics with this
issue rather than genuinely focusing on a way forward.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Dr NAPTHINE — We will get to that. There is also
an element in the actions of the state government which
says, ‘Here is a government that protests too much’. It
protests too much because it has something to hide. I
accuse the Bracks Labor government of failing Ansett
Australia, Ansett employees and Victoria. Yesterday
some questions were raised of the government on the
issue of Ansett and we got some interesting answers.
The Treasurer — and he has repeated his comments
today, as has the honourable member for Mitcham, and
Hansard records it well — has made it clear that some
weeks ago the state government saw that the solution to
the problem was for New Zealand to accept the
Singapore Airlines offer of 49 per cent ownership. That
is what the Treasurer said yesterday and that is what the
honourable member for Mitcham said: there is a simple
solution to protect jobs, airline services and tourism for
Victoria. The state government identified that its
solution was for the New Zealand government to accept
the Singapore Airlines offer. That is what the
government said the solution was.
The question is: having identified that some weeks ago,
what did the Bracks Labor government do about it? It
did nothing about it! When the Premier was asked
whether he had spoken to the New Zealand Prime
Minister on the issue, he said he had not. He had not
picked up the telephone, contacted the New Zealand
Prime Minister in writing or made any representations
to the New Zealand Prime Minister on this very issue.
Yet he knew, or he should have known, that those who
had the most to say about this issue were the New
Zealand government and the New Zealand Prime
Minister. We only have to look back at numerous press
releases including one dated 17 April 2000 from the
Honourable Mark Gosche who said:
Under existing New Zealand government policy no foreign
airline or airline interest may own more than 25 per cent of a
New Zealand international airline and foreign airlines or
airline interests may not own in total more than 35 per cent of
the share capital.

Clearly the New Zealand Labour government policy
limited foreign ownership of Air New Zealand. It was a
Labour Party policy in New Zealand implemented by
the Prime Minister of New Zealand, Helen Clark, and
her cabinet.
I take honourable members back to what the Treasurer
said today and yesterday and to what the honourable
member for Mitcham said in his contribution. They said
the Victorian Labor government firmly believed the
Ansett situation could have been resolved satisfactorily
in terms of jobs and air services if the New Zealand
government had lifted that ban and allowed Singapore
Airlines to take 49 per cent of Air New Zealand. Their
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Labour colleagues were the ones who blocked this in
New Zealand. Yet did this Labor government, these
fellow travellers, these Labor mates, use that influence
to protect Victorian jobs and Victorian interests? No,
they did not.
The Premier admitted yesterday that he did not even
take the trouble to pick up the phone and talk to the
Prime Minister of New Zealand. He did not take the
trouble to use his obvious influence with the Labour
Party in New Zealand to try to protect Ansett and its
interests. They said they had a solution and they did
nothing about it. The only conclusion that can be drawn
is that the Labor government here did not care enough
about Ansett to do it, or that it did not believe its
rhetoric that this solution was viable.
I also accuse the Premier and the Labor government of
failing to support efforts to protect employee
entitlements. This government has consistently failed to
support the federal government’s employee entitlement
scheme. Time and time again the federal government
has offered to provide universal coverage for workers
affected by the collapse of companies while the
Victorian Labor government has consistently rejected
those overtures. It has persistently and consistently
failed to protect the entitlements of employees in
Victoria by rejecting the commonwealth offer under the
employee entitlement scheme.
In addition, the commonwealth government has
$400 million on the table. The Prime Minister,
Mr Howard, has told federal Parliament that his
government is prepared to put $400 million of
taxpayers’ money on the table to deal with this issue.
Contrast that with what happened when Compass
Airlines collapsed when we had a federal Labor
government. Where was the offer from Mr Keating and
Mr Beazley, who was a senior minister in the last
federal Labor government? What did they say to the
Compass employees who lost their jobs when Compass
went belly up? What they said was that they could go
and jump. When it was in office the Labor Party failed
to protect employee entitlements in Compass. The state
Labor government here in Victoria is doing nothing to
protect Victorian entitlements in this case. Worse than
that, when the federal government has proposed a levy
on airline tickets to protect the entitlements of Ansett
employees here in Victoria, what does the Premier do?
He says, and I quote from the Age of 18 September:
… which Mr Bracks said, was ‘just stupid, is just ridiculous.
It’s come at the wrong time’.

Mr Bracks in another article in the Age said the $10
levy was a ‘wacky idea’. He said:
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The new $10 levy … is just stupid, just ridiculous.

But the interesting thing about that is that that $10 plan
is supported by Mr Beazley. Mr Beazley supports this
plan. Mr Beazley is interested in protecting employee
entitlements. Mr Howard is interested in protecting
employee entitlements. The only one not interested in
protecting employee entitlements is the Bracks Labor
government here in Victoria. It is not interested in
protecting employee entitlements.
This matter of public importance was put forward by
the honourable member for Mitcham, who is renowned
throughout Victoria as the man who wants to close
Essendon Airport. He is the man who wants to deny
people in regional and rural Victoria access to regional
air services through Essendon Airport. He is the
greatest hypocrite of all time on this issue of air services
in regional and rural areas. Rather than working to close
Essendon Airport and deny regional and rural people
access to these areas, he should be working to maintain
regional air services that are going to be affected by the
collapse of Ansett.
Finally, let me say that both the Treasurer and the
honourable member for Tullamarine have lied and
made misrepresentations to this house when they have
said that I do not support the tourism plan.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I think the
employees of Ansett will be very disappointed in the
contribution the Leader of the Opposition has made
today. It shows a total lack of understanding of their
situation and a total lack of care. In speaking of the
Ansett employees in what I consider to be a particularly
patronising manner, the Leader of the Opposition had
the gall to stand there and stay, ‘Well, I hope they get a
job in the industry of their choice’. If it were not for his
federal colleagues, they would still have jobs in the
industry of their choice because they were actually
working in the industry of their choice.
His comments trying to shift the blame onto the state
Labor government are absolutely laughable and show
quite clearly that the Leader of the Opposition has not
spoken to even one Ansett employee, because he does
not even understand. He has not even an inkling of the
anger amongst employees of Ansett that is directed
firmly at his federal colleague, the Prime Minister of
Australia. It just amazes me that he can stand there and
talk for 10 minutes trying to blame anyone he can think
of, trying to blame the most amazing extraneous issues
and calling honourable members on this side liars when
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he obviously has absolutely no understanding of the
great concern being felt by Ansett employees.
I would like him to come to the electorates of
Essendon, Tullamarine and Gisborne, which house
many people who worked for Ansett. He is leaving the
chamber, and if I were him I would leave the chamber
too. Quite frankly he does not want to hear the
problems of Ansett employees, because he really could
not care less. All he is interested in doing is trying to
protect his federal colleagues, and he does not care at
all what happens to Ansett employees. As he scurries
out the door, I think it is a shame that he is not as quick
in coming to Essendon, Tullamarine and surrounding
areas as he is in leaving this chamber, because if he
were he might get some understanding of the
devastating effects this has had on many residents in
Victoria.
I should disclose a personal interest in this. My
sister-in-law is a flight attendant with Ansett and has
worked there for 30 years. She started as an air hostess
when Reg Ansett ran Ansett Airlines — and obviously
ran it much better than it has been run recently. She is
typical of the many Ansett employees who are very
loyal to that airline. This week’s Community News, our
local paper, says:
United we stand. Ansett ‘family’ faces uncertain future.

That is how the Ansett staff felt about working for
Ansett Australia. They felt they were part of a family,
and they were probably the most loyal and dedicated
employees you could ever see. They are just devastated
about what has happened to them. I instance how my
sister-in-law found out that she did not have a job. She
was in the middle of a flight back from Perth to
Melbourne, serving a meal, as Ansett employees
normally do on such flights, when the pilots got a
message from the airport saying, ‘By the way, Ansett
has just been put in the hands of the administrator’. So
the poor staff after they found this out had to keep
smiling and keep handing out the food all the way back
from Perth even though some of them were standing in
the galley in tears because they had just discovered they
had lost their jobs. The effect that has had on some
people has been quite devastating.
As I said yesterday, among the many people who work
for Ansett there are families where both partners work
there and have huge mortgages. The same local paper
canvasses the fact that they believe many houses will be
going up for sale in Essendon because there are many
pilots, flight attendants and administrative and
maintenance staff who live in the local area. Essendon
has a lot of staff at Ansett because, as we know, when
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Essendon Airport was the main airport in Victoria
Ansett started there. A lot of facilities linked to Ansett
are still in Essendon. There are many businesses in the
area that provide Ansett with services.
The Ansett Pilots Association is still located at
19 Napier Street, Essendon. It was a very sad sight to
see on Saturday morning a number of pilots still
wearing their Ansett uniforms standing outside their
office discussing, I guess, what was going to happen
next. The Flight Attendants Association of Australia is
also located in Moonee Ponds, at 670 Mount Alexander
Road. So there is a great concentration of people from
Ansett who live in that area. There is a business called
Aerostaff Australia run by Stephen Roebuck. He
assembles oxygen masks for airlines. His office is full
of oxygen masks with the Ansett logo, so he is
concerned about the fact that he may have to retrench
staff because obviously he has lost half his business
with the demise of Ansett.
The effects are not limited just to Ansett employees or
even those we can recognise easily as direct suppliers
of Ansett like the catering services. Many people will
be affected. The local paper even refers to local
restaurants and businesses that provide services for
Ansett staff. It is considered that in Moonee Valley, and
it would be the same for Bulla and other local councils,
there is going to be a significant effect right through
those council areas and their residents.
But the point the Leader of the Opposition basically
misunderstands is that the staff, who have worked
excessively hard and have fulfilled all their part of the
industrial agreement they had with the owners of the
airline, have been treated in such an offhand manner by
the federal government. They, I think quite reasonably,
saw Ansett as an icon of Australian industry and would
quite reasonably have expected at least some support
from the federal government or some understanding of
the trauma they were going through, but for days and
days — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs MADDIGAN — It is all right for the
honourable member for Box Hill to interject. I would
like to know how many Ansett employees he has
spoken to. I would hope that perhaps he has a better
understanding of their concerns than his leader does —
or perhaps he has lost his frequent flyer points.
For days and days all we heard from the federal
minister for transport was, ‘It has nothing to do with
us’. As I said yesterday, the employees were so grateful
to Kim Beazley, the Leader of the Opposition, when his
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first response was, ‘These are Australian jobs. What are
we going to do about it?’. It was only the Labor
politicians, including the state politicians, whose first
response was concern to look after Ansett employees.
It has taken almost a week for the federal government
to even suggest that it is going to give them some
financial return for their employee entitlements.
But the thing that added insult to injury for Ansett
employees was the Prime Minister’s having the gall to
say, ‘We’ll make a contribution’ — much less than,
‘We’ll meet all the entitlements’ — ‘but we’re not
going to pay the redundancy provisions because they’re
too generous’.
We did not hear anything from the Prime Minister
about the provisions being too generous when the
industrial agreement was organised between airport
staff and airport management. The Ansett staff have
met the conditions of the industrial agreement. So far as
they are concerned they worked under incredible
pressure as they saw their airline disintegrate, and they
did everything they could to assist Ansett.
For the federal government to say it is going to ignore
the industrial agreement — including the employer side
of it — because it thinks the agreement is too generous
is bizarre. Doesn’t the Prime Minister have any respect
for the law? I would have thought the Prime Minister of
Australia would be out there supporting industrial
agreements that are properly negotiated between unions
and employers. To now say that the federal government
has done wonderful things for the Ansett employees is a
case of far too little too late.
If the federal government thinks Ansett employees are
so stupid that they do not understand the real reasons
for its late entry and that they do not appreciate who
cares about them in this country, I can only say that it is
extremely mistaken. It will find out a lot more about
that during the coming federal election.
The people in my area are devastated about what has
happened to Ansett. The sympathy of the whole
community has gone out to them. The Ansett situation
affects a whole lot of people. A lady whose parents had
gone to Perth for a holiday rang me yesterday. She said
they were due to come home last Friday. However, they
are unable to come back until 1 October. They cannot
even get on a train, because the trains are booked out.
The number of people who have been left stranded in
other places around Australia is also of significant
concern. Some general comments have been made
about getting the army to fly them home. However,
nothing has been done to help those innocent victims
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who have had the temerity to be loyal to an airline and
support it as much as they could, even when they knew
it was in financial trouble.
People spoke to me even the day before the
announcement about Ansett was made and said, ‘We’re
still going to fly with Ansett because we want to do all
we can to support the airline’. The loyalty of the
community and the staff was there, and the Victorian
government has made a real effort to assist Ansett
employees as much as it can. Yet all we have heard
today from members opposite is an attempt to shift the
blame from where it really lies.
The Ansett situation is not the first trouble we have had
this year as a result of the federal government not
looking after its areas of regulation properly — the HIH
Insurance collapse was another one, and we have
already lived through that and seen how it has
devastated our community — but all we have heard
from the other side are negative views.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to express my
concern for the people of rural and regional Victoria in
the wake of one of the greatest disasters to strike the
state — the loss not of an Australian airline but of a
Victorian-based airline, right under the nose of the
Premier and the Minister for State and Regional
Development.
This collapse will have a devastating effect on rural and
regional Victoria. Rural and regional Victoria does not
have the capacity to absorb the impact of a collapse
such as this in a manner that a metropolitan district can.
Rural and regional Victoria is going to lose out to an
enormous degree because of this collapse.
Perhaps the collapse was unavoidable, but how on earth
can the Premier and the responsible minister admit that
their only involvement was a letter when they knew
trouble was on the horizon a long time ago? They
should feel ashamed to table in this Parliament as their
contribution to the Ansett issue a single letter. That is
an indictment of their involvement in this entire
collapse. What Victoria needs at this point in time is
strong leadership.
I went to the parliamentary library to try to find out
about the state government’s involvement in the events
leading up to the Ansett crisis. The only article I could
find in relation to a state Premier was about Peter
Beattie in Queensland, who at least tried to do
something knowing that this problem was pending and
would affect his state. In Victoria nothing appears to
have been done by the Premier and the Minister for
State and Regional Development.
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I would like to know what happened at the Premier’s
round table conference, and I would like to know about
the advice the Premier was supposed to be getting in
relation to pushing and driving Victoria forward. It
appears to me that this government is one that turns up
after the event. No matter whether you look at
Melbourne or rural and regional Victoria, this is an
after-the-event government. It does not appear to have
the leadership required to deal with the big issues.
Was it possible to find a buyer for some of the routes
into regional and rural Victoria? If you don’t ask, you
don’t know! I cannot believe that the Premier of this
state stood back, showed no leadership and allowed this
catastrophic event to happen right under his eyes.
An Honourable Member — Under his nose!
Mr MULDER — And his nose as well! Victoria
has lost its status as a state with a major airline. Qantas
and Virgin Airlines are located in Sydney and Brisbane.
Victoria has also lost its head status as a provider of
airline services, and the impact will be felt throughout
rural and regional Victoria.
The greatest indictment of the Labor government is a
report card which appears in today’s Weekly Times in
an article headed ‘How Labor rates’. It shows that the
government has been given only a ‘D’ for
‘Achievement’.
I, like many other honourable members, met with a
number of municipal mayors and chief executive
officers from throughout rural and regional Victoria at
their latest meeting here in Parliament House and
discussed their concerns about the Labor government. It
was interesting to hear them say, ‘Yes, we came to one
of these last year, and we’re at another one again this
year!’. Quite a few left after the first day, and a lot
never even bothered to attend the second half of the
second day.
There is genuine concern about a report card on the
government in which it is credited with a D for
achievement. That will no doubt be followed next year
by an F for total and utter failure — —
An Honourable Member — F minus!
Mr MULDER — Yes, F minus.
Over the weekend in my electorate, as in many other
country electorates, the flow-on effects of issues the
government is either unaware of or not concerned about
were of major concern. There are people in rural towns
working in the travel industry. A number of those
workers in my electorate were taking calls over the
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weekend and calling people who had been booked on
flights, advising them of Ansett’s demise as a company
and explaining that as passengers they had lost their
money. It is different in rural Victoria because you are
not just another face in the crowd as you are in the
metropolitan areas. People who work in rural travel
services know the people they are dealing with on a
first-name basis.
I would venture to say that by the time this issue is
finished those travel workers will require some form of
counselling. They have had to ring relatives and very
close friends on a day-to-day basis saying, ‘Look, we
are very disappointed, but you have lost your holiday
and your money. We apologise, but there is nothing we
can do about it’. One of the agencies I spoke to had had
contact with 300 people in their area. That includes not
only the town I live in, Colac, but also Warrnambool,
Ballarat, Geelong, Bendigo and towns all around
regional Victoria. The process is going on on a
day-to-day basis. I have grave fears and concerns for
the travel businesses in those towns. Many towns have
two or three agencies that operate in a very competitive
environment. I am not sure they will be able to handle
all this.
It gets down to whether the government is going to
become proactive about business and business failures
or continues to react. The Minister for State and
Regional Development is becoming well known in
rural Victoria as Johnny-come-too-lately. He turns up
after every door is closed. By comparison, the previous
government and the previous Premier, when a major
business in my electorate was on the verge of collapse,
moved in and showed real and genuine leadership. The
former Premier threw a lifeline to the investors
concerned, gave them a time frame to work to and
provided financial support to the business, which is
now back up and flourishing.
The perfect contrast to that is Maryborough, where a
sign saying ‘We are closing’ went up. In came the
Minister for State and Regional Development. In the
township of Camperdown when Biostarch pulled up, in
went the Minister for State and Regional Development.
He might make a fair Treasurer, he might make a fair
Minister for State and Regional Development, he might
even make a fair Minister for Industrial Relations, but
he cannot do the lot.
Look over there. The engine room is there in the middle
of the table, the whistle is up the end and the baggage
cars with all the hopelessly performing ministers up the
other end. The Minister for State and Regional
Development and Treasurer is trying to run the whole
show and is failing badly. When he takes on the state
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and regional role his time is being spread very thinly
throughout country Victoria. Name one project he has
been out leading in country Victoria or one business he
has gone out and saved when it looked like it was in
trouble. All honourable members around this house
know of and can name dozens of businesses that have
failed hopelessly concerning which he has turned up
after the event and said, ‘Let’s see what we can do with
this building or these employees’, ‘Let’s go into a
period of consultations’, ‘Let’s go into discussions’, but
we all know nothing is going to take place. It is too late.
‘I arrived after the event. I am sorry, I can do nothing’.
No leadership. The leadership that was shown by the
previous government in rural Victoria is not being
displayed out there now.
The report card reveals that for rural and regional
mayors the story is, ‘Yes, yes, the consultation process
has taken place, and it will happen again in the future’.
But in terms of anything happening out there, any
concrete developments, any real, proactive roles or any
real and true leadership, it is not happening, because we
have a one-man band who has been given the role of
looking after rural and regional Victoria but who cannot
get there in time. When he gets there, it is too late.
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) — Like all honourable
members on this side of the house I wish the subject
matter of this matter of public importance was not one
that had such a dreadful impact on so many wonderful
Victorian and Australian working people and their
families. Nonetheless, honourable members will
discuss and debate the matter today and will try to do so
in an accurate way.
At the outset I publicly congratulate the Premier and the
Treasurer of the state for their leadership and vision in
learning about the potential difficulties that faced
Ansett and its track record. If they are not well enough
understood by honourable members opposite by now, I
will reiterate the facts during my speech. The careful
financial management of the Premier and the Treasurer,
together and separately, means that the Bracks Labor
government is able to respond to the disaster on a
number of levels, most importantly on the financial
level. Financial assistance of $10 million has been well
received by the industries involved.
In his contribution the Leader of the Opposition
displayed an enormous level of ignorance. He accused
the Premier of not directly communicating with the
Prime Minister of New Zealand. If our Premier had
done that — which, of course, he would not do, being
the polite and straightforward man he is and being
aware he must communicate with heads of other nation
states through the Prime Minister of Australia — it
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would have been a breach of protocol. He did, however,
communicate with the Prime Minister of this country,
and it was the Prime Minister’s responsibility to do all
he could in negotiations and discussions with the Prime
Minister of New Zealand. One gets the feeling that had
our Premier communicated directly with the Prime
Minister of New Zealand the Leader of the Opposition
would have seen fit to criticise him for that as well.
May I say how very proud I am to be a member of this
government. Last week’s events abroad and at home
have had an enormous impact on both us and our
communities. These are difficult times nationally and
internationally.
As I worked in my electorate I was proud to see the
constant innovations, the practical issues that were
being addressed, based on an understanding of what
everyday Australians needed. I congratulate the
Minister for Consumer Affairs in another place for her
remarkably swift action in establishing a consumer
hotline. In times of panic and uncertainty these are the
essential practical steps that need to be taken to reassure
people. I place on the public record my congratulations
to her and to her department for that fantastic effort.
The disastrous circumstances for Ansett Australia and
its workers serve to highlight how important it is for
working people and their families to have good unions.
I also congratulate all of the unions involved. Because I
have a knowledge of and a history with the National
Union of Workers I particularly want to congratulate
Paul Richardson, the national industrial officer of that
union who is responsible for the airlines. Paul has been
working around the clock to secure appropriate
arrangements and agreements based on Ansett coming
back as a viable entity. He has also been making sure
that working people are well looked after. Charlie
Donnelly, the state secretary, is working in conjunction
with the national office and is consistently trying to
obtain the best outcome possible.
I also offer my congratulations to the secretary of the
Australian Council of Trade Unions — a colleague,
Greg Combet. These are circumstances where the trade
union movement moves into high gear in both a
proactive and protective way. My thoughts are with
them, as are my best wishes for strength to their arms,
so they can look after working people who have
conspicuously not been looked after by their employer
or by the Howard Liberal government.
The critical nature of having good unions means that
those good unions over 100 years ago created a political
party, the Australian Labor Party. I remind this
chamber just how visionary and wise those people
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were. They understood that good unions were needed to
protect and nurture working people and they also
realised that it was critical that working people had a
voice in a parliamentary democracy, and that is why
they created the Australian Labor Party.
My association with the National Union of Workers
was that as a Victorian organiser I looked after
Victorian airlines and their workers. At that stage of the
game we had Qantas and the Australian and Ansett
airlines. Although I may be showing my age, that was
not such a long time ago. When I moved into the
national office I assumed responsibility for looking
after the airlines’ warehousing and distribution on a
national level. I remember many occasions when we
had to work hard and long to secure good working
conditions and good rates of pay and, sadly, on
occasion negotiate redundancy packages as airlines
strove to become more and more efficient so that
Australia could ensure it had an efficient airline
industry with secure jobs and the opportunity of
creating jobs that were allied to the industry. With the
collapse of Ansett those allied jobs are now under
enormous pressure. It is only now that we realise just
how widely the impact of the collapse of an airline can
be felt by ancillary industries and employees in those
industries.
For my own part, as the proud representative of the
people of Werribee, the impact of the Ansett collapse
has had a disastrous effect on the fledgling tourism
industry in Werribee. Werribee Mansion Hotel Group
and others in the industry, including national and
statewide events that are held in our blossoming
tourism precincts, are seriously damaged by the sorts of
failures that we are discussing today. It is often difficult
to understand the ramifications of major calamities such
as the Ansett Australia collapse.
Perhaps they are best understood in microcosm, such as
the impact they have on a family that is very close to
me, people who have been good friends of my family
for over a decade. One of those friends works for
Kendell Airlines, a wholly owned subsidiary of Ansett
Australia. He loved his job and he loved Ansett, as he
had previously worked for that company. But because
he is now with Kendell he does not have a job. He has
an uncertain future. His wife, a good friend of my mine,
works in the allied industry of tourism and
conferencing. The impact on her business and on her
family of a disaster of this sort is just mind boggling.
The effect that these sorts of collapses can have on two
people in one family is outrageous. It helps one to
magnify the effects on this family over the
16 000 employees who are affected. It is hard to
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contemplate the impact that this will have on the
economy of Victoria.
I applaud the action that has been taken by the Bracks
Labor government in announcing its $10 million boost
to Victoria’s international and domestic tourism
marketing effort in response to the current crisis that we
face. I also congratulate the government on having the
capacity to bring those who can fix this problem to an
industry round table on Monday to brief key
stakeholders on the latest developments as well as fully
outline the problems and bring these matters to the
attention of the Howard government, which seems
critically unable to find solutions to these problems.
I congratulate the government on the meetings it has
held with investors and with unions, for the work it has
done with regional networks that are disastrously
affected by the loss of services, for its work to minimise
those losses to communities, its work with Singapore
Airlines, its meetings with Ansett administrators,
calling on the commonwealth to safeguard entitlements
to Ansett’s employees, establishing a consumer hotline,
writing to the Prime Minister earlier on 7 August and
the Deputy Prime Minister on 14 September, urging
them to take appropriate action before this disaster
happened, and initiating discussions to take the matter
forward to have it resolved. I congratulate this
government on a difficult week. I am proud to be a
member of this government.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Like all honourable
members, I am devastated and traumatised by the
collapse of Ansett — an Australian, Victorian and
certainly Melburnian icon. Not only have we lost a
corporate headquarters, but most importantly the
human tragedy is still to unfold for employees and their
families. I too have read many of the articles and seen
the families on television and been moved by them, but
it is important to note the ultimate effects that may flow
from this corporate tragedy concerning the tourist
operators, the sports that have lost their sponsorships,
the caterers, the cleaners, the security guards and all the
ancillary businesses that depend upon Ansett for the
basis of their operation.
The most important thing about this debate is to look at
the events of the past. You can attempt to allocate
blame, and certainly it would appear to be the modus
operandi of this government to allocate blame on the
federal government, but it is demonstrably wrong to
sheet it home to the federal government. From the very
first moment that it became aware, just over two weeks
ago, of the financial difficulties that Ansett and Air
New Zealand have found themselves in, it has
attempted to do everything that is humanly possible.
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The federal government has demonstrated leadership
and a financial commitment to resolve this dispute with
the best possible outcome for the people of Australia
and particularly the people of Victoria. The federal
government has put its money where its mouth is.
Almost half a billion dollars is already committed to a
package of entitlements and support for the various
people who will be affected by this collapse.
There is no doubt that Air New Zealand and the Ansett
board, which are one and the same, have effectively
misled both the Australian and New Zealand public in
this regard. But once the government discovered that
matter it attempted to resolve the dispute by firstly
approaching Qantas, which looked at the books and
discovered the cupboard was bare.
It also supported the administrator on the eve of the
Ansett closure by enabling him to continue flights to
enable as many stranded passengers as possible to
return to their home ports.
The one question that has to be asked in this whole
debate is what has changed as a consequence of the
state government’s involvement. Rather than being
supportive, asking, ‘What could be done?’, and
determining what effect showing some leadership
would have on this particular issue, what did we get? A
single letter to the Prime Minister — a 45-cent
delegation! There have been discussions, further
consultations and more talks with all sorts of interested
parties, but no outcomes.
There is apparently a $10 million commitment to the
tourism industry. I do not think it is new money; I think
money has been shuffled across from one side to the
other. The real problem with the $10 million is that this
government is again demonstrating that it does not
understand its role. The problem is not about Victoria
failing to market the industry; it is about the inability,
because of the collapse of the airline, to move people
around this country and to enable tourists to get to
Victoria and enjoy the benefits this state has to offer.
That can be contrasted with the commitment of the
commonwealth government, not only in money but
through its employee entitlement support scheme,
which this government has refused to join and to jointly
fund. The commonwealth government is expected to go
it alone. We can only hypothesise about why this
government is not participating in the scheme. Perhaps
one of the crucial reasons is that the union movement
will not let it participate.
Failing that, the commonwealth government is saying
that to the extent that Air New Zealand is unable — or
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unwilling — to meet the entitlements of its employees,
it will guarantee them up to a particular level — that is,
all the unpaid wages, annual leave and long service
entitlements — as well as making a contribution to
redundancy payments.
It has also provided an incredible package to rescue
some of the stranded passengers. That, of course, has
not eliminated the problem, but the package will
continue. The commonwealth has been able to obtain
the goodwill of Qantas and Virgin Airlines to fill
unfilled seats with stranded passengers, to provide
discount fares to people holding Ansett Australia tickets
and also to service regional areas. As the honourable
member for Bennettswood indicated, 23 of the
34 regional services involved with Ansett have
resumed.
The commonwealth government has demonstrated
commitment, it has demonstrated real leadership, and it
is getting an outcome in this difficult circumstance.
What have we got from this government? Criticism,
negativity, and no real leadership or direct financial
commitment.
In my opinion there is no doubt that the commonwealth
government should be congratulated for all its efforts
on this issue. It begs the question of what this
government is doing.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise with a
significant amount of sadness knowing that we have
been so badly and brutally misled by probably the most
incompetent and uncaring government this country has
ever seen.
The performance of Liberal Party members in
attempting to shore up the leadership of John Howard
has been pathetic. Recently an honourable member
opposite made the comment that there were not many
Labor members in the chamber. But while the Leader
of the Opposition was speaking on this motion only six
Liberal members were in the house. Not only did he
have to sack the Deputy Leader of the Opposition as
Treasury spokesman to shore up his leadership, but
quite frankly he could not attract support!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MAXFIELD — As a backbencher I happily
carry — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kilgour) — Order!
The house will come to order.
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Mr MAXFIELD — What a shame for the Leader
of the Opposition!
Without doubt it was a sad day in Australia’s history
when Ansett, an airline so valued and important to our
economy and our community, suffered the
consequences of some tragic financial circumstances. It
is a great loss to the community. I place on the record
my disappointment at the performance of our national
government at a time when we need national
leadership.
Previous speakers on this side have acknowledged the
concerns, difficulties and vulnerability felt by Ansett
employees, especially those in Melbourne and Victoria.
But it is not just in Melbourne that the problems are
being felt. The federal government has chosen to allow
air services to be lost to rural communities where there
has been only one service. I am a rural member of
Parliament representing a government that has had the
strongest possible focus on rural affairs. My own
electorate in the Latrobe Valley had been serviced by
Kendell Airlines — the only service. Despite the loss of
that service other services have not been upgraded —
unlike the situation in the larger cities, where Qantas
services are still available.
The reality is that we in the Latrobe Valley have
suffered a double blow, because we have lost the only
service we had. For those in the Latrobe Valley who
used that service, the only option now is to travel to
Melbourne and then be slugged with massive City Link
charges to get to the airport, whereas before they could
travel with Kendell Airlines direct to Sydney via
Albury. Clearly rural consumers will be impacted upon.
Contrast that with the wonderful support the state
government has shown to regional airports. A good
example is the Latrobe Valley airport, where significant
funds have already been expended by the Bracks
government on upgrades around the airport, including
car parking, drainage and some infrastructure works.
On top of that there is a $2 million commitment to the
regional airport as part of the Bracks government’s
financial rescue package for the Latrobe Valley. Look
at the state government’s performance on this issue and
its support for regional airlines and airports, and
compare that to the support of the opposition, which in
seven years totally and utterly neglected rural air
services.
That can be transposed across to the federal
government. Where was it? What was it doing over the
past few weeks and months when everybody was
telling it there was a very serious problem with Ansett?
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The National Party leader, John Anderson, exclaimed,
‘It comes as a great shock; it comes as a great surprise’.
But the only way it would have come as a great shock
and surprise was if he had been deaf and dumb. He was
told repeatedly that there was a serious problem. But
no, he said, ‘I did not know it was so bad. I did not
realise that Ansett was in trouble’. What a load of
rubbish! I do not think anybody in this chamber
honestly believes John Anderson’s story that he had no
idea.
The reality is that John Anderson certainly has no
idea — about how to be a leader of a party and about
what he should be doing. He is the federal minister
supposedly in charge of aviation, but what has he
delivered? The worst corporate collapse in Australia’s
history — aided and abetted by an incompetent Prime
Minister, who is hell-bent on desperately spending
money on advertising. Think about it — he is spending
$20 million a month of government funds on
advertising to get himself re-elected. He was not
interested in spending a few minutes trying to deal with
the Ansett and Qantas issue. Qantas is a successful
airline, but what has he done about Ansett? Where has
the Prime Minister been in this country’s hour of need?
He could not even stay in Australia. The prospect of
addressing the Congress of the United States of
America had him on the plane hightailing it out of here.
He did not care — —
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I know the honourable member for Narracan
gets excitable about some things from time to time, but
I wonder whether you would point out to him the
traditions of this place. I refer you to the rulings of
Speaker Edmunds in 1988, Speaker Coghill and
Speaker Delzoppo that in the best traditions of this
place honourable members should refrain from making
imputations about the official actions of members of
other parliaments that could be regarded as being
personally derogatory to those people. I suggest that he
is attempting to do exactly that, and it should be drawn
to his attention.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kilgour) — Order!
I am happy to advise the honourable member of that,
and I ask him to take note of it during the rest of his
address.
Mr MAXFIELD — I certainly will when putting
forward my views on a federal government that is
totally and utterly incompetent in running this country
and incapable of doing the right and decent thing for the
community and the workers. We have a federal
government that is rotten and corrupt to the core.
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Compare what the federal government has failed to do
with what the Bracks government has done. The Bracks
government announced a $10 million boost to
Victoria’s international and domestic tourism; it held an
industry round table on Monday to brief key
stakeholders; it met with investors; it met with the
unions; it is working with regional networks to ensure
that the loss of services is minimised; and it has had a
phone link-up with Singapore Airlines. What else has it
done? It has made contact with the commonwealth
government seeking to safeguard Ansett’s
17 000 employees, and it has established a consumer
hotline, which has already received more than
4000 calls, so people are able to communicate. Has the
federal government set up a hotline? Of course not. Has
the Bracks government set up a consumer hotline? Yes,
it has. Not only that, it wrote to the Prime Minister on
7 August and to the Deputy Prime Minister on
14 September about this issue. But what have we got
from them? Deafening silence.
Is that all the Bracks government has done? Of course
not. It has initiated discussions with investors and made
contact with potential investors. We have seen the
Premier and the Treasurer of this state working day and
night, putting in a huge amount of work and resources
to try to resolve this. What has our Prime Minister
done? While Rome has burned he has played with his
fiddle. He has fiddled while Ansett Australia has
collapsed. It is a sad day when I have to stand before
this house knowing we have a federal government that
is incapable of handling a crisis of this magnitude.
Fortunately, the Bracks government is holding this state
in good stead and acting in the best interests of all the
people of the state and the Ansett employees — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kilgour) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired. The
honourable member for Hawthorn has 3 minutes.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — What a tragic week
it has been for our world, our nation and our state. For
us in Victoria the collapse of Ansett has been an extra,
very difficult blow. The Ansett staff; the travellers of
Victoria and Australia; the traders of King Island,
Tasmania and Flinders Island; the passengers; those in
the downstream businesses; and the people training to
work in the airline industry by doing the vocational
education and training courses in technical and further
education colleges and other institutions such as
Braemar College, all want a viable airline business,
whether it is Ansett or a replacement. That is what they
want. They want jobs, they want travel and they want
the transport infrastructure. In the event that that is not
possible, they want the employee entitlements. Those
entitlements have been secured by the federal
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government without the assistance of the Victorian
Labor Party, the federal Labor Party or the Labour
Party in New Zealand.
There has been no help. All we have had is the
perpetuation of the myth that somehow these
entitlements have not been secured — the honourable
member for Essendon perpetuated it just a little while
ago. But what has this state government done? What is
different about this situation because of some action of
this state government? The reality is that nothing is
different. This government has provided no vision,
there has been no action and there have been no results.
There has been only one letter from the Premier to the
Prime Minister. You can cover your arse, Premier, but
eventually you are going to take a bath, because you
have done nothing!
This government’s only claim is that it has thrown
$10 million at advertising. That is a fascinating
reflection of this government. Its instinct is to advertise
and to spin. That is what this government has done. All
we are doing is grasping at market share while the
market is collapsing. That is not what Victorians want;
that is not what Australians want. We want to grow our
market in the airline industry and secure it. People want
to come here, but the problem is that they cannot get a
flight because the planes are on the ground. The
terrorism we have seen in the last week has only made
that worse. When there was the gas crisis in Victoria we
had a problem with marketing in the airline industry,
and the then minister responded to it. But what this
government is doing is not the way to go — it should
be moving to secure regional and rural airlines, and it
should have put a consortium together to assist with
that. What this government has not done is
extraordinary. How can one Premier do so much
nothing?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kilgour) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired. The time
for debating the matter of public importance has
concluded.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Country Fire
Authority Act 1958 and for other purposes.
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Mr WELLS (Wantirna) — I ask the minister to
explain the purpose of the bill.
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) (By leave) — Firstly, the bill
deals with the issue of Insurance Council of Australia
appointments to the Country Fire Authority board. The
ICA has written to the government asking that it no
longer be required to submit a list of names for
appointment to the board because it has not been doing
so for quite some time. It simply formalises an
arrangement that currently exists. The Municipal
Association of Victoria is also required to submit
names for appointments, one from a rural ward and
another from an urban ward. It has some difficulties
with definitions, particularly with the interfaced
councils, so the bill simply gives the MAV discretion to
submit a list of names without necessarily specifying
rural or urban. It also makes other amendments dealing
with the use of scatter guns in high fire-risk areas and
some other housekeeping matters.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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TELECOMMUNICATIONS
(INTERCEPTION) (STATE PROVISIONS)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Telecommunications (Interception) (State
Provisions) Act 1988 as a consequence of amendments to
the Telecommunications (Interception) Act 1979 of the
commonwealth and for other purposes.
Read first time.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 mainly as a
consequence of amendments to the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games) Act 1995 of
the commonwealth, to amend the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 and the Crimes Act 1958 and for other purposes.

TRUSTEE (AMENDMENT) BILL
Read first time.

Introduction and first reading
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) introduced a bill to amend the Trustee Act 1958
and for other purposes.
Read first time.

VICTORIAN ARTS CENTRE
(AMENDMENT) BILL

ROMAN CATHOLIC TRUSTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend the Roman Catholic Trusts Act 1907 with respect
to the administration of trusts and for other purposes.
Read first time.

Introduction and first reading
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for the Arts) introduced a
bill to amend the Victorian Arts Centre Act 1979 to
change the functions and powers of the Victorian Arts
Centre Trust, to amend the Museums Act 1983 and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

STATUTE LAW FURTHER AMENDMENT
(RELATIONSHIPS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to
amend further acts to recognise the rights and
responsibilities of partners in domestic relationships
irrespective of the gender of each partner and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

LEGAL AID (AMENDMENT) BILL
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LEGAL AID (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Legal Aid
Act 1978 and for other purposes.

Dr DEAN (Berwick) — I ask the Attorney-General
to explain the purpose of this bill.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) (By leave) — As
members of the opposition would know, when legal aid
is granted in many cases a caveat is taken out on a
person’s property. When that property is ultimately
sold, part of those funds go to settle the legal aid
account. Victoria Legal Aid has received advice that it
may not be possible to recover moneys that would have
been owing for 15 years or more because of the
limitation of actions legislation. It has requested that we
introduce legislation into this house to ensure that those
moneys are recoverable.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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particularly what were referred to as the evils of
fraudulent business. These issues were raised in
Parliament on numerous occasions. The Business
Investigations Act allowed the Attorney-General to
instigate investigations by inspectors into business
operations and to order the winding-up and sale of
businesses after considering inspectors’ reports. It also
restricted the offering of interests in a business to the
public — that is, the hawking of business interests by
going from place to place. Further, it prohibited the sale
of interests in any business with illegal objects.
The then Attorney-General led the second-reading
debate in the house in 1949. He outlined the
circumstances that led to the bill being brought to the
house and said:
This measure is designed to cure evils that have been referred
to on many occasions in this house during the last few weeks;
namely, the hawking of interests in fraudulent businesses that
are not registered companies. These interests are sold under a
variety of names, the commonest of which are option
certificates, concession certificates, lot holders’ certificates
and the like. The technique employed to sell certificates for
sums up to ₤100 or more each upon representations of
fantastic interest returns, couched in language that excites the
cupidity of the would-be investor.
…

BUSINESS INVESTIGATIONS (REPEAL)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 23 August; motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).

Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) — This is a very short
bill, and I understand that some agreements have been
reached in the desire to get it through Parliament
expeditiously. As the opposition is supporting the
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill and the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee did not make any
comments or raise any concerns about it, I will make
my comments fairly brief.
It is a little bit sad that the Minister for Small Business
in another place is not capable of generating legislation
that is more meaningful and more important to small
business than merely a bill to repeal redundant
legislation. That is probably a reflection of the general
disposition of the Labor Party and the Labor
government towards small business.
The Business Investigations Act was consolidated in
1958, the original legislation having gone through
Parliament in 1949. It was initially designed to cure a
range of evils that were prevalent at that time,

From time to time consideration has been given to the
possibility of launching a prosecution against the promoters
of some of these concerns but the evidence available has not
supported the offence. If the interests sold had been shares in
a company incorporated under the Companies Act 1938 then
the offence of ‘share hawking’ could have been prosecuted
and the affairs of the concern investigated under the
Companies (Special Investigations) Act 1940, but as they
were merely firms that action was not available.

That was the reason for the introduction of the Business
Investigations Act.
Interest in business is defined fairly broadly in the act as
an interest in business and includes every conceivable
form of interest in any business whether active,
prospective or contingent, or in the business itself, or in
the profits, assets or realisation of the business. Under
the bill the Attorney-General could specify a business
and appoint a competent inspector to investigate its
affairs and to submit a report to him on the result of the
inquiry. After considering that report he could direct
that the business be wound up under the supervision of
some person appointed by him.
As I said, the act was designed to respond to concerns
that were fairly prevalent at the time. Mr McDonald,
the then honourable member for Shepparton, made the
following remarks during the debate:
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Share hawking is the financial racket of the age, and investors
have been robbed of millions of pounds by those who practise
it.

Mr Dodgshun, the honourable member for Rainbow,
said:
Probably all members know of cases where ‘vultures’ over
the years have attacked their constituents and robbed them of
thousands of pounds. I have submitted specific cases to
previous attorneys-general. There has been much crooked
dealing behind share hawking.
…
I have received affidavits from some of my constituents who
could ill afford to lose their life savings.

A National Party member, Sir Albert Dunstan, the
honourable member for Korong, who I presume was
his party’s spokesman in this house, said he found it
difficult to agree to the period of adjournment of the
debate because there was not a lot of legal expertise in
the National Party. He said:
This is largely a legal bill, and the members of my party have
the advantage, or disadvantage, of being only laymen.

Many constituents out there in voter land would
probably agree that sometimes there are possibly too
many lawyers in this chamber and that laymen bring an
important, everyday perspective to the proceedings.
The Business Investigations Act has not been used for
at least 20 years, and it is being repealed following its
identification as part of the review required by national
competition policy. Over the past 20 years the
objectives of the act have been met by other forms of
legislation including corporations and securities
legislation and trade practices and fair trading laws. The
act’s objectives have become redundant because of
modern approaches to dealing with current-day
business problems such as seeking an injunction under
fair trading or trade practices legislation.
The commonwealth Trade Practices Act of 1974 and
the Victorian Fair Trading Act of 1999 cover
misleading and deceptive conduct in trade and
commerce, but they did not exist when this act was
passed by Parliament. Furthermore, the sale of interests
in companies is now regulated by the commonwealth
Corporations Act and the offering of interests in
business schemes is now largely regulated by modern
corporations and securities legislation.
The opposition supports this bill, and it supports the
removal of redundant legislation. The opposition is a
little saddened that the only legislation pertaining to
small business is a repeal act and not a bill that
facilitates and responds to the needs of small business
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and its particular concerns about Workcover premiums
and their escalation, falling investment, the Labor
government’s blind eye being turned to unions, and
attempts to reregulate industrial relations as well as a
raft of other matters. This bill acknowledges the fact
that redundant legislation should be removed from our
statute book; therefore, the opposition supports it.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I am pleased to
support the bill, as I understand from my briefing by the
office of the Minister for Small Business that the
Business Investigations Act has not been used for at
least 20 years.
The need for repeal was acknowledged during the
national competition policy review. I thank the
honourable member for Bentleigh for her contribution.
I understand she is chair of the relevant opposition
committee which has been dealing with those matters.
I am also indebted to my colleague the honourable
member for Burwood who unfortunately will not have
the opportunity to speak today. As always, particularly
in the areas in which I have the pleasure of representing
the government, he has done some research on the bill
and it makes for some interesting reading. The original
bill was introduced into the Parliament in 1949 and, as I
understand from the honourable member for Burwood,
a scandal ensued at that stage. Mr Galvin, the then
honourable member for Bendigo and a very esteemed
member of Parliament, did an extensive exposé on a
company called Bristo Plastic Industries, which the
debate suggests was involved in some less than
appropriate behaviour at that time. He was joined in
that debate by a famous name in the Labor Party,
Mr John Cain, Sr.
Mrs Peulich — I didn’t quote him!
Mr WYNNE — The honourable member for
Bentleigh indicates by interjection that she did not seek
to quote a great Victorian leader of the Labor Party and
former honourable member for Northcote.
I understand there was extraordinarily vigorous debate
and much mud-slinging in what was obviously a heated
interchange in the Parliament surrounding the
introduction of the bill. Indeed there was talk of a
possible royal commission. We are now revisiting an
argument about legislation that has not been used for
20 years. I am indebted to the honourable member for
Burwood for providing some of the genesis and history
of why some bills were debated and put on the statute
books although, of course, time has moved on.
The 1958 act applied to businesses that were not
conducted by a company whereas now most businesses
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are conducted within a company structure. As most
businesses operate through some form of corporate
vehicle they are regulated by modern corporations and
securities legislation. The modern approach to dealing
with problematic businesses is to seek an injunction
under trade practices or fair trading legislation. Clearly
at the time the legislation was enacted — which almost
predates me — such legislative structures were not in
place.
The act also permitted the appointment of an inspector
to investigate the affairs of a business and for the
minister of the day to direct how such a business should
be dealt with. The act did not identify any criteria or
guiding principles for the minister’s decision, which is
inconsistent with best practice and does not promote
open, good and transparent government. It is important
that when those sorts of decisions have to be made, they
are made within a clear legislative structure and with a
clear understanding of how ministers should make
those decisions.
The act’s investigatory powers are no longer required
as they exist in other more specific and relevant
legislation. Dealing with fraudulent businesses now is
successfully carried out under the Trade Practices Act
where specific criteria are applied and, most
importantly, natural justice is observed. Where there are
reasonable grounds to believe there has been
misleading and deceptive conduct under the Fair
Trading Act an inspector may apply to the court for an
order compelling the production of information and
documentation. Inspectors also have the power of entry
and search and the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission has wide powers to obtain
information and documents under the Trade Practices
Act. The act is no longer relevant and needs to be
repealed because it has not been enacted for more than
20 years. It is clear the bill enjoys bipartisan support
and I wish it a speedy passage.
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) — The National
Party also supports the legislation. It is one of those
little shooters that governments tend to put into the
Parliament when it is a bit short of business. I suppose
by now we have caught up with the business of the
house and will be able to have enough legislation to
keep the Parliament going!
The Business Investigations Act has not been used for
at least 20 years and that is a frightening thought. I
guess other pieces of legislation on the statute book
have not been used although there has been a clean-out
of legislation over the last four to five years of bills that
have not been activated in recent times and this one is
now being added to the list.
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As honourable members have mentioned, there are now
far better ways to handle issues that the Business
Investigations Act was designed to do — that is, with
the trade practices, fair trading and federal corporations
laws that provide for the handling of the issues and set
out all the problems that occurred with the regulation of
business back in those days.
With the legislation not being used for the past
20 years, it is time it went to sleep. The commonwealth
laws and some of the state laws replace it, and the
regulation of our businesses will continue tomorrow as
it did yesterday with the bill having been alive until
today. The National Party supports the legislation.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise, like others,
to support the bill, which must be one of the shortest on
record, consisting of only three paragraphs. The
purpose of the bill is to repeal the existing act, it states
the date on which it will come into effect, and the third
clause provides that the Business Investigations Act is
repealed.
As other speakers have mentioned, the bill has a long
history, and perhaps I should say a little more about it.
In 1949 Lieutenant Colonel Leggatt as Chief Secretary
introduced the originating bill on behalf of the
Attorney-General of the time. It was a vigorous debate.
The then honourable member for Bendigo, Mr Galvin,
came up with a long exposé of the work of Bristo
Plastic Industries, which had premises at various times
in Toorak and Box Hill, as well as other companies
such as the Grampian Olive Plantation Company, South
Pacific Oil Projects, the Tan Bark Development
Company and Power Fuel Industries. People were
obviously undertaking scams where they took a few
pounds and would say your £30 would really have a
value of £300 and it was your chance to get rich
quick — not just double your money but get 10 times
your money. These extraordinary schemes were being
peddled.
In one scheme at the time I think a Mr Cameron was
said to stand to make £1.3 million. These schemes were
extensive, and other members, rightly or wrongly, were
implicated in some of the schemes. Certainly the
members were much concerned with these schemes. As
was said, the honourable member for Northcote,
Mr Cain, joined in that important debate.
Obviously I support the bill and support the repeal,
because the matter is covered by other bills.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Housing) — I thank all
honourable members who engaged in this important
debate, and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
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population as well. That is for a very obvious reason:
our biggest international inbound tourism market is
New Zealand.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Essendon Airport: sale
Dr NAPTHINE (Leader of the Opposition) — In
light of the disastrous collapse of Ansett Australia and
the impact it and the demise of its subsidiary airlines
will have on regional and rural Victoria, will the
Premier now reverse Labor’s flawed policy to close
regional and rural Victoria’s most crucial air link to
Melbourne — that is, Essendon Airport?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — You would love to be a
fly on the wall in their questions committee, wouldn’t
you? Where do they get these questions from? They
have a great brains trust in there!
If I could answer the question, the contract for
Essendon Airport has been given to a consortium of
Lindsay Fox and the Becton group. My understanding
is that the consortium has been given the contract by the
federal Minister for Transport and Regional Services on
the basis that it is retained as an airport. I would not
imagine that the federal government would have
entered into a contract with a contractor which did not
require it to remain an airport when that was its policy.
So clearly, under the contract arrangements it will
remain an airport, and the matter will not come up.

Ansett Australia: financial crisis
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) — I refer the Premier to
the continued failure of the federal Howard coalition
government to respond properly to the Ansett crisis,
and I ask: what is the latest action this government has
taken to deal with the impact of the crisis on the
Victorian economy and Ansett employees?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Werribee for her question. Building on
what we mentioned yesterday with the boost of
$10 million for tourism in Victoria, which will lift the
tourism effort in this state by some 30 per cent,
allowing for cooperative marketing with the airlines,
marketing into regional Victoria and promotion of the
Jigsaw campaign, I can also announce that we will have
a particular and unique targeting of the New Zealand

If you look at the figures over the past 12 months you
will see that of all the visitors to Australia from all
international destinations, 140 925 were from New
Zealand, and about 1.7 million visitor nights are
coming into Victoria from that country. It is a big
market.
There is no doubt at all that Air New Zealand bears
some of the responsibility for this demise. The other
share goes to the colleagues of these people across
here!
It is important to recognise that while blame should be
attributed to Air New Zealand, the New Zealand people
themselves are not at fault for what has happened. We
want to ensure that as many New Zealand tourists as
possible make Victoria their destination and spend their
money here, which will generate jobs and growth in our
economy.
Since the demise of Ansett, and since the dreadful and
tragic terrorism attacks in the United States of America,
bookings from New Zealand to Victoria are currently
down by some 40 per cent, and across Australia those
bookings are down by some 40 to 50 per cent. We have
only half the number of tourists coming from New
Zealand that otherwise would have been coming. As
part of that $10 million campaign, we want to say to the
New Zealand people, ‘We want your business. We
want your tourism. We want you to keep up your
bookings into this state. We want to see as many of you
as possible make Victoria your destination’. We will
also redouble our efforts over that very important event,
the Spring Racing Carnival, when so many people from
New Zealand come to Melbourne and Victoria. We
want to market the Spring Racing Carnival as an
important tourism event for this state.
I can also report to the house that following a meeting
this morning with the Minister for State and Regional
Development and the trade unions, a proposal that was
put on the table will be funded and supported by the
government of Victoria. That will provide some
immediate financial assistance for financial counselling
for Ansett employees so that very early on, before the
employees make decisions, they will have expert
financial counselling advice to assist and support them.
An additional $250 000 will be made available to the
Minister for Community Services to employ some
qualified financial counsellors to assist people who
have been affected to plan their futures and their
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outcomes, given that their incomes have been reduced
as a result of this crisis.
I congratulate the Minister for Community Services for
recognising that. We will make that additional money
available, which is aimed particularly at the
north-western suburbs, which have been very hard hit
by this downturn. The honourable member for
Tullamarine put that well during her contribution to the
debate on today’s matter of public importance. The
effect on that region and on Victoria has been profound.
We want to ensure that we stand side by side with those
people to assist them in their financial planning and in
their planning for the future.
I can also report that the consumer hotline set up by the
Minister for Community Services, the only such hotline
to be set up in the country, has now had 5400 calls. A
large number of those calls have been from interstate.
We are processing those calls and making sure they are
answered expediently and well.
I reiterate that this government, as distinct from the
federal government, is doing everything possible to
assist those affected, not only by seeking interest in
investing in the business of Ansett Australia but also by
helping those who have been hard hit — those workers
and also those in the tourism industry in Victoria. The
last thing we need at this time when tourism is being hit
is this ridiculous $10 fee on air tickets which the Prime
Minister is proposing. It will help downturn jobs in this
country. We oppose it: we think those entitlements
should be met by Air New Zealand itself. It will serve
only to depress tourism and depress air travel in this
country.

Water: rural charges
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — I also
record my concern: there is an obvious difference
between the state Labor government and the federal
Leader of the Opposition on that $10 issue. I support
the $400 million — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — It is $400 million more than you are
putting up!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order. I will not permit the Leader of the National Party
and the Premier to partake in an exchange of that
nature. The Leader of the National Party, asking his
question.
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Mr RYAN — I was distracted, Mr Speaker! I ask
the Minister for State and Regional Development
whether it is the government’s intention to remove
control of water pricing from country-based authorities
and to regulate water services by placing them in the
hands of the proposed Essential Services Commission?
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I am happy to answer the question,
but the legislation is before the house — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Settle down! The legislation has
been introduced and has been second read by the
minister. Obviously this is part of the legislation.
The opposition needs to understand that as part of the
national competition policy arrangements, to which the
former government in this state was a signatory and to
which the present government is a signatory, there is a
need for a mechanism to independently regulate and set
water prices across Victoria.
At the moment those prices are set by the state
government under competition policy, and consistent
with what occurs in other essential industries — the
energy industry, the gas industry and the electricity
industry — these are set independently. If they are not
set independently, there is a clear breach of the criteria
and the key understandings which underpin national
competition policy. So what the Essential Services
Commission will do from 2003 onwards is
independently review, regulate and set prices for water.
If you ask those who are properly informed on these
matters whether that will lead to a maintenance of the
status quo of country water prices, a likely increase or a
likely decrease, you find that the most common view is
that it would lead to a likely decrease and not a likely
increase in prices. But it is not — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — No. It is regulation where a
regulator looks at the costs of the industry and then sets
those prices.
Dr Dean interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The honourable member for
Berwick — —
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — ‘Ignore him; I do’. That is good
advice.
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I expect the honourable member for Box Hill to
understand these matters — and I hope that as the new
shadow Treasurer he understands these matters. This is
an issue about independently looking at the cost of the
industry and setting the price.
I am not quite sure what the concern of the honourable
member is, but if he is saying that the National Party,
and by implication the Liberal Party — —
Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — The interjections from the
honourable member for Berwick and the honourable
member for Mornington do not support competition
policy.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — Is that right? You do support
competition policy? The National Party — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — So you do support competition
policy?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
address his remarks through the Chair and not across
the table.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Mr Speaker, while
the minister is getting more instructions over there, I
raise a point of order on the matter of relevance. The
minister, as has been said before, is a serial offender of
the activity he is now setting out on. He should answer
the question that has been put to him. If the answer is
simply yes, just say so and sit down, Minister!
The SPEAKER — Order! Before the Leader of the
National Party took his point of order I was calling
upon the Treasurer to address his remarks through the
Chair and to come back to answering the question.
Mr BRUMBY — During the debate on the
Essential Services Commission Bill, which I believe
will commence this week on Thursday and move
through next week, the National Party will have the
opportunity to put its views about these matters. The
proposed Essential Services Commission has been
widely supported by industry, consumer groups and
trade unions alike. It sets the correct directions for this
state in the future.
As I have said, in relation to water and other industries
it is the policy of the federal government, supported by
the states, that there should be independent regulation
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of these prices, and that is precisely what this legislation
puts into effect.

Smoking: Quit campaign
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I refer the Minister
for Health to the Bracks government’s support of a
$3 million media campaign to encourage parents to quit
smoking, launched by the minister in August. What has
been the impact of this new campaign?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Health) — Every
day one Victorian child loses a parent as a result of a
disease caused by tobacco. This figure is unacceptably
high, and that is why the Bracks government has
contributed $2 million of additional money to a
$3 million campaign aimed at reducing tobacco
smoking.
The campaign focuses attention on parents particularly
and on the loss they would suffer as a result of
tobacco-related illness. It is a particularly moving
advertisement in which a child who is visiting her sick
father says, ‘You should’ve been there, Dad’. I am
pleased to say that research conducted by the
Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria has indicated that the
campaign has been highly effective. In the first month
of the campaign calls to the Quit line have more than
doubled.
I am sure there are many people in this house who do
smoke and want to quit — a lot of people — and if
there is one thing that will make people quit it is seeing
this sort of advertisement, because it focuses on the
effects of smoking on a family. I am sure that on both
sides of the house, unfortunately, we still have some
people who continue to smoke, and we will do anything
we can to help them — everything. I would urge
honourable members on both sides of the house to call
the Quit line — do it this afternoon — because the best
thing someone can do for their health is to stop
smoking.
The figures that were released today by the Anti-Cancer
Council reveal that cancer still is the no. 1 cause of
death in Australia. As a government we have shown
that we are prepared to tackle this tough social issue.
We have shown that we are prepared to take the action
that is needed. We have not always been supported, as
when we took tough action to stop the sale of cigarettes
to minors. We all agree that we should not be selling
cigarettes to children, and that is why we have taken the
tough action of having a tougher enforcement regime to
increase penalties and to take out point-of-sale
advertising. Also, the campaign we have run around
restaurants has been extremely successful. This has not
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only been widely supported by the public; restaurateurs
as well are widely supporting it.
The best thing all of us can do for our health is to
ensure that people do quit, and that is the way we will
turn around the cancer rates. We on this side of the
house are doing that.

Education, Employment and Training: offices
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I refer the
Minister for Education to the fact that she is located at
2 Treasury Place, that the secretary of her department is
located at 2 Treasury Place and that virtually all her
head office education personnel are located at
2 Treasury Place.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — The minister does not go to
any schools, so we know where she is!
Why did the minister allow her hand-picked director of
schools, Mr Michael White, on his third office
relocation, to move away from the minister and
virtually every bureaucrat that reports to him to a
special new office in 33 St Andrews Place?
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Education) — We
know what this is about. We know that after the next
federal election the blood will flow in the Liberal Party.
They are scrabbling desperately to try and get the
numbers for the leadership spill. Whether it will be a
Doyle–Honeywood ticket we do not know, but we
know that for the shadow Minister for Education the
big issues are ministerial expenses and refurbishment in
the Department of Education, Employment and
Training.
When we came into government we realigned the
Department of Education, Employment and Training so
that it would focus on the government’s education
policies — early years, middle years, later years. As
part of that reshaping of the department there was a
section rearrangement on level 1 of 33 St Andrews
Place in August 2000, and yes, there were some
building decisions made around 33 St Andrews Place.
And why was that? Because the director of schools
under your government did not even have a meeting
room because — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Glen Waverley knows very well what will happen
to him if he continues to interject in that manner. I ask
the whole house to come back to order.
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Mr Honeywood — On a point of order concerning
the issue of debating, Mr Speaker, the director of
schools had five meeting rooms to choose from on the
first floor — five meeting rooms!
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Warrandyte is clearly attempting to make a point in
debate and I will not continue to hear him.
Ms DELAHUNTY — They did not need any of
those meeting rooms when you were in government
because you had everyone gagged. There was no-one in
education — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will address
her remarks through the Chair.
Ms DELAHUNTY — We have made some
adjustments in the Department of Education,
Employment and Training and the reason the new
director of schools was moved over to 33 St Andrews
Place is — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — You are keeping away from
the voters, thank God! The director of schools now has
an appropriate meeting area so he can conduct the sorts
of consultations that this government is serious about as
we turn it around in education.

Local government: rural mayors’ summit
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I ask the Minister
for Local Government to inform the house of the
outcome of last week’s rural and regional Victoria
mayors summit and what was agreed upon to help
continue to turn around the years of neglect of country
Victoria by the Kennett government.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Local
Government) — Last week I had the pleasure to host in
this house the 47 mayors and chief executive officers
from country Victoria, together with the Minister for
State and Regional Development. It was a tremendous
success.
Mr Cooper — Who told you that?
Mr CAMERON — Who told us that? The
communiqué told us, and I quote from it:
Delegates express appreciation at the mutual relationship that
is developing and the free exchange of ideas between the two
levels of government.

‘Mutual relationship’ and ‘Free exchange of ideas’ —
things that could never have occurred with the previous
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government, let alone between two levels of
government that wanted to work together for the benefit
of country Victoria. That was the view of the mayors
across country Victoria. I quote again from the
communiqué:
Delegates noted that overall rural and regional Victoria was
doing better than it had done for decades in terms of regional
employment growth, food and fibre exports and building
approvals.

As you can see, Mr Speaker, by consultation and
working cooperatively the government is able to deliver
a framework that delivers for country Victorians as we
turn around country Victoria from the mess we
inherited.
Country mayors appreciated the announcement by the
Minister for State and Regional Development of
$10 million dollars over the next two years for rural
community infrastructure and also the announcement
by the Minister for Housing of $7 million for greater
community building capacity.
With the cooperative approach we have delivered, the
encouragement the Bracks government has given local
government in country Victoria and the abolition of
compulsory competitive tendering we have seen local
councils, together with the Bracks government, wanting
to work for their communities, and that is building
confidence. Certainly when you look at the satisfaction
surveys conducted every year for the past four years
you will see the enormous approval in the attitude of
country people towards local government as we are
able to deliver these things.
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Mr CAMERON — Thank you, Mr Speaker. I did
not notice any coloured pictures on page 3 of the
Weekly Times today, but I certainly do note the
comments of country mayors about the growth of
confidence in country Victoria. We want to work
together to continue it. It is certainly clear that when it
comes to country Victoria’s attitude, it is an A for the
Bracks government. When it comes to effort, it is an A
for the Bracks government. When it comes to
consultation, it is an A for the Bracks government, and
when it comes to achievement, it is an A for the Bracks
government.

Education, Employment and Training: offices
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I refer the
Minister for Education to Labor’s sustained attack
when in opposition on the Taj Mahal renovation of
2 Treasury Place and 33 St Andrews Place. Given that
33 St Andrews Place was totally refurbished and
renovated a mere three years ago, how does the
minister justify her authorisation of Mr Michael
White’s $30 000 new office complete with
reconfigured glass walls and including one special
boat-shaped boardroom table modelled, we understand,
on the Queen Mary, one special corner TV and fridge
unit, one special wall unit including — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the honourable
member to come to his question.
Mr HONEYWOOD — One special wall unit
including lockable buffet hutch and one matching NEC
bar fridge?

Mr CAMERON — The Leader of the National
Party does not want confidence in country Victoria, he
does not want employment growth and he does not
want these positive things that the community wants —
and we know that. That has always been the National
Party’s position.

Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Education) —
This is really big picture, isn’t it? The government is
spending $2.2 billion in education and training across
this state. We are putting in more teachers, more
programs, more opportunities for our kids, and what
does the shadow Minister for Education ask about? He
asks about ministerial expenses and refurbishment in
the Office of School Education. That is the big picture!

Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Mr Speaker, on the
issue of debating the question, I want the minister to
know that the Weekly Times performance register has
today given the government a D — a D for
performance!

But of course, just as he was wrong on class sizes —
and now principals have had to say publicly how the
shadow minister has embarrassed both his party and
himself by getting it wrong on class sizes right across
the state — he is also wrong on this.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
National Party has raised a point of order on whether
the minister is debating the question. The Chair is
prepared to rule on that and will not permit him to make
any further comment. I uphold the point of order, and I
ask the minister to come back to answering the
question.

I am informed by the department that Schiavello
Commercial Interiors was contracted to undertake a
section rearrangement on level 1, 33 St Andrews Place
in August 2000. The cost was $19 562, not $30 000 as
the honourable member described. Of course, the
opposition on education are the masters of mendacity.

Mr Ryan interjected.
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Transurban: technology development
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — Will the Minister for
Transport inform the house of the outcome of
negotiations with Transurban to create new investment
and job opportunities in the Victorian information
technology industry?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) —
Melbourne will become an international centre for the
development of intelligent — —
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — They do not like good news.
They just hate hearing good news being delivered by
the Labor government, particularly when it relates to
the creation of new jobs, new investment and jobs in
the cutting-edge technologies to which this
announcement relates. No wonder they want to interject
and try to interrupt, because Melbourne will become the
centre of — —
Mr Leigh — The toll capital of Australia!
Mr BATCHELOR — No, you’re wrong. The poor
shadow Minister for Transport. Melbourne will become
a centre of jobs for developing new information
technology services for electronic tolling. Under an
agreement, Transurban will invest $20 million in
developing its electronic tolling systems for export to
other markets interstate, around Australia and overseas.
This may lead to the further development of future
multimillion-dollar investments in research and
development and high-tech industries in Melbourne. It
will also lead to Transurban maintaining its
headquarters in Melbourne to provide ongoing
leadership in electronic tolling and intelligent transport
systems to the world.
As part of the agreement the government will release
Transurban from its single-purpose entity, a restriction
in the contract entered into in 1995 that prevents
Transurban from using the technology it has developed
and exporting it to the world.
In order for taxpayers to share in the expanded
economic activity, Transurban will make payments to
the state over three years in recognition of the new
opportunities that will be presented to it as a result of
this agreement. The first payment, in 2002, will be
$3.7 million. The second payment will be
$3.15 million, and there will be an equal amount the
following year. Over three years a total of $10 million
will be paid to the state so the taxpayers can share in
that expanded economic activity.
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The most important aspect of this agreement between
the government and Transurban is that Victorians will
have new jobs that will develop cutting-edge
technology and attract new investment money to this
state. The agreement the government has reached with
Transurban is subject to the finalisation of some
documentation and approval by the shareholders of
Transurban. It is a timely announcement because at the
end of this month and the beginning of next month an
international conference on intelligent transport systems
will be held in Australia, and companies and
governments from all around the world will send
representatives here. This will be an important
opportunity for Transurban to take the creative
opportunities provided and turn them into jobs for
Victorians.

Ansett Australia: replacement airlines
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I refer the Premier to the
fact that the Queensland Labor Premier has offered
incentives such as payroll tax holidays to any investors
who re-establish even parts of the former Ansett
Australia in Queensland, and I ask: what financial
incentives has the Victorian government offered
potential investors to keep an airline headquarters in
Victoria to replace Ansett?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — We are prepared for that
under our investment attraction program, which
includes payroll tax provisions. I am not sure if the
honourable member has been briefed on her new
portfolio, but we have the existing arrangements which
applied under the previous government — that is, we
do not offer payroll tax holidays but payroll tax
equivalents as grants, which is a system that operated
transparently through the budget and through the
industry attraction program. We have that full facility
available to us for new players in the field.
We have a combination of activities and facilitation, but
that is only one issue. The key issue is to get a buyer to
the table. Once we get a buyer to the table we can have
the industry attraction programs and others as part of it.
The reality is that we do not yet have someone who has
gone through the due diligence effectively, who has
gone through the books and who has said they want to
make a commitment. That is the work that is required
right now. When that work is undertaken we will
engage properly with those people who want to have an
interest in our state.

Corrections: home detention
Mr LIM (Clayton) — Will the Minister for
Corrections inform the house of the impact of the
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Liberal Party’s decision to block the home detention
bill on Victoria’s corrections system in the upper
house?
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I suggest to you that this question breaches the rule of
anticipation, given that this matter is currently listed for
debate in the other place.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
I draw your attention to the rule of anticipation, which
relates to the government business program that is
currently before the house. This bill is not before this
house, and the rule of anticipation does not apply in
these circumstances.
Mr Ryan — On the point of order, Mr Speaker, the
reality is, of course, that while it is in the process of
debate there is the distinct prospect that the bill will
come back into this house, subject to what happens in
the other chamber. So as a matter of sheer consistency,
while the matter is being debated before Parliament —
in whatever chamber that debate is occurring — it
seems to me that the point of order is perfectly valid
and should be ruled upon accordingly.
Mr Haermeyer — On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, if the opposition is of the view that this is
anticipating debate on a bill in the house, I draw to the
attention of honourable members the fact that I think it
was only two weeks ago that the honourable member
for Wantirna asked me a question about home
detention.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am prepared to rule on
the point of order, having heard all the argument. The
rule of anticipation prevents questions being asked on
matters that are currently before either house. However,
my understanding of the question asked by the
honourable member for Clayton is that it relates to a
decision that was taken by the Liberal Party. I shall
listen very carefully after calling the Minister for
Corrections. He must not in any way anticipate the
debate that is currently before the upper house, or
indeed its decision.
The question asked by the honourable member for
Clayton related to what would occur to the home
detention proposal. I ask the minister to refrain from
anticipating debate and to make his comments of a
general nature in regard to the home detention program.
Mr Cooper — On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
draw your attention to two rulings by Speaker Coghill
in 1991 and a ruling by Speaker Delzoppo in 1994, in
which they said that question time is an opportunity for
ministers to be questioned and provide information on
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government administration and should not be used as a
vehicle for attacks on the opposition. By its very nature
the question invites the minister to attack the opposition
and therefore invites interjections. Therefore,
Mr Speaker, I would suggest that the precedent that has
been set by two distinguished predecessors of yours in
ruling that question time should not be used in that way
but should simply be used for ministers to respond to
matters relating to government administration should be
upheld by you.
The reality is that this question is clearly designed to
elicit an answer from the Minister for Corrections that
will be directed towards a decision which has been
taken by the Liberal Party but which has not been acted
upon. Therefore under your previous ruling the minister
cannot answer in anticipation of what might be
occurring, and the only direction in which he can direct
himself is that of attacking the opposition — and
clearly that is in breach of the decisions — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Cooper — I will not sit down until I have
finished!
That would clearly be in breach of the precedents that
have been established by your two distinguished
predecessors. Therefore, Mr Speaker, I suggest to you
that this question should be ruled out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Mornington has raised a point of order bringing to
the attention of the Chair the rulings of Speakers
Coghill and Delzoppo on ministers using answers to
questions to attack the other side. Upon reflection, I am
of the opinion that the question asked by the honourable
member for Clayton allows or asks for that to occur. I
will assist the house by asking the honourable member
for Clayton to rephrase his question to ensure that that
does not occur.
Mr LIM — Thank you, Honourable Speaker, for
the opportunity again. Will the Minister for Corrections
inform the house of the implication of the Liberal
Party’s decision to block the home detention bill on
Victoria’s corrections system?
Mr Cooper — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
your ruling on my point of order and your request to the
honourable member for Clayton to try to clean up his
question has fallen on deaf ears. The question still
contains the invitation to the minister to attack the
opposition. Therefore, Sir, I request that you rule the
question out of order and call the next question.
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Mr Thwaites — On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
there was no attack on the opposition in that question. It
clearly asked the minister to refer to the implications of
this decision for government administration. The
question was quite in order and referred to matters that
this house deals with on a daily basis.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked the
honourable member for Clayton to rephrase his
question, and he has done so. His question seeks an
answer from the minister about the implications for
government administration should home detention not
be proceeded with. I will allow the question, and I will
listen very carefully to the minister’s answer.
Mr Richardson — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the question as rephrased is asking what the
implications are. It is requesting an opinion and is,
therefore, out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
before you allow this question, I refer you to a ruling by
Speaker Plowman on 23 March 1999 in relation to
minister’s responses to questions, when he said that in
responding ministers should not debate opposition
policy or promises. I put it to you, Mr Speaker, that that
would include decisions made by an opposition on
issues relating to legislation. They would clearly fall
within the ambit of the Speaker’s reference to
opposition policies or promises.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, Mr Speaker, I
support the honourable member for Monbulk citing
rulings of previous Speakers, who obviously knew full
well the meaning of standing order 95, which clearly
states:
No member shall allude to any debate in the other house of
Parliament, or to any measure pending therein …

It then makes provision for members of Parliament to
make personal explanations when they have been
misrepresented. I am afraid there is no leeway in the
rulings of the Chair in relation to this question, which is
absolutely veiled and in direct contravention of the
standing orders and which you, Mr Speaker, have
assisted in rephrasing.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order. As the Chair understands the
question as rephrased by the honourable member for
Clayton, it asked about government policy and
administration in regard to the home detention program.
I will hear the minister on that aspect of the question.
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Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Corrections) — I
will certainly take on board the comments you have
made, Mr Speaker, so as not to fall foul of the Chair. I
will endeavour to answer the question in the same
fashion as I dealt with the question asked by the
honourable member for Wantirna a couple of weeks
ago.
The government went to the last election with this
home detention proposal — in other words, we faced
the voters with it. It is a proposal to put 80 low-level
offenders on a trial for a period of three years. So the
legislation would have a three-year — —
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister just made
reference to the legislation; he has not in any way
anticipated it.
Mr HAERMEYER — The home detention
proposal would sunset in three years. It would then
have to be reconsidered at the conclusion of that trial
period. It is something that has received the support of
the Salvation Army, Odyssey House, the Victorian
Association for the Care and Rehabilitation of
Offenders, the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry and Walter Jona, a former
Liberal Party Minister for Corrections in this place.
That is not to mention the support of the editorial
writers of two major newspapers in Victoria, the Herald
Sun and the Age. Both have articulated the view that
home detention ought to be given a go. Victoria is now
the only mainland state that does not have it. Home
detention schemes in the Northern Territory and New
South Wales have shown that only 5 per cent of those
who go on home detention reoffend, whereas the
reoffending rate in the prison system is more than
10 times as much.
When the opposition says it does not want home
detention it is saying that it does not want offenders to
repay their victims; it is saying it does not want them to
pay restitution; and it is saying it does not want to cut
tenfold the number of people who reoffend after they
have been convicted by a court. That is what they are
saying. As I said, this was a very high-profile — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is now
debating the question. I shall not permit him to do so.
Mr HAERMEYER — As they say, home detention
was a very high-profile component of this
government’s corrections policy that we took to the
voters at the last election. I have to say, Sir, that it is
very sad that we are now being invited by the members
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of Jurassic Park who have not faced an election since
1996 — —

correct, I suggest that appropriate action might be
taken.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister shall refrain
from using such terminology!

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Chair did not interpret the honourable
member for Bentleigh’s remarks in that vein.

Mr HAERMEYER — I couldn’t help myself,
Mr Speaker. Certainly they have not faced an election
since 1996 — —
Mr Leigh interjected.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the honourable
member for Mordialloc to cease interjecting. The Chair
needs to hear the minister.

Debate resumed from 16 August; motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).

Mr HAERMEYER — On advice from the Minister
for Finance, I apologise to the dinosaurs.

Dr DEAN (Berwick) — This bill does two things.
Firstly, it creates the opportunity for a —

We have a situation where a proposal that was
supported by voters at the last election, it being part of
this government’s corrections policy, is now being
proposed to be knocked down by members of
Parliament who have not faced the electorate since the
previous election.
Mr McArthur — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is clearly flouting your ruling in that he is
entering into the particulars of a debate that is about to
occur in the other place. I suggest that you remind him
of your ruling and that if he continues to flout it you sit
him down.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister may not anticipate a decision in the
other place.
Mr HAERMEYER — Mr Speaker, I got out what I
had to say.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
questions without notice has expired and a minimum
number of questions has been dealt with.
Mr Robinson — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
in her recent contribution on a point of order the
honourable member for Bentleigh referred to previous
Speakers’ rulings on standing order 95. I drew the
strong inference from her contribution that she was
suggesting that you, Sir, had not observed the
precedents established by previous rulings, and that
might constitute a reflection on the Chair. Could I
suggest to you that you might wish to study the report
of the honourable member’s contribution, and if my
understanding and the understanding of other
honourable members on this side of the house is

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Plowman) —
Order! There is too much audible conversation. I ask
honourable members who wish to leave the chamber to
please do so and I ask the Minister for Health to either
resume his seat or leave the chamber.
Dr DEAN — This bill does two things. One is that it
introduces a life imprisonment sentence for those who
are convicted of a new crime in relation to commercial
drug trafficking — I will come to that in a minute. It
also allows the aggregation of illicit drugs when
determining whether or not the magical quantity of
drugs which determines commercial trafficking has
been met. Before I get on to that, I point out that both
the bill and the second-reading speech reveal quite a lot
in relation to this government and where it is at.
Basically we have already had the trifecta this
afternoon. Within the space of about half an hour we
had the Treasurer of the state look honourable members
in the eye and say that he is a great supporter of
competition policy, yet we all remember his speeches in
relation to the electricity industry, the gas industry and
so forth in which he said the opposite. We have seen
the Minister for Transport get up and say that he wants
to sell tolling to the world. With this piece of legislation
we have heard the Attorney-General becoming part of
the trifecta by saying how he supports the confiscation
of assets bill, what a wonderful bill it is and how it will
pick up that beautiful piece of legislation he argued
against as hard as his lungs could shout when it was
introduced by the previous government.
In the Bible they talk about the cock crowing three
times. Well, within 1 hour we have had three of the
most hypocritical displays one could imagine from this
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government. One case was almost like the road to
Damascus, where competition policy was suddenly
embraced. This was followed closely by highway tolls
being embraced. Now the government is embracing the
Confiscation Act. In all three cases the government had
previously said that each of them was an abomination.
I do not know whether the press will ever pick this up,
but we on this side of the house and the government
know just what a hypocritical state it is in. After two
years in government Labor cannot even apologise or
say it has changed its mind. It simply slides over the top
as if the arguments it made when it was in opposition
do not exist. What integrity can one assume this
government to have if it can simply look this
Parliament in the eye and utter that hypocrisy as if the
past did not exist.
Another aspect of the government is brought out by this
bill. Time and again this government has shown itself
to be one which is very high on rhetoric, on
window-dressing and on trying to ensure that the public
enjoys its policies, but it is very short on policies of
substance. The integrity, the hard work of government,
the nuts and bolts which may not be popular and may
be difficult but have to be done simply are not seen in
this government. Although this piece of legislation
introduces life imprisonment for this new category of
commercial trafficking, with which this opposition will
agree, the bill does not go nearly far enough. We all
know that a large aspect of this bill is window-dressing.
The government has done very well. It got publicity on
the front page of the Herald Sun, but what the
government did not tell the Herald Sun about this piece
of legislation, this quick grab for publicity, was that a
sentence of a maximum term of imprisonment has
never been given for commercial drug trafficking. The
existing maximum sentence for commercial drug
trafficking of an amount of drug which is something
like one-third the amount introduced for this offence is
25 years imprisonment and it has never been given. The
chances of a life sentence being imposed for this crime
are virtually zero. Although we may abhor and regret
that, it is the truth. The government knows it, the
opposition knows it and the courts know it. This is a
cynical attempt on the part of the government to try to
tell the people of Victoria that it will put these people in
jail for life. The government and the opposition know
that that will not happen unless the government ensures
that the courts get tougher in relation to this matter.
Another thing the government has done which is part of
the window-dressing and demonstrates that it is simply
not serious about commercial drug trafficking is it has
said this higher sentence will not apply to the existing
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definition of commercial drug trafficking — that is, the
equivalent of 250 grams of heroin. Commercial drug
trafficking is presently defined as trafficking 250 grams
of heroin, an amount which clearly demonstrates that
someone is in it for profit and not because they are
addicted to a drug. However, the government has said
that this penalty will not apply to that amount or even to
500 grams or 600 grams; it will apply only to
750 grams of heroin. Given the strength of heroin today
we are looking at between $500 000 and $1 million
worth of heroin being the cut-off point for this
increased penalty. The government did not say that to
the Herald Sun. It did not say that it was upping the
quantity of heroin to create this super, super drug
trafficking offence to which this sentence will apply.
I have news for the government because when the
opposition gets into power it will ensure that it does not
create a nonsensical new 750 gram commercial drug
trafficking offence when everybody knows that
500 grams and 250 grams is just as heinous because
this is about people who make profit out of drugs, profit
out of misery, profit out of young people’s deaths. To
say that that does not occur until you get to 750 grams
is a nonsense. To say that is to act out a travesty on the
Victorian people. Sooner or later the opposition will do
its best to explain to the Victorian people that they have
been conned about this amount.
The Liberal Party will not tolerate that sort of artificial
distinction. It will be looking at legislation which will
allow the courts to decide whether a person is a
trafficker because he is a user and caught up in the
desperate plight of an addict or is out to make a buck
from selling drugs that kill young people. That will be
the key. To suggest some artificial amount of
750 grams — which would probably kill classrooms of
young children — as the level to determine whether
trafficking is for profit is a nonsense. The opposition
will be seriously looking at that.
It is worse than that. If you go to the statistics on
commercial drug trafficking to try to get a grip on
whether this bill will have a modicum of effect, the first
thing you find is that you cannot get court sentencing
statistics from this government for the past five years.
The most current sentencing statistics in the County and
Supreme courts are up to 1996. We have no idea what
the Supreme and County courts have imposed in
sentences for drug trafficking and other serious
offences for the past five years. Maybe they are getting
tougher, and maybe they are getting weaker. We have
no idea, because this government, through the
Department of Justice, cannot put together up-to-date
statistics; the best it can do is five years out of date.
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However, let us use the statistics we have for 1996. In
1996 the situation was probably even more desperate
than it is today because there has been a downturn in
the number of heroin deaths. In the trafficking of
opiates and so forth with respect to years of
imprisonment imposed by the courts in 1996 three
people were sentenced to imprisonment for between
one and two years; one person got between two and
three years; 12 people got between three and four years;
one person got between four and five years; and one
person got between 5 and 10 years.

not apply to 750 grams, so why put it in? More fluff!
The speech says the bill picks up the serious sentencing
provisions. A serious offence is where a particular
offence is in the serious offence category and if it is
repeated — committed twice or three times — the
penalties escalate. Again this was introduced by the
previous government, and if my memory serves me
correctly it was argued against by the opposition of the
time, which in government is proudly saying it is being
picked up — and I should jolly well hope so, seeing the
250 grams already picks it up.

The commercial quantity trafficking sentences apply to
250 grams or $100 000 worth of drugs in someone’s
pocket — that is not a habit, that is profiting; it is
making money out of drugs. Only 66 per cent of people
who came before the courts for drug trafficking in
commercial quantities got a custodial sentence. Of
those, one got a suspended sentence, one got between
four and five years and one got between 5 and 10 years.

The bill talks about a unanimous not a majority verdict,
which is what would be expected from this
government, and the second-reading speech goes on to
say that it picks up the confiscation of profits
legislation. Honourable members should remind
themselves of what the Attorney-General said in his
second-reading speech. He proudly announces:

The maximum sentence for commercial drug
trafficking as it exists right now is 25 years
imprisonment. The government has said that it will
make the penalty even higher for this super, super
commercial trafficking, that it will make it life. The
courts have been giving a maximum of about four years
so far. It might be a little bit more helpful if the
government started to send out messages to the courts
suggesting that they could look at the 25-year
maximum and see how they go with that.
I talked earlier about the hypocrisy we have seen three
times in a row in the last hour in relation to competition
policy, tolling and the Confiscation Act. Let us look at
the Confiscation Act brought in and toughened by the
previous government, but first I will turn to the
Attorney-General’s second-reading speech on this
legislation. He said the legislation will introduce life
imprisonment if a person is caught with 750 grams of
heroin — between half and one million dollars worth.
He made a long second-reading speech because it is
about drugs, and if it is about drugs and crime it will get
into the newspapers. If you are going to put out a piece
of puff and fluff like this, make it in relation to drugs
and crime and make a really long second-reading
speech because that way it will get the maximum
observation by the press.
The government says the legislation will pick up a
number of things. It says drugs are a national problem
and the bill will pick up the Bail Act provisions that say
that a person cannot get bail unless it is in exceptional
circumstances — I should think so! That was
introduced by the previous government and applies to
250 grams of heroin. It would be extraordinary if it did

Victoria’s confiscation laws are among the toughest in
Australia.

The Attorney-General continues:
The toughest procedures under the Confiscation Act are
known as automatic forfeiture and civil forfeiture.

Words that he almost spat out when he was arguing
against the legislation some years ago. The speech
continues:
Automatic forfeiture applies to a limited number of serious
offences.

He is explaining it to the opposition! He continues:
If a person is charged with an automatic forfeiture offence, all
of their property can be restrained to prevent its disposal.
Following conviction, all of the restrained property will be
automatically forfeited unless the defendant can prove that the
property was lawfully acquired …

His speech goes on to talk about reversal and the onus
of proof and says it is all right because it is a serious
offence. Do members of the opposition recall sitting
here hearing the then shadow Attorney-General talk
about the heinous reversal of the onus of proof and
what terrible things that would do? The speech
continues:
Civil forfeiture has similar reverse onus provisions but applies
where the offence is proved on the balance of probabilities —

he is purring like a little pussy about how wonderful
this is! —
rather than beyond reasonable doubt, as occurs in criminal
proceedings.

The speech goes on to say:
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The application of these confiscation processes to the new
offences provides a significant deterrent by ensuring that
those who engage in drug trafficking will not profit from their
criminal activities.

Let us go back and look at what the previous shadow
Attorney-General had to say in 1997 when the former
government introduced the legislation. He moved what
is called a reasoned amendment, which says, ‘Take this
legislation away because we do not like it’. When the
previous government was arguing its confiscation
legislation the shadow Attorney-General moved the
following amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until the government ensures that there
are appropriate safeguards in the legislation which will (a)
preclude innocent persons having their property forfeited by
the state; and (b) address the issue of the proceeds from
substantial corporate crime’.

That was what he said then. He said, ‘Take the
legislation away because it could hurt innocent people’.
Where are the Attorney-General’s amendments now?
When the Labor Party came into government why did it
not introduce amendments to the Confiscation Act to
ensure that the things it was worried about were fixed?
In the debate in 1997 the shadow Attorney-General
said:
The opposition does not believe there are enough safeguards
in the legislation to ensure that the property of innocent
persons will not be forfeited to the state. If the government
agrees with the reasoned amendment it will be expressing
similar concerns to those expressed by the opposition.

The shadow Attorney-General took up the cudgel on
behalf of the Law Institute of Victoria and said:
The Victorian Law Institute has other concerns —

which he was embracing. He continues:
In particular the institute refers to clause 106, which makes it
quite clear that when being examined a person has to produce
certain documents in relation to assets.

He said that was wrong because the previous
government was forcing people to produce documents
which included documents that could be a breach of
legal privilege. He said it was suspending legal
privilege, which was an outrage. The previous
government replied that it was an outrage for young
people to die on the streets from overdoses of heroin
and if it had to suspend legal privilege in relation to the
war on drugs then it would do so. The former shadow
Attorney-General said it was wrong and the previous
government should not do it. He wanted it to take the
bill away. The previous opposition agreed with the Law
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Institute of Victoria that the Kennett government should
not do it.
I say to the Attorney-General, ‘Where are your
amendments?’. The opposition is waiting and will fight
them. The government should bring in amendments to
water down the Confiscation Act because then it will be
complying with what it said in such a forthright manner
a few short — and boy do they seem short — years
ago.
The then shadow Attorney-General went on to say:
It therefore appears that a restraining order can be taken out
over any property that was gifted by the defendant to another
person six years earlier.

He said it was terrible, it was too long a bow and the
legislation should be looked at again.
There is his third amendment, and the opposition is
looking forward to getting them from the
Attorney-General. He goes on to rant and rave against
the legislation and he then made what I regard as the
prince of comments. You will recall, Mr Acting
Speaker, that I read how the Attorney-General said the
reversal of the onus of proof ensures that this is a
deterrent, that this is a serious piece of legislation and
that reversal of the onus of proof, where the assets are
first frozen and then, on the balance of probabilities, it
is the person who owns the assets who has to come in
to say they are theirs. The Attorney-General said the
reversal of the onus of proof is there but it is a good
thing because it is a deterrent. However only a couple
of years ago as shadow Attorney-General he said:
As I said, this places a reverse onus on people who have been
acquitted of certain offences. One of the concerns the
opposition has is that in all likelihood some innocent people
will fall through this net, people who for one reason or
another — not because they have been involved in criminal
activity — are unable to establish on the balance of
probabilities that all the property they have acquired over a
certain time has been acquired legally.
The opposition has legitimate concerns …

And so on. We said that if a person who owns the
property cannot come forward and demonstrate to the
court where that property came from or that it is their
property and therefore reverse the onus of evidence, the
balance of evidence, which is something I do not think
the then shadow Attorney-General rightly understood,
they ought not keep that property. It ought to remain
confiscated. It is exactly what the Attorney-General is
now saying is such a good thing. The hypocrisy of the
Attorney-General is just extraordinary. This is what he
says at the end — —
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Mr Wynne — Do you support the legislation?
Dr DEAN — We absolutely support the legislation,
but it should go further and the government should
admit its hypocrisy. The government cannot simply get
up here now, having said what it has said, if it has
integrity. If the government has integrity it cannot close
its eyes. That is the great thing about Hansard. In this
place what you say is recorded in detail. The reason it is
recorded in detail is that when you do a complete
about-face someone like me can get up and say that the
government should acknowledge it has done a complete
about-face. That is the least you can expect.
The government came into power saying it is a
government of integrity. It is a government where
integrity is a no. 1 matter. In fact, there was an entire
policy — I have it somewhere — transparency and
integrity. It was Mr Bracks’s own policy. It has his
name on it: ‘the integrity of the Bracks government’.
This is the man who sits there as Premier; the man who
says, ‘I am a man of integrity’. So you would have
thought that his government, which has quite clearly
changed its mind on something, would advise the
public. The public has a right to know that this is a
change in policy and would probably welcome it. This
is the way the shadow Attorney-General finished up his
contribution to the debate on the Confiscation Bill:
It is all right for people to stand up in this place and be hairy
chested about introducing legislation that purports to be tough
on crime, criminals, drug dealers and the like. Professor
Penington makes it clear that introducing this type of
legislation is not the answer.

That is what he said. So, Attorney-General, have you
suddenly grown hair on your chest? Have you decided
to start beating your chest? Or were you wrong? Was it
in fact a very good piece of legislation and it was you
just trying to use political ploys and beating your chest
in a political way to capture a small group of the
community who you hoped would vote your way?
Come into the house, Attorney-General. Very rarely
does he come into the house when his bills are being
debated. I say to the Attorney-General, ‘You have a lot
of explaining to do. Come in here and say that you have
changed your mind or say, ‘Look you are quite right. I
had forgotten about all those amendments you wanted
to move to the Confiscation Act to make it weaker.
Sorry, it slipped my mind. I’m letting you know I’ll be
doing it next week. I’ll be coming in here and saying to
the people of Victoria all those things that were wrong
with the Confiscation Act. I am a man of integrity and I
am now in government and control the legislature. I
now can get things through the Parliament and I will
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come in and move amendments’. See how you go,
Attorney-General, on that one.
Anything that can be done to try to get the message
across to the Mr Bigs of this country that a government
or a Parliament is on their case and will not tolerate
what they want to do — anything that can be done even
if it is a piece of puff — is welcome. We welcome it
and will go with it. However, the Liberal Party says,
‘We will do a lot more. We will do a lot more because
the people who are the Mr Bigs decide that young
people are fair game. We in the Liberal Party want to
say to them, ‘You’re fair game. We don’t care what
happens to you’.
A decision by a Mr Big is not made on the basis that he
has some commitment to some particular country in
selling off the drugs. It is a commercial decision and a
Mr Big weighs up all the risks. Just like any business, a
Mr Big says, ‘I want to sell drugs in that country. What
are my costs?’ and one of his costs has to be that the
government of that country will pursue him with every
resource it has and when it gets him it will take
everything from him, throw him into jail and make sure
even when he gets out of jail he does not have a chance
to offend again. That will not stop the Mr Bigs. It will
not stop them, but when they make the market decision
about which country they will sell in, what the demands
are and what the risks are, they will say, ‘That Australia
is a bit of a tough one. If I have to choose between
selling my drugs here or there, I will not sell them in
Australia because there the risks are greater for me’. I
would probably still get away with it, but the way in
which a country writes its legislation and the attitude it
displays shows whether the risks are greater. So I
would weigh up the risks and I say, ‘I would not go
there’. That is why you draw lines in the sand.
You do not try to pretend that every large cargo of
drugs that lands around the coast of this massive
country will be stopped. You know it will not be, but
what you do is acknowledge that the risks are there.
You say, ‘If you want to chance it, you go ahead and
chance it, but compared to other countries (a) you have
a bigger chance of being caught, and (b) when you do
get caught, you will be wrecked for life. They are the
chances, buddy. You go ahead and choose which
country you want to come into’. That is what this is all
about.
What do you think the Mr Bigs are thinking about this
piece of legislation? As I said, they are looking at the
sentences that are being handed down and saying, ‘The
sentences do not even get up to 5 years on a 25-year
maximum’. Why on earth would they consider life
imprisonment to be a deterrent? If on 25 years you get
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only 4, it will not make any difference. In addition they
would think, ‘We have to get caught with 750 grams, so
we will just make sure when we are doing our
commercial dealing that we walk around with only
500 grams’ — or 250 000 bucks worth of stuff — ‘in
our pockets. If we do that we will never into get into the
life imprisonment thing. Why should we risk walking
around with 750 grams when we can walk around with
500 grams, which is enough to make us a bomb, an
absolute fortune? You’ve got to be joking!’.
Yes, the opposition will support it, but on a 12-inch
ruler this is a quarter of an inch. But if the government
does not get serious about this and do something to
ensure that the courts get serious about it, the Liberal
Party will, because it is that sort of crime. This is about
the murder of young people. These people end up
overdosing and dying. It is not just a matter of people
getting hit by a truck. It is a two-year or three-year
process, during which their lives and their prospects are
ruined: they end up in and out of hospitals, they end up
in prostitution, or they end up breaking into houses to
try to feed their habit — and then they die. So it is
worse than murder.
For the government to bring in a pussy piece of
legislation like this as an answer to the problem is an
absolute disgrace. We will support this quarter inch, but
we are saying to the government, ‘Get real, or we
will!’.
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — The
National Party does not oppose this legislation. All
other things being equal it would have our absolute
support, save for the fact that we do not want to send
the message that by any stroke of the imagination this
represents a conclusive answer to a terrible issue. So
with that qualification we support this bill, but it is not
to be taken as simply applauding the totality of the
government’s efforts to deal with the drugs issue.
This legislation deals with probably the most heinous of
offences. I say that advisedly, because the people who
deal at the level that this legislation is intended to
address do so with the attitude that life is an aspect of
what they trade in. The natural consequence of the
success of their trade is to kill people. In its own way, it
is murder in the foulest of forms, and the planning that
goes into it and the mechanisms of execution that are
used are far more heinous than would otherwise apply
to the vast raft of other forms of murder. I even put that
at a level over and above those who deal in murder as a
trade — and fortunately very few people in
communities around the world kill by design.
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These people ply their insidious trade from the point of
view of knowing fulsomely that in the course of doing
so their ultimate clients will more often than not die or,
at the very least, be subject to a life of abject misery.
That is why I say this bill endeavours to deal with those
involved in the most heinous of offences.
You can talk about the issue in the abstract, and you can
talk about it from experience. When I was practising
law I dealt with people who used drugs, who trafficked
in drugs and who were involved in them in different
ways. I was often involved with the families of those
who had been subject to all the dreadful outcomes
associated with the use of drugs. If honourable
members wanted to have a look at a film which is
currently available and which in a melodramatic sense,
I suppose, conveys some of the appalling images of the
drug trade, I would recommend that they see ‘Traffic’.
It is not an enjoyable film, but it is compelling. It is
played out in four parts: it comprises four stories within
the one main story. In its own way it is a snapshot of
the insidious nature of the drug trade and those
involved in it at the level which, as I say, this legislation
is nominally intended to address.
It depicts the circumstances of a family man, played by
Michael Douglas, who is a judge appointed to head the
United States Drug Enforcement Agency. His intent is
to tackle the horrors of the drug trade, but through a
sequence of events he discovers that his own daughter
is caught completely in the horrors of the trade itself, to
the point of prostitution, stealing items from her own
home and doing anything to enable her to gain a supply
of drugs. That element of the story concludes with the
family man eventually abrogating his role as head of
the DEA to return to doing what he can in conjunction
with his wife to save the life of his child.
It has a second story about a husband who is involved
in trafficking at the highest levels. His wife discovers
through a drug raid on their house that her husband is
involved in that dreadful activity. The film traces his
initial jailing, or his being held on remand, as we would
know it, and the wife’s consequent transition to being
the strongest advocate for his release, because she sees
it as a way of getting back their former way of life, with
all the money that went with it. It ultimately results in
the murder of a lead witness and this fellow being
discharged from custody.
The third story involves two police officers who are in
pursuit of those involved in the trade, the death of one
of them and the way in which the surviving officer of
the two-man team pursues Mr Big. The fourth story has
to do with the cross-border trade between Mexico and
the United States of America, including the way the
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drugs get across the border in a manner almost
unrestrained.
For those who want a Hollywood version of what this
trade is about and what this legislation is intended to
address, the film is recommended viewing, not, as I say,
because it is enjoyable — if anything, it is a matter of
enduring it — but because it is instructive.
The issue of the validity of this legislation in the sense
of this government bringing it in has to be a genuine
cause of concern. I say that advisedly, because the
shadow Attorney-General has traced through the
commentary made by the current Attorney-General
when he was in opposition on the confiscation
legislation introduced by the former government.
I understand the realities, and I make this concession:
being on the opposition side of the house gives you free
rein over some things compared with the constraints
that can be imposed by being in government. However,
this legislation seems to go well beyond the bounds of
the shallow political principle that may have application
in very limited circumstances. This bill goes to a core
issue, because the then shadow Attorney-General spoke
with passion — and I remember it — about the
legislation the former government introduced. He made
great show of presenting a position on behalf of the
Labor Party, yet we now find that this legislation has as
some of its core content the very issues the then shadow
Attorney-General opposed so vehemently. One would
have to wonder what sort of message that sends to the
community. You would have to wonder what the
people who witnessed what, it is now obvious, was a
charade on the part of the then shadow
Attorney-General think about how serious he and the
government of which he is a part are in pursuing this
principle.
So far as the issue with the courts is concerned, there is
a fundamental matter here that we as legislators and as
members of Parliament have to be careful about. It is a
question of the dividing line between our capacity as
parliamentarians to pass legislation that becomes the
law and the way the courts actually interpret, apply and
deal with that law. There is an element of the temperate,
I suppose, about my comments on this issue. Suffice it
to say, though, that I wonder whether the sentences now
being imposed by the courts are truly reflective of
community views about the crimes to which those
sentences relate. I wonder whether the sense of outrage
in the community, particularly with offences of this
ilk — and I speak particularly of these — is reflected in
the sentences that are being applied by the courts.
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I respect the fact that judges have to make sentencing
decisions. I have said many times, and not only in this
forum, that the role of a judge is surely one of the most
difficult to discharge one can imagine. Having to
wrestle with the notion of sending someone to jail is in
itself a terrible decision to have upon one’s shoulders. I
respect the difficulties associated with that. From my
perspective as a member of Parliament I make little
distinction between those who committed the appalling
events in America only a week ago — who without
reason killed many people in dreadful circumstances —
and the people who are involved at the upper echelons
of the drug trade and what they intend by what they do.
It is a valid comparison, and I see very little distinction
between the intent of those who are involved in those
respective activities.
Just as there is quite rightly a sense of dreadful outrage
about the activities on the other side of the world only a
week ago, as was echoed in the sentiments expressed
by the government, opposition and National Party
yesterday, so the community views drug trafficking as a
dreadful outrage. It is for that reason that I say, again
with the greatest respect to those who have the role of
sentencing in the courts, that community views are not
being properly reflected in the sentences that are being
imposed by the courts. I might say, for what it is worth,
that this is the first time I have put that point of view in
this place, but it is timely and appropriate so far as the
matters involved in this legislation are concerned.
The other reason for the National Party’s somewhat
qualified support of this legislation is that we need to
keep a careful eye to the total package of what is
associated with the attack on drugs. While this is an
element of that package, it is by no means definitive of
the way the attack is to be launched and maintained. At
the time of the ill-fated discussion about endeavours by
the government to introduce legislation on injecting
rooms we made the point on behalf of the National
Party that you have to have a package of approaches to
deal with drugs.
Notions of prevention, education, diversion programs,
rehabilitation and all the other forms of health
treatment, the capacity to provide decent housing and
accommodation for users who are caught by the drug
trade and those who are involved in the sale of drugs
not as traffickers in the true sense of the word but
simply to maintain their own habit, all those sorts of
things and more have to be wrapped up in the approach
to dealing with this problem.
As we debate this topic today we realise that the
number of deaths in Melbourne have dropped radically
in the past 12 months. Something like 30-plus people
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have died this year compared to the 230 or 240 people
who had died by the same time last year. And there are
various rationales for why that is so. The principal
reason is said to be that we simply do not have the
supplies on the streets that we did 12 months ago and
before, and the concern is that when the supply returns
the quality of the drug will be such that, along with the
fact that people will have been off the drug for some
long time, the outcome will be additional deaths. Time
will tell. Not to be ignored in all this is that good
policing and the support of those who apprehend the
people engaged in the trade are absolutely critical to the
outcome.
I return to the legislation itself to comment that there
must be a system whereby those who are prepared to
take the risk of trading in those substances understand
that when they do it and are caught, tried and convicted,
they are going to be sentenced to a term of
imprisonment that is proper in all the prevailing
circumstances. The pivotal issue of the legislation is
that it is aimed at the proverbial Mr Bigs. That is a
laudable aim, but in the whole package of approaches
to this most heinous of offences the harsh reality is that
we are not getting the results out of the operation of the
sentencing system that the nature of the crime deserves.
I also believe people in the community at large expect
better results.
The bill has been discussed in some detail by the
honourable member for Berwick. The essence of the
legislation, however, is the overcoming of the position
whereby people who are prepared to deal in drugs in
significant quantities have been able to avoid the most
serious charges by ensuring they are trafficking in or
cultivating an amount that keeps them just below what
is regarded as enough to take them over the line and
attract the charge of dealing in a commercial quantity.
An example of how the legislation will apply is
provided in the second-reading speech, and is also,
interestingly enough, provided in the legislation itself.
I pause here to indicate that it is somewhat innovative
to have within the general provisions of the legislation
examples people can use to make the calculations
applicable to the operation of the legislation. I think it is
a good innovation and a good idea. At the moment a
person trafficking in or cultivating, say, 200 grams is
charged with a separate offence if found trafficking in
or cultivating another 200 grams. The new legislation
provides for an aggregation of the two amounts so that
a person might be charged with either trafficking in or
cultivating a commercial quantity — or, indeed, if the
aggregated total is more than 750 grams, a large
commercial quantity. I think that is a worthy idea, and I
am pleased to see it in the legislation.
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Similarly, if a person is in possession of a drug that is in
two different forms the legislation provides for
aggregation of, for example, cannabis plants and
cannabis resin. It contains a formula whereby the two
quantities can be aggregated, and the total might put the
accused over the line and into the area of trafficking in
or cultivating a commercial quantity or even a large
commercial quantity. I think the notion of aggregation
is good, and the new charge of cultivating or trafficking
in a large commercial quantity is also a good idea. The
National Party supports those initiatives.
Confiscation provisions will apply, and confiscation
legislation as we now know it will have application to
the new charges. Similarly, those who are on bail or
seeking bail and who are charged with cultivating or
trafficking in a commercial quantity will be subject to
the current strictures provided within existing
legislation and will face the same regime as if the
charge concerned a large commercial quantity.
The legislation refers to repeat offenders. One would
presume that for a repeat offender who has previously
been before the courts on charges concerning a
commercial or a large commercial quantity it will be all
the more difficult to obtain bail. That will have the
effect of giving the court the discretion, where
appropriate, to reduce the quantity a person might be
charged with being in possession of. In other words, the
legislation provides flexibility to ensure that second or
third-time offenders receive tougher treatment when
they seek bail. As with existing sentencing legislation,
the bill provides that if you have been through the mill
once and you turn up again you can expect a much
more difficult path before you, since the court will be
instructed under the terms of the legislation to be harder
on you than might otherwise be the case.
There is the provision about majority verdicts. The
exception is that if a person has been charged with
trafficking or cultivating a drug in a large commercial
quantity there will still be the need for a unanimous
verdict. Then there are some jurisdictional issues to do
with the Magistrates Court no longer having the
capacity to deal with what is clearly an indictable
charge and therefore removing the prospect of being
able to sentence people who are convicted of these
offences to a maximum imprisonment of three years.
There are also provisions about appropriate penalties to
be imposed upon those who are trafficking to children.
As I said, in the qualified sense that I have outlined, the
National Party supports this legislation. I have before
me correspondence from the Hindmarsh Shire Council
which deals with the fact that that council has recorded
its concern about this terrible problem we have in our
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community. To its great credit, the council has taken
the trouble to address some correspondence to the
office of the honourable member for Wimmera and to
say to him that the Hindmarsh Shire Council supports
the contents of this legislation and the overall attitude I
have expressed today on behalf of the National Party,
which is its complete opposition to this most appalling
of trades. It also supports the steps taken to deal with
those who are prepared to traffic in what can be
described as the concept of death by a thousand cuts in
the most insidious and heinous fashion. So with those
qualifications the National Party supports this
legislation and wishes it a speedy passage.

addiction and the horrendous outcomes of that for
people.

Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I thank the Leader of
the National Party for his contribution to the debate
today. Normally I would thank the honourable member
for Berwick as well, but I must say that his contribution
was at best fractious and bordering on bile. One cannot
understand why that is so. I would have thought the
honourable member for Berwick would have
wholeheartedly supported this legislation, not wrap it
up in a contribution which sought to mount an attack
upon the Attorney-General, which I am sure he will
have no difficulty in dealing with in his summary. The
honourable member for Berwick suggested that there
had been some massive backflip by the government
over this initiative.

I well recall that historic day when we had the debate in
this chamber with very eminent people, including
Dr Penington, former chief commissioner Comrie,
people who had worked on the streets, and Professor
Margaret Hamilton — without question one of
Australia’s leading drug experts. All of them suggested
that the only way you can tackle the problem of drug
addiction is in a holistic way, and that is very much the
way that the Bracks Labor government has sought to
address this question. We have poured enormous
amounts of money into rehabilitation programs,
opening up detoxification beds and dealing with
councils at a local level to find local solutions. As I
have said, the Yarra City Council has stood up on this
issue and has said that it will work with local
communities to find local solutions to the problems of
drug addiction.

Dr Dean interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I point out to the honourable
member for Berwick that this was a pre-election
commitment — part of the policy of the Bracks Labor
government which included a proposal to introduce
tougher penalties for convicted commercial drug
traffickers. We went to the election with that policy.
These changes were necessary to protect the
community and to meet the safer and just society
election commitment. I direct the attention of the
shadow Attorney-General to that document. It is an
extraordinary accusation to suggest that there has been
some backflip on the part of the government. This has
been part of the policy position we took when we went
to the election. It was one of the issues on which we
were judged and ultimately what this government was
elected upon — a safer community.
Perhaps more than most other honourable members I
have the unhappy experience of having to deal with the
outcomes of drug trafficking and drug addiction on a
day-to-day basis. From the first day that I had the
honour to come to this house and to represent the
people of Richmond I indicated in my inaugural speech
that one of the most devastating social issues
confronting the people of my electorate was drug

As the government indicated in its pre-election policy,
we sought to provide a comprehensive response to this
social scourge. As the Leader of the National Party has
very fairly indicated in his contribution, to address the
question of drug addiction in our community you must
start with education. You must look at the prevention
programs; you must look at diversion programs; you
must look at opening up treatment beds; and at the
other end you have to look at stiffer penalties. It is
important that that be done.

Many pilot programs have been run. One of the most
successful diversion programs runs out of police
stations at Collingwood and Fitzroy. Called Care,
Collaboration and Innovation, the program seeks to get
first-time drug users out of the criminal justice system.
It is merely one example of how this government is
trying to provide a comprehensive and innovative
approach to this issue. We have had the debate about
safe injecting facilities. Sadly, that debate was lost. The
government clearly said it was prepared to trial safe
injecting facilities. In the course of another inquiry I
have been undertaking on street prostitution I was in
Sydney some weeks back and in discussion with police
in the Darlinghurst area many of the potential concerns
that were raised on the other side of the house about the
honey-pot effect and various other issues raised at that
time have not come to fruition.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I take up the interjection from the
opposition benches that people do not want safe
injecting facilities. Can I say to you that the
independent polling on safe injecting facilities
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undertaken by the Penington inquiry indicated that
70 per cent of the constituents of the City of Yarra were
prepared to give it a trial? But I only paint this picture
by way of background to suggest to the house that this
proposal to increase the penalties for drug trafficking is
part of a suite of strategies which this government is
putting in place.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WYNNE — Yes, absolutely. At the hard end of
things you have to send a clear and unambiguous
message to drug traffickers that this community abhors
their behaviour, that we do not accept this behaviour
and we do not accept this scourge of drug trafficking in
our community. But at the same time you cannot take
the course suggested by the shadow Attorney-General
that in some way we should be interfering with judicial
discretion. You simply cannot do that.
There is that fundamental principle of the separation of
powers. In that context, by passing this legislation today
we are sending a very clear message to the community,
and the courts will have a suite of sentencing
opportunities open to them. For trafficking under
250 grams a maximum penalty of 15 years can be
imposed, and for trafficking over 250 grams there is a
maximum penalty of 25 years.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WYNNE — I will not go there; I will let the
Attorney-General deal with that. For over the 750 gram
benchmark there is life imprisonment. No more severe
a penalty can be imposed upon an individual than to
take away their liberty for life.
Due to the changing nature of the drug trade new
offences are required to provide higher penalties for
larger quantities of drugs and to close loopholes that
exist for those who trade in a range of drugs. As has
been indicated in the second-reading speech, the
legislation is aimed at those who are trafficking in
commercial quantities of drugs. They are the people we
call the Mr Bigs of the trade, who operate at the top of
the manufacturing and distributing hierarchy. As we
know, they are the same people who make huge profits
from drugs and trade on the misery of users and their
families. Without doubt, they are the most
unscrupulous individuals.
Large-scale commercial trafficking is defined in this
bill as any aggregated amount — and that is an
important point — of more than 750 grams of pure
heroin, cocaine or amphetamines. Quantities for other
drugs have also been set according to their commercial
values.
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The bill increases the maximum sentence to life
imprisonment for trafficking in a large commercial
quantity. As we know, such large quantities are not
uncommon in Victoria, and a number of cases have
come before the courts involving the trafficking of
several kilograms of heroin. I should indicate that the
maximum sentence the government is proposing with
this bill accords with the maximum penalties in New
South Wales, South Australia, the ACT and the
Northern Territory.
Mrs Peulich — For the same amount?
Mr WYNNE — I will — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member for Bentleigh is out of her seat. I
ask her to stop interjecting, and I ask the honourable
member for Richmond not to take up interjections.
Mr WYNNE — Thank you, Deputy Speaker.
Importantly, this bill also closes a significant loophole
in the current legislation. Currently traffickers holding
amounts of various types of drugs will be charged on a
separate offence for each type of drug held, and to be
considered a commercial dealer there is a requirement
that a large amount of one particular drug has to be
held.
This legislation provides for various types of drugs to
be aggregated to establish their commercial quantity.
By drugs being permitted to be aggregated, drug
traffickers will no longer be able to avoid the harsher
drug trafficking sentencing regimes by deliberately
trafficking in a range of different types of drugs, each of
which constitutes less than the commercial quantity —
and in their contributions the honourable member for
Berwick and the Leader of the National Party indicated
their support for that way forward.
The bill also provides that people charged with these
commercial drug dealing offences must be refused bail
unless there are exceptional circumstances to justify
that bail should be granted. That shows a clear
recognition by this Parliament of a community
expectation that where somebody is trafficking in such
amounts, bail should be refused. Obviously the
consideration of community safety is fundamental to
the government strategy with this proposal.
The bill amends the Juries Act to provide for
unanimous jury decisions in cases of large-quantity
commercial trafficking, as these offences carry the most
stringent penalty of all — that is, incarceration for life.
If the offence is punishable by life imprisonment, the
jury verdict must be unanimous, and for any other
offence, the jury verdict must be by a majority —
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which I would have thought any fair-minded person
would accept to be a reasonable approach.

who are inextricably linked to the cruel habit of heroin
or amphetamine addiction.

Victoria’s confiscation laws are among the toughest in
Australia. This bill provides for automatic forfeiture
and civil forfeiture processes to be available for the new
offences of trafficking in commercial quantities of
drugs. This is intended to be a further deterrent to those
engaged in the vicious and nasty crime of trafficking.

This government will reach out and will seek to provide
support to those people. This government and this
Parliament send a clear message to those seeking to
traffic in commercial quantities of drugs — that is, over
750 grams — the option of life imprisonment will be
available to the courts. That is a clear and unambiguous
message that this government is prepared to offer a
suite of opportunities — it is a clear message to the
community that we find this vicious, ugly trade of drug
trafficking abhorrent. We have to send a clear and
unambiguous message that that is our intent.

An important feature of this bill is its increase in
penalties for trafficking drugs to children. If a person
traffics or attempts to traffic a drug of dependence to a
child they will be guilty of an indictable offence and
liable to a level 3 imprisonment, which attracts a
20-year maximum sentence. The government regards
that as a critical section of the bill, as statistics reveal
that more people are using illicit drugs and, tragically,
starting at an earlier age.
On an international scale, Australia’s young people are
comparatively high users of marijuana and, as was
identified in the Penington report of 8 February 2000,
such use may mean they are introduced to drug dealers
who offer a suite of drugs, including heroin. It is
estimated that approximately half of the injecting drug
users in the CBD are under 21 years of age. That was
shown by the important work done by Dr John
Fitzgerald from the criminology department of
Melbourne University and others who have done some
of the leading groundbreaking work on these issues.
In concluding my contribution I have to reflect upon the
issues that confront the community which I have the
honour of serving. The community of Richmond is
made up of an extraordinary mix of people, from
high-income earners through to those in the largest
public housing estates in Victoria. In that respect my
community has hosted some of the major drug trading
precincts in Victoria — the Smith Street area and, more
recently, the Victoria Street area. And of course, as we
are well aware, you only have to walk down Bourke
Street to Russell Street — as I did today at
lunchtime — to see the impact of drug trafficking and
drug trading in the Melbourne CBD.
This is a social scourge that affects all of our
community. But by any measure, the Bracks
government has attempted to respond to this issue in an
innovative and courageous way that works with local
communities and with local councils. I believe that will
ultimately lead to the success of any strategy to
hopefully discourage young people from taking drugs,
to educate young people about the effects of drugs, and
to offer diversion and treatment programs for people

We all come here with our own experiences. Many of
us have children, some have young children, and we are
here to try in a genuine and bipartisan way to do good
things for the community. One of the great struggles we
have before us is to deal with the social scourge of drug
addiction. This is merely one part of the chain of
initiatives the government has put in place. More than
anything else this government is very serious about
addressing this social scourge and is committed with
dollars and other initiatives such as the sentencing
regime we are proposing. I wish this bill a speedy
passage.
Ms McCALL (Frankston) — The opposition
supports the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
(Amendment) Bill. As the shadow Attorney-General
said, it is another step along the way, but it is only a
step. I have been in this Parliament for five and a half
years — how many times have bills relating to drugs
come into this Parliament? There will never be an easy
solution; there will never be one solution. But as we
take the steps and build more pathways along the way
we come closer to achieving the ultimate goal — that
is, saving and preserving lives.
In the five and a half years I have been in Parliament I
have noticed that an entire language has grown around
the drug culture. We talk about dealers and traffickers,
but make no mistake, the people who deal in drugs are
murderers, and the only punishment they deserve is the
strongest, longest and harshest punishment of all. It is
premeditated murder. These people benefit from
trafficking in lives, and the punishment they receive
should be the harshest, the maximum.
I stand here as the honourable member for Frankston.
As many people in this Parliament know, Frankston has
a drug problem, like many other places in this country
and overseas. The problem as I see it is that we now
have middle-aged drug addicts who are committing
crimes to maintain their habits and who are becoming
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dealers and traffickers. There are also first-generation
dealers and addicts who see their parents living a
particular lifestyle — not the one that most, if not all, of
us would choose — and they are encouraged to follow
suit by dealing and trafficking. There are cases in my
electorate of people as young as 11 and 12 dealing in
drugs on street corners, around the Frankston railway
station and, God forbid, even in primary school yards.
This means the problem is not getting smaller; it is not
going away. Therefore, we must be creative and
understanding and take some very serious measures to
deliver to those who wish to perpetrate this
premeditated crime on our community the message that
this Parliament will not accept them as part of the
community. We will deliver a message to them that
says we want a sentence that is a deterrent.
In my electorate there is a fairly strong groundswell of
opinion in favour of our following the Malaysian or
Singaporean model — that capital punishment is a
reasonable punishment for people who deal in death. I
do not support capital punishment, but I can understand
that view in the wake of the senseless and needless
deaths we saw during the terrorism attacks in America.
Having lived in London in the United Kingdom during
the IRA bombings between 1975 and 1977, I know the
community understands that senseless killing should
have the ultimate punishment attached to it. As the
Leader of the National Party said, dealing in drugs is
probably no different from terrorism, because it is just
as premeditated. I also would argue that dealing in
drugs is premeditated.
I would like to see debates on these issues in Parliament
having only the parameters necessary to maintain the
safety of the communities we represent — we must
recognise that the most important thing is that
vulnerable members of our community are protected by
the actions we take. When I refer to vulnerable
members of the community I mean particularly the
young, the old and women. Those people in the
community, like those who have roles as carers and
those who hold our communities together, deserve to be
as safe and as protected as is humanly possible. As the
shadow Attorney-General and I have said, the bill
before the house goes some way towards addressing
that.
I will pick up on a couple of issues raised by the
shadow Attorney-General. I was also in the house when
the then shadow Attorney-General filibustered,
screamed and shouted about how it was appalling that
we should be introducing draconian legislation to
provide for the confiscation of goods from those who
deal in death. He was absolutely appalled by it, and we
thought his performance was pretty appalling at the
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time. I find it fascinating that in the second-reading
speech on this bill he talks about the confiscation of
goods being the most draconian measures in Australia
and wears it as a badge of honour. This side of the
house wears it as a badge of honour, because we
introduced it. I am sorry to say that the parliamentary
secretary, the honourable member for Richmond, said
that this was part of their election platform. If it was
such an important part of their election platform, why
has it taken them nearly two years to introduce this bill
into Parliament?
Let us look at the bill in some detail. Separate offences
are now put together when we look at the cumulative
effect of possessing 750 grams. I hold the view that
1 gram is one too much. I accept the shadow
Attorney-General’s view that it does not matter whether
it is 750, 500 or 250 grams. There are some very pure
drugs in Australia. The heroin obtainable in this country
is one of the purest of any in the world. What concerns
me is that the purity of 750 grams of heroin has the
potential to kill very quickly. I certainly endorse what
the shadow Attorney-General talked about. Yes, there is
an aggregation of quantities and goods, but I have some
difficulty that the quantity is still as high as 750 grams.
When talking about changes to the Sentencing Act —
and we are talking about life sentences — my views
may differ from those held by some people here. When
I came to live in Australia life sentences to me
reminded me of the novel For the Term of His Natural
Life. From where I sit life sentences should mean just
that.
I turn to the provisions for confiscation of goods. There
has always been a view that goods received as a result
of illicit behaviour deserve to be removed. I well
remember the debate within our own party when we
were in government about how far that should go. I
hold the view that the clause in this bill still does not go
far enough. These people have to be delivered a
message — that is, they are not acceptable, their
behaviour is not acceptable and they are not welcome in
our community.
Although I accept that the bail provisions contain words
that we in the opposition have put in, I have difficulty
in working out what an ‘exceptional circumstance’
would be when someone may be granted bail if they
have been charged with such an horrendous crime
against humanity. I would be interested to hear from the
Attorney-General what those exceptional circumstances
are. Clause 14 of the bill uses the words ‘may impose’.
My question is: why not ‘will impose’?
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Clause 15 amends the Juries Act which concerns the
move towards unanimous verdicts. Some of us in this
chamber who are not legally trained have had the
benefit of sitting on juries. We know the difficulties that
relate to unanimous verdicts and majority verdicts. If
life sentences are to be imposed — and I do mean
life — then I have no difficulty with a unanimous
verdict. That is a good step forward.
On the subject of the amendments in clause 16, I am of
the view that, when we talked of forensic sampling —
and the arguments of DNA and forensic sampling, the
retention and taking of samples are an argument for
another day — there is no question in my mind that if
these people are charged with dealing with death then
they are no different to those who perpetrate rape,
domestic violence, child abuse and sexual assault. They
are the worst criminals in our community and they
should not be treated as victims but as outcasts and
pariahs.
Given that a large number of my colleagues wish to
speak on this bill, I propose to finish by pointing out
that these death dealers are the grim reapers of the
year 2000 and beyond. They will be dealt with with the
same level of contempt as those who deliberately
spread disease or terrorise communities. This is not a
yellow brick road with a happy solution at one end; it is
a winding, curving, treacherous road we have only
taken a quarter-inch step along. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to speak on this bill
because, as the previous speaker has said, it is a bill that
concerns everyone in this house whether they are
parents, brothers, sisters or young people who might be
enticed into the drug scene by either using them or
selling them.
The government has gone in the right direction. The
community has reached the point where people are
seeking to impose life sentences for substantial crimes.
For that reason we have defined 750 grams as a
substantial amount and dealing in that amount as a
substantial crime. If a life sentence were to be imposed
for the selling of a lower amount, our society would not
accept it, even though it is accepted in other countries.
Therefore I say this is a step in the right direction. It
needs the support and understanding of the wider
community.
Our judiciary and other members of the legal fraternity
need to understand this point, because it is in the legal
system that we have come undone and where the
deterrents are sometimes not strong enough. The
amendments to this bill do clarify some of the issues
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that have been open to clever barristers to tease out and
discuss in order to convince juries. In particular, the
new offence of cultivating marijuana is important. It
clarifies the offence and spells out exactly what the
laws are and where the parameters are.
Like those of many honourable members, my electorate
is also infected with the scourge of drugs. I regularly
find syringes outside my office door, around the
shopping centre and in the car park. During the last
election campaign my vehicle was mutilated with
needles. Obviously some crackpot was trying to pass on
some message. As I went to the car there were needles
all around the floor and stuck into the rubber parts of
the car. Some people tried to say that my warped,
twisted Liberal or Independent opponents or their
supporters were responsible for that, but that is not the
way to go about it. We must deal with the issue in a
responsible way and not just attack one section of the
problem. The government has tackled the problem by
having services for parents and offering them
counselling. The parents of children on drugs are the
silent sufferers, because they do not know where to
turn, what assistance is available and how to cope with
the problem.
This part of the legislation will help by reducing the
amount of illicit drugs which come into the state.
Victoria will no longer be singled out as a soft state
where drug dealers can do business. Every time the
police move in one state there are more drugs available
in the other states. The same principle applies within
the state: if you have a blitz in Frankston or Springvale
they move to Footscray, and when there is a blitz in
Footscray they come out to St Albans and sell their
drugs in the streets — and I know that because I get the
complaints. I always know where the police drug squad
is active, because the trade moves around. We need
some stronger laws, and we need society to understand
and cope with the issues.
However, this government, and any government for
that matter, will only implement a law which can be
accepted by society and which complies with how
much society is prepared to spend on monitoring and
fighting the scourge of drugs. At the end of the day it
comes down to enforcement and how much money a
society is prepared to spend to fight this scourge. If the
society is prepared to spend more money, bigger action
will take place and the legislation will be amended in
the future.
This is a step in the right direction. Having life
sentences sends an important message overseas to
everyone who is trying to smuggle drugs into this
country. Unfortunately tourists and our unwise young
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people are being conned into trying to smuggle drugs
into Australia. Some of them are caught in Thailand,
where there is a mandatory life sentence, and there are
strict laws in other countries. We are approaching this
point in a step-by-step process. I support the bill for
those reasons. The parents of young Australians trapped
in jails overseas because they have been convicted of
drug smuggling have asked me to assist in getting their
children released. They ask for help in getting a King’s
pardon in Thailand, because in the lead-up to his
birthday the King will hear petitions seeking pardons
for people sentenced to life imprisonment.
We understand that situation, and people who come to
trade drugs in this country, and particularly in this state,
need to know that we mean business. It is unfortunate
that there are no uniform drug laws right across
Australia. If there were we could tell the whole world
where we stand on that issue and people would not risk
bringing drugs into this country and infecting our
society and our children. The emotional and social costs
of drugs to parents, their children and society are
enormous. Strong enough deterrents will reduce the use
and proliferation of drugs.
The drug barons have money and can influence the
media and judicial outcomes in different places. I dare
say that even in Australia they influence how much
money is spent fighting them. At least this government
has taken a step in the right direction. Every political
party and public activist in the country should be
supporting all possible deterrents and the allocation of
more money to law enforcement, including the
detention and punishment of people who sell
commercial quantities of drugs.
Another part of this legislation provides for the civil
and mandatory seizure of property. Nobody should get
rich on ill-gotten gains. We had a long battle with the
German government and German companies to win
compensation for the people kept in forced labour
camps during the Second World War. It took many
years of debate to win that argument, and I put this at
the same level.
People who get rich selling drugs in commercial
quantities are no different. They are criminals, and their
assets should be automatically seized and placed in a
trust fund for people who suffer from using drugs. The
assets should be used by government agencies on
withdrawal centres and cures and to help people who
have been hooked on drugs. Compensation should be
available for the families of young people who die from
overdoses. Having made those few comments on this
bill, I wish it a speedy passage through the house. But I
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note that we have a long way to go in combating the
scourge of drugs in this state.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — Like all members of this
house I am appalled by the drug trade. We have dealt
with particular issues like supervised injecting facilities,
and we have discussed both the beginning and the
end — the introduction of drugs into our community
and how we deal with those who peddle them.
According to the honourable member for Richmond,
this legislation was a major plank of the law and order
policy Labor took to the last election. Labor promised
to introduce life sentences, and I am pleased the
legislation has finally come before the house. From my
recollection of the last state election it has taken just on
two years and one day for this legislation to come into
this house, but perhaps the government’s massive
legislative reform package has been holding these
things up!
Like my colleagues on the opposition side I support this
bill. It introduces a deterrent, and under our system of
justice the maximum deterrent for any crime is life
imprisonment. Whether that is the outcome of a trial is
determined by a number of factors, but basically the
decision resides with the trial judge. Part of our system
in this place is to gradually increase the penalties for
those offences which we consider to be reprehensible.
I pause at this stage to say that it is interesting to deal
with the issue of murder. Historically murder attracted
an automatic sentence of death. Capital punishment was
the reward for murder, and it was a mandatory
sentence, one that a judge had to apply. That was
changed in this state in the early 1970s. The penalty
became life imprisonment, and that was also a
mandatory sentence. The law was changed only
recently to allow flexibility to reflect the culpability
attached to the offence of murder.
We can all think of reprehensible circumstances in
which a murderer should receive the maximum penalty.
There would probably be unanimous opinion in the
community and perhaps in this place that a life sentence
would be appropriate for anybody convicted of the
recent terrorist attacks in the United States. Such a
person would probably receive a life sentence, which is
the maximum penalty a court in this jurisdiction can
impose. That would certainly be the case if we were
dealing with the murderer of a child or the murderer of
someone killed in a cold-blooded assassination, even if
it was a mistake, as in the case of that poor woman out
in Niddrie who was killed a few years ago. That case
was publicised recently, as the police have some lead
they wish to pursue.
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There is no doubt that you still attract condemnation.
Perhaps it goes back to our basic human instinct to
protect human life at all costs. Essentially there is quite
a difference between the types of murders I described
and perhaps the traditional murder, the one that is
probably more prevalent in this jurisdiction. One of the
most dangerous places for any Victorian is not in the
workplace, in the street or in a plane, it is in the family
home. The correlation between people who commit
murders who know their victims — husband and wife,
neighbours, things like that — and those murders being
committed in the family home is astronomical.
The most important thing is that we still treat murder as
a single offence. You are convicted and then dealt with
by the process. It is interesting that for some reason the
previous government when it introduced the original
Juries Bill back in 1993 maintained unanimous verdicts
for murder but allowed for majority verdicts for other
offences apart from treason. Of course there was a
jurisdictional problem in commonwealth offences. For
example, offences under the Customs Act and offences
involving the importation of heroin still require a
unanimous verdict under commonwealth and state
legislation.
My only concern with the bill relates to the provisions
dealing with majority and unanimous verdicts. The
government has said that if you are tried for an offence
that carries a life sentence as a maximum penalty, then
you should have the benefit of a unanimous verdict. For
example, if you are charged with trafficking a large
commercial quantity of a prohibited substance such as
heroin, you should be entitled to a unanimous verdict. If
you are only charged with trafficking a commercial
quantity, you go before a jury where the prosecution is
entitled to ask for a majority verdict.
People who peddle large commercial quantities of
drugs, be it a kilogram or 700 grams of heroin, are
probably the most reprehensible people I can think of.
Each and every one of the people who participate in
that crime must understand that they are killing our
young people as well as the people around them. They
create trauma and tension in the community. People
addicted to these drugs will go out and commit further
offences, and the families of those people suffer the
trauma and perhaps the indignity of having an addict in
their own home. I have been touched by a close friend
of mine — and I certainly do not propose to relate the
story — whose daughter luckily is no longer an addict.
But it was a long, slow, turgid and traumatic process for
her and her family to go through as well as family
friends who knew that a friend’s child, whom many of
us had known for a long time, had to go through this
trauma.
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Those people are the real killers; they are the real
terrorists of our community. They are ripping the heart
out of our community. It is far worse than perhaps a
crime of passion in a household. For example — and I
use this case advisedly and understand the reasons that
the Attorney-General recently made the decision — the
Heather Osland case where the Victorian Court of
Appeal said it was premeditated murder. It could be
associated with some form of battered wife syndrome,
but it is still murder. There is a hell of a difference
between that and the people who trade in commercial
quantities of drugs. A kilogram of heroin can be used
by hundreds of addicts around Victoria.
The bill as it stands seems to be an unsound basis for
justifying the argument that the difference between
unanimous verdicts and majority verdicts is simply the
outcome, or the sentence. The thing that concerns me
most is that many of these cases are about trying people
for trafficking large commercial quantities of drugs.
The Mr Bigs, the people who are dealing, in many
cases may not be caught with any drugs on them at all.
Recently there was a drug bust in Melbourne in which
some 40 people were arrested. Many of them were not
in possession of drugs or even in the same premises as
the drugs. It will take countless hours to get sufficient
evidence to produce in court to enable a jury to convict
somebody for conspiring to traffic in a commercial
quantity of drugs when they may not actually be caught
with the drugs on them.
I am concerned about the original reason for the
introduction of majority verdicts, which was vigorously
opposed by the then Labor opposition in 1993. The
now Minister for Health stood up in the house and
opened the batting for the opposition by saying, ‘I
oppose this bill’. One of the reasons he opposed the bill
was supposedly that majority verdicts denied the
accused the benefit of having every aspect of the
offence proved beyond reasonable doubt. We have now
come full circle. The government has introduced its
own Juries Act that maintains majority verdicts in
precisely the same terms as the previous government
did. Again it refers to these provisions. It always
remains with the trial judge to allow a majority verdict
or not. After some 6 hours if a jury is hung — that is, it
has not reached a verdict, or the verdict will not be
unanimous — the trial judge has the capacity in all
circumstances, particularly where it has been a long
trial or a complex matter, to enable the jury to return a
majority verdict.
It seems to me, as I said, that just because the outcome
happens to be a life sentence it is not a reason for
majority verdicts to be used or not used. It is an
unsound basis for allowing a majority verdict. It seems
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to appeal to some civil libertarian view simply because
it is a life penalty — that getting a life penalty for
trading in a large commercial quantity because your
conduct is reprehensible is disgraceful. Frankly, that
degree of culpability — of trading in a drug that you
know is going to kill hundreds or thousands of
people — seems to me an obtuse distinction. Whether
you trade in 250 grams or 750 grams of heroin seems to
me an absurd and anachronistic distinction. The
distinction is there to allow a penalty outcome. It should
not be the basis of the conduct of a trial. I raise the
matter simply for the purpose of debate. I do not waiver
from my support of the bill. I raise it for consideration
perhaps at a later stage.
Finally, I make the point that some statistics must be
kept by the Director of Public Prosecutions that would
be available to the government. I would dearly love to
know whether majority verdicts operate — whether
they are used extensively or otherwise. I have anecdotal
evidence from my own experience and perhaps a
couple of colleagues from the Victorian Bar who said
that it is not a major problem. They are not used in
many cases, but where they are used I would like to
know the outcome and how often they are used as a
method of assessing whether majority verdicts should
be kept or otherwise.
I do not disagree with the proposition of majority
verdicts. I have seen and been involved in long and
turgid trials — perhaps not on the criminal side but
certainly in the civil arena — and it would be unjust,
unfair and an impost on the community to have to go
back to square one and start again. It would be unfair to
the accused and in many cases would be unfair on the
community who would foot the massive bill that would
be associated with that matter. When it does make a
change to the provisions relating to majority verdicts as
they have done here under the Juries Act, I would
certainly like to see the government justify the change
with some statistical material. That seems substantially
absent from this debate. I call upon the
Attorney-General to provide those statistics in his
summing up.
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) — It is with pleasure that
I contribute to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, and in doing
so I would like to quote a small part from the
Attorney-General’s second-reading speech. He states:
Large-scale drug traffickers peddle in death and misery,
affecting hundreds of individuals and families. The Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill will
enable the full force of the law to be brought to bear on such
drug traffickers …
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It is an important piece of legislation introducing as it
does:
… a new offence of trafficking or cultivating a large
commercial quantity of drugs, punishable by a maximum
penalty of life imprisonment; and
enabling drugs to be combined in the one offence so those
drug traffickers will be sentenced for the true extent of their
drug trafficking and its harmful effects in our community.

I will relate to the chamber the significance of the
legislation to my community in a couple of ways. The
first is to explain the circumstances of a constituent and
her family. It was about three years ago, on a Friday
afternoon, and I guess my electorate office is as busy
and chaotic as any other electorate office in Victoria.
Among the rushing about, the constituents at counters,
phones going mad and everyone working terribly hard I
saw a fax come through addressed to the then Premier
of Victoria, Jeff Kennett. It was from a woman in my
electorate, Marie Mobbs. Usually, as I walk past the fax
machine I have a quick look. This letter was an absolute
cry for help in the most awful circumstances
imaginable. I took the letter, closed my office door, sat
down and read it carefully. It deserved at least that
much attention.
In her letter to the Premier, Marie Mobbs explained that
she had three sons in their late teens and early 20s. In
the previous six weeks, two of her sons had overdosed
on heroin but luckily had survived. She had real fears
and concerns for the third son who was also using. She
pleaded for assistance. In her letter she went through in
great detail the agencies and places she had been to
seeking help for her sons over the previous six-week
period which must have been horrendous. At the end of
the six-week period, on that particular Friday afternoon,
she decided there was simply nowhere else for her to go
other than the Premier of Victoria.
To the Premier’s credit someone from his office had
just phoned Marie after I had called her at about
4.30 p.m. and said they could circumvent the processes,
do some favours, get some rehabilitation for her sons.
In an enormous act of selflessness Marie said, ‘No, I
am not asking only for myself and my sons. I am trying
to explain to the whole community, to anyone who will
listen to me, that we don’t have the sorts of services we
need for my boys’. ‘It won’t just be my sons that are in
this set of circumstances, it will be a whole lot of other
people’s sons and daughters as well’. When I spoke to
Marie that Friday afternoon I was able to go through
with her the places to which she had been to seek
assistance. I was then able to find a couple of services
that the family could employ.
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It is with great regret and sorrow that I have to report
that the efforts of Marie, her husband, her family and
supporters were not able to save two of her three sons.
They died of heroin overdoses in the weeks that
followed. Marie is a woman of remarkable courage —
it is a much overused term, but it is true in Marie’s
case — and complete selflessness. When we got
together at various stages during this period Marie was
convinced, and so was I, that Wyndham needed to do
something as a whole community to make sure this sort
of incident could never happen again.
Even more tragically, it was not only the Mobbs family
who lost children during that terrible period at the
conclusion of what had been a heroin drought. But in
honour of all those who had lost their lives and the
families who had suffered as a result we decided that
we would send out expressions of interest to service
providers, to our schools, to our police and to anybody
else we could think of who may be interested in coming
together and bringing their hearts and minds and wit
and wisdom to bear to help us sort out how we as a
community could deal with this problem.
I am overjoyed to report that three years, many
meetings and, in some cases, many tears later the group
we sought to establish in Wyndham has been a
success. I must acknowledge the support and assistance
of my federal colleague and good friend Julia Gillard,
for it was through our working together that Julia and I
were able to bring this fantastic group of people
together. They include mums and dads, brothers and
sisters, service providers, some of our fantastic school
principals, and some of our great local police. It is
about a whole community being ready to meet one
another and explore whatever options they have. I have
neglected to mention the Werribee Mercy Hospital,
which also sat around that table as a service provider.
Given that early on everybody was a volunteer, and
given that we suspected we had a huge job of work
ahead of us — and we were right — we desperately
needed a fantastic human being, and we needed the
money to pay him or her. This was just after the change
of government. I approached the Minister for Health in
the corridors in this place and said, ‘Look, this is the
project we are looking to do as a community. If there is
a small amount of money that could be available to
assist us, we would be very grateful’. We were looking
to raise funds in the community too.
I say in all gratitude that the minister came through with
enough funding, combined with the generosity of the
Sisters of Mercy, who must be congratulated on their
part in all of this. The sisters, who run the Werribee
hospital, put in $10 000, and the Department of Human

Wednesday, 19 September 2001

Services put in $35 000. That gave us the seeding
funding we needed to employ a terrific person called
Loretta Asquini, who has not only carried the burden of
developing our response to our drugs problem but also
helped us identify it. So I would like to place on the
record my gratitude and thanks for the work of the
ministers involved and the Sisters of Mercy.
I thank as well another individual who agreed to chair
the Wyndham substance abuse forum, as we called it,
and that is Dr Gavan Scott. At that stage he was a
director of the emergency department at the Werribee
Mercy Hospital. He is probably one of the busiest
medicos in all of Victoria, yet with his onerous
workload he volunteered his time generously and
selflessly to help to steer the committee to doable and
achievable targets.
It is absolutely terrific that just two weeks ago now the
Minister for Community Services, Christine Campbell,
visited Wyndham to launch our community’s substance
abuse strategic action plan for 2001–04. The Minister
for Community Services is one of those outstanding
ministers — and we have many of them — who reads
the material she launches. This document is a manual
that outlines what we are going to do. As honourable
members can see, it is not a glossy document, but it is
full of the love, the energy, the intelligence and the
commitment of those who put it together.
I am pleased to be able to say that in launching the
document the Minister for Community Services was
glowing in her praise of all of those who had given
months and in some cases years of their time to
producing it, as well as conducting a number of
research and community exercises that helped us to find
out what our real problems were. The document
itself — and the minister generously congratulated
those who were involved — is unique, based as it is on
a whole-of-community response to the problems of
substance abuse.
The bill is an important part — but only one part — of
the fight we have as a community in dealing with
substance abuse. The substance abuse strategic action
plan overviews the key findings of the substance abuse
project’s extensive community consultations. It
summarises the various alcohol and other drug-related
data that we gathered in putting together the document.
Importantly it also sets out a plan to address the key
local substance abuse issues in Wyndham. The project,
which includes the development of locally based
actions and responses to substance misuse within our
community, has been community driven. Extensive
consultation with residents, businesses, service
providers and key stakeholders has been undertaken to
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ensure local responses to locally identified substance
misuse issues. Our community consultation has
identified the need to expand and better promote
existing services in the community.
Some interesting things happened when we conducted
our research. Many honourable members on both sides
of the house represent what in old-fashioned terms are
called growth corridors, the new term for which is
‘interface councils’. One of the problems with knowing
what is going on in a growth corridor is that the census
that is done every four to five years is ancient history.
Because the census gives you a snapshot of a
community that 12 months down the track no longer
exists, we had to embark upon some serious and
grassroots information gathering.
The survey we did shows that heroin is perceived as the
substance that causes the most problems in our
municipality, followed by chroming and glue sniffing,
and marijuana and tobacco abuse. This finding was not
entirely consistent with the data we obtained. The
misuse of legal substances such as tobacco, alcohol,
prescription pills and volatile substances was identified
as the substance-related behaviours that are causing the
most harm to our local community. This demonstrates,
therefore, that there is a need to provide further
education and awareness-raising forums about
substance abuse issues and to facilitate open discussion
and informed debate within our community.
Residents surveyed support a diverse range of
responses and actions to address substance abuse,
which include education and the safe use of drugs and
programs to prevent people from using drugs.
Community training on safe handling and disposal of
used needles and syringes, more local services and
supports for those affected by substance misuse and the
installation of more needle bins were other initiatives
supported by residents.
These issues are difficult for most of our communities
to confront. Werribee, which is part of the community
of Wyndham, is not a Footscray, which is looked after
by my friend, the honourable member for Footscray.
We do not see the level of drug abuse that is seen in
Footscray every day, and people do not like to talk
about it in my community. Talking about it and then
putting a plan into place was no mean achievement, but
it was part of the process of helping a community look
at its problem and come to understand and deal with it
compassionately, intelligently and comprehensively.
This is not to say that you do not also need to have
punitive measures in place, as are provided for in this
bill, because the message that is sent by the bill
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introducing as it does the new life penalty for large
commercial quantities of drugs is of enormous
assistance. It will stop incredible frustration felt by the
police, the Director of Public Prosecutions and others in
bringing the offenders to justice.
On that point, I bring to conclusion Marie Mobbs’s
story. I am sure the pain will never go away, but Marie
was able to talk to her sons and find out who was
supplying them. In Marie’s own way she promptly
marched them up to the local police station. Without
much hesitation the young men were happy to say who
was supplying them. They provided vital and necessary
information that helped to bring to justice the people
who caused such misery in our community. It happened
in Marie’s case. In some way that probably provided a
level of comfort and reassurance that the systems we
have in place at least worked. The sadness was that we
did not have this sort of legislation in place at the time,
and the quantities found were not sufficient to lead to
the length of sentence that is provided for in this bill.
In our community consultations we found that
Wyndham acknowledges the need to avert a crisis
point. We do not want to wait until we have problems
of the shape and size that exist in other communities.
We want to be proactive. We want to respond to the
harms and issues associated with legal and illegal drug
use. The planned actions in response to the substance
abuse issues have considered the fact that the misuse of
legal drugs can cause enormous harm to those living in
the community today. The substance abuse strategic
action plan identified 12 broad strategies and
approximately 45 actions to be implemented over the
next three years.
The actions can be categorised in the following main
sections: education and prevention; treatment and
community support; detection and community safety;
and providing harm minimisation. The principles that
underpin the action plan can be categorised as: harm
minimisation; community partnerships and advocacy;
strategic and informed local action; local responses to
local legal and illegal substance misuse by building
community resilience and promoting drug education
and prevention programs; the identification and
development of diverse responses to local substance
misuse; and, most importantly, community
development.
It is without any shame that I say to my colleagues on
this side of the house and the opposition that I am very
proud of my community for having worked so hard to
produce such a terrific blueprint for action and change.
It is also without shame that I advise my colleagues on
this side of the house that by the end of tomorrow they
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will all have in their pigeonholes a copy of this very
fine document, which hopefully is not just about
saying, ‘This is what my community has done and I am
ever so proud of them’, it is about saying, ‘If you have
issues in your community too, this is made available’. It
is offered to all of us to be able to take it back to our
communities and say, ‘Would this be of any use for
us?’. This is a struggle we have as a whole community.
I commend the bill to the house, I commend all those
involved with the strategic action plan, and I hope it all
helps.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to speak in
support of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances (Amendment) Bill. I am disappointed that it
only applies to those who commercially traffic in
750 grams. Even 250 grams is a horrendous amount
and can cause enough damage. Why 750 grams? I do
not know. The commercial amount was 250 grams.
‘Life sentence’ sounds great, but will people actually
get a life sentence? The people who pose as
businessmen in our community but who run
drug-dealing businesses have no morals at all. They
operate marketing syndicates and pyramid-selling
schemes. They have warehouses and use sales people
who are chosen to target certain groups. They aim at the
very young. They offer $10 starter packs which they
peddle to innocent children in country and regional
areas, the suburbs and the inner suburbs. About
18 months ago they had a $5 special introductory offer
into the world of drugs. If they have insufficient heroin
they dilute it with any substance. They have no concern
about what the long-term effect is going to be or the
damage that is going to be done to the people who take
these substances. All they care about are the dollars.
They introduce very young people to marijuana. Some
people in the community paint marijuana with quite a
romantic brush. They think of it as being part of the
hippie days of freedom, of loving and of free
civilisation. But I do not think any honourable members
would not have been exposed to the damage that
marijuana does to a lot of their constituents. All
honourable members who work their electorates
properly will meet with their constituents and will be
well aware of the long-term damage that marijuana
inflicts. Marijuana as it is produced nowadays produces
flashbacks. People can smoke it heavily for quite a long
time and then go off it, but three to five years later they
can have flashbacks. These illegal drugs inflict mental
damage.
The commercial dealers may never touch the
substances they are peddling. That makes it hard for
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police officers to prosecute them because the Mr Bigs
of the world are never caught with the actual drugs on
their person. They use others: runners, deliverers, order
takers and marketing people. They themselves very
rarely actually touch the drugs.
Some deal in ecstasy. Again, young people will say that
ecstasy is harmless. They might say, ‘It just makes me
feel happy, it gives me energy, it makes me dance all
night and it is safe!’. But often the tablets they are
taking are not what they think they are. Recently there
has been a shortage of the ingredients and the producers
were putting in LSD instead. Anyone of my age will
know what damage LSD can do. It is dreadful for a
parent to have a teenage child having a bad trip without
knowing what is wrong with the child, and the child
itself possibly not knowing why they are behaving the
way they are; or to know that their child has been
hanging off a railway bridge and has been rescued by
the police just in time. This is behaviour they may have
no control over, but it is unpredictable and puts other
people’s lives in danger.
Drugs are mixed with other substances and then
peddled as, say, pure ecstasy or pure heroin. People
taking these mixed drugs and thinking they know what
they have taken are getting behind the wheels of cars,
committing crimes, losing memory and losing a part of
their lives. And, sadly, many of them are dying.
We are told the use of heroin is dropping off, whether
due to the shortage of heroin or because the marketing
of other drugs is producing more income and it is now
not so popular to self-inject. We know that cocaine has
for some time had more use and more marketing appeal
in America, and it is growing in use here each year. We
hear of other horrific drugs being brought in.
When the Mr Bigs of this world are sentenced to life
imprisonment it should be life imprisonment. I would
have been thrilled if the Attorney-General had stood up
in Bendigo and said, ‘Life means for the term of their
natural life’ I would have applauded him for it. Those
Mr Bigs are sentencing so many people to a horrific
time for the rest of their lives, sometimes through their
children or their partner or through anyone who is close
to them who has either died or been adversely affected
by drug use. It is dreadful to have your bright-eyed
child, who is good at sport and good academically,
change; to watch the child go into that semi-zombie
state because of continual use of marijuana; and then
watch them graduate onto hard drugs. These things
happen no matter what the parents do. I have so many
coming to see who have sent their children away on
holidays or to camps and are doing all they can; but
unless you lock the children in a jail and do not allow

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Wednesday, 19 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

435

them out their easy exposure to drugs makes it so easy
for them to slip.

natural life — and I would argue strongly that it should
be for dealing in 250 grams.

Like any product, if you really want to take it off the
market you have to do something to stop the consumer
demand. That is the other side of the drug problem that
we have to work on. All of us want to do something but
it is extremely difficult to know what — to know what
it is that is in a person’s psyche that makes them feel
they must have these drugs of dependence and cannot
cope with each day unless they are taking heroin,
marijuana, cocaine, amphetamines or whatever the drug
might be. We have to work out why. Why is it
happening? Why are they needing it?

The legislation refers to the seizure of assets that are
proven to be from the profits of drug dealing. I would
prefer it if all assets were seized after a conviction of
being a commercial dealer, that everything they own
should be seized. If they have dependents then the
dependents can apply to the courts to be given
sufficient money for them to survive provided they can
prove they were not involved in the drug dealing,
because for anyone who is caught dealing in 750 grams
it is not going to be a one-off. It can be a fairly safe
assumption that they have been doing it for a long time.

Even if the users can come off these drugs, many of
them leave people with depression, very severe
depression. And even though they may not be on drugs
at the time they commit suicide, so many of our youth
suicides are being traced back to continuous drug use
for a period in their lives that has affected their balance.
They have problems separating fact from fiction and of
coping with everyday things. Everything is taken out of
proportion.

There are people sitting in beautiful houses in some of
our more affluent suburbs, and driving beautiful cars,
who are drug dealers. There are people who we would
be shocked to discover are drug dealers, and I think for
them the sentencing has to be so tough and so strong as
to in some way deter other Mr Bigs. I am disappointed
because I really thought we would start getting tough
on the Mr Bigs, but this bill is more window-dressing.
It is a cynical grab for the headlines. It says, ‘Put people
in jail for life’. We know that will not happen. At the
moment the maximum term for 750 grams is 25 years.
People are very rarely sentenced to anywhere near
25 years. In fact, quite a few do not even get a jail
sentence. The average life sentence seems to be about
15 years. But then it is a popular ploy to say ‘sentenced
for life’.

It is difficult to get statistics. A couple of speakers
before me have talked about that. I wish we did have
statistics, but at the moment they only go up to 1996,
and that is five years ago. We know that trends have
changed greatly since then. I tried to get statistics on
juries because I do not see why we could not have a
majority jury system when decisions are made about
convicting these people. I could not find out how many
times we had had a majority jury verdict. It is even
difficult to get a consensus verdict because it is so hard
to catch those people in possession of the drug.
The current commercial trafficking amount is
250 grams. That much brings about $100 000 profit.
The Mr Bigs of this world handle drugs in quantities
that none of us can imagine. The police seizures, which
have been fantastic, are only the tip of the iceberg. We
are a wide, vast, open country. They can come in in
many ways.
All members of Parliament receive the Australian
Institute of Criminology leaflets. It is important that we
read these so we stay abreast of what is happening.
Issue no. 201 mentions the age of illicit drug initiation
and gives facts about what happens to young people
when they are introduced to these drugs at a very young
age. Although we are saying that Mr Big who deals in
750 grams will get a life sentence, I wonder whether we
should not be saying if Mr Big supplies drugs to
minors, that life sentence should be for the term of his

It is cynical to say that we are getting tough with drug
dealers, that we are getting tough with the Mr Bigs, and
that we will lock them away for life. As you, Mr Acting
Speaker, would know from your previous life, that does
not happen. Fifteen or twenty years is not long enough
for someone who has killed people, for someone who
has destroyed so many lives purely for their own selfish
greed — for money. I would ask the Attorney-General
to look at this again, to consider taking all their assets,
to encourage the judiciary to actually sentence for the
length of time the community wants. We must stop
being considerate of the rights of the Mr Bigs. They
have no rights. They are dealers in death; they are
dealers in the destruction of family; and they are dealers
in the destruction of our society.
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — It is a pleasure
for me to join this debate on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill. As the
honourable member for Footscray — one of the
traditional hot spots and targets of action of this and the
previous governments — I have particular experience
and obviously a strong interest in this issue and the
need to get it right.
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This legislation is part of a suite of measures by this
government to make further inroads into this scourge. It
would be no surprise to honourable members if I said
that drugs in Footscray is the major issue that I have
faced as a member of Parliament and it is still the most
significant issue facing my community. But the good
news is that we are making significant progress. We
have turned this issue around and we are winning; we
are winning on the streets and alleyways of Footscray,
in the houses, the boarding houses, the railway stations
and the shopping centres.
In the 12 months between July of last year and the end
of June of this year more than 403 individuals were
charged with trafficking and using in the streets of
Footscray. The good news about that figure is that
while it demonstrates an enormous level of police
activity on the streets, within that figure there has been
a tapering off towards the end of that time. Compared
to when the issue was at its peak, very few
apprehensions and arrests are taking place on the streets
of Footscray, the number of needles distributed by the
needle service has dropped by more than a third and the
number of people going into treatment has significantly
increased.
Why has this happened? How have we managed to turn
around what has been an escalating problem for the last
10 years or so? The answer is that this government has
invested the resources, has put in the effort, has made a
fair dinkum commitment to deal with this problem.
When we talk about resources we are not talking about
increases at the margin, we are talking about a major
increase. We have effectively doubled the law
enforcement effort — doubled the number of police on
the streets in Footscray. The law enforcement effort has
been a significant improvement. We have put a mobile
police booth into the shopping centre. As part of the
law enforcement effort by local police we have seen the
closure — admittedly for a short period — of one of the
major gaming venues in Footscray that had a significant
record for trafficking in its premises.
One part of the equation is the presence of police on the
streets not only to make the enforcement effort more
potent but also to provide an increased level of
confidence and security for ordinary shoppers and
members of the community as they go about their daily
business. The other part of the equation is the treatment
and rehabilitation effort. There is no point in merely
dislodging the drugs problem from the streets of
Footscray and taking it to another community. We must
provide the opportunities for people to rid themselves
of this horrendously destructive lifestyle.
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I am pleased to inform the house that the number of
treatment options and their availability has dramatically
improved. This government is effectively doubling the
number of people working in the treatment and
rehabilitation areas. The waiting time for getting into
drug treatment has been dramatically reduced. As the
Minister for Health reported to the house yesterday, the
average waiting time is now less than two days after
being something like three weeks to a month nearly two
years ago. So the legislation represents a vital cog in the
machinery of the government’s multifaceted drug
strategy.
The sentencing and diversion options are a key strategy.
The police in my local area express frustration that it
takes a number of convictions before a custodial
sentence is imposed by a magistrate or judge if things
get to the level contemplated by the legislation. They
say that from their experience on average a person must
be convicted of seven or eight offences before a
custodial sentence is contemplated.
But I do not think the government ought to be
necessarily concerned at that rate. It behoves the
Parliament and the law enforcement effort to look at
every possible opportunity to divert people away from
the street drug scene and into treatment opportunities
before they are incarcerated. But let there be no mistake
that once we get into the traffickers league
contemplated by this legislation the message has to go
out that this is a serious business which involves serious
sentences and serious treatment.
As a member of the parliamentary Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee I was fortunate to see some of
the recent developments on the international scene.
Members of the committee spent some time with the
United Nations drug control centre in Vienna and the
United States government’s drug surveillance and
enforcement operations in Washington.
The international scene, where the Mr Bigs operate, is
interesting indeed. The worldwide drought of heroin
and, to a certain extent, cocaine has been influenced by
decisions that the Taliban, who are the subject of a lot
of current media attention, have been party to. The
United States of America and the United Nations both
report that the Taliban had instructed that opium
poppies for this current session should not be planted.
But neither agency was able to report back to us on
whether that strategy had to do with a stockpile of
heroin being available for international trade or whether
the Taliban had been influenced by the international
law enforcement effort and had decided to get out of
the firing line, as it were, of the United States and
United Nations drug control strategies.
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In other words, the world community does not know
what the situation is in terms of the availability of
heroin for the international trafficking effort. It will be
some time before we know whether the current heroin
drought on the streets of Melbourne will continue.
More ominously, we know from United States reports
that as a result of its law enforcement efforts in
particular cocaine traffickers are turning their attention
to Australia. There is some evidence of early forays into
the Australian street drug scene by South American,
particularly Columbian, cocaine traffickers. Obviously
if the Columbian cocaine traffickers were to obtain a
foothold in the Australian drug scene, the impact could
be reminiscent of some of the worst conditions in US
cities. So we need to be vigilant and to have as part of
the government’s armoury legislation such as the bill
before the house to enable us to deal with these
Mr Bigs. We need to be not only forewarned but also
forearmed to make the prosecution and law
enforcement effort more potent.
I turn from the global scene back to the local scene.
Some of the other good news in the Bracks
government’s multifaceted drug strategy is the
appearance on the streets of Footscray of even more
accessible treatment options for people. The major
recommendation of the Maribyrnong drug strategy was
that there be established a primary health service —
that is, a street drug centre. That will be known as
Healthworks, and the mechanics institute in Footscray
has been earmarked as the site. It will be a one-stop
shop where people who are affected by the street drug
scene can receive assistance in a crisis and where
addicts can obtain their needles. There is an in-principle
agreement with the municipal council and the Western
Region Health Centre, which is the auspicing body for
the needle service, to relocate that service out of the
shopping strip and into the primary health service. So
we will have an integrated health service for those
affected by the drug scene.
Already three staff have been employed — a
community health nurse and two community health
workers — and early work has begun on setting up the
centre. The staff are undergoing an intensive training
program in areas including venepuncture, testing for
HIV and hepatitis B and C, mental health issues, first
aid, diet and nutrition, as well as the referral processes
that go out to the other existing drug services in the
area.
In conjunction with other local agencies, they will
access a mobile street service to enable them to get
around to the remaining hot spots in the Maribyrnong
area. That will be useful in that they will be able to

437

follow the drug scene as it moves. There have been a
number of reports that with the success of the police
operation the street scene has moved to Sunshine, to
St Albans and over to Kensington. Strategically the
street drug workers need to be able to go where the
action is. Otherwise there is the potential for the law
enforcement effort to conflict with the treatment effort.
Concentrating treatment efforts just on single sites, with
users and potential traffickers coming to those sites,
could conflict with the law enforcement effort.
As the police succeed in dislocating and relocating the
street scene from Footscray to other areas, the access to
treatment options should be able to follow the success
of those police efforts. One of the features of this drugs
initiative that gives me a great deal of confidence is the
calibre of people who are assisting the establishment of
the Healthworks initiatives. It is worth noting that one
of the world-renowned researchers from the Macfarlane
Burnet Centre for Medical Research, Dr Nick Crofts, is
a member of the steering committee. Also on the
steering committee are Jon Evans, an eminent health
practitioner from Western Health, senior people from
the Western Region Health Centre and representatives
from both the council and the Western Melbourne
Division of General Practice. They will give us a very
potent steering committee that will be able to direct the
health service in a way that will make it most accessible
to those who need it most.
There is good news in this drug debate. Through the
efforts of Victoria Police and the Department of Human
Services we are attacking the drug issue from both
ends. We are reducing the number of traffickers and
users on the street and forcing, directing and
encouraging them into treatment. That is happening on
a daily basis for greater and greater numbers of people.
Footscray’s business district is showing the signs of
recovery. Admittedly, we are coming off a low base,
but there is a new air of increasing confidence and a
large number of town planning applications for
residential and commercial developments in the
business district. So there are signs from investors that
Footscray is a place of new hope.
Visually the street scene has changed dramatically —
there are no longer the users and dealers we used to see,
but increasing numbers of shoppers going about their
daily activities. We are seeing the revival of Footscray
both in a commercial and a community activity sense,
which is due in large part to the concerted efforts of
Victoria Police and the Department of Human Services
in ensuring that these Bracks government drug
strategies are taking place — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kilgour) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

emotional strain and pain for families and friends, not
just for the victims.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I am pleased to
contribute to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, which
involves one of the most disgraceful crimes and one of
the most lucrative criminal businesses — that is, drug
trafficking. The United States Attorney-General said
last month that worldwide money laundering activities
are estimated to involve about $1 trillion a year. Half of
that is tied to drug trafficking, which is $500 billion —
that is a 5 with 11 zeros. That is a lot of money!

It is a serious problem facing all countries; there does
not seem to be a single effective solution to this major
problem. Selling drugs, especially selling drugs to
young people, is a terrible crime, and we should all
work together to eliminate it. It is important to look at
our laws and update them to make them relevant for
today.

The final report of the Drug Policy Expert Committee
states:
Global production of illegal drugs is growing and so is the
gap between production and seizures, despite increased
efforts and resources.
… the highly organised illegal drug market is increasingly
global. It is characterised by high profits, high levels of
investment in security and transport …
…
Australia remains a favoured destination given our affluence,
proximity to the sources of production and the ease of
importation resulting from our size and level of trade.

Doug Johnson from the Australian Institute of
Criminology (AIC) says:
… evidence over the past several years, as shown in
newspapers and on television news reports, suggests that
young people in Australia are experimenting with drugs at
younger ages.
…
Such behaviour not only has personal costs … but also
consumes considerable public resources.

In another article Paul Williams from the AIC states:
The number of people using drugs increased in both
metropolitan and regional Australia over the last decade …
…
From a crime and criminal justice perspective, illicit drug use
is intimately associated with criminality.

There is no doubt that all Victorians would like
governments to get tough on crime. We need to have a
tough regime. It is not good for parties to play games
and try to score cheap political points — we have to
resolve the problem by dealing with it. A very close
family friend’s son died from an overdose recently. The
mother and father are very upset and stressed — even
now the mother sets a third plate for dinner and talks to
the person who is no longer there. Drugs cause

In the second-reading speech the minister said:
… the current regime for drug trafficking and cultivation
offences is inadequate. Because of the changing nature of the
drug trade, new offences are required to provide higher
penalties for large quantities of drugs and to close loopholes
that exist for those who trade in a range of drugs.

I agree with that, but although the bill attempts to be
tough on drugs, it fails. While some aspects of the bill
are good and I support them — they have been taken
from the policies of the previous government — the bill
is what I call window-dressing legislation. It will have
very little impact on the trafficking of drugs. More
needs to be done.
This bill creates a new offence of trafficking in a large
commercial quantity — that is, more than 750 grams.
The penalty for this new offence is life imprisonment
and a $500 000 fine. While this is good, why have we
chosen 750 grams? Why not 500, 300 or 200? If we are
serious and wish to get rid of drugs, we must not run
away from this problem.
The second change proposed by this bill is that any
illicit drug possession may now be aggregated to arrive
at 750 grams. This is also good, because at present if
someone is caught with more than one drug they are
charged with each drug individually.
The third change relates to the confiscation of profits. I
believe that if a person is convicted of drug trafficking,
his total assets should be confiscated. It is interesting to
note that in 1997 the current Attorney-General opposed
this, but fortunately he has made a 180-degree turn and
now supports this concept. Many of my constituents in
Bulleen believe that all assets should be confiscated.
They hold this view because they believe the only way
to combat crimes that involve profit is to target the
financial reasons for people committing them. We must
deal with the people who have acquired assets through
illegal means with an appropriate and timely response.
Finally, the bill amends the Juries Act to provide that
on the trial of a person for such offences the verdict of a
jury must be unanimous.
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As a father of three children I find it appalling and
despicable when adults sell drugs to children. The bill
allows for a maximum of 20 years imprisonment and a
fine of $240 000 to be imposed on individuals for
trafficking any amount of illicit drugs to a child. Our
first and overriding priority must be to prevent young
people from using illegal drugs. While we must
continue to fight drug use and continue to change our
laws to make them more relevant, it is important that
we not run away from the hard choices. I call upon this
government to show some leadership and take this
further for the sake of our children.
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — I am pleased to join
the debate on the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances (Amendment) Bill. It is an important bill, as
it is part of the government’s package in dealing with
the drugs issue. As the honourable member for
Richmond, the parliamentary secretary to the
Attorney-General, said in his opening remarks, this was
an election commitment made by the government as
part of its safe and just society policy. As part of our
policy we were committed to introducing tougher
penalties for convicted commercial-level drug
traffickers. It is pleasing to see that this is yet another
election commitment this government is delivering on.
We can put ticks beside many of our election
commitments.
As part of the government’s approach to dealing with
the use and abuse of drugs, this bill aims to stem their
supply. This is one of the key social policy issues for
this government. There are a number of comprehensive
long-term measures that this government is taking as
part of its whole-of-government approach to the issue.
As we have heard already, this bill will enact legislation
to enable the police to deal with large-scale drug
traffickers. Essentially it has two parts to it. Firstly, it
introduces a new offence of trafficking or cultivating a
large commercial quantity of drugs that is punishable
by a maximum penalty of life imprisonment. Secondly,
it enables quantities of drugs to be combined into the
one offence so that drug traffickers will be sentenced
based on the true extent of their drug trafficking and its
harmful effects.
It flows from this that the bill also makes amendments
to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
1981, the Confiscation Act 1997, the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989, the Juries Act 2000 and the Bail Act
1977.
The state government has a four-pronged approach to
dealing with the drug issue. They include the areas of
prevention, rehabilitation and treatment, saving lives
and enforcement. It is in dealing with the last point of
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enforcement that this bill fits into the overall strategy.
However, it is important to note that we cannot just deal
with these four areas in isolation. They are all clearly
linked with one another, and it is important to approach
it in that way.
Many local communities around the state are trying to
deal with the social problems that arise from drug use
and abuse. My own community of Bendigo is
approaching this problem seriously, particularly the
way drugs are brought into smaller, country
communities in Victoria. As many of us have said
many times, this is not a problem confined to
metropolitan areas. Bendigo is certainly not immune
from the tentacles of large-scale drug traffickers. In
many cases their impact is felt as harshly as it is in
Melbourne. There is a smaller number, but they wreak
havoc not only on the drug users but also on their
families and the broader community.
An important part of the government’s
whole-of-government approach is to work with local
communities to deal with the problem. We held a drug
and alcohol consultative forum on 11 May to consult
with a wide cross-section of the Bendigo community
about how the drug problem impacted on young people
and their families and, importantly, to talk about local
solutions and approaches to deal with it.
We have already heard the honourable members for
Werribee and Footscray speak of the drug forums that
have been held in their communities. We modelled the
Bendigo forum on the one that was held in the City of
Wyndham, because we saw that as a good way of
bringing together a number of the communities that
were involved with a number of organisations.
Importantly it also brought people like the media and
the police into that network to talk about these issues.
The forum in Bendigo was run by Bendigo Community
Health Services. Sue Clarke, the chief executive officer,
is also the chair of the primary care partnerships drug
and alcohol working group. She ran and organised the
day. I want to thank her and her staff for the enormous
effort they made, because it not only gave an
opportunity for people to talk about the issues but also
was used as an opportunity to showcase a number of
important new initiatives in the drugs area in the
Bendigo community. The invitation list was incredibly
broad, and many people were involved.
Part of the day involved showcasing the initiatives the
government has introduced to the Bendigo region. It is
important to note that enforcement cannot be looked at
in isolation, and a number of other initiatives in the
Bendigo community link in with what we are talking
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about here. I am pleased to see that the needle and
syringe exchange program is going very well. It has
been running for quite a few months, and the feedback
is that the number of people using the exchange service
is growing and it is being operated in a safe
environment. Further, and this goes back to the
whole-of-government approach, not only is it an
opportunity for people to have needles exchanged but
also a lot of education and health information is being
provided to the people who use the service.
Other programs the government has introduced in
Bendigo include the mobile drug safety worker, which
is another educative program, the methadone outreach
worker and important community-based programs such
as a parent support program and continuity of care and
community strengthening initiatives. These initiatives
are about helping the communities and the families of
people who might be affected by drug use. We need
strong legislation like the bill we are now debating to
complement all of these initiatives and strategies. The
bill will send a strong message not just to the drug
traffickers but also to the broader community.
Large-scale drug traffickers have had an impact on my
community of Bendigo, and that impact has become
more obvious and overt over the past few years.
Looking through the local media one can see that it is
reported on more often. There are heightened
community concerns about the safety aspects of some
of the social problems caused by drug use. I chair the
Safe City Forum group in Bendigo, and the issue of
drugs and the social problems which flow from them is
a constant topic on our agenda. We had a spate of
hold-ups at local milk bars. These crimes were
committed by people in desperate need of help; they
were holding up the milk bars to get some cash to
sustain their addictions. The programs I spoke about
earlier that are designed to help the community and
provide new initiatives to help drug users are all related
to what we are talking about today.
A number of areas were touched on at the drug forum
held in Bendigo in May, and one of the topics of
discussion was our legal and justice system. One of the
feedback points from the groups at the forum was that
people were seeking stronger measures to stop the
traffickers who come into our communities and deal
drugs. Those people saw this bill as a way of dealing
directly with the source of the problem. I participated in
the youth focus group as part of that forum, and it was
interesting to listen to the young people of our
community and some of their parents and teachers talk
about the accessibility of drugs particularly and sadly in
our schools. I thought it was very interesting that the
young people spoke about the fact that legal drug use
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by young people led to illegal drug use. We should
remember that when we are talking about this issue.
I found it incredibly eye opening to listen to these
young people talk about the availability of drugs in their
communities. One of them said they get offered things
like speed and ecstasy all the time. These were quite
young people who were still at school, and that is the
way drugs have changed the Bendigo community.
When I was at school I was not being offered speed and
ecstasy all the time — it was foreign to my school
community — but a short time later this is the reality of
what young people have to face in the Bendigo
community. I am pleased to participate in the debate
this evening because this bill is about a package of
measures to deal with the drug problem and stop the
next generation of drug users. Part of that is coming
down harder on the drug traffickers and stopping the
flow of drugs to young people.
We have heard a lot about the first point of the bill,
which is the issue of life imprisonment for people
caught trafficking drugs. The introduction of life
imprisonment is a very serious step. It will send a
strong message to the community and to those who
traffic in drugs that the government is serious about
clamping down on the supply of drugs. As we have
heard this evening, this approach is consistent with that
of New South Wales, South Australia, the
commonwealth, the Northern Territory and the
Australian Capital Territory. The drug issue and drug
trafficking cannot be confined within state boundaries.
They affect the country as a whole, and it is important
that these measures are consistent across state borders.
The second area of the bills deals with the aggregation
of drugs and closes a loophole by allowing various
types of drugs to be aggregated for prosecution. The
changes will mean that large-scale drug traffickers will
no longer be able to avoid tough penalties by not
having the drugs in their possession aggregated. The
third important component of the bill complements the
harsher provisions it introduces with the confiscation of
property of those who profit from the drug trade. These
three fundamental parts of the bill are very important in
dealing with the drug problem.
In the two short years it has been in government we
have seen that the Bracks government recognises that
new initiatives must be tried. We must give things a go.
The honourable member for Richmond spoke about the
failure to grasp the opportunity to trial the supervised
injecting facilities in the five communities in
Melbourne. That opportunity has been lost but
hopefully not forever, because it is important to try new
initiatives and see how they go within communities.
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Many members of our community feel very strongly
about drug traffickers, and this bill will be welcomed by
them. People have strong emotional reactions to those
who traffic in drugs. They are pretty much seen as the
lowest people in our society, particularly when they
prey on people who are very vulnerable and often quite
poor. It is important that we introduce tougher measures
to come down on people who profit from other’s
addictions. That is why I think the community will
welcome this measure. This legislation is an important
part of the government’s strategy to tackle the drug
problem. As I said at the outset, the government has
taken a multifaceted approach of prevention, education
and treatment as well as coming down hard in the area
of enforcement and punishment of large-scale
traffickers. I am pleased to commend the bill to the
house.

Eddie deserved to continue to be a part of the fight
against drugs.

Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
make a contribution to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill. I do so
as a former member of the Victorian Parliament’s
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee. I travelled
overseas with that committee to look at this issue on an
international basis. Given what we saw overseas I am
pleased that something is being done and that this sort
of legislation is coming into the house so we can try to
deal more appropriately with the Mr Bigs and the
dealers in the drug community — the dealers in death
and destruction.

It was nice to know that they had a task force ready to
get into a helicopter and move as quickly as possible to
intercept the planes that were travelling over the
borders carrying drugs. They had a good arrangement
with the sheriffs across the southern part of the United
States. As soon as they advised an officer that an
unknown plane that had not scheduled a flight plan was
flying towards their area, the sheriffs in the various
towns were ready to go out if the plane landed and
intercept it to see if they could take the drugs.

As the honourable member for Bendigo East said, the
bill is part of a multifaceted program. A very important
part of the program is the fight against the scourge of
the heinous crime of trafficking in drugs and the
commercial traffickers who are so prevalent in our
society.
As I travelled overseas with the committee with people
like Eddie Micallef, the former honourable member for
Springvale, I really wonder about the Labor Party,
which shuns that man when it is bringing forward
committees to deal with drugs under Dr Penington,
et cetera. It shuns a man like Eddie Micallef, who was
so bipartisan on the drugs issue, who had such a passion
about trying to control drugs, who had people dying of
a drug overdose across the road from his office. Here
was a man who was prepared to put in hundreds of
hours of work for the Labor Party, but did it put him on
a committee when trying to get people together who
would work on the drug problem? No. Because of
issues within the Labor Party and its factions it has
shunned Eddie Micallef and not put him on the
committee. He is a man who could add much to the
fight against drugs. The Labor Party stands condemned
because a man who had given as much to the issue as

Having said that, I am pleased to see the government
bringing forward legislation to try to stop the big
traffickers in drugs. In California committee members
saw the sorts of things that can happen when drug
gangs take over the cities. We were lucky enough to go
to the March air force base in California and see the
customs department interdiction centre. We walked into
a massive room with monitors on the walls showing the
movements of every plane in the southern part of the
United States of America and across the southern
border. They knew where the planes were coming over
the border, particularly from South America, and where
they were trying to land to distribute their loads of
deadly drugs.

That is why I am pleased to see discussion in the
legislation about the confiscation of assets. Quite
clearly in the United States many of the drug dealers,
after they have got out of jail, have not been able to get
back into the drug scene because all their assets have
been confiscated. It is interesting to note that the
Department of Customs in the United States has a good
arrangement with the sheriffs. If the sheriff of a
particular town goes out and intercepts a plane that has
landed and finds it is full of drugs and is able to arrest
the people, the sheriff takes advantage of the
confiscation of that plane. There were sheriffs flying
around the southern part of the United States in new
King aircraft that had been confiscated following their
arrest of people coming across the southern borders
with loads of drugs. The government of the United
States of America has spent a tremendous amount of
time trying to stop the Mr Bigs. That is why I am
pleased to see today that the Victorian government is
trying to help with the issue.
Committee members had the opportunity of driving
through the streets of Harlem in an unmarked police car
with an undercover policeman watching the drug deals
taking place on street corners. It was not necessarily the
dealer the police were looking for, it was the distributor,
the person who many times is able to offer a family a
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month’s holiday in the Bahamas if they move out of
their unit. The distributor then moves into the unit and
distributes drugs. We saw a drug bust while we were
there and saw the big distributors being caught. They
were stopped from being involved. It is the distributor
that supplies the street gangs.
Quite frankly, in California the war has been lost. There
are something like 2000 drug gangs in the Greater Los
Angeles area alone. We saw drug gangs working from
the street. We flew over Los Angeles in a police
helicopter looking down to see drug gangs working the
streets. We drove into a police station just around the
corner from Skid Row in downtown Los Angeles, and
as we drove in we were asked to park next to a police
car that was two days old but had 11 bullet holes in it.
Two police officers had been shot because they
happened to drive around the corner into a gun fight
between two rival drug gangs.
The sad part about the Los Angeles community is that
many people no longer go down the street to shop.
They drive to the mall, do their weekly or fortnightly
shopping at the supermarket, drive home and lock
themselves in their homes, because if they walk down
the local street they get to the corner and find that a
drug gang is operating. The drug gangs will go to a
corner store and say to the operator, ‘We are going to
take over this area. You will supply us with free drinks,
the use of the toilet, et cetera’. The drug gangs are
taking over. It is the Mr Bigs of this world that make it
possible for the drug gangs to operate the way they do.
While in Australia the major problem is heroin, it is not
the major problem in the United States of America. In
fact only a small percentage of the drug problem comes
from people injecting heroin. Their problem is the more
deadly drug, crack cocaine. Cocaine is cooked into a
substance that can be rolled into cigarette-type paper
and is smoked. The effect goes directly to the brain. It is
easy to see why the crime rate immediately rises
substantially when the big cocaine dealers decide to
move a drug gang into an area.
When crack comes into an area people who smoke it
have no compunction in killing a policeman or a
person, or robbing a service station, or going into a
shop and causing trouble. From what we saw on the
west coast of the United States of America I believe the
war with cocaine has been lost and it was also pretty
bad in the streets of New York and Harlem.
We were pleased to see some of the measures being
taken such as the drug courts, where a person before the
court on a drug charge for the first time was given
opportunities by specially trained judiciary and court
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staff to take up a health campaign which would attempt
to get them off drugs. That is the sort of program that
must be introduced here. While we have the demand
we will have the supply because it is worth billions and
billions of dollars.
I welcome the effect of being able to aggregate
quantities of drugs to ensure the commercial drug
dealers and the ordinary dealer on the street cannot get
away with the loopholes. I welcome the sentence of life
imprisonment for a person convicted of cultivating or
possessing a large commercial quantity of drugs. I hope
we will see the life sentences imposed by the courts so
we can ensure the message is being given out to people
that if they are into drugs they will suffer. I hope the
passage of the legislation will have an effect and that
we may see a better result in the fight against drugs. I
commend the government on introducing legislation
that will hit at the bigger dealers who deal in death and
destruction.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
(Amendment) Bill. The issues are important because
they affect people in our society, sometimes
unexpectedly. On many occasions people close to me
have been affected by the abuse of drugs. I am sure all
honourable members have spoken to constituents who
come to them about their terrible and very sad
problems.
It is great that this election promise is being
implemented for a safe and just society. The bill
introduces tougher penalties for convicted,
commercial-level drug traffickers. Everyone will agree
that these people who deal in large commercial
amounts of drugs are parasites on society. They
consider what they do is a business so they need to
weigh up the risks. The bill increases the risk of them
losing everything, of them having life in prison and of
the punishment fitting the crime. It is a punishment that
I hope will deter those people. People who seek to
profit from the misfortune of others will have to further
evaluate the risks.
The penalty will also fit the crime because it closes the
loophole presently used by drug traffickers which
allows them to traffic in smaller quantities. Now the
courts will be able to aggregate those quantities and put
them together into large commercial amounts.
Therefore the traffickers will not be able to escape the
justice system. Drug traffickers may not pull the trigger
but they are responsible for untold human misery and
the deaths of hundreds of people each year. I would like
to talk about some of the people who, to my
knowledge, have been affected by harsh drugs.
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One of those people was a student in my class in
Flowerdale. We were going along as normal and one
day news came to school that his mother had died from
an overdose. It was a very sad day, and his mother had
been clean and had been getting counselling for a long
period of time. The number of people affected was
amazing: obviously all of the neighbours were affected;
her partner, who was a lovely fellow who tried to help
her and help to bring up her son; and all of the kids in
the class at school did not understand what had
happened — why was this person’s mum gone; where
was the little boy who didn’t come to school anymore?
The boy just stopped coming and ended up moving
away to live with his natural father. A couple of weeks
later I received a phone call from the mother’s
counsellor who had not heard about the situation. She
was quite upset because of all the work she had put in
to helping the person get off the drugs. Relapse is a
serious issue with drug addicts. Drug traffickers are the
people who peddle the drugs, the people causing the
hurt.
There were a lot of drug deaths a couple of years ago. I
remember watching the table at the bottom of the
editorial page of the Herald Sun. It was amazing to
learn about other people with young kids — not
necessarily at my school — taking their lives, not
necessarily with drugs but by committing suicide
because they were so lacking in hope and using the
various methods that people use to end their lives.
Again we see the resultant spread of misery from the
actions of those people.
I think in country areas sometimes we like to think we
do not have the same drug problems as other areas, but
we are becoming more aware now that drug problems
do exist in our schools and communities and that they
are very serious. It is great to see programs like the
needle exchange being offered through our local
hospitals. It is something that if widely publicised
would probably cause some hysteria, but the system
works. The local police do not patrol the area, as a rule,
which ensures that the drug users can go there to
exchange their needles and that sort of thing, because
they are the victims, I suppose, as addicts.
An eye-opener for me recently was attending a dual
diagnosis forum in Seymour that was organised by
local mental health organisations, including Goulburn
Valley Health and the Schizophrenic Fellowship of
Victoria. It was interesting to see the correlation
between drug abuse or addiction and mental illness. It
shows again that in most cases drug addicts are our
most vulnerable people. They are people who might be
depressed or might have a mental illness. They are the
people who are being affected. The drug traffickers, at
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whom this legislation is aimed, are a main part of the
whole problem, and under the bill they will be given a
punishment that truly fits that crime.
It was amazing to learn that if you have a mental illness
you have a very good chance of being a drug abuser,
and vice versa. I thought that was an interesting fact.
The ripple effect was seen there as well, because some
of the people there were drug abusers or addicts, but
many of the people there were the carers of those
people. They talked about some of the things they had
to go through in their lives as carers of drug users,
whether they were brothers, sisters, children or young
adults. Their lives were totally mucked up by the
problems caused by drugs. I am sure that if we could
prevent that happening in the future we would have a
better society.
I spoke to another carer recently about her experiences
as her child goes through withdrawal. I know she is
working in the area as a volunteer, helping other
parents, but at home she is going through the
experience of her child’s cold turkey withdrawal. There
is hope as the withdrawal has gone ahead, but then
there are relapses as maybe contact is made with friends
or some stressor causes the person to go back onto the
drugs again. That would be so frustrating; it must be
very difficult. Obviously there need to be stronger
penalties.
I was also speaking to a local police officer who had
been involved in a couple of stings, I suppose, on
amphetamine factories in Broadford. Two factories
were caught within a short period. Amazingly, one of
the people involved was caught and then caught again
three days later doing the same thing. Obviously the
deterrent for that person was not strong enough. Those
people need to know that when they get caught, they
will be punished.
I would like to finish by commending the Bracks
government not only on working on this end of the
fight against drugs but also on working to prevent drug
use. Recently in my electorate we received a $60 000
grant in the Wallan area for Mitchell Community
Health Services to put together over three years a
program that will work on the preventative end by
providing young people with activities that they do not
have there at the moment. As you know, different
communities have different problems, including the
lack of activities for young people in growth
communities. Mitchell Community Health Services
will try to work to improve that situation. That is one
thing. I would also like to commend the government on
the other work that is being done on getting treatment
for addicts. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr SMITH (Glen Waverley) — This bill reflects
community attitudes towards drugs. I have listened to
honourable members tonight with a great deal of
interest. We are all concerned, because as we know the
vast majority of criminals in jails are there for
drug-related offences. Drugs are the scourge of our
society. We all have tales of horror that we either know
personally or have come across in our electorate duties.
When the bill was introduced a few weeks ago the front
page of the Herald Sun said these draconian measures
were going to be the panacea for the drug problem.
That is misleading. Of course, the sentences provided
for in the bill will be deterrents, if there are deterrents,
but we all know that time and again the court system
lets us down. It is only when dealing with criminals like
Dupas, the mass murderer, that we have judges
courageous enough to impose sentences that are in
keeping with the heinous offences that are committed.
For the normal run of offences we do not have courts
with the courage to impose the sentences they should be
imposing.
The government is talking about life sentences. The
only way to ensure the courts do this properly is not to
put these incredible sentences on the end — although of
course that is one way — but to have a system whereby
there are minimum sentences, and where the minimum
sentence is not imposed the judge has to give written
reasons explaining the exceptional circumstances that
existed at the time that prevented him imposing the
minimum sentence. Only in this way will we get the
message across to the judiciary, because the members
of the judiciary are the ones letting society down.
Many of the sentences in this bill are similar to
sentences that are already provided for. They have been
beefed up slightly, but they will be no use at all unless
members of the judiciary decide they are going to go
with the spirit of the community and start imposing
heavy sentences.
For the past two years I have been conducting a
program called Leaders for Tomorrow, which is a
youth leadership training program. It is being attended
by the leaders from many schools. Last Monday night
we celebrated the graduation from the last program of
21 students, mainly in years 11 and 12. They came
from a number of schools, including a couple in my
electorate such as Glen Waverley Secondary College,
Caulfield Grammar, Huntingtower, Brentwood,
Brandon Park and Highvale, which is not quite in my
electorate, but a lot of its students live in the electorate.
The point is that these marvellous young people
presented their own papers from the forums we ran. We
had a fascinating program specifically on drugs. We
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specially convened a session in which they examined
the youth aspects of the drug crisis, which as we know
affects an increasing number of young people from all
walks of life. We had three people who I thought were
eminent speakers.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

Mr SMITH — Honourable members who were not
in the house before the break for dinner would not be
aware that we were debating the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill. I was talking
on the sincerity of the government’s approach to a bill
such as this and the sentencing that was involved.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! The level of conversation in the chamber is too
high. I ask honourable members to keep their voices
down and be seated.
Mr SMITH — I was telling the house about a youth
leaders’ program, which I had been running and some
of the results that came out of a forum that it conducted
on drugs. I mentioned the schools that had been
involved, and I was about to say who else was
involved. As I said earlier, 21 people attended the
forum, which was addressed by Commander Rod
Lambert, a good and old friend of mine, Maureen
Buck, of Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care, which
is brought up whenever the subject of drugs is
discussed, and Andy Hamilton, the principal of
Heatherhill Secondary College.
These people, in particular Commander Lambert, gave
valuable contributions. The results of the seminar that
followed gave the young people a feeling for the drug
problem. Commander Lambert and the detectives in the
Victoria Police have reduced the number of drug deaths
from in the vicinity of 200 at this stage last year to
about 33 at the moment, which is an unbelievable
result. It is due almost entirely to the work of the
Victoria Police and the customs, particularly the way in
which they have managed to clean up this area.
The point I was coming to was what the young people
felt was important with a bill such as this and what they
were saying about it. They told me at the forum that
they had great problems with the judicial system. I
share that sentiment, because although the government
is ostensibly bringing in life sentences for drug
traffickers, the reality is that the courts will offer
sentences of a few years.
Listen, Madam Acting Speaker, to the opinions
expressed by the program participants:
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It was believed that handing down only minimal,
non-custodial sentences for repeat offenders was often little or
no deterrent for those caught either in possession or
trafficking even small quantities. Considering, then, the vast
amounts of time and effort invested by police in identifying
and catching traffickers, to have a minimalist sentence
imposed would undoubtedly reduce the morale of even the
most dedicated of police.

In other words, all the good work done by the police is
undone in one hit if they go to court and the offenders
get minor sentences. The participants went on to say:
Participants addressing this issue believed that those found in
possession of commercial quantities of illicit drugs should be
exposed to the full force of the law.

The only options in their opinions were either a
custodial sentence or the requirement to complete
community service in the form of the program.
The point I have been making all along here tonight has
been that what we have to do is educate our judges. We
know we have recently had a judicial college bill
brought in by the government wherein new judges
appointed to the bench of either the County Court or the
Supreme Court are asked to go through a particular
course. The big thing they have to be exposed to is the
community feeling about the leniency of the sentences
they are awarding. It is all very well for the honourable
member for Richmond over there to snigger at this sort
of thing, along with the honourable member for
Coburg, but the real point is we have to get the message
across to the judges that the community is not satisfied
with the sentences being handed down.
Those young people on that particular course of mine
were, as far as I could see, completely oblivious of
where they were going, but they came up with these
recommendations. I merely had the privilege of passing
those things on to them. The point is that we, as
legislators, have to get the message across to the people
in the judiciary that the community is not at all satisfied
with the way they are awarding sentences — in
particular to the murderers, the people into drug
trafficking and the people into child abuse. Those are
the areas in which the community is not satisfied with
sentencing.
As I said earlier, sometimes you get a judge, like Justice
Frank Vincent, with a fair degree of courage awarding
some more severe sentences. What we need to do is not
what we are doing here tonight, just showcasing. What
we need to be doing is ensuring that the judges
understand that the community requires them to do
better than they are doing at the moment. We need,
particularly for drug traffickers, to have minimal
sentences, as the Liberal Party has been proposing for
the last 12 to 18 months.
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If the judges cannot be forced to provide a minimal
sentence as will be required in the laws we will bring in
when we come into government — not mickey mouse
pushing up of sentences by 5 or 10 years — then the
judges will not do it. They have to be forced to do it. If
they will not, and there are exceptional circumstances
where they say, ‘We have not got the ability because of
a particular circumstance’ then they have to put that
down in writing. Then the defence can in turn appeal
against that and the community will reinvest confidence
in the judicial system.
In conclusion let me say, Madam Acting Speaker, that
we have here tonight a showcase. The honourable
member for Berwick went through it before and was
scoffed at by the honourable member for Richmond. It
is all very well to say that we are criticising what the
government is doing. We heard what the
Attorney-General when in opposition had to say about
bringing in severe sentences. Now, in government, it
seems he is going to bring in something of value, as the
Herald Sun said on its front page. In point of fact,
however, what the government is doing is quite trivial
compared to what it really should be doing.
Bring in minimal sentences. If the judges cannot order a
minimal sentence, they must have a responsibility to
write out their judgments and explain the exceptional
circumstances making them unable to do so. That is the
only way we will get the judges to take this thing
seriously, and that is the only way we can restore the
confidence of the people of Victoria in the true tradition
of our state’s judicial system.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! Before I call the next speaker I draw the
attention of the honourable member for Glen Waverley
to previous Speakers’ rulings in relation to reflections
upon sovereign and judicial members, including
making reflections on present judges. I allowed him to
continue without interruption because of the general
nature of the statements. Specifically reflecting upon
present-day judges is — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! Yes, it was a general statement. I just wanted to
make clear why I did not interrupt the honourable
member while he was on his feet.
Mr LANGUILLER (Sunshine) — It gives me no
real pleasure to rise in support of the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill because,
like all honourable members, I wish we did not have to
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deal with this issue in our community; but it is
regrettably a fact of life.
I have the same level of commitment, passion and
determination that is held, I know, by all honourable
members in this chamber in relation to drugs, drug
trafficking issues and their tragic effects. I also place on
record that I am absolutely convinced that the sooner
the political parties, particularly the major political
parties, agree on how they are going to deal with the
challenges in this area, the sooner we will be able to
make significant inroads into dealing with the effects of
drugs and the criminal elements associated with the
drugs issue.
The bill fulfils a commitment the government made
prior to the election. The Labor Party at the time said it
would continue with its election commitment to a safe
and just society, and I welcome the bipartisan approach
to the bill. The Labor Party will continue with its
election commitment to a safe and just society and will
consequently introduce tougher penalties for convicted
commercial-level drug cultivators and traffickers.
On 21 March the Parliament heard and debated the
effects of drugs on our society and heard also the
varying strategies which have been used since the
emergence of the problem. We also heard proposals as
to how best and most effectively to deal with the issue.
I recall clearly, however, that one of the
recommendations made at the time by Mr Comrie and
Dr Penington was that we try as political parties to
reach agreement between ourselves in relation to
strategies to overcome the problem, or at least to make
inroads into it to some extent.
There is a clear need for effective prevention, education
and treatment strategies and services. It is also essential
to stem the supply of drugs, and this amendment goes
to the heart of doing that by introducing, among other
things, life imprisonment. From the outset I wish to
place on the record my total support for life
imprisonment for commercial drug traffickers. I
sincerely hope that the drug barons, or the Mr Bigs, as
we call them, get life imprisonment that means life
imprisonment.
The bill introduces a new offence relating to trafficking
in and cultivating large commercial quantities of drugs
of dependence which is punishable by a maximum
penalty of life imprisonment. It also closes a loophole
by allowing for the aggregation of certain quantities of
drugs to establish whether they are commercial
quantities for the purposes of trafficking. It is important
to close that loophole, because as I understand it
commercial dealers have become somewhat
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sophisticated and are consequently carrying only small
amounts of various types of drugs in the full knowledge
that if they are apprehended by the law and end up in
the Magistrates Court they would be able to present and
defend a case. Under the provisions of the bill,
however, those quantities will be considered in the
aggregate, and consequently the dealers will be harshly
punished.
I also welcome as part of this Attorney-General’s
reform agenda the measure that relates to jurisdictional
methods. As I understand it, currently drug-related
matters are heard in the Magistrates Court, where the
maximum penalty is imprisonment for up to three
years. That is not the jurisdiction where they should be
heard — and certainly not the only one. The legislation
now provides for the County Court to hear these
matters, where consequently, given the upgrading of the
jurisdiction, harsher penalties may be imposed.
The Sentencing Act currently provides that a person
who is convicted of trafficking in a commercial
quantity of drugs or of cultivating a commercial
quantity of drugs may be regarded as a serious drug
offender. In light of the proposed changes I understand
that the court must have regard to the protection of the
community as the principal purpose of a sentence. The
court may also impose a longer sentence proportionate
to the gravity of the offence, which must be served
cumulatively upon any other sentence of imprisonment
unless the court otherwise determines.
Another important change that I welcome is in the
tradition of rule of law — a good tradition of
commonwealth countries. It relates to verdicts and
requires that the imposition of the maximum penalty of
life imprisonment must be by consensus — or, in other
words, as a result of a unanimous decision of the jury. It
certainly needs to be that way. I also understand that in
the event of the maximum penalty not being imposed, a
unanimous jury verdict would not necessarily be
required or warranted. In addition to imprisonment, the
maximum fine for this new offence is $500 000, which
is double the maximum fine applicable to the offence of
trafficking in a commercial quantity.
On 21 March Parliament heard that in 1991 there were
49 heroin-related deaths in Victoria. It also heard that
there were 359 heroin-related deaths in Victoria in
1999, a sevenfold increase in eight years. If we were to
extrapolate those figures we could be facing
2500 heroin-related deaths by 2007. I am certain
everyone would agree that this situation is horrible and
absolutely unacceptable. In their contributions to the
joint sitting former chief commissioner Neil Comrie
and Dr David Penington told us that in 1966 the
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average age of first-time heroin users was
approximately 26 years but that by 1998 the average
age had fallen to 17. We also heard that the number of
non-fatal overdoses attended by the Metropolitan
Ambulance Service averaged 5 per day in 1998 and
11 per day by 2000.
There is a strong body of evidence to show that of the
order of 70 per cent of all major crime in Victoria is
drug related. We are all increasingly concerned, and we
are increasingly becoming victims of the drug problem
in one form or another because we are members of this
community. We have families and relatives, and we are
real people with real problems. I am sure there is not a
single member of this house who is not aware of or has
not been in contact with a close personal friend or
relative who has in one form or another been associated
with drugs or drug addiction. We are also victims,
because we have to pay more taxes and insurance
levies, and we have to make greater contributions to the
state and society in order to deal with these issues. If we
are not victims we are still involved, because this is the
biggest challenge ever in our society. It is consuming
more lives in Australia, and it is becoming one of the
greatest expenditure items in our budgets as more and
more resources have to be devoted to dealing with it.
In simple terms the drug problem is a consequence of
the supply and demand cycle. There is supply because
there is demand. On 21 March members of Parliament
heard the experts in the field say that notwithstanding
the efforts a government of any persuasion might wish
to make to obstruct drugs coming into this nation, the
reality is that unless we work to bring the economy to a
halt we will not be able to stop, preclude or totally
obstruct their introduction. That is simply because we
are not in a position to X-ray each and every one of the
thousands of containers that come through our ports,
apart from the fact that we are an island nation and
have, as we have seen time and again, extensive borders
and thousands of kilometres to monitor, which is
realistically impossible.
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the previous government and federal governments —
we can always do more. We always want to do more.
We may have differences on some of the strategies, but
in the main I think we agree that we have to do more.
But drugs will be there, and unfortunately that is a
factor we all have to face as members of communities,
as families and as parents — as in my case, with three
children, aged 19 and 21. They are real people, and
unfortunately they face those challenges.
In making the following points I wish to mention three
people who were dear to my heart — Nicolas, Wilson
and Valesca. They were three normal people who were
friends of mine when I was much younger. They died;
they were victims of drugs. So it is close to home, as it
is with all of us, I guess.
My modest knowledge tells me that when we are
developing strategies they must be very localised, they
must be very regionalised and they must be very
targeted. They must also take into account that we have
a diverse community and that people in rural and
regional Australia, in inner Melbourne and in the
western suburbs are not necessarily the same, that we
have a linguistically and culturally diverse community
that does not necessarily face this issue in the same
way, and that we have communities with different
backgrounds and different approaches who do not
necessarily share the same value systems. Consequently
our education programs, our early intervention
programs and our diversionary programs must be more
and more tailored to the communities we represent.
I know it is hard. Every time we talk about programs,
education and strategies in this chamber, we talk about
money and about putting in resources. The challenge
for us is to find ways of reaching agreement as much as
possible on those strategies. That makes it easier for all
of us to get out there and sell the message to the
community and to say that we in this Parliament stand
as one when it comes to dealing with these issues. I
again make the point that the strategies have to be
targeted as much as possible.

Essentially we are being told by the experts and by our
own instincts that in the end it comes down to us as
individuals and as members of families, communities
and society to strengthen our value systems and all
those things that in one form or another help us, and
particularly young people, to reject the temptation to get
involved with drugs, because drugs will always be in
this nation — or at least they will be around for a long
time.

I also think we need better ways of communicating. I
must say that when we had the supervised injecting
rooms debate I do not think we were terribly successful
in reaching the non-English-speaking communities.
That was my experience in the course of that
controversial debate. I think we need to do more,
because some of those communities were misinformed
and not necessarily fully involved.

Ultimately we know that for as long as there is demand
there will be supply. No matter what we do — and we
do a lot; I think we have to commend this government,

I think governments, employers and communities can
do more. I wish to place on record that in my judgment
early intervention programs, particularly, and
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diversionary programs must become more and more
occupational diversionary programs. They have to be
related to employment, particularly those involving
early intervention. We also have to be realistic with our
expectations and the message we send to communities.
This is a twofold strategy, one that again puts on record
our strong commitment to early intervention,
diversionary programs and treatment, but at the same
time one that sends a clear message to the community
that we will be dealing with the Mr Bigs and the
commercial traffickers in the harshest possible terms. I
fully endorse that, and I look forward to seeing many of
those people who peddle drugs and bring death and
damage to our community spending their lives in
prison. I commend the bill to the house. I commend
also the Attorney-General and the honourable member
for Richmond, who continue to bring into this chamber
a good reform agenda.
Mr LUPTON (Knox) — It is with pleasure that I
join this debate. As a member of the Crime Prevention
Committee — which later became the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee — since 1992, without a great
deal of interruption, I have had the opportunity on a
number of occasions to study this problem. As a
member of the committee I have visited every state of
Australia with the exception of Tasmania, which I
visited in my own right, and I was also fortunate
enough to visit Canada and the United States of
America.
The problem is not unique to Australia. I was fortunate
to visit a secret establishment in the southern part of the
United States where they demonstrated to us in quite
clear terms the way in which the confiscation of profits
or assets can be very effective. I note with concern,
when the Attorney-General was formerly in opposition,
how much he vehemently opposed the concept of
confiscating the assets of those people involved in drug
dealing.
At this particular facility we saw that the US customs
department had confiscated a Blackhawk helicopter
from the drug dealers. It had also confiscated a Nomad
plane, and members of the department were ecstatic
because this particular Nomad was the only type around
with its wings above the fuselage, which enabled those
on board to view straight down without the wings
causing an interruption to their viewing. It is important
that we study carefully this concept of confiscation of
assets.
When I was having meetings with the Australian
Federal Police in Darwin it became quite apparent that
up there its restricted police force made drug busts
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difficult. If the federal police embarked on an operation
to apprehend drug dealers — and the Northern
Territory is probably four times the size of Victoria,
with probably about 20 police officers — a great deal
of expenditure was required to arrest and prosecute
those drug dealers. When they were successful in
apprehending a person and had gone through the
lengthy process of attempting to confiscate the goods, it
was interesting to note that the money from the sale of
the assets went back to the Crown.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! I ask the honourable members for Richmond
and Glen Waverley to resolve their differences about
the time arrangements either quietly in the chamber or
outside the chamber. It is quite distracting for the
honourable member for Knox.
Mr LUPTON — Before I was rudely interrupted I
was saying that the money that was gained by the
police from the sale of the confiscated assets was given
back to the Northern Territory government, and I
believe the same would apply in Victoria. Police and
customs officers expend a great deal of government
money in overtime, setting up stings and hiring
vehicles, aeroplanes or helicopters prior to
apprehending their targets and they then find that the
budget of their department is — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! Past experience has shown that it is very
difficult for speakers after dinner time. I ask honourable
members to be respectful of the speaker on his or her
feet by keeping their voices down.
Mr LUPTON — It is very difficult for police and
customs departments to try to operate a successful
business just by spending their own budgets. Money is
tight and cannot be obtained, yet the profits from those
confiscations go back to the government rather than
being refunded to the police or customs. This is a
matter that this government has to look at. It is no good
confiscating the assets, getting the money and keeping
it for the government. It has to go back to the law
enforcement agencies that have expended their budgets
in taking this particular course of action.
It should be noted that the Attorney-General when in
opposition opposed this concept of the confiscation of
assets most vehemently. He opposed it for being
draconian and absolutely terrible! We should remember
that. The previous Kennett government was the first to
introduce this sort of system.
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Let us look at the other provisions of the bill. It
prescribes a sentence of life imprisonment for
large-scale commercial trafficking which involves more
than 750 grams of pure heroin, cocaine, et cetera. My
God — 750 grams of heroin, cocaine, et cetera is
thousands of hits! I wonder when they last got hold of
anybody who had 250 grams of heroine, cocaine or
whatever. We are going to prescribe life imprisonment
as a maximum penalty for someone who traffics in
750 grams of drugs, but I ask the house when was the
last time in Victoria, or even in Australia, anybody got
a maximum penalty? The last bloke who got a
maximum penalty I know of was Ronald Ryan; nobody
else in this state ever gets a maximum penalty.
We should be looking at having a minimum penalty. If
you are caught with 250 grams you should cop a
10-year minimum sentence. Let the judge or magistrate,
or whatever the hell he or she is, determine whether
there should be a higher level of imprisonment. This
business of saying that the maximum penalty shall be
life imprisonment is rubbish because no judge in this
country will ever enforce the maximum penalty for a
drug deal. It is just not on.
We had the situation where recently there was a large
drug bust and I think $12 million worth of assets were
frozen. The bloke appealed and they let him out
because of exceptional circumstances. My God! What
are the exceptional circumstances for a drug dealer who
has been involved in millions and millions of dollars in
drug dealing and has probably killed hundreds of
people? Yet we let him off because of exceptional
circumstances. Where is the logic?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! I remind the honourable member for Knox that
reflecting on the judiciary is against the practices of the
house, especially when the comments are quite specific
and the case can be identified. General comments about
the judiciary, except the present judiciary, are in order.
Mr LUPTON — I accept your ruling, Madam
Acting Speaker, but the fact remains that it is very
difficult for any judge in this country to give anybody a
maximum penalty for any crime at all. I have to believe
the government’s intentions are honourable, but why on
earth are we not looking at a minimum penalty? Instead
of saying, ‘Right, you are caught with 500 grams or
750 grams of whatever drug it is, you are going to get
life’, why not say, ‘You are going to have 10 years or
20 years as a minimum sentence’? This business of
having a maximum penalty is a joke, because nobody
ever enforces it.
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This bill reflects the provisions of the Bail Act to
prohibit bail being granted to a person charged with one
of the new offences unless there are exceptional
circumstances. I tried to explain what taking
exceptional circumstances into account can mean when
I talked about the case earlier. However, because of
various rulings it will probably be deemed
inappropriate to go down that particular path.
I turn to the issue of unanimous verdicts. The former
Kennett government introduced a situation where
unanimous verdicts were not necessary; off the top of
my head I believe they had to be 11 to 1. Today we are
making it easier for these peddlers of death and
destruction to slip through the noose because now we
want unanimous verdicts. I recall a situation where a
couple of members of the Victoria Police were
regrettably involved in a serious case. I was told some
three weeks before the verdict was handed down that
they would get off because of the way the jury was
made up. That is what happened. I have heard of
another case where a person has just been granted bail
and a threat was made that they were going to buy off
police officers. Yet here we are reintroducing a system
of unanimous verdicts.
It is a breakdown and a watering down of existing laws.
I believe the Attorney-General is doing what he
believes is the right thing to do, but there are a number
of flaws I would like to point out. They include the
maximum penalty, the confiscation of assets, and
unanimous verdicts. There is no doubt that in Victoria
the party that is tough on crime is the Liberal Party. We
are the ones who went down the path of endeavouring
to tighten the laws relating to this scum — that is the
only way you can describe them. They peddle death
and destruction and they make profits that enable them
to live in a manner that is inappropriate to the filthy acts
they carry out.
I turn to an article produced by the Pharmaceutical
Society of Australia. It refers to the heroin ‘drought’
and states:
The illicit drug users of Melbourne are experiencing a heroin
drought due to increased policing, floods and droughts in the
crop areas of the world and the unfavourable Australian
market caused by the low value of the $A.

Drug users have now gone on to a pharmaceutical
product called Temazepam. It is being used to assist
heroin users to get over their habit. The drug is
available on prescription and organised criminals are
going around farming off prescriptions of this drug. I do
not know whether that is covered in this legislation
because it gets a bit vague once you get passed heroin
and cocaine.
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Although the Liberal Party does not oppose the bill
there is concern in the community about a number of
provisions. For the life of me I cannot see why any
government would impose a maximum penalty. A
minimum penalty, yes, and then one can move
upwards. There is no way known a judge in this
country will impose a maximum penalty. We must
enable the judiciary to move because it is inappropriate
to specify where the high-jump bar should be.
The concept of the bill is good, but there are other
aspects that have not been thought out, particularly with
regard to the confiscation of profits. If one talks to
representatives from the Victoria Police, the Australian
customs, the Australian Federal Police or to police in
other jurisdictions throughout Australia, they will all
say the same thing: their budgets are useless because
they have to spend so much money on operations that
enable them to apprehend and prosecute these people. It
is not appropriate for confiscated profits to go to the
Crown; they must go back to law enforcement agencies
to enable them to continue to operate in an efficient
manner and to continue to fight drug abuse.
If their budget is reduced by $500 000 because of their
attempts to apprehend people involved in one particular
case, that would mean that they cannot do anything for
the rest of the year. I believe the concept is right, but
honestly, Madam Deputy Speaker, the logic in this bill
has not been thought out and there are a lot of
loopholes.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the bill, which amends the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981. The bill is part of the
implementation of the Bracks Labor government’s
social policy, as was explained in the platform
document that we took to the last election, A Safe and
Just Society. The bill delivers on the promises we made
as part of that platform and is part of the government’s
attempt to turn the state around after many years of
neglect by the Kennett government. The government is
delivering on those promises.
The policy of tougher penalties for commercial
traffickers is mentioned not just once in our policy
platform document but twice. The bill has been put
forward by our Attorney-General and is supported by
his very good parliamentary secretary, the honourable
member for Richmond. It aims to implement that part
of our comprehensive policy on fighting drugs and
crime, which is designed to break the nexus between
drugs and crime. That is why we have concentrated on
many fronts in the fight against drugs.
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Only the other day the Minister for Health told us about
increased funding for detoxification and rehabilitation
facilities, which are very important parts of the fight
against drugs. There have been additional resources to
fight drugs and crime, particularly through increasing
the number of police. The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services told us that there are now an
additional 400 police officers in the state, and we are
well on the way to achieving the target of 800. They are
a top priority for breaking the connection between
drugs and crime.
Other important aspects we heard about during the
special session on drugs held in this chamber include
the importance of community education. We have seen
a hard-hitting and effective public education campaign
being waged and directed at all sections of society,
particularly youth. I should mention the strong
emphasis the Bracks Labor government has given to
education and training opportunities for our young
people. There is a large increase in the number of
traineeships and other forms of training being made
available. A total package is making these opportunities
available for youth, among which are better recreational
opportunities. Keeping in mind the old adage that the
devil makes work for idle hands, we are making sure
that the youth of Victoria is well and truly occupied.
I have seen some of these strategies operating in my
own area, and they have been or are starting to become
effective. For example, in my electorate there has been
an increase in the number of police at the Ashburton
police station. Two years ago there were four police
stationed in Ashburton; now we have seven. Another
example is that two years ago there were 19 police
officers at Camberwell police station. When I visited
that station recently there were 27 officers, and we hope
to have 32 by early in the new year.
The state government and the City of Boroondara have
jointly funded a community support worker. That
initiative is aimed in particular at helping the youth in
my electorate who might be involved in drugs and at
providing strategies that ensure they have access to
recreational facilities and activities so they can avoid
situations where they may be tempted to move into
using or become dependent on drugs.
Another area is public housing, particularly in Victory
Boulevard, where we have scored a victory at a local
level in the fight against drugs. During the by-election
campaign for my seat of Burwood I remember the
Premier asking me where we should hold our first press
conference. I said we would hold it outside the flats in
Victory Boulevard, because it was in those flats where
the drug war between Oakleigh and Box Hill was being
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fought out. About 90 per cent of local crime in the area
was occurring in the block of flats.
I was concerned not only because of the appalling
condition of those flats, because nothing had been done
to them during the seven years of the Kennett
government, but also because there was evidence of
drug trafficking and crime in the area that had to be
attacked. I was concerned about that public housing
block having an extremely bad reputation for drug
trafficking. I remember the police telling me that there
were three or four traffickers in that particular block.
We launched a campaign, and after I was elected to
represent Burwood I continued to campaign.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — Indeed it was. I actively
campaigned to ensure that the block of flats would be
upgraded. I am pleased to record that those flats have
now been bulldozed, much to the appreciation of the
local constabulary. They virtually promised to provide
champagne if the flats were knocked down. That has
had a strong impact on the drug situation in my area.
We have no sympathy for drug traffickers and for the
Mr Bigs. We applaud the more severe penalties that the
bill provides. Like other honourable members, I have
heard harrowing stories from parents, grandparents and
carers who have lost children or grandchildren to the
scourge of drugs, some of whom have died in most
unfortunate circumstances. I heard the story told by a
parent from the Hawthorn Rotary Club, and I have
spoken to members of the Glen Waverley Rotary Club
who have pleaded with politicians to be more severe on
offenders. I have heard stories of local trafficking and
of parents and grandparents pleading for something to
be done. I have heard stories of minor trafficking by
users to support their habit and of the frustration that
has caused parents and others. I commend the local
police on their efforts; they have been able to eliminate
the trafficking of drugs in Box Hill to some extent.
The people I have talked to are sending us clear
messages. They are telling us to be tough on the
traffickers and help them look after their children. That
is reflected in clause 8, which substitutes parts of
schedule 11 in the principal act, and clause 5, which
substitutes proposed new section 71. The details have
been tightened to catch these traffickers in a variety of
ways. My constituents and I strongly support this bill,
which is implementing Labor’s social policy and
ensuring that we turn around the state of Victoria and
make it safe for all Victorians.
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Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I have listened
with a great deal of interest to the contributions made
by a range of members on both sides of the house. I
listened to the honourable member for Burwood, and I
was disappointed that he did not give much credit to the
previous government even though there has been a
recognition for many years that we have a drug
problem in Victoria.
I thought credit could have been given to the fact that
Dr Penington spoke on the floor of the house in the
mid-1990s. He gave a detailed contribution and
presented a report. That report made more than
70 recommendations, and the previous government
took up all bar about 6 of them. The former government
sought to give effect to those recommendations to deal
with the drug problem. I applaud the fact that this
legislation has been introduced in recognition that drugs
are a continuing problem that needs to be addressed.
We need stiffer penalties for people involved in the
drug industry and particularly drug trafficking.
I also listened with a great deal of interest to the
contribution of the honourable member for Knox. He
mentioned his involvement with the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee, of which I am also a member.
The honourable member spoke in strong terms about
his experience touring around Australia with that
committee looking at drug problems. He spoke about
increasing penalties and the need for the courts to deal
with this situation, look at drug traffickers and seek to
minimise the problems we have.
Previous speakers have spoken about the provisions of
the bill. It seeks to deal with the large-scale drug
traffickers, who will face sentences of life
imprisonment and fines of up to $500 000. This tougher
legislation is, as has been indicated, in line with the
Labor Party’s policies prior to the election and is
supported by all members of this house. Previously the
maximum penalty that could be imposed for drug
trafficking was 25 years imprisonment. There is a huge
increase in the penalties. I note that the bill also
contains provisions to aggregate the types of drugs
being sold so that there can be a greater conviction rate
for drug traffickers, and anyone with more than
750 grams of particular drugs can receive stiffer
penalties in the court system.
There is a drug problem in my electorate of Murray
Valley in north-eastern Victoria — there are drug
problems right throughout Australia — but I do not
believe we have the same major concerns of people in
metropolitan Melbourne and other areas I have visited
throughout the country with the Drugs and Crime
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Prevention Committee. However, we need to recognise
that those problems exist.
A couple of months ago I visited London, Vienna and
Washington with the committee to investigate a range
of issues relating to drugs and crime. The committee
looked at emerging crime trends and at the issue on
which it has a reference from the Parliament at
present — the inhalation of volatile substances. In
London the committee met with the Department of
Health, an organisation called Re-Solv and the
coordinator of the United Kingdom Anti-Drugs
Committee. They were able to provide information
about the emerging problems throughout London and,
as they indicated, beyond London in dealing with the
drug problem, and particularly with young people.
That brings me back to the recommendations made in
Dr Penington’s report in the mid-1990s, and of course
his further address to the Parliament in this current
session, together with a number of other speakers. He
highlighted again the difficulties of handling drugs
within Victoria and how we should be tackling the
problem, and he said there are many actions that should
be taken to deal with it. The bill will assist in meeting
the problem of people trafficking in drugs. The
committee was able to get some information in London
on this important issue.
The committee also visited Vienna. It was interesting
because we were able to visit the United Nations Office
for Drug Control and Crime Prevention. It provided
information that is relevant to the legislation about the
production of drugs throughout the world. It
highlighted countries in South-East Asia and
Afghanistan and the drugs that were being produced. It
was looking at the production areas, seizure and of
course the demand — demand is really the issue we
look at when we come to Victoria — and the
consumption areas throughout the world. The United
Nations office indicated that the production areas that
have come into focus in recent years are in Colombia
and Bolivia. It provided information that Colombia is
looking particularly at Australia as an area for the
distribution of drugs and where it sees an opportunity
for an expansion in drug use.
It was interesting to hear only a few weeks ago that a
large amount of drugs had been buried off the coast of
Western Australia and that the ship that brought those
drugs to Australia had emanated from Colombia. The
information received a couple of months earlier in
Vienna was proved to be correct about the drugs being
brought into Australia. In Vienna the United Nations
committee indicated that the information provided
about Australia was totally inadequate in relation to
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crime trends, crime prevention and drugs information.
It was coincidental that in getting that information it
referred particularly to Australia, and then referred to
how we can get a reduction in the drug supply.
The committee also met with other organisations in
Vienna, and particularly looked at how Vienna is
seeking to deal with its huge drug problems. In Vienna
there are between 120 and 150 deaths per year from
drug overdoses, so that is an issue and a great problem
in the city.
The committee met with some interesting organisations
in Washington and saw the difficulties faced there.
They talked to us about ways of dealing with drug
problems and the overuse of drugs, and how that should
be addressed. They are looking at day centres,
outpatient clinics and counselling — in fact these
methods were being used — in seeking a recognition of
the drug problem and then a reduction in usage.
National Party members believe the problems need to
be addressed by legislation, and some are addressed by
the legislation before us today. However, we believe it
needs to go further than that.
Mr Hulls — Further!
Mr JASPER — The Attorney-General interjects,
but I am sure he would agree that the Penington report
and the recommendations of that report looked not only
at minimising and creating an awareness of drug usage
but also at other areas. Other areas that should be
looked at include prevention, rehabilitation, provision
of treatment facilities and education. These were the
issues dealt with by Dr Penington and reiterated by him
when he addressed the Parliament a second time.
As far as I am concerned, and as far as the National
Party is concerned in the information that it has been
able to glean from people it has spoken to, the
legislation moves in the right direction. It seeks to
address the major issues of the supply of drugs, getting
to the drug dealers and reducing the supply and
demand, and then looking at other methods for making
sure that people in Victoria and right across Australia
recognise that there are other issues involved in seeking
to reduce the incidence of drug usage, particularly with
young people.
In the two and a half weeks that the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee was overseas visiting London,
Vienna and Washington, it was clear to us that the
problems throughout those major cities are even worse
than in Australia. However, we still need to address the
problems with the sort of tough legislation that is being
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debated here this evening in order to deal with drug
dealers.

proposals life imprisonment will be available to the
judiciary.

Mr WILSON (Bennettswood) — I wish to make a
brief contribution to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill currently
before the house.

The reality will be that the judiciary will never or will
rarely apply that penalty. The honourable member for
Knox made the point that when we as legislators are
well aware of the problem facing our society, we
should be talking about minimum penalties and not
bothering ourselves with maximum penalties because
we know maximum penalties are rarely applied.

As a legislator, as an ordinary citizen and as a parent,
the whole issue of drugs worries me considerably.
Indeed, as a parent nothing worries me more than the
scourge of drugs in our society. I am sure all
honourable members would share my view.
Since I have been a member of Parliament two
incidents stand out that tell me that the drug problem in
our society is far greater than I had ever believed, and I
am sure the same goes for many other honourable
members. About 12 months ago I was catching a train
from Mont Albert station to the city at about 6.30 p.m.
on a week night. The carriage was half full when I
witnessed a drug deal. The people who were selling
drugs to young people did not care about what they
were doing. All they were interested in was getting the
right amount of money for the stuff they were trading. I
can only think about the impact it would have upon my
children, my family and my children’s future if it had
been them purchasing drugs from those dealers. It
worries me greatly, and I know it worries all
honourable members.
The second incident I witnessed first hand was near my
electorate office, which is in a middle-class suburb in
Melbourne’s eastern suburbs. I am talking about East
Burwood. I witnessed a deal taking place inside a
phone box when the dealer was phoning around to
make the relevant deals and people were coming to
collect their drugs from the dealer.
I wish to reflect upon the comments of the honourable
member for Sunshine. He made the point that no
member of this house is unaffected by the drug scourge.
In many ways we have experienced the damage drugs
do in our society. I concur with the honourable member
for Sunshine that it is something that we as legislators
and citizens have to address seriously.
The bill before the house goes some way to correcting
some of the problems we face. I do not think the bill
goes far enough, but it makes a positive contribution
along the way. The bill makes provision for life
imprisonment for certain trafficking offences. I concur
with my colleague the honourable member for Knox,
who made the point that currently there are penalties
available to the judiciary of up to 25 years. The reality
is that those penalties are rarely applied. Under the new

The legislation makes arbitrary decisions and I
understand that when legislating in this area arbitrary
decisions are required. We are talking about 750 grams
of heroin, cocaine and amphetamines: 750 grams is a
lot of drugs, and dealing in 750 grams of drugs is
dealing in a very big way. The people who deal in those
quantities deserve everything that is coming to them. I
hope, trust and wish that members of the judiciary will
understand the spirit behind this legislation and that
when they have offenders in their courts who have been
trading in these amounts they will understand that we,
the legislators, want the maximum penalty applied. We
do not want the judiciary to go soft on these types of
people.
My friend and colleague the honourable member for
Knox often refers to people who deal in drugs as the
scum of the earth. That is language I would rarely use,
but people who deal in drugs and sell drugs to our
young people are indeed the scum of the earth. I have
no problem with that language being used to describe
them.
The second-reading speech talks about the drug
problem being a national problem, and indeed it is. Far
more importantly it is an international problem, and the
Western world has to deal with this problem on a very
serious level. It is worth while that the legislation before
the house makes the penalties and legislative
requirements consistent between the states of Australia.
When we become a more sophisticated society we will
be making our penalties consistent with the rest of the
Western world.
The other area I wish to comment upon is the
confiscation of profits. The legislation refers to the
compulsory acquisition of property, and that is a very
worthwhile sentiment. However, the language in the
second-reading speech is qualified and states that
property that has been acquired through lawful means
by those who traffic in drugs will be exempt. I happen
to think that people who deal in drugs have no rights. I
do not care whether they have acquired that property
lawfully or unlawfully; when they deal in drugs they
lose all rights and my expectation would be that when
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they go before a court the judiciary would be able to
take away every bit of property they have in their
possession, whether they have acquired it legally or
illegally.
Finally, I will conclude where I started by saying that
the greatest scourge facing this state, this nation and the
Western world is the drug problem. This legislation
goes some of the way to correcting that problem but it
does not go far enough. I suggest to the government
that we see this piece of legislation as bridging a gap
and that we work harder and more often to find better
solutions to the drug problem facing our society.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CARLI (Coburg).
Debate adjourned until next day.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to implement a limited range
of amendments to the Country Fire Authority Act 1958
to further improve the effectiveness of the Country Fire
Authority.
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a key stakeholder in the provision of emergency
services.
The government has, however, noted the request by the
Insurance Council of Australia that they wish to be
relieved of the requirement in the act that they provide
two representatives on the Country Fire Authority.
The act will be amended to remove the requirement for
the Insurance Council of Australia to provide a panel of
names. Provision will be made for the minister to
nominate two persons who will be appointed by the
Governor in Council.
In accordance with recent practice, the representatives
of each nominating body will continue to be appointed
at 18-month intervals to provide for continuity of
experience on the authority.
Use of prescribed devices during a fire danger
period
The act already provides for the restricted use of some
appliances in the country during a fire danger period.
Other appliances such as gas-fired scatter guns, which
are now in regular use, are not technically governed by
the restrictions. There will be an amendment to allow
for regulations to be made to provide for the safe usage
of these appliances at a time when the risk of fire is at
its height. These regulations will be developed in close
collaboration with the rural industries affected in order
to provide the best and most appropriate means of
reducing fire risk.

Membership of the authority
The Country Fire Authority is a body which includes
representatives of volunteers, municipal councils and
the Insurance Council of Australia.
The Municipal Association of Victoria is currently
required to nominate councillors from urban and rural
wards. Changes in recent years to municipal councils
and their format have in many cases removed the clear
distinction between urban and rural wards. In order to
clarify the eligibility requirements for municipal
council representatives on the authority, the criteria for
eligibility will be simplified by removing the reference
to urban or rural wards and simply requiring members
to be councillors representing a municipal council
within the area under the control of the Country Fire
Authority.
There has been a longstanding historical link between
the insurance industry and the emergency services and
in particular the fire services. This government
considers that the insurance industry will continue to be

Municipal fire prevention plans
A vital part of dealing more effectively with fire is
appropriately locating responsibility for managing the
risks in both natural and developed environments.
Municipal councils are already required to prepare a
fire prevention plan which identifies the risk treatment
strategies to be used. Guidelines have been prepared by
the Country Fire Authority which are comprehensive
and appropriate for the needs of councils and are
regularly monitored to provide the best guidance
possible. Provision will be made for the municipal fire
prevention plans to be prepared in accordance with
those guidelines which are expressed in the language of
risk management and more suitable and flexible than
regulations.
This bill will further clarify the existing responsibilities
of councils for the preparation of a municipal fire
prevention plan which relates only to the land for which
the municipal council has fire protection responsibility.
It is proposed to specifically exclude the land which
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comes within the area of responsibility of the
Department of Natural Resources and Environment.
This will not diminish the effectiveness of the planning
process, which will continue to be developed on the
advice of municipal fire prevention committees which
are representative of key local interest groups including
the department.
It will be the responsibility of each municipal council to
maintain and formally approve its plan and to act upon
it. This will emphasise the importance of proper
planning for the purpose of increasing fire safety for the
community.
Miscellaneous
There are in addition a series of other minor
amendments of a technical nature which will assist in
the management of the Country Fire Authority and
assist it to carry out its duties and obligations under the
act.
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The bill also repeals six definitions in part 1A of the act
that are redundant. The definitions of mortgage-backed
security and mortgage investment certificate owe their
redundancy directly to the repeal of parts 1C and 1D.
The definitions of building society and securities
payable to bearer are obsolete because the system of
authorised investments no longer applies. The
definitions of guaranteed certificate and recognised
institution are linked to part 1B of the act, which was
repealed by section 6 of the Stamps (Secondary
Mortgage Market) Act 1988. However, section 6 could
not be proclaimed while recognised institutions
remained entitled to certain stamp duty benefits. As
there are no more recognised institutions, the repeal of
part 1B can now proceed. These last two definitions
will be repealed to coincide with the proclamation of
the repeal of part 1B of the act.

There are also some redundant provisions which will be
removed, statute law revisions and transitional
provisions.

The repeal of parts 1C and 1D of the act and the various
definitions contributes to the maintenance of an
up-to-date statute book and helps to ensure that
business in general and trustees in particular are clear
about their powers and obligations when investing trust
funds.

I commend the bill to the house.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS (Wantirna).

Debate adjourned on motion of Dr DEAN (Berwick).

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

TRUSTEE (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Trustee (Amendment) Bill 2001 is
to repeal two parts of the Trustee Act 1958 and some
definitions, all of which are redundant.
Parts 1C and 1D of the act deal with mortgage-backed
securities and mortgage investment certificates
respectively. These were forms of authorised
investments available to trustees in connection with the
investment of trust funds under part 1 of the act.
Following changes to the act in 1995, the system of
authorised investments was abolished in favour of a
general prudential obligation upon trustees. Parts 1C
and 1D of the act no longer serve any purpose and will
be repealed by this bill.

VICTORIAN ARTS CENTRE
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for the Arts) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The main objective of this minor bill is to expand the
functions and powers of the Victorian Arts Centre to
acknowledge in statute the trust’s responsibilities in
establishing and managing a public art collection.
The Victorian Arts Centre Trust has been collecting and
displaying art since the 1970s. This important public
collection comprises over 1700 works and includes
artworks by some of Australia’s, and Victoria’s, most
highly regarded modernist and contemporary artists
such as Arthur Boyd, Sidney Nolan and Clifford
Possum Tjapatjarri. The main purpose of the art
collection is to enhance and maintain the cultural
amenity of the Victorian Arts Centre, a major icon of
the Victorian community. I would hope most
honourable members have visited it.
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It is important to note that the arts centre’s collection
has largely been developed through donated artworks
and that its future is dependent on the generosity of
donors. Clarification of the trust’s public art gallery
functions will result in the trust being able to participate
in the commonwealth government’s cultural gifts
program, which provides donors of artworks with more
attractive tax deductibility arrangements

The state act complements the commonwealth act by
establishing a record-keeping and reporting regime in
relation to Victoria Police in respect of
telecommunications that have been intercepted under
the commonwealth act. However, following
amendments to the commonwealth act, a number of
definitions in the state act are no longer consistent with
the equivalent commonwealth definitions.

In addition to the amendments to the Victorian Arts
Centre Act, the bill makes a minor amendment to the
Museums Act 1983 to make the Museums Board of
Victoria fully accountable for the engagement of
technical advisers and consultants. This minor
amendment will bring the museum into line with the
other major arts institutions in this regard.

The bill makes a number of technical amendments to
the state act to address these inconsistencies.
Specifically, the bill substitutes and amends a number
of definitions in the state act.

I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs ELLIOTT
(Mooroolbark).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS
(INTERCEPTION) (STATE PROVISIONS)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Telecommunications (Interception)
(State Provisions) (Amendment) Bill is to make a
number of minor technical amendments to the
Telecommunications (Interception) (State Provisions)
Act 1988.
The Telecommunications (Interception) (State
Provisions) Act 1988, which for ease of members’
reference I will refer to as the state act, forms part of a
national telecommunications interception scheme that
provides a powerful investigative tool to law
enforcement agencies.
That scheme is primarily contained in the
commonwealth Telecommunications (Interception)
Act 1979. It enables law enforcement agencies,
including Victoria Police, to intercept
telecommunications for law enforcement and other
purposes. The commonwealth act also specifies the
purposes for which intercepted information can be used
and regulates dealings with that information.

The bill substitutes a new definition of ‘certifying
officer’ into the state act which is consistent with the
equivalent definition of this term in the commonwealth
act. This ensures that the same classes of persons who
can certify documents under the commonwealth act, in
the case of Victoria Police, can certify copies of
documents for the record-keeping purposes under the
state act.
The bill also substitutes a new definition of
‘communication’ into the state act to make the
definition of this term the same as the clearer equivalent
definition of this term in the commonwealth act.
In addition, the bill amends the definition of ‘permitted
purpose’ in the state act to include:
the keeping of records by Victoria Police under the
relevant record-keeping and reporting requirements
under the state act; and
the making of a decision in relation to the
appointment, reappointment, term of appointment or
retirement of an officer or member of staff of
Victoria Police and in the review of such a decision.
This amendment makes the definition of ‘permitted
purpose’ consistent with the equivalent definition in the
commonwealth act and ensures that the record-keeping
and reporting obligations in the state act accurately
reflect the purposes for which Victoria Police can use
lawfully intercepted information under the
commonwealth act.
Finally, the bill amends the definitions of ‘record’ and
‘restricted record’ to remove redundant references to
documents relating to warrants under section 11 or 11A
or part IV of the commonwealth act. This amendment
makes the state act consistent with the commonwealth
act in this regard.
These amendments will ensure that the record-keeping
and reporting obligations in the Telecommunications
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(Interception) (State Provisions) Act 1988 operate
consistently with the interception regime contained in
the commonwealth Telecommunications (Interception)
Act 1979, and in so doing will facilitate the effective
operation of the national telecommunications scheme in
Victoria.
The Telecommunications (Interception) (State
Provisions) (Amendment) Bill implements a
commitment of this government to ensure that police
have adequate powers to enable them to protect the
community, while providing adequate safeguards on
the exercise of those powers. This bill is also evidence
of this government’s commitment to providing safer
homes, streets and workplaces for all Victorians.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr DEAN (Berwick).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Victoria is party to the 1995
commonwealth/states/territories agreement relating to a
revised cooperative legislative scheme for censorship in
Australia.
Under this agreement, the commonwealth enacted the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) Act 1995.
As part of this scheme, Victoria has enacted the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 which provides for the
enforcement of classification decisions made by the
commonwealth Classification Board in accordance with
guidelines issued under the commonwealth act.
In March 2001 the commonwealth made amendments
to the commonwealth act in a number of areas. These
amendments will come into operation on 22 March
2002 or when all states and territories have each
enacted complementary legislation, whichever happens
first.
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Amendments to the Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement) Act
1995
This bill amends the Victorian Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Act 1995 to reflect the amendments
made to the commonwealth act.
This will ensure that Victoria can effectively enforce
the classification regime in accordance with the March
2001 commonwealth amendments.
The amendments made by the bill to the Victorian act
include:
amendments to definitions to bring them into line
with definitions in the commonwealth act;
amendments to exclude the application of the state
act to exempt films and exempt computer games so
as to be consistent with the commonwealth act. The
commonwealth act will no longer apply to a range of
films and computer games (such as business,
educational, hobbyist, religious and community or
culturally related) that would otherwise be of a G or
PG rating;
amendments to allow 14 days for the changing of
markings and consumer advice after reclassification
by the Classification Board;
amendments to create new offences of sale or
delivery of publications contrary to imposed
conditions, selling publications without the display
of consumer advice and making a computer game
available for playing on a pay-and-play basis without
having the determined markings and relevant
consumer advice on display;
amendments to give the Director of the Office of
Film and Literature Classification the power to call
in unclassified films for classification;
amendments to give the director a power to call in a
publication, film or computer game for
reclassification.
New offence
In November 2000, this government increased the
penalty for the offence of possession of child
pornography from two to five years.
In light of this increased penalty, reconsideration was
given to the offences of online transmission and
publication of objectionable material, especially child
pornography contained in the Classification
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(Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Act 1995.
As a result, this bill inserts a new section 57A into the
act.
Under this section, a person who knowingly uses an
online information service to publish or transmit, or
make available for transmission objectionable material
that describes or depicts a person who is, or looks like,
a minor under 16 engaging in sexual activity or
depicted in an indecent sexual manner or context (that
is, child pornography) is guilty of an indictable offence
and liable to a term of imprisonment not exceeding
10 years.
The offence will be indictable, although able to be dealt
with summarily.
As the use of computers in the distribution of child
pornography is a growing problem, and as such
transmission can be made in almost limitless quantities,
it is appropriate that the penalty (10 years
imprisonment) be commensurate with the penalty for
the offence of production of child pornography in
section 68 of the Crimes Act 1958.
Amendments to the Crimes Act 1958
Section 70 of the Crimes Act 1958 makes it an offence
to possess child pornography. Subsection (4) of that
section, however, provides that nothing in section 70
makes it an offence for any member or officer of a law
enforcement agency to have child pornography in his or
her possession in the exercise or performance of a
power, function or duty conferred or imposed on him or
her by or under this or any other act or at common law.
Due to advances in police investigation and evidence
collection techniques in the area of child pornography
offences, computer analysts are being increasingly used
by police to detect child pornography on suspect
computer hard drives. This bill amends section 70,
subsection (4) to ensure that appropriately authorised
persons assisting the police in their functions and duties
are also protected from possible prosecution for
offences under section 70.
As current investigation and evidence collection
techniques involve the downloading and printing or
digitally copying of material from suspect computer
hard drives, legitimate concerns have also been raised
about whether police and their computer-analyst
assistants are technically committing an offence under
section 68 of the Crimes Act 1958, namely printing or
otherwise making or producing child pornography.
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This bill amends section 68 of the Crimes Act 1958 to
ensure that police and their appropriately authorised
assistants commit no offence under that section when
they act in the exercise or performance of a power,
function or duty conferred or imposed on him or her
[sic] under law.
This bill ensures that Victoria can effectively enforce
changes to the national classification system for
publications, films and computer games.
It also recognises the seriousness of the growing use of
online information services for the transmission and
publication of child pornography.
Finally, it ensures that police are not hindered in their
investigation of the serious problem of production,
distribution and possession of child pornography.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr DEAN (Berwick).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

ROMAN CATHOLIC TRUSTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Roman Catholic Trusts Act 1907, which is a
private act, provides for the creation of corporate bodies
of trustees in which property belonging to the Roman
Catholic Church in Victoria may be vested. Such
property includes moneys which have been given,
contributed or bequeathed to the church.
The church provides charitable services mainly in
education, health and welfare. Most contributions are
made to the church, to the archbishop’s charitable fund
or to one of the church’s agencies, which are directly
involved in providing charitable services to the
community.
The Roman Catholic Trusts Corporation regularly
receives gifts from the community in the form of
donations and bequests. The gifts are applied to a large
number of charitable purposes including education,
health and welfare. Some of its support also goes to
community-based agencies such as the Australian Aids
Fund, the St Vincent de Paul Society and Centacare
Catholic Family Services. Some of the local services
include the Sacred Heart Mission in St Kilda West,
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Open Family in South Melbourne and Mercy Hospice
Care in the western suburbs.

direct these funds towards charitable purposes for the
benefit of the community.

The Catholic Church has requested a number of
amendments to the act to enable it to more efficiently
manage church property and ensure that bequests to the
church maintain their value. This bill deals with those
amendments.

The bill does not affect the Supreme Court’s
jurisdiction to supervise the distribution of trust funds
and cy-pres applications to the Supreme Court can
continue to be made where appropriate.
I commend the bill to the house.

Mixing of trusts
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr DEAN (Berwick).

At present, each trust estate held by the corporate
trustees of the church must be invested and managed
separately. However, individual investments are
inefficient, costly and provide inferior returns especially
where smaller trusts are concerned. To enable the
corporate trustees to manage trusts more efficiently, the
bill empowers them to mix funds from different trusts
into one common fund of investment.
As a protection, however, the bill provides that where a
donor has set out a specific purpose for which they
wish their donation to be used, and the moneys have
been mixed with funds for other purposes, the church
must see to it that income or losses from those
investments go back to the original purpose.
Variation of trusts
At present, if the church finds that the specified purpose
to which funds were left cannot be carried out or is of
no community benefit, the church must make a cy-pres
application to the Supreme Court to seek the court’s
approval to vary the trust.
However, in many cases the amount left to the church is
small and making an application to the Supreme Court
could wipe out the gift entirely and detract from the
charitable purpose for which moneys may have been
left.
To address this issue the bill provides for a less costly
process for the church to follow, where the original
purpose of the trust is impossible to carry out or of no
community benefit. The bill enables the corporate
trustees to vary the trusts so that funds can be used for a
purpose as near as possible to the original purpose set
out in the bequest. Where this is not possible, the
church can use the trust for the general charitable
purposes of the church, such as those mentioned earlier.
However, before a trust can be varied, the bill requires
that the corporate trustees of the church notify the
executor of its intention to vary the trust.
This amendment will enable the church to clear up
some of the past trusts which have lain dormant and

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

STATUTE LAW FURTHER AMENDMENT
(RELATIONSHIPS) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Honourable members will recall the passage, with
bipartisan support, of the Statute Law Amendment
(Relationships) Act through this Parliament earlier in
the year. It was landmark legislation and a major step
forward in reducing the unacceptable levels of
discrimination faced by gay men and lesbians living in
Victoria today. It is pleasing to note that a large part of
that act is already in operation and gay and lesbian
Victorians are today able to receive the benefits of those
reforms.
When the Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act
was introduced into Parliament in November 2000, the
government gave a commitment to introduce further
amendments this year to deal with a number of other
statutes which discriminate against non-heterosexual
couples. The Statute Law Further Amendment
(Relationships) Bill includes the further amendments
that the government committed to introduce and will
contribute further to reducing discrimination against
non-heterosexual couples.
The Statute Law Further Amendment (Relationships)
Bill amends 14 acts ranging from the Architects Act to
the Water Act. The bill adopts the model definitions of
‘spouse’, ‘domestic partner’ and ‘partner’ used in the
Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act. The
definition of ‘spouse’ refers to a party to a marriage
only.
A number of the acts amended by the bill mainly
regulate licensing of various industries, and the
amendments seek to extend obligations to disclose
various interests (such as pecuniary interests) to
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same-sex domestic partners. For the purpose of these
amendments the bill adopts the broader definition of
‘domestic partner’ included in the Statute Law
Amendment (Relationships) Act. The broader
definition differs from the principal definition of
‘domestic partner’ in expressly recognising
relationships where the people are in a relationship as a
couple but may not necessarily be living under the same
roof.
The bill also amends a number of non-licensing related
acts, including the Children and Young Persons Act,
the Corrections Act and the Firearms Act to recognise
non-heterosexual relationships in a non-discriminatory
way. For the purpose of amendments to these acts the
bill adopts the principal definition of ‘domestic
partner’. In the principal definition, a ‘domestic partner’
of a person is defined to mean ‘a person to whom the
person is not married but with whom the person is
living as a couple on a genuine domestic basis
(irrespective of gender)’. The words ‘irrespective of
gender’ are important, as it also recognises the
relationships of transgender and intersex people.
The bill makes it clear that for the purposes of
determining whether persons are domestic partners of
each other all the circumstances of their relationship are
to be taken into account, including any one or more of
the matters referred to in section 275(2) of the Property
Law Act as may be relevant in a particular case. The list
of matters to be taken into account was inserted into the
Property Law Act by the Statute Law Amendment
(Relationships) Act earlier this year.
Factors to be taken into account in determining whether
persons are domestic partners of each other include the
duration of the relationship; the nature and extent of
common residence; whether or not a sexual relationship
exists; the degree of financial dependence or
interdependence, and any arrangements for financial
support between the parties; the ownership, use and
acquisition of property; the degree of mutual
commitment to a shared life; the care and support of
children; and the reputation and public aspects of the
relationship.
As with the Statute Law Amendment (Relationships)
Act, this bill, particularly amendments to the Children
and Young Persons Act, recognises the reality that
children can be cared for in material and emotional
ways by a parent who is gay or lesbian and the parent’s
partner. Many children who have lesbian mothers or
gay fathers spend time living with that parent and
partner after the break-up of the heterosexual
relationship, often marriage, in which they were
conceived.
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The bill also contains further amendments to the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act. This
act was amended by the Statute Law Amendment
(Relationships) Act to provide for the same-sex partner
of a member of the parliamentary superannuation
scheme and the children of a member’s same-sex
partner to receive the member’s superannuation
benefits. These amendments came into operation on
23 August 2001. However, these amendments only
apply to those members of Parliament who became
members before 2 July 1996.
A person who became a member of Parliament after
this date has to access the new benefits scheme. The
new benefits scheme is regulated by part 2, division 3
of the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act.
Division 3 applies the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Contributory Superannuation Act 1948, with
modifications.
While the Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act
made amendments to provisions of the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act regulating the existing
benefits scheme (part 2, division 2 of the act), no
amendments were made at the time to provisions
regulating the new benefits scheme (part 2, division 3
of the act), which applies to most current members of
this Parliament. This bill amends part 2, division 3 of
the Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act, by
way of modification to the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Contributory Superannuation Act, to
recognise domestic relationships. These amendments
will take effect from 23 August 2001, the date when the
other amendments to the act made by the Statute Law
Amendment (Relationships) Act 2001 came into effect.
The Bracks government made a pre-election
commitment to reduce discrimination against people in
same-sex relationships. This commitment was made in
the context of a larger commitment to the creation of a
socially just and cohesive community in which each
person has their place, in which diversity in all its
forms, including diversity of sexual orientation, is
valued. In this context, the Bracks government stated in
its pre-election commitment that it considers the
achievement of substantive rights for lesbians, gay men
and transgender people as being vitally important.
It is very pleasing to say that in the relatively short
space of two years since coming into power, the Bracks
government has made large strides in implementing its
pre-election commitments to gay, lesbian and
transgender Victorians, starting with the Equal
Opportunity (Gender Identity and Sexual Orientation)
Act 2000. The reforms introduced by the Bracks
government in this area have had and will have real and
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beneficial impact on people’s lives, and help reinforce
the message that human rights necessarily involve a
respect for the equal dignity of all persons, without
discrimination. The government hopes that this bill
receives the same level of bipartisan support as for the
Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr DEAN (Berwick).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.

LEGAL AID (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) is responsible for the
delivery of legal aid services in Victoria. It is required
to provide legal aid in the most effective, economic and
efficient manner, and to make legal aid available on an
equitable basis to the community at a reasonable cost.
Grants of legal assistance are frequently made with a
condition that the assisted person pay a contribution
towards the cost of providing legal assistance according
to their means. Client contributions are assessed by
reference to a means test.
Client contributions are an important source of legal aid
funding. In the last financial year, VLA recovered
about $3.4 million in contributions.
Assisted persons are often not required to pay their
contribution immediately. Where the assisted person
owns a house or land, VLA may require that person to
provide an equitable charge to secure the cost of
providing assistance. These secured contributions are
generally recovered only when the assisted person sells
their house, unless that person’s financial circumstances
change markedly for the better in the meantime.
If an assisted person’s circumstances do improve
significantly, they may be asked to make an earlier
contribution either in total or on an instalment basis.
However, because VLA’s clients are among the most
disadvantaged in the community, this happens
relatively infrequently.
This means that VLA usually recovers its secured
contributions many years after the grant of legal
assistance is completed. VLA estimates that over
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$16 million in client contributions is currently secured
in this way.
This system of securing client contributions has been
around since the 1960s.
A problem with this system has recently come to light.
It has been established that client contributions secured
by equitable or statutory charge which are over 15 years
old cannot be enforced because of the operation of the
Limitation of Actions Act 1958.
VLA estimates that the value of secured contributions
which are currently over 15 years old is about
$2.2 million. This amount is expected to increase by
$1 million per annum for the next 11 or so years.
Needless to say VLA is concerned not to lose this
important source of funding.
The government shares these concerns. The
government is committed to a justice system which is
fair and accessible to all Victorians. VLA plays a key
role in that commitment. Without legal aid, the justice
system would be the exclusive domain of the very rich.
It is essential that VLA receives adequate funding so
that it can deliver access to justice. Client contributions
are an important source of this funding.
The bill ensures that secured contributions can be
collected by VLA. It does this by excluding
contributions payable to VLA which are secured by
equitable or statutory charges from the operation of the
Limitation of Actions Act 1958.
The bill also makes an amendment to
section 27(1)(c)(ii) of the act to make it clear that VLA
has the power to charge any property in which the
assisted person has an interest, including land. The
expression ‘property’ in the subparagraph has always
been taken to include land. The amendment clarifies
Parliament’s original intention in this regard.
The bill will assist VLA to fulfil its statutory charter in
this regard and ensure that VLA continues to deliver
legal aid services to the most vulnerable and
disadvantaged members of the community equitably
and at a reasonable cost.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr DEAN (Berwick).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 3 October.
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ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
Under sessional orders the time for the adjournment of
the house has arrived.
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recent problem that has escalated. I do not want
statistics, because I know that even though there are
adequate police numbers, many are on leave and have
been transferred up the line. I ask the minister to meet
with this group of concerned residents.

Police: Mornington Peninsula

School buses: Echuca interchange

Mr DIXON (Dromana) — I raise with the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services the local perception
of police numbers on the Mornington Peninsula. I ask
the minister to come down to the Mornington Peninsula
and meet with a representative group of concerned
citizens.

Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education concerning
an upgrade of the bus interchange area at Echuca High
School. Echuca is very fortunate in having 3 primary
schools, 3 secondary schools and 1 church school.
Students come from Tongala, Kyabram, Nathalia,
Barmah, Gunbower, Cohuna, Lockington, Rochester
and surrounding areas, and many of them come from
New South Wales. Some travel up to a distance of
50 kilometres to get to school. They are transported by
23 school buses and 3 town buses, and the buses are
coordinated by Mr Eddie Butterworth, who does a
superb job under difficult circumstances.

I wish to cite three examples of that concern to the
minister. The first is from a local doctor, Dr Simon
Pilbrow, who writes on behalf of one of his patients
who described a situation in Flinders. The doctor states:
She describes an incident in which a man, whose identity was
handed on to the police, who was shooting in the street one
night —

with a gun —
but by the time the police were able to arrive he had
disappeared. She has in the past attempted to sell her house,
but the ‘For sale’ sign was vandalised and destroyed several
times and in the end she gave up.

The second example is a fax I received from a Sorrento
resident, who states:
On Friday evening, 13 July, a group of youths had a party at a
house two doors from our home in Coppin Road, Sorrento.
The noise from 8.00 p.m. was horrendous. At 3.30 a.m. on
Saturday I telephoned the Rosebud police station seeking
assistance in quelling the noise. My telephone call was
diverted to the Mornington police station —

which is 30 kilometres away.
I was advised by the Mornington police station to
telephone 000, which I subsequently did. I had been led to
believe that Rosebud police station was operating 24 hours.
Why was my telephone call diverted to Mornington?

The third example is a number of letters I have received
from chamber of commerce traders in the Sorrento
shopping centre. They have indicated to me a litany of
vandalism, especially after hours, and as Sorrento has
become busier over the years this vandalism has
increased at the same rate, to the extent that the
shopkeepers have had to band together to employ
security guards to protect their businesses from this
escalating vandalism. They have been requesting a
greater police presence in Sorrento.
Some of the arguments the minister might give me are
that I have not raised this before or that this is only a

Each morning the students need to be brought from
their homes and distributed around the seven schools,
and of course the process is reversed in the afternoon.
This requires a bus interchange area. Currently this
takes place in Crofton Street, in front of Echuca High
School. Honourable members can imagine the frantic
activity between 8.30 a.m. and 9.00 a.m. and between
3.30 p.m. and 4.00 p.m. with 10 or 11 buses there at the
one time, in excess of 1100 students, both primary and
secondary, a sea of bicycles, parents to collect their
children, cars, pedestrians, cyclists, and so on. There is
obviously a very high risk in these circumstances of a
child being killed or injured. Fortunately, this has not
happened, but without major improvements to the area
it is inevitable that it will.
The school council, the Department of Infrastructure
and the Shire of Campaspe have been most proactive,
formulating a plan of action to make the area safer for
bus travellers, pedestrians and cyclists. The plan
includes creating a clearway in Crofton Street in front
of the school, enlarging the turning circle for buses,
strategically directing both pedestrians and cyclists
away from the high-volume traffic area and through the
adjoining Victoria Park, and improving parent parking
facilities in Victoria Park itself, as well as creating a
much safer drop-off and pick-up point for students.
The indicative cost of this project is $108 000. The
Department of Infrastructure has earmarked $60 000,
the shire is prepared to cover the costs of the design and
project management, and the school wrote to the
regional manager on 23 March seeking a contribution
from the Department of Education, Employment and
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Training under its Good Neighbour program. I have
reason to believe that the shire council might match a
DEET contribution dollar for dollar if and when it is
provided.
Six months have now passed, but there is no indication
of whether funding for this most important project will
be available. The school has done its part, the
Department of Infrastructure has generously agreed to
provide funding, and the Shire of Campaspe has been
most supportive. I now call on the minister to ensure
that the department does its part in providing its share
of the funding to enable this most important project to
proceed during the forthcoming Christmas holidays. I
seek a commitment from the minister that funding will
be provided.

Volunteers: Burwood
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I ask the Minister
for Community Services to take action to ensure that
the International Year of Volunteers continues through
to the end of the year with activities supported by the
state government. Naturally I hope such activities will
be supported in my area, and I am sure other
honourable members hope they are supported in theirs.
The people of my electorate and I place a very high
value on the work of volunteers. We very much
appreciate the work that has been done by the minister
this year. She has carried this aspect of her portfolio
forward with great energy and compassion.
The volunteers in my electorate appreciate that they
have been acknowledged — not that they ask to be
thanked, because they do what they do with a great
spirit of generosity and do not expect to be thanked in
return. But when they are thanked, as they have been
this year, they very much appreciate it. I commend the
minister for making available state government
certificates of recognition for volunteers throughout
Victoria. I have taken advantage of this and have
organised the handing out of well over 1200 certificates
to volunteers in and around the Burwood electorate,
particularly in the cities of Boroondara, Monash and
Whitehorse. I now take part in at least one certificate
ceremony a week for volunteers from the many
organisations in my area.
I was very fortunate some weeks ago to have the
Premier join me for a Burwood volunteers morning tea.
We handed out over 700 certificates to almost
80 organisations, with approximately 350 people
attending on the day. We had a marvellous morning tea,
which of course was provided by the volunteers. We
had scones and cream, teacakes, coffee and tea. Groups
such as Neighbourhood Watch, the Glen Iris Uniting
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Church, the Friends of Wattle Park, schools and
preschools were involved. I handed out 100 certificates
to Ashburton Primary School. The Box Hill toy
libraries, the Chinese Women’s Association, the
Boroondara libraries, Ashburton Support Services, the
Box Hill elderly citizens club, the Burwood and
Bennettswood neighbourhood houses, the Rowen Street
kindergarten, the Waverley night netball association
and the Friends of Damper Creek are just some of the
many organisations and volunteers acknowledged this
year.

Mountain Gate Primary School
Mr LUPTON (Knox) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education concerning the
Mountain Gate Primary School. Over the years the
school has made a number of applications for upgrades.
It received an amount of $280 000 for major
maintenance in 1994. However, in the past couple of
years there have been new entitlements for school
administration facilities and the principal wrote a letter
to the facilities manager for the eastern metropolitan
region, Mr Phil Dawkins, indicating that the general
office of the school is 17 units when the area schedule
is 29, a shortfall of 12 units. The area of the office and
security store is 8 units and the area schedule is 25, a
shortfall of 17. It is just under one-third of the size it is
supposed to be.
Correspondence was received back from Mr Dawkins
stating that schools with a greater deficiency in
permanent facilities against entitlement would receive
forward capital works programs; that teaching spaces
take priority over non-teaching spaces; that schools
with higher enrolments take priority over schools with
lower enrolments; and that fire reinstatement works are
an entitlement that usually takes priority over the above.
Concern has been raised with me about the fact that
schools with higher enrolments receive forward capital
works programs over schools with lower enrolments.
This school takes care of hardworking people. It is
certainly not a wealthy area. Out of their own money
the parents of students at that school have already
donated sufficient funds to build a school hall and
aircondition the buildings, yet a bureaucrat is saying
that schools with higher enrolments will receive the
benefit of capital works money over schools with lower
enrolments. It is totally inappropriate.
As I indicated earlier, the general office, the principal’s
office to a lesser extent, and the office and security
store are terribly undersized. I ask the minister to take
this issue on board and overrule the decision that
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provides that schools with lower enrolments suffer the
consequences.

St Paul’s Anglican Grammar School
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for State and Regional
Development, who is responsible for overseeing
Multimedia Victoria and in turn the development of the
state’s information technology capacity. The matter
concerns the recent success of St Paul’s Anglican
Grammar School in Warragul in achieving
world-beating status at the Seattle-based Robocup
Junior World Championships. I seek from the minister
formal recognition by the government of this
outstanding achievement by the school in entering that
world competition and coming out as world champions.
Robocup Junior is a competition that has grown like
wildfire in popularity in this country. It draws together
the skills of children in artificial intelligence and
robotics. It is extraordinarily popular among school
students. After only a year of supervision by the
Interact Events company, which I chair, more than
100 schools across the country are now involved in the
national titles, which were held in Melbourne a
fortnight ago. A number of those schools were
competing in the world championships in Seattle.
The success of St Paul’s Anglican Grammar School has
recently been recorded in the education section in the
Age, and I will read the details to the house. There are
three disciplines, and St Paul’s was successful in the
soccer team category, which is nicknamed Linchi’s
Androids. The article states:
The team has returned home after defeating IGV Germany by
a score of 5 to 1, to become world champions at the Robocup
Junior World Championships in Seattle.
The final was tense as Linchi’s Androids, built from basic
components worth $300, battled it out against the German
team, which, despite university backing and state-of-the-art
commercial robots worth $5000, couldn’t beat the Australian
side.
Teacher Ian Maud described it as ‘another great example of
Australian inventiveness and ingenuity’.

I join with the honourable member for Narracan in
congratulating all of those involved at St Paul’s
Anglican Grammar School for wiping the floor with
their German counterparts, who had far more resources.
I congratulate Brian Thomas at Interact Events for his
sterling work in promoting the Robocup Junior
competition in the national titles, and on the work he
has done in encouraging schools like St Paul’s to
compete internationally. I seek from the minister
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assistance in offering formal recognition for this
outstanding achievement and all that it does to promote
the longer term growth of information technology in
this state. I also seek support for the school as it
prepares to defend a hard-won world championship at
next year’s titles, which are to be held in Japan.

Bairnsdale Secondary College
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education that
relates to the Bairnsdale Secondary College and its
current classification as a split campus. I have raised
this issue previously with the minister.
The status of the secondary college is the result of the
amalgamation of the former Bairnsdale technical and
high schools. In 1991 there was a memorandum of
understanding on an agreement reached with the former
Labor government, the then Department of Education
and the school community. That agreement designated
that the school would be classed as a multicampus
college. In 1993 under the Kennett government that
memorandum of understanding was overridden and
overturned and the school was reclassified as a
split-campus school. As a result of that reclassification
the school exists on two separate campuses. There is a
duplication of teaching and staff rooms, library and
administrative facilities and so on.
The action I ask of the minister is that she have the
original signed memorandum of understanding
honoured and have the school reclassified as a
multicampus college. That would enable the schools to
retain their separate premises — separate libraries, staff
rooms and so on — because the Department of
Education, Employment and Training is attempting to
have the facility bulldozed on one site and rebuilt on the
other. This would result in a substandard facility on one
site because it does not quite meet the set model that the
bureaucrats in Spring Street say it should.
The community is outraged at this and has sent a large
amount of correspondence to me and the minister.
Members of the school council, the staff and the
students have all contacted me. Members of the
community are concerned because they want the school
reclassified as a multicampus school so the existing
education facility can be retained. There was an
outstanding issue concerning maintenance funding
which has been addressed. I quote from a letter from
the minister which states:
… there is an understanding that the situation is more
complex than a simple matter of facilities provision and that
more work is required to investigate the management of
curriculum provision on the Bairnsdale Secondary College
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site in the context of current department and government
directions.

Basically the minister is acknowledging that there are
some problems that need to be addressed for the benefit
of the school.

Yarra Valley: fruit bats
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is
directed to the Minister for Environment and
Conservation and concerns fruit bats, or grey-headed
flying foxes as they are also known. Earlier this year
there was a great deal of interest in the flying fox
problem in Melbourne’s Royal Botanic Gardens.
I am sure it comes as no surprise to honourable
members that another special task force was organised,
led by the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment, to examine alternative roosting sites and
provide advice to the minister by the end of June as part
of a long-term strategy for dealing with the bats.
It is now almost three months since the end of June.
After all the consultation, discussions and forums, there
is still no action. Concerned horticulturalists in my
electorate have still not received any acknowledgment
from the minister that the Yarra Valley will not become
the new roosting site for flying foxes.
Honourable members may have noticed the recent
front-page article in the Yarra Ranges Journal headed
‘Not in our backyard’, which states:
Flying foxes already cause substantial damage to local farms,
and that would only intensify if more were moved closer to
the Yarra Valley.

As things now stand, orchardists already experience
many dollars worth of damage from attacks by flying
foxes on their orchards. For example, a local orchardist
in Yering lost between $100 000 and $150 000 last fruit
season over a period of three months. Moving the bat
colony even closer to fruit-growing areas such as
Coldstream or Wonga Park will threaten the livelihood
of many growers.
Will the Minister for Environment and Conservation
assure the House that the flying foxes that now inhabit
the Royal Botanic Gardens will not be relocated closer
to the Yarra Valley?

Latrobe Valley: asbestos-related diseases
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I extend my
congratulations to the students of St Paul’s Anglican
Grammar School in Warragul on their tremendous
success in the Robocup Junior World Championships.
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I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for Post
Compulsory Education, Training and Employment that
relates to the tragic problem of asbestos disease in the
Latrobe Valley. This is probably the most critical issue
which has affected my area. There has been a higher
level of asbestos-related diseases with the concentration
of power stations in the Latrobe Valley. A lot of
asbestos was used in the power stations in the form of
lining and lagging for installation purposes. Exposure
of those workers over many years to asbestos now
relates to probably the worst industrial disaster this
country has seen.
The number of deaths and illnesses that asbestos is
wreaking upon the people of the Latrobe Valley can
only be described as tragic. There are some places
where one can walk up and down the street and say, ‘In
that house, that house and that house somebody has
died or is dying from asbestos-related disease’.
It is an issue that has been around for some time. I
congratulate the unions that have put up a long fight
over many years to alert people to the dangers of
asbestos. We must also be aware that many people in
our community have had exposure to asbestos. As a
young apprentice electrician I used to dust the asbestos
off my tools as I worked in the dairy factory. That
exposure level across the country was significantly
enhanced in the power stations where there were
billowing clouds of smoke where workers were
working. We have seen the tragic and devastating cost
to the community of the Latrobe Valley as many
workers are either tragically ill or have died.
I acknowledge the work of the Bracks government. One
of its first actions when coming into office was to
enable families of asbestos victims to access
compensation after the victims had died, because,
sadly, for many years they had been unable to achieve
that. The Bracks government cares about the people of
the Latrobe Valley. I know it is a high priority of the
Minister for Post Compulsory Education, Training and
Employment. I congratulate all those in the Latrobe
Valley who have assisted in dealing with the issue of
asbestos-related diseases. Much great work in the
Latrobe Valley is being done with the community to
make people aware of the issues and the problems
related to asbestosis.

Kilsyth Primary School
Mrs ELLIOTT (Mooroolbark) — I ask the
Minister for Education to give serious consideration to
providing a mod 5 classroom for the Kilsyth Primary
School. The school was burnt to the ground in August
1997 and was totally rebuilt while the coalition was in
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government. I visited the school on the morning of the
fire, and the former Minister for Education, Mr Gude,
visited the site in the afternoon.
The school contributed $168 000 of its own funds to
rebuilding, and the total cost of the rebuilding was over
$1 million. The Kilsyth Primary School has a special
learning needs index of .9658 for the year 2001, but the
new, attractive school buildings have meant that the
school population has been boosted considerably.
I was visited in my electorate office by the principal,
Allan Thatcher; the chairman of the school council,
Barbara Jackson; and another member of the school
council, Melinda Ruddick, who said that the school has
basically outgrown the new building and needs a mod 5
classroom for four purposes. The first is the storage of
school equipment, because they are using a shipping
container to store tables, chairs and platforms for hall
usage and another one for storing ladders, gardening
tools, barbecues, gas bottles and office supplies.
Secondly, it needs a uniform shop with space for
storage and changing facilities; thirdly, an
after-school-hours care room with office and kitchen
facilities — between 25 and 30 students per night are in
after-school-hours care; and fourthly, a parents meeting
room with tea and coffee-making facilities to
accommodate the many parents who donate their time
and effort to the school.
The expertise to adapt a mod 5 building is available
within the school. It does not have to be a new one. I
said I would need evidence that they would put some
effort in themselves, and the principal wrote to me and
said that between 1998 and 2001 the school has raised
$92 295 of its own money, which is a good effort in an
area where people are not wealthy. The principal,
Mr Allan Thatcher, concluded his letter to me by
saying:
The Kilsyth school community has done a fantastic job in
raising money for the educational operations of the school in
an endeavour to enhance their children’s educational
opportunities.
I hope you are able to help us in some way.

I again urge the Minister for Education to give serious
consideration to providing a second-hand mod 5
classroom for Kilsyth Primary School.

La Trobe University
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East) — I raise a matter for
action by the Minister for Post Compulsory Education,
Training and Employment. I want her to raise with the
Howard government as a matter of some urgency the
issue of the unfair allocation by the federal government
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of university places to Victoria, and particularly the
way the recent allocation of these places snubbed
Victoria’s regional universities. I make particular
reference to La Trobe University, Bendigo. Despite
being one of the strongest regional campuses in
Victoria, if not the strongest, La Trobe University,
Bendigo, did not receive any of the places recently
allocated by the federal Liberal Government.
Members of this chamber know that the Howard
government has a very poor record in the higher
education area. It has only been five short years since
the Howard government came to office, but it has
managed to wreak havoc on our higher education
system. This has been driven by a very narrow
ideological approach to higher education. Since 1996
we have seen funding slashed and the higher education
contribution scheme threshold raised dramatically,
which has placed an extreme burden on our
low-income people. This snubbing of regional
universities is making it more and more difficult for
people in country Victoria, and particularly young
people, to access higher education.
Regional universities and regional university campuses
are vitally important to regional development. The
Bracks government understands that, and in the two
short years it has been in office it has provided
La Trobe University, Bendigo, with $250 000 through
the Centre for Sustainable Regional Communities. In
addition the Treasurer recently allocated $3.2 million
through the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund
for an information and communications technology
centre in Bendigo.
However, we are not seeing the same spirit towards
higher education from the federal government, and that
is having a disastrous impact on higher education for
our regional students. Victoria, and particularly country
Victoria, needs a robust and properly funded university
system, and not just for economic reasons. The campus
at Bendigo provides $50 million to the Bendigo
community directly and indirectly, and many cultural
benefits flow from that.
I ask the Minister for Post Compulsory Education,
Training and Employment to urgently take action in
strongly raising this matter with her colleagues at the
federal level in order to address this incredibly
inequitable situation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The honourable member for Bentleigh has 2 minutes.
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Eastmoor Primary School site
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Housing in relation to
her department’s submitted proposal for a facility of
20 one-bedroom units for homeless men and women on
the former Eastmoor Primary School site. The proposal
has been submitted to the Glen Eira City Council and is
going through the process of advertising for objections,
of which there have been many.
I have tabled in this house a petition containing several
hundred signatures, and a series of public meetings
have been held on Sunday mornings that attracted more
than 200 people. The group involved is having another
meeting this coming Sunday morning. I have asked for
a delegation to be received by the Minister for Housing.
I know the group has written to the Minister for
Education asking whether she can guarantee that future
clients of this facility will not pose any threat to
children at the Bentleigh Secondary College and the
autistic school, especially given the fact that many of
these clients would unfortunately be people with
histories of drug and alcohol abuse, mental health
problems, and possibly former justice department
clients.
The East Bentleigh community wants the Minister for
Housing to withdraw the proposal and not let it go to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT), as it invariably will. They want the minister to
ensure that more appropriate use of the site occurs.
There is very significant concern in the community.
This concern has not abated, and it will not abate if the
proposal is approved by either the Glen Eira council or
VCAT. Furthermore, it is not the preferred site of the
people who will operate the facility, Wintringham.
According to freedom of information documents
received by the East Bentleigh action group,
Wintringham concedes that it is not the preferred site. It
prefers an inner suburban facility. Therefore, I ask that
the minister make an immediate withdrawal of the
existing plans.

Responses
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Post Compulsory
Education, Training and Employment) — The
honourable member for Narracan referred me to the
important matter of former State Electricity
Commission of Victoria (SECV) workers who were
exposed to asbestos in the time they worked in the
Latrobe Valley and the stress created both for those
workers and their families by the fear of being
diagnosed with asbestos-related diseases.
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As honourable members know, mesothelioma is an
insidious disease. Development of the disease has a
long lead time — it can be up to 40 years — but it can
take only a few months between the diagnosis of
mesothelioma and death. Many workers or ex-workers
at the SECV live in constant fear that they will be
diagnosed with mesothelioma or other asbestos-related
diseases and suffer ensuing health problems and for
many of them have death visit them fairly quickly.
A real concern in the Latrobe Valley has been that the
lung function program of regular check-ups designed
for people who had been exposed to asbestos and who
previously worked at the SECV was not operating.
There was no ongoing contact with the workers, and
they were not getting their regular check-ups. Those
problems were brought to my attention last year as a
result of the Latrobe Valley task force, so the
government has reviewed the programs in place and
their appropriateness.
The lung function program in the Latrobe Valley was
established in 1979. At the time it was world best
practice. The government is not sure that it is world best
practice now. I have taken action to establish a
thorough and independent scientific review of the
health status of former SECV workers who were
exposed to asbestos during their working lives. This
research work will develop a control group of former
SECV workers. It will look at all their files and all the
different variables and track their health progress
through to the current day to examine what has
happened to them and the treatment they have received,
as well as looking at new forms of health management
for those with asbestos-related lung diseases.
The government wants to put in place the best program
possible, but it also wants to make sure it stays in touch
with the ex-workers wherever they are in Australia so
that they continue to get the best and most up-to-date
information as it becomes available.
The review will start in October. It will take nine
months to complete and cost approximately $200 000.
It will be chaired by Ms Alex Butler, who grew up in
the Latrobe Valley. She has done a lot of health-related
research so she is an appropriate person to steer that
committee through its work.
The government will also establish a reference group to
ensure that people who have health concerns and who
live in fear of contracting asbestos-related diseases can
stay in touch with the steering committee. The steering
committee will be technical in nature. The government
wants to make sure the language is demystified so
people can be involved in the process all the way

ADJOURNMENT
468

ASSEMBLY

through. We take their concerns into account. We know
what is going to work and what will not work.
I take the opportunity to thank the honourable member
for Narracan, who has worked closely with the people
down there, including people who are part of the guards
group and people who live with the ongoing concern
that they will contract an asbestos-related disease. The
Department of Human Services is putting a community
development worker in place to make sure that people
are getting the ongoing information and support they
need. We can at least assist with some of the fear they
constantly live with, as well as provide the best possible
health treatment.
The honourable member for Bendigo East raised a
matter relating to higher education funding and recent
funding announcements made by the federal
government. I take this opportunity to wish the
honourable member for Bendigo East a very happy
birthday — it’s a great place to spend your birthday!
You are a lot younger than us.
The matter she raised relates to recent funding for both
regional places and Backing Australia’s Ability places.
I want to put into context some of Victoria’s higher
education funding cuts. Between 1996 and 2000 higher
education places were cut by over 6000 right around
Australia. Victoria copped over 98 per cent of those
cuts. It has 25 per cent of the population and 25 per cent
of all funded university places in Australia, but it is
copping almost 98 per cent of the cuts. This means that
in the year 2000 almost 20 000 applicants eligible for
university places were turned away in Victoria. We are
turning away people who are eligible. Other states are
letting those people through to higher education. It
means that in Victoria you have to be smarter to get a
place.
In January 2001 in its innovation statement Backing
Australia’s Ability the commonwealth government
announced the creation of 2000 additional university
places each year over five years in information and
communications technology and mathematics and
science and also announced 5226 additional places for
regional universities. What did that mean for Victoria?
You would have thought it would have got 25 per cent
of those places. In fact it did not. It got an appalling
45 regional places in Victoria — not even enough to fill
a lecture theatre! Forty-five out of a total of 670 places
each year.
Compare this to Queensland, which got 305 places. It
does not have the same demand Victoria has; it puts
people through easily. Victoria got 45 places; it got just
over 6 per cent of the places available across Australia.
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It got 430 Backing Australia’s Ability places out of a
total of 2000, which is just over 21 per cent of the
places — Queensland got 520. This is appalling for
students in Victoria who are eligible and capable and
not able to get the higher education places.
Where did those regional places go? They went to the
Lilydale campus of Swinburne University of
Technology. It was fantastic that Lilydale finally got
some places. It deserves them, but it got regional places
rather than the straight places it should have got. Places
also went to Monash University’s Gippsland campus,
but most of the regional campuses missed out. I would
have thought all honourable members would be
appalled that Victoria missed out on these places.
I have met with all the vice-chancellors, who are very
distressed about what is happening. My view is that this
was a whiteboard effort designed to meet the needs of
an impending federal election. The placements are not
based on the demand in Victoria, and they are not based
on what we should have in terms of population share.
The government will be writing to the Prime Minister
to highlight its concerns as well as making sure that the
public is completely clear about what is a terrible effort
in Victoria.
I will not run through all the capital investment we have
made in higher education in Victoria since we came to
office, but it is worth mentioning just a few of the
investments we have made, starting with $10.5 million
in Churchill for a purpose-built education centre
adjacent to Monash University.
We have invested $3.13 million for a flexible learning
centre for regional and rural development at RMIT
University’s Hamilton campus; $6.5 million to develop
La Trobe University’s Bendigo campus; and the list
goes on. That is separate to the money we have put in
for the synchrotron and also for Bio21.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The honourable member for Hawthorn is out of his
place and disorderly.
Ms KOSKY — We have made a major capital
investment, and as the honourable member for
Hawthorn knows, we have made a major investment in
terms of training in this state. We expect our federal
counterparts to come up with the goods for higher
education.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the minister is ignoring the fact — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
would like to hear the point of order. I ask the Minister
for Post Compulsory Education, Training and
Employment to wait.
Mr Baillieu — The government will not be funding
places in Victoria as the previous state government did.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
There is no point of order. I remind the honourable
member not to raise spurious points of order. The
minister has finished her response.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Housing) — The honourable
member for Bentleigh raised with me the proposed
development for older people on the site of the former
Eastmoor Primary School in Chesterfield Road,
Bentleigh East, which was purchased by the Office of
Housing in June 1999. At that time the Office of
Housing purchased the site to develop it as a housing
development for people with a history of homelessness,
people who have a history of insecure accommodation
and people who are older and need access to secure and
affordable housing at the later stages of their lives.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I would hate the minister to inadvertently
mislead the house because — —
Ms Kosky — That is not a point of order.
Mrs Peulich — Are you the Acting Speaker?
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The Office of Housing is proceeding with its plans to
work with the community to develop the site, which
will be managed by Wintringham. It is important that
we consider the process the Office of Housing has
undergone.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
ask the honourable member for Bentleigh to allow the
minister to continue.
Ms PIKE — The department has written to
400 residents and councillors of the City of Glen Eira. It
has provided details of the proposed development and
information days. It has given opportunities for
residents to ask questions about the proposed
development, and we have — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The honourable member for Bentleigh has been asked
several times to stop interjecting.
Ms PIKE — The department has engaged in an
extensive consultation process with the council and
local residents in its work to develop a planning permit
and a proposal for the site, which was finally lodged in
April 2001. Some residents have expressed concern
about the proposed development, but the real issue is
where does this concern come from.
Mr Leigh interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
would prefer the honourable member to continue,
making sure she has a point of order.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The honourable member for Mordialloc is out of his
place and disorderly.

Mrs Peulich — I would hate the minister to
inadvertently mislead the house as the site certainly was
purchased for older persons’ accommodation, but a
contract for the development of older persons’
accommodation for the homeless is not tied to that site,
and it is the minister’s responsibility to find an
appropriate site.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
There is no point of order.

Ms PIKE — Given that there were no objections to
the original proposal, I would hazard a guess that the
concern about the proposed development is based on a
misunderstanding. Where is this misunderstanding
coming from? It has been fuelled by local members
who have no understanding or appreciation of the type
of service or the client group. The lack of commitment
of opposition members is exemplified by their lack of
action and their continual questioning about the
proposal both in the community and in the house.

Ms PIKE — The application to rezone the land was
actually lodged with the City of Glen Eira on 19 July
2000. The application was publicly advertised last year;
no objections were received, and the rezoning was
approved in February by the Minister for Planning as
recommended by the council.

The real issue is: where does the honourable member
for Bentleigh anticipate that 20 older, long-term
homeless people should live? I suggest the honourable
member for Bentleigh go to some of the other
Wintringham hostels, meet with some of the people
who run the facilities, meet with some of the — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
Does the honourable member for Bentleigh have a
point of order?
Mrs Peulich — I am glad that the Chair is
recognising my right to raise a point of order, which is
every member’s right in this house. My point of order is
that the answer is an inner suburb where Wintringham,
the operators, would prefer to run the service.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
consider what the honourable member for Bentleigh
just did was inexcusable. The honourable member for
Bentleigh is an Acting Speaker and knows the rules,
and I assume she knows in what terms a point of order
should be expressed. I will refuse to hear the
honourable member unless she expresses her point of
order properly, as she well knows she should.
Ms PIKE — We have a responsibility to
provide — —
Mr Leigh interjected.
Ms PIKE — Look, I would like to — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
would prefer the minister did not respond to the
interjection, and I would prefer the honourable member
for Mordialloc to get back to his place and cease being
disorderly.
Ms PIKE — The kind of attitude that has been
fuelled in the community is that by providing
accommodation for homeless people we are, as the
honourable member for Mordialloc said, ‘dumping
these people on us’, implying that these people do not
belong in the community.
Mr Leigh — On a point of order, I demand the
minister withdraw. I was defending the Mentone
autistic organisation, which is a fabulous organisation. I
participated in making sure that not only they move
over in that direction. What the minister is doing is
misleading the community, and it is an outrage. You
ought to be ashamed of yourself!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Ms Kosky — On the point of order, Madam Acting
Speaker, I heard the honourable member for Mordialloc
say the words ‘dumping the people on our community’,
so there is no need for an apology.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
There is no point of order. I ask the honourable member
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for Mordialloc to listen to the minister without any
further interruption.
Ms PIKE — There is misinformation circulating in
the community about the proposed development. Some
of this misinformation is that it is going to be a drug
detoxification centre and that it will be a rehabilitation
centre.
It is reprehensible that the honourable member should
come into the house and say that people in the
community would be concerned that there would be a
threat to children. We are talking about older people —
that is, men and women aged over 50 or 60 — who
have a history of homelessness.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Madam Acting
Speaker, the minister is attributing comments that are a
distortion of what I said — that is, on the question of a
guarantee being sought by East Bentleigh residents
from the Minister for Education that this will not occur.
She is attributing comments to me, she is misleading
the house, she has misled the committee and she is a
disgrace.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
For the third time, there is no point of order. The
minister, concluding her answer!
Ms PIKE — I am proud of the Bracks Labor
government’s commitment to homeless people, the
needy and the disadvantaged in our community. I am
proud of the fact that we work hard to make sure these
people have every opportunity to be included in our
community and that they can live their lives with
dignity. We are talking about 20 vulnerable, older, frail
people. The only suggestion the honourable member
for Bentleigh has is ‘I do not want them near me’.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Madam Acting
Speaker, I would hate the minister to inadvertently
mislead the house. The units are independent units, not
units for the frail or aged.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr Robinson — On the point of order — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
have already ruled there is no point of order.
Mr Leigh interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
Honourable members are getting a little excited.
Everybody should calm down.
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Mr Robinson — On a point of order, I draw
attention to the excellent ruling made by Acting
Speaker Kilgour on 23 August this year, when he
referred to stupid points of order. I ask that you, Madam
Acting Speaker, bear that in mind when ruling on the
constant interruptions to the proceedings of the house
this evening.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
have already ruled there is no point of order.
Ms CAMPBELL (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the honourable member for
Burwood for his keen interest in this the International
Year of Volunteers and his conscientious work in
promoting volunteerism in his electorate, particularly in
the municipalities of Boroondara and Monash. From
the feedback I have received from his fabulous
promotion of the International Year of Volunteers I
know that his constituents are most appreciative of the
fact that they have — —
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services should
restrain himself.
Ms CAMPBELL — The constituents of Burwood
are particularly appreciative of their member’s strong
representations in promoting volunteerism. The
honourable member has pointed out the importance of
local government to the International Year of
Volunteers, which is a theme the government has
picked up on. It has allocated around $300 000 to local
councils for a range of community celebrations in
conjunction with their local communities.
I am pleased to let the honourable member for
Burwood know that Boroondara and Monash are two
councils that have been successful in their applications
for the grants program. The International Year of
Volunteers community project grants of around
$15 000 — —
Mr Leigh interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The honourable member for Mordialloc has been asked
several times not to interject.
Ms CAMPBELL — The Boroondara City Council
put in a proposal for a volunteer community road show.
It applied for $15 000 and was successful in obtaining
that grant for its volunteer resource centre to develop a
road show in conjunction with not-for-profit agencies,
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local business and local government services — an
excellent partnership approach.
The road show has three components. The first is a
photographic exhibition entitled ‘A day in the life of a
volunteer’. The second is mobile information booths.
As part of the government’s strategy in the International
Year of Volunteers we want to celebrate, encourage
and strengthen volunteering, so this road show we trust
will, as a result of Boroondara’s proactive work, get
more volunteers to sign up. Thirdly, the council intends
providing a range of merchandise that will elicit pride
in volunteering.
The Monash City Council is keen to promote
volunteering among young people. It is an excellent
council, as the honourable member for Springvale says.
It trained some excellent and able budding politicians
some years ago and we are here to reap the great
rewards of that council’s youth approach. The Monash
youth volunteering project has also been successful in
obtaining $15 000, and I am sure the honourable
member for Burwood, his local council, businesses and
the volunteers in his area will greatly appreciate the
partnership of state government and local members
getting actively involved.
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The honourable member for
Dromana raised a matter concerning police presence on
the Mornington Peninsula, referring most particularly to
the Sorrento area. The concern involves the activities
associated firstly with the growing number of people
not only living in the area but coming to the area and
the extended trading hours. Certainly the whole area
seems to have attained a far greater level of liveliness.
There is a lot more night-life in the area. It has
developed a certain vivacity, which is a good thing, but
at the same time that has associated with it some
behavioural problems which require police attention. It
is a phenomenon we see across the state as we have
more 24-hour licensed venues, we have a better
night-life and we have a better — —
Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER — Goodness gracious, Madam
Acting Speaker, it is about time we locked Quasimodo
up in his belltower!
Mr Leigh interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order! I
think we can do without personal insults across the
chamber from either side of the house. I ask the
honourable member for Mordialloc to keep his mouth
shut for a while.
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Mr Leigh — Anything you say, member of the
government!
Mr HAERMEYER — I think that was a reflection
on the Chair, was it not?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
Mr HAERMEYER — Certainly with the increase
in the 24-hour entertainment venues around the place
and the increase in restaurants and entertainment
venues all over the state, this phenomenon is probably
not unique to the Mornington Peninsula. As perhaps
what we might refer to as one of the state’s summer
playgrounds, it certainly has some heightened impact
there.
I will draw the attention of Victoria Police to the issues
the honourable member has raised and ask it to
investigate the adequacy of policing in the area and
have a look at the distribution of police across certain
times and days of the week. We will ensure that the
honourable member gets a fulsome answer to the
matter he has raised.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Post Compulsory
Education, Training and Employment) — The
honourable member for Rodney raised for the attention
of the Minister for Education a matter relating to a bus
interchange at Echuca High School. I will bring that
matter to her attention.
The honourable member for Knox raised for the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter in
relation to Mountain Gate Primary School. I note that
the school has already received significant funding but
there was a request for further funding. I will refer that
matter to the Minister for Education.
The honourable member for Mitcham raised for the
Minister for State and Regional Development a matter
relating to the Robocup junior competition and
St Paul’s Anglican Grammar School’s participation in
the Robocup. I will draw that matter to the minister’s
attention.
The honourable member for Gippsland East raised for
the attention of the Minister for Education the
Bairnsdale Secondary College being a split-campus
school. I will bring that matter to the attention of the
Minister for Education.
The honourable member for Evelyn raised for the
attention of the Minister for Environment and
Conservation a matter relating to fruit bats, or flying
foxes, in her electorate. I will draw that matter to the
relevant minister’s attention.
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The honourable member for Mooroolbark raised for the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter relating
to a mod 5 classroom for Kilsyth Primary School. I
shall draw that matter to her attention.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Davies) — Order!
The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 11.01 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Alex Andrianopoulos) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Land tax: principal residence
Dr NAPTHINE (Leader of the Opposition) — I
refer the Premier to the fact that the previous Liberal
government removed land tax from all principal places
of residence, and further to the Carr and Gallop Labor
governments’ introduction of a special land tax on
houses coming under the category of premium homes.
Will the Premier now guarantee to Victorians to never
reintroduce land tax on Victorians’ principal places of
residence?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — The government
announced a package this year in response to an inquiry
into state taxation, particularly business taxes, in which
it reduced taxes by $774 million. A part of that
reduction was increasing the threshold and ensuring
that fewer people paid land tax than was the case under
the previous Liberal administration.
The government has absolutely no plans to put such a
tax as suggested by the opposition leader.
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attention of the Minister for Health that the Dunolly
hospital was not closed. The import of this question is
to ask him to intervene and take similar action as was
taken there to ensure that the hospital I have nominated
and the services in it remain open.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr THWAITES — The question did not relate to
hospital closures and action taken under the previous
government. Under the previous government it was the
current Leader of the Opposition who produced this
report that talked about integration of services. Then it
went on to say that opportunities for integrated area
base services with beds being located in larger centres
should be encouraged. In other words, close the smaller
hospitals and move them to the larger centres.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr THWAITES — The question asked is, ‘Did
they close?’. Yes — Koroit, Macarthur, Clunes,
Elmore, Mortlake, Lismore — one after the other.
Where was the opposition then? Of course, it was
closing them!
By comparison this government is boosting funding to
rural health by millions of dollars, including boosting
funding to the Hopetoun hospital.

Rural Northwest Health

Ansett Australia: tourism

Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — I refer
to the precedent set by the previous Minister for Health
when he intervened to ask the Maryborough District
Health Service to reverse its decision to close the now
flourishing Dunolly hospital.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — Will the Premier
inform the house of the response to the Victorian
government’s tourism package launched as a
consequence of the Ansett crisis?

In accordance with local and regional community
sentiment, will the Minister for Health now take the
same action to stop the removal of midwifery and
surgical services at the Hopetoun campus of Rural
Northwest Health?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Health) — The
reason Dunolly hospital was being closed was that the
former Liberal–National Party government was closing
hospitals all around the state. Twelve hospitals! We all
remember who was responsible for that.
The former parliamentary secretary for health produced
a document called the Small Rural Hospitals Taskforce
Report.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Mr Speaker, and
on a matter of relevance, it seems to escape the

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Essendon for her question. The additional
$10 million allocated as a rescue package to the tourism
package of the state government has been extremely
well received by the tourism industry around the
country. The impact of the Ansett crisis and the tragic
events in the United States of America could spread
rapidly if the tourism industry is not supported, and
supported immediately, by all states and the
commonwealth.
I give some figures to illustrate this fact. The Australian
Tourism Export Council estimates that there has been a
20 per cent fall in forward bookings by international
visitors to Australia, and if that continues there will be a
reduction of some million visitors annually. That figure
alone should cause governments around the country to
take immediate and combined action to ensure rescue
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packages and supports are in place for the tourism
industry.
Another tourism analyst, Alan Midwood of Midwood
Tourism and Development, has stated that an extra
20 000 jobs in the tourism sector in Australia could be
lost. The impact on regional Australia is equally
profound. Approximately 207 000 people are employed
in the industry in regional Australia, and they want to
know that governments, both federal and state, are
working with them, for them, assisting them and
providing them with the necessary interim support until
we get out of this downturn in the tourism industry.
If we go back to the Gulf War, its impact saw a 30 per
cent overall downturn in tourism in Australia over an
18-month period. As I have mentioned previously in
this house, if you look at the Gulf War and the pilot
strike, in each case the federal government took
responsibility by injecting money for a rescue package
and got people to consider holidaying at home,
travelling at home and going to destinations in Victoria
or other states. As I indicated yesterday, the
government will encourage New Zealand travellers
from across the Tasman to come to Victoria. We will
be the first state to encourage that inbound tourism
from New Zealand to Victoria.
The reaction to the $10 million government package
that we announced this week has been overwhelmingly
supportive. Christopher Brown of the tourism task force
has welcomed the package as doing exactly what the
industry needs from government at the right point in
time. I welcome his comments. He is a national tourism
spokesman on the tourism industry, and he endorses
what we have done.
I am pleased to indicate that other states have joined
Victoria with emergency support and assistance
packages for the tourism industry, including New South
Wales, which is refocusing its international tourism
product and packages for domestic tourism;
Queensland, which is adding some resources and
funding; and Western Australia, which is following
Victoria’s lead. Victoria was the first state to put in an
extra amount of money and has given the most.
I have to say that the only level of government that does
not seem to think there is a problem is the federal
government. I remind the house what the federal
Minister for Sport and Tourism, the Honourable Jackie
Kelly, said yesterday in response to questions on radio.
In commenting about the problem in tourism she said
that it was about getting over this little blip. Gee! We
are in good hands with Jackie Kelly and John Anderson
managing this crisis! We are in fantastic hands in
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Australia! What was the Prime Minister’s response
regarding the call for a $50 million federal government
package? It was to set up a committee that would report
back in three weeks! He will set up a committee that
will report back in three weeks!
The problems are self-evident because the projection is
for 1 million fewer tourists than currently. Victoria has
shown leadership, the other states are following, and the
only level of government that does not give a damn is
the one that is supported by the other side.

Police: prisoner accommodation
Mr WELLS (Wantirna) — I refer the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to the fact that police
cells in Victoria are designed to hold a maximum of
120 prisoners and that they are currently holding
350 prisoners, a figure confirmed by impeccable
sources within the minister’s own department. Can the
minister advise the house how many police officers are
now directly involved in the care of these prisoners
rather than out fighting crime?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The honourable member for
Wantirna is wrong — very, very wrong. I can advise
the house that this government has been proceeding
with its program of increasing the capacity of our
existing prisons with additional — —
Dr Napthine — With cells?
Mr HAERMEYER — You are an absolute goose!
No wonder you are in opposition.
We are proceeding on the path of creating additional
beds in our existing prisons. We are also building three
new prisons which will open by 2004, but the
357 additional prison beds will be created — —
Dr Napthine — My point of order, Mr Speaker,
concerns debating the question. The question related to
the tying up of police resources looking after people in
overcrowded police cells rather than being out there
fighting the 40 per cent increase in aggravated burglary
in this state.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services
was being relevant, and I will continue to hear him.
Mr HAERMEYER — I am pleased to be able to
advise the house that as part of this progressive
movement of people from police cells back to prisons
as we create this added capacity, today another
20 prisoners will go out of police cells into the prison
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system, which will bring the numbers in police cells not
to 350 but to below 260. This is a process that is
progressing — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAERMEYER — Below 260! The reason we
have this problem is that over seven years we had an
increase in the prison population of more than 1000 —
more than 33 per cent — and what did the former
government do? They closed eight prisons! These are
the people who got rid of 800 police and closed
eight prisons. These are the people who say they do not
want home detention.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is now debating the issue. The minister is
the one who is closing country prisons, the minister is
the one who has police tied up looking after — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition cannot take a point of order requesting the
Chair to ask the minister to cease debating the question
and then proceed to debate the issue in the very same
point of order. I ask the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to cease debating and to come
back to answering the question.
Mr HAERMEYER — It certainly is quite clear that
they were not only soft on crime but they are also soft
on top! This is a problem that they created. The Leader
of the Opposition sat in the cabinet that created the
problem. The honourable member for Wantirna sat on
the back bench, licking the big dictator’s boots — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is defying your ruling. He is simply
refusing to answer the question about tying up police
resources on looking after prisoners in police cells. He
should be brought back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the minister to come back to answering the
question.
Mr HAERMEYER — Mr Speaker, I am glad the
issue of police resources was introduced into the
question, because I am pleased to advise the house that
there are now over 500 additional police on the ground.
Halfway into this government’s term, it is more than
halfway towards its target of 800. We are fixing the
mess; we are turning around the mess that those people
created. Their bleating is a little bit like the fire bug
ringing up the Country Fire Authority, saying, ‘Come
along and put out the fire!’. These people are
responsible, and that is why they are sitting over there!
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Hospitals: Albury-Wodonga
Ms ALLEN (Benalla) — I refer the Minister for
Health to the government’s ongoing efforts to turn
around the dire state of hospitals in country Victoria
following years of neglect by the previous government.
Will the minister inform the house of the latest action
taken by the government to improve health services in
the Albury-Wodonga region?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Health) — I thank
the honourable member for her question. I am pleased
today to make a major announcement in cross-border
relations between New South Wales and Victoria.
Today the New South Wales Minister for Health, Craig
Knowles, and I are announcing a united public hospital
system for Albury and Wodonga commencing from
1 January 2002. A joint health service for the border
region has been a goal for many years, but
unfortunately there has not been the cooperation to
achieve it. It makes commonsense to integrate services
on both sides of the Murray River.
Last year the New South Wales health minister and I
proposed a way forward with a local community
consultative committee seeking the advice of the local
community on how to achieve a joint service. I am
pleased to announce that last night the local
cross-border committee reached agreement on the
mechanism for achieving this united service, and that
the New South Wales health minister and I are this
morning endorsing the agreement.
The Wodonga Regional Health Service will manage
both Albury and Wodonga hospital campuses under a
contract to the New South Wales Greater Murray Area
Health Service. There will be no changes to
employment conditions of staff. This means that one
management team will be responsible for management,
for service planning and for coordination. The hospitals
in the region will be able to eliminate duplication and
will be able to divert funds from that duplication saving
into better and more services. That will also allow
better specialisation of services to improve patient care.
The management contract will include performance and
accountability measures to be overseen by a strategy
and monitoring group, with equal representation from
the boards of the Wodonga Regional Health Service
and the Greater Murray Area Health Service.
I would like to acknowledge the work of many people
in reaching this agreement. I pay tribute to the local
communities, the local councils, and the doctors, nurses
and other health workers who have been involved in the
joint consultative committee. I also acknowledge the
support of the honourable member for Benambra, and I
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particularly acknowledge the role of the New South
Wales health minister, Craig Knowles, who has
demonstrated leadership and vision throughout this
whole process.
This is an example of what happens when cooperative
governments — cooperative Labor governments —
work together to improve health care. It is the same
cooperative approach that characterises the Medicare
alliance which the Premier recently signed with the
federal Leader of the Opposition, Kim Beazley, and
with all Labor state leaders, which will ensure a
cooperative approach to health care around this
country.
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excessive profits which would otherwise have gone to
gaming companies. We took that out into the health
system in Victoria, because we are taking a greater tax
take which would otherwise go to private gaming
operators as excessive profits.
In a similar way, as we committed in our last election
campaign, we have also a taken out some $7 million to
$10 million to ensure we have an effective drug
response in the state. So we are taking out the biggest
tax take, which is less profit to operators.

Gaming: revenue

In addition, in responding to the question of the
honourable member for Gippsland West, I indicate that
we have undertaken each of the government reforms
that we said in the last campaign we would undertake.

Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) — I have a question
for the Premier. In the year 2000–01 poker machine
losses in the Bass Coast shire topped $16 million. That
is up from $13 million in the previous year and up from
$40 000 in 1992–93. We cannot wait on the slow road
for gaming reforms. I ask the Premier: when will the
government produce its timed and tangible strategy for
reducing state government dependence on that most
regressive form of taxation — gaming revenue?

The last of those is the requirement for clocks on each
of the machines. The deadline for that is in two weeks
time. If that is not met operators’ licences will be
removed. If you look around most venues those clocks
are starting to go on, and that work will be completed in
two weeks time. So, as well as truth in advertising,
warnings and a massive advertising campaign, we are
taking measures to bring gaming into balance in
Victoria.

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Gippsland West for the question. On the
last matter in her question she raised the dependency of
the state government on gaming taxes and gaming
revenue. I shall make just a few points on that. One in
particular is that last year, 2000–01, gaming taxes as a
share of government revenue — not including the
federal government’s GST if you look at a comparison
from year to year and with past years — were the
lowest they have been for six years.

Police: prisoner accommodation

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — The shadow gaming minister
cannot talk, with his shares in the gaming industry! You
can’t talk! I’d just sit there quietly, if I were you!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, addressing
the Chair.
Mr BRACKS — Through you, Mr Speaker, if you
compare the reliance on gaming revenue in 2000–01 it
is now 5.35 per cent, or $1.2 billion out of total revenue
of $23.5 billion, compared with 5.49 per cent in
1994–95.
So there is less reliance — but I fully admit that we
have a greater taxation take from gaming than other
states. We have it because we provide less in profit to
operators. In fact recently we took $35 million out of

Mr WELLS (Wantirna) — I direct my question to
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer
to an incident last weekend, confirmed this morning,
when a man who had been serving a prison sentence in
the Ballarat police cells for the last two months suffered
an acute psychotic episode, forcing the local police to
summon the Special Operations Group from
Melbourne to move him to Sunshine. I ask: why was
this prisoner serving his prison sentence in a prison cell,
placing himself, other prisoners and police officers at
risk, and tying up available police resources?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Quite simply because your
government closed eight prisons and allowed the prison
population to increase by a thousand — and you did
nothing about it!

Insurance: public liability
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — Will the Minister
for Finance inform the Parliament of actions the
government is undertaking to assist the many small
businesses and community groups who are suffering
from the impact of increasing premiums for public
liability insurance?
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Ms KOSKY (Minister for Finance) — I thank the
honourable member for Burwood for his question, and
for his interest in this particular issue for community
organisations and small business in relation to public
liability insurance. Of course we know that regulation
of the insurance industry is primarily a federal
government responsibility.
Honourable members interjecting
Ms KOSKY — It is! It has the Australian Prudential
Regulation Authority, which it has said is a world
leader, but it is not showing the world leadership that is
required — it did not in relation to the collapse of HIH
Insurance and has not in relation to the increases in
public liability insurance, so as the state government we
have taken the role of leader.
We are concerned about the range of stories we have
heard about the hikes in public liability insurance
premiums, in some instances fivefold, as happened with
some community organisations. The groups are
diverse — tourism operators, small businesses, festival
organisers and sport and recreation groups. Premiums
for all have increased and they are having great
difficulty paying those increases. We want to make sure
that they can continue to operate whilst they are also
gaining insurance.
We have put in place a number of different actions,
which includes writing to the Australian Competition
and Consumer Commission requesting an investigation
of possible breaches of the Trade Practices Act,
conducting a survey of small businesses to feed into the
ACCC investigation. We have also pushed the
commonwealth government to consider short-term
relief and possibly the phasing in of increases in
premiums in conjunction with the Insurance Council of
Australia, but we have had no response. It is probably a
bit like the federal government’s response of, ‘Let’s
have a three-week moratorium on anything to do with
Ansett’.
We are holding a forum tomorrow in the Parliament,
which will include a range of key stakeholders and the
Insurance Council of Australia. The National Party
leader is attending, as well as, I believe, someone from
the opposition and the Independents. We want this to be
a bipartisan approach. We want to come up with
practical solutions that can be put in place in the short
and longer terms in Victoria, and to provide national
leadership on this issue. It will be the first time that the
insurance council and insurance industry will have
come together with all the stakeholder groups to talk
through the issues.
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Some of the groups attending tomorrow will be the
Insurance Council of Australia, the Victorian Council
of Social Service, the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, the Victorian Law Institute,
the Municipal Association of Victoria and a range of
other peak organisations. It is not just about talking
about the problem; it is about talking about solutions.
Some of the suggestions that have been made to date
are about pooling arrangements, sharing risk in a much
better way and also looking at a possible code of
practice about risk minimisation for a lot of the
organisations. So we are very keen to facilitate that
discussion, to provide leadership. I know it will be a
bipartisan approach and a range of ideas will be put on
the table. We want some short-term measures, but it
does also need to be taken up at a national level so that
we can have an Australia-wide response to the
increases in premiums.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order on the question of
relevance, Mr Speaker, I am wondering whether the
agenda for the day is the same as that for the forum that
had been organised by the National Party before the
government announced its backflip?
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not allow the
Leader of the National Party in raising a point of order
to ask a further question.

Police: prisoner accommodation
Mr WELLS (Wantirna) — I refer the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to the fact that at the
century-old Kyneton police cells categorised B — or
two-day-only stays — there is one prisoner who has
been there for two weeks and two other prisoners who
have been held for more than three weeks. Can the
minister now guarantee that his program of using police
cells as prisons, which wastes police resources and
endangers the safety of officers, will not result in
another dangerous Ballarat-style incident?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Do you want to talk about the
pay claim as well? I am still waiting for a question on
the enterprise bargaining. We have not had one, even
though it has been going on for quite some time.
The honourable member for Wantirna speaks as if these
sorts of incidents are novel. I remind him of the
occasion when my predecessor as minister for police
and for corrections reopened the B-category cells at
Preston and a person hanged himself after that. This
problem is not novel — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is debating the issue. I ask that he come
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back to addressing the issue. He is the minister, and he
should be responsible. What guarantee does he have to
protect the safety of prisoners and police officers?
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order. The minister was making an
opening remark.
Mr HAERMEYER — I have said, and I will say it
again, that this problem of prisoners being kept in
police cells because of overcrowding of the prisons,
which was left to us by that mob, is unacceptable. We
are fixing the problem; we are turning it around. It is a
problem they caused, but they have not offered one
single solution. They closed eight prisons, and they are
opposed to home detention. Can I get this straight? Is
the honourable member suggesting that we open the
doors and let them all out into the streets? That seems to
be the case. Let us open the cell doors and let them all
out into the streets! We are building new wings in our
prisons, and we are building new prisons. If the
honourable member wants to get out of his suit and into
his gumboots to help the builders, we can speed the
process along.

Schools: racial tolerance
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — Will the Minister for
Education inform the house of the steps taken by the
Bracks government to manage the effects of the crisis
in America in Victorian schools and the steps taken by
the Department of Education, Employment and
Training to promote racial tolerance within Victorian
schools?
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Education) — I
thank the honourable member for his question. If the
events in America last week shocked and horrified
adults, they have had a profound effect on children
around the world. Most people do not know how far
reaching the effects on children are of seeing those
images of horror and devastation in America again and
again and again. They are images that children mostly
associate with movies. It is apparent now from
questions and responses to both parents and teachers
that children are as nervous and frightened about the
state of the world as adults appear to be.
Schools have responded magnificently in trying to
support students by holding forums to answer their
questions and providing as much factual information as
possible. The department has supported teachers by
sending out strategies which are age appropriate for
students right through from prep into the middle years
and the teenage years. Each of these strategies is
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directed towards the different needs of different ages in
our school groups.
I thank the schools, particularly the teachers and
principals, for both their professionalism and their
compassion during this difficult time. We have put our
psychologists on stand-by, and we have asked the
regional directors, the guidance officers and the social
workers in our regional offices to support schools that
are asking the department for more professional
assistance in dealing with this. The department’s
emergency and security management communications
centre is also working with schools to try to manage
their planned overseas trips.
One issue that has emerged out of this crisis is that
some members of the community are taking positions
of speculative blame around this tragedy and are
unfortunately engaging in racial harassment against
people of Middle Eastern background. It is an
unacceptable community response, but it is
unfortunately being reflected in some schools. Just a
month ago the department reaffirmed its policy of racial
tolerance and support for cultural diversity. These
guidelines for managing cultural diversity, and
linguistic diversity in particular, were released last
month and we have sent them out again to the schools.
The department is now working closely and very
specifically with Middle Eastern community groups to
support local communities.
If honourable members are interested in the guidelines
booklet that has gone to all schools, I would be happy
to supply it to electorate offices so that they, too, can
assist in dealing with this problem.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, in question time yesterday in a response to
a question from me the Minister for Education said ‘he
is … wrong on this’ and ‘The cost was $19 562 — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
cannot quote from the current Hansard; however, he
may paraphrase the remarks.
Mr Honeywood — My point of order is that it is
standard operating procedure in this Parliament for a
personal explanation to be made when a minister of the
Crown, or any other member, deliberately misleads the
Parliament. Yesterday the minister clearly misled
Parliament. She has had ample opportunity to make a
personal explanation, and she has not done so.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
may not make a statement as he has just done accusing
another member of deliberately misleading the house. If
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he wants to proceed down that track, he must do so by
way of substantive motion.
Mr Batchelor — On the point of order — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I just asked the
honourable member for Warrandyte to desist from
going down that track and advised that he may proceed
along the lines I have suggested. Does the honourable
member for Warrandyte want to proceed with his point
of order?
Mr Honeywood — No.
Mr Batchelor — On a separate point of order,
Mr Speaker, the honourable member for Warrandyte
just made an accusation against an honourable member
and used unparliamentary language. He should be
asked to withdraw it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the honourable
member for Warrandyte to withdraw his remarks.
Mr Honeywood — Mr Speaker, I am not aware of
what has been claimed, but I withdraw any
unparliamentary language.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
has withdrawn.
The time set down for questions without notice has
expired, and the minimum number of questions has
been dealt with.
Mr Cooper — On a point of order, Mr Speaker. I
draw your attention to pages 39 and 40 of yesterday’s
Daily Hansard relating to a question that was asked by
the honourable member for Clayton, in which he asked
that the Minister for Corrections inform the house of
the impact of the Liberal Party’s decision to block the
Corrections and Sentencing Acts (Home Detention)
Bill. Then, following various points of order taken, and
finalised in one that I raised, you, Mr Speaker, then said
that the question was not in order, and you asked the
honourable member for Clayton to rephrase his
question.
The first question, Mr Speaker, asked the minister to
inform the house about the impact. In the rephrasing of
the question the words were identical except that the
word ‘impact’ was replaced by the word ‘implication’.
The definitions of the words ‘impact’ and ‘implication’
are exactly the same, so I believe the question was in
essence exactly the same, even though the honourable
member for Clayton had endeavoured to rephrase it.
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After the honourable member for Bentleigh raised a
point of order you, Mr Speaker, said, and I refer to
page 41 of Daily Hansard:
… it asked about government policy and administration in
regard to the home detention …

In neither the original question nor the rephrased
question did the honourable member for Clayton in any
way refer to government policy and administration. I
understand that at question time it is difficult for you,
Mr Speaker, to make decisions on the run, as you are so
often asked to do. I understand the difficulties that face
you in that regard. I now ask you to examine the record
and inform the house on this matter.
Your decision yesterday has created something that
could be used as a precedent by both you and future
Speakers. I believe an error needs to be examined by
you in the cool light of day — perhaps between now
and the next sitting week — as the error that was made
on the run and in good faith could influence future
decisions on the admissibility or inadmissibility of
questions. I ask that you examine the record and report
to the house at the first available opportunity.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the honourable
member for Mornington for raising the point of order.
He correctly points out that with the benefit of
hindsight and with the written words in front of the
house it is possible to make a better examination of the
matters he has raised in his point of order than can be
done while the hurly-burly of question time is
occurring, when it is sometimes difficult for not only
the Chair but all honourable members to hear. I shall
undertake to do that and report back to the house.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Mr Speaker, on
Tuesday of this week I raised a point of order with the
Deputy Speaker asking her to take up with you a matter
relating to the failure of the Premier to respond to an
all-party committee report tabled some 10 months ago,
therefore being in breach of the Parliamentary
Committees Act.
The reason I raised it and why I am eager to obtain your
ruling on the timing of the government’s response
relates specifically to the issues the Minister for
Education has raised today — that is, a number of
matters pertaining to the disturbing images being
displayed on television during children’s viewing
hours. Those sorts of matters and a raft of other issues
and recommendations were the subject of that report,
and I am personally concerned that the Premier — the
person who reaffirmed the reference to the Family and
Community Development Committee — has not seen
fit to respond within the prescribed time under the
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Parliamentary Committees Act. I seek your advice as to
the timeliness of your response on that issue.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am prepared to rule on
the point of order raised by the honourable member for
Bentleigh. She correctly points out that she raised this
matter in the house earlier in the week and asked me to
take action. I respond with the following.
Parliament is the forum where the executive is made
accountable to the community. However, upon
examining the procedures of the Parliament it is
difficult for the Chair to elicit in the house a response
from the executive on the matter raised by the
honourable member.
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Ms Delahunty — Secondly, he is again wrong, and
his point is misleading this house. What I said was that
the section arrangement on level 1, 33 St Andrews
Place, was at a cost of — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I will not allow the minister to use the point of
order to make a point in debate. The honourable
member for Warrandyte is giving notice of a
substantive motion. I will continue to hear him.

I have taken administrative action to elicit a response
from the Premier. I further suggest to the honourable
member for Bentleigh that it may be appropriate for a
question to the asked on the matter that she raised.

Mr Haermeyer — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I seek your guidance in terms of how these motions are
framed, because it is clear that the honourable member
for Warrandyte is using the form of a motion to make a
speech which is attacking and impugning the integrity
of the Minister for Education. This is not a motion, this
is a speech, but he is using the form of a motion to do it.
I ask you to investigate whether this is an appropriate
way in which to be moving a motion.

Mr McArthur — We can ask the question now if
you like!

The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! Questions can be asked
only during question time.

Further notice of motion given.

PETITION
NOTICES OF MOTION
The SPEAKER — Order! Are there any notices of
motion?

The Clerk — I have received the following petition
for presentation to Parliament:

Hurstbridge High School site
Minister for Education: conduct
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — I desire to
give notice that tomorrow I will move:
That this house condemns the Minister for Education for
carelessly or deliberately misleading the house yesterday
when she said that ‘he is … wrong on this’ and ‘The cost was
$19 562, not $30 000 as the honourable member described’,
when any reading of the freedom of information documents,
which the minister had in front of her, shows that the actual
cost of the director of schools’ office refurbishment, which
the opposition set out clearly and in detail in its question, was
$28 600.
Clearly the minister was wrong in her reply. She knew that
she was being misleading, and the minister has failed to
correct the record through a personal explanation, even
though she has had ample time to do so since question time
the day before.

Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
again the honourable member for Warrandyte has
impugned my motives. He said that I was — —
Honourable members interjecting.

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth:
That the former Hurstbridge High School site not be sold in
whole or part for private development, but that it be retained
in its entirety in public hands, whether offered to council at a
nominal fee or retained as state government or Crown land.
Your petitioners therefore pray the state government of
Victoria take heed of these requests of the Hurstbridge and
district community and direct the ministry for education to
execute such process to retain and transfer the Hurstbridge
High School site for community use.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) (1021 signatures)
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Thursday, 20 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

PAPERS

481

Shepparton and we took great pride in this crunching
victory by the Katamatite Football Club.

Laid on table by Clerk:
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Children and Young Persons Act 1989 — SR Nos 88,
89
Marine Act 1988 — SR No 91
Wildlife Act 1975 — SR No 90
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificate in relation to Statutory Rule No 89.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
United States of America: terrorist attacks
Ms BURKE (Prahran) — The United States
consulate located on St Kilda Road is in the electorate
of Prahran which I represent in this Parliament. Last
Tuesday, along with other Victorians, its workers sat up
late watching in fear and disbelief the attack on
America. I wish to extend my condolences to all the
families and those harmed by this event. My respects
go to the heroes who literally walked through fireballs
to save the lives of others.
Our shared disbelief about what happened last Tuesday
in America is based on a shared belief in certain
fundamental values of humanity. Those values are as
simple as the right to leave our homes without fear or
threat of violence, but again and again we are reminded
not to take these freedoms for granted. Last Tuesday
was the most grave reminder of this that our current
generation has witnessed.
As we move forward, this is the time to thank those
who protect our freedoms. It is time to unite in this
Parliament and across all nations and governments. It is
time to strengthen our shared beliefs because they are
threatened. Every day we focus on our differences,
opinions and values and we should pause for a moment
and be thankful for what unites us, for that is our very
foundation. To David Lyons and his staff, my sincere
condolences.

Katamatite Football Club
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I wish to extend
my personal congratulations and I am sure those of the
Parliament to the Katamatite Football Club, its
president, Bill Dopper, and its coach and players for
their great grand final win over the Blighty Football
Club in the Picola and District Football League last
Sunday. I am the no. 1 member of that club. Katamatite
is the home town of the honourable member for

I am a great supporter of country football and a member
of more than 12 football clubs in my electorate of
Murray Valley. I see country football and its clubs as
being essential to the small communities across my
electorate and country Victoria in general. Those clubs
are the lifeblood of small communities and I pay tribute
to the huge volunteer effort required of many people to
maintain football and netball clubs in those areas.
However, I am concerned about the ever-increasing
role of the Australian Football League and the fact that
television coverage of football will be expanded next
year. The AFL has a responsibility to provide greater
and more direct support to country football clubs. I
have made representations to the chief executive officer
of the AFL, Wayne Jackson. While he indicates support
for the country organisations he does not indicate that
there could be direct support for country football. I seek
further support, particularly from the Minister for Sport
and Recreation in the Victorian government, to ensure
that the AFL and Football Victoria take positive action
to support country football organisations.

Hurstbridge High School site
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — A petition was tabled in this
house this morning seeking the retention of the site of
the former Hurstbridge High School for community
use. The college was effectively closed after a gunpoint
marriage to the Diamond Creek Technical School was
enforced by the previous government. That campus has
been closed for some time and the community has been
very keen to ensure that the essential facilities on the
site, such as the gymnasium, the library and some of the
sporting and other facilities, are retained for community
use. It is also keen to ensure that the site is not broken
up into a residential subdivision.
I congratulate the Minister for Education, who has been
cooperative in ensuring that nothing happens to the site
while discussions are ongoing about how it might be
transferred to the possession of the council and how
those facilities can be maintained for future community
use. The community wants to continue to use those
worthwhile and very valuable facilities and I am keen
to ensure that a decision is made as soon as possible
because the site is becoming subject to vandalism —
part of the school was the subject of an arson attack a
few weeks ago. I congratulate the Minister for
Education for the cooperation she has shown in this
regard.
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Yarra River: walking track
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — The Yarra River is a
precious Melbourne icon. For many years there has
been bipartisan commitment to develop the status of the
Yarra River, to open bicycle tracks, to improve the
water quality, to improve amenity and to particularly
open up walking tracks. The opening of walking tracks
has been a priority and it would be a great concern to all
Victorians, particularly families and walking groups, to
learn of the closure of the Yarra River walking track at
Pridmore Park near Barkers Road. This closure has
occurred as a result of unilateral action by a Harrison
Crescent landowner. The track has been open for more
than 50 years and is a popular route along the Yarra
River. The landowner has constructed a fence across
the walking track and removed river bank trees, and
ultimately the river bank has collapsed and has required
expensive repair by Melbourne Water.
Boroondara City Council has worked hard to negotiate
a solution with this landowner, without success. A
number of public meetings have been held over several
months. At those public meetings there has been
unanimous commitment to the reopening of the track. I
call on the Minister for Planning and the Minister for
Environment and Conservation to work with
Boroondara council to reach an early solution to this
unfortunate closure.

Sunshine East Primary School
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — On Monday
night I had the great pleasure of joining hundreds of
students, parents, teachers and former students of
Sunshine East Primary School at an unusual
function — the official opening of the school, which
has been operating for some 50 years. It began
operating in mid-September 1951.
On Monday night the school was officially opened by
former Premier the Honourable John Cain in the
presence of many of the graduates of that school from
the surrounding areas. I had the honour of opening the
school’s centenary of Federation garden, which has
been developed on an extremely small budget by
parents, teachers and students, with the main ingredient
being donated plants and voluntary labour.
The school is not a Toorak school. It is in a traditional
working-class area, and has one of the highest student
learning needs levels in the state. However, it has
fantastic programs and is led by an inspirational
principal in Keith Redenbach and the indefatigable
council president, Len Goninen. Overall it was a great
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success and I wish the school all the best for the next
50 years.

It Happened to Us — Mark II
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — In 1942 members of the
8th Division, 2nd Australian Imperial Force (AIF),
became prisoners of the Japanese. The 4th Anti-Tank
Regiment was part of the 8th Division. In January 1942
the 4th Anti-Tank 13th Battery made one of the great
last stands on the Bakri Purit Sulong Road prior to the
fall of Singapore, where it single handedly knocked out
eight Japanese tanks. Of all Australians captured by the
Japanese, 33 per cent died in captivity from massacres,
malnutrition, beatings or being worked to death.
A former anti-tank gunner, Colin Finkemeyer, has
edited two books which contain a collection of their
first-hand experiences in captivity. The books are called
It Happened to Us and It Happened to Us — Mark II.
These are great books, and it will be my pleasure today,
in company with Colin Finkemeyer, Bill Dunn and Don
Moore, to present a copy of It Happened to Us —
Mark II to the parliamentary library. This book details
the courage and indomitable spirit of men like Colin,
Don and Bill and thousands of others. Of the 123
4th anti-tankers who went through Hellfire Pass, only
12 are still living in Australia today. I urge all
honourable members to avail themselves of this book in
the library. The Duke of Edinburgh has seen it and
endorsed it. It is a great read about a great piece of our
history.

Building Control Commission: inspection
service
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — One of the vital and
important functions of the Building Control
Commission is to provide an inspection service in
relation to domestic building works. This function is
given to the BCC under the Domestic Building
Contracts and Tribunals Act. This service enables a
house owner, as a consumer, to have a relatively cheap
and effective inspection service. On payment of $300 a
house owner can have an inspector appointed by the
BCC to inspect building works to determine whether
those building works have been completed in
compliance with the plans and specifications of a
building contract.
The investigator’s report may be produced in the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) in
the event that a dispute needs to be arbitrated. As I said,
this relatively cheap service is a vital, important and
significant function performed by the Building Control
Commission.
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It is with some alarm that I note that this service has
apparently been temporarily suspended. A search of the
BCC’s web site shows it has since June been
temporarily suspended. I call upon the Minister for
Planning to immediately explain this apparent
permanent state and to immediately take steps to
reinstate this vital and important consumer service and
apologise to all those consumers who have been forced
to go to VCAT direct without having an inspection of
their premises.

Burwood Bulletin
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — On behalf of
everyone in my electorate of Burwood I wish to
congratulate the Burwood Bulletin on its
21st anniversary as a local free community newsletter.
The Burwood Bulletin Association has since 1980 put
together a very professional and comprehensive local
news service for the community in Burwood and
surrounding areas. Published quarterly it has grown into
a 48-page newsletter with the support of residents and
businesses in the district.
I pay special tribute to the many hardworking
volunteers who have made the Burwood Bulletin what
it is today. They include Ian Yuill, Colin Billington,
Don McMoody, Jean Hadler, the late Jean Warland,
Margaret Warland and Dal Adams.
Each edition of the Burwood Bulletin is packed with
local news such as recalling the day it snowed in
Burwood, Agnes Plunkett’s 100th birthday, the
retirement of local headmaster David Ross, and local
business profiles. All of us in Burwood look forward to
the 21st anniversary edition in November. Happy
birthday and best wishes for a bright future for the
Burwood Bulletin.

Preschools: administration
Mrs ELLIOTT (Mooroolbark) — In a press release
of 14 September headed ‘Preschool volunteers relieved
of admin. load’ the Minister for Community Services
announced that a private contractor, ADP Employer
Services, would provide a payroll administration
service to 860 preschools across Victoria. Honourable
members should be aware that this is not a new service;
it was introduced by the previous coalition government
in 1994 as Payline, which was first contracted to Lend
Lease, then to Payconnect Solutions and now to ADP
Services — which in turn subcontracts Kindergarten
Parents Victoria to provide an advisory service and
training to preschool committees of management.
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It is misleading for the Minister for Community
Services to claim that this is a Bracks government
initiative or to imagine that she would be let off the
hook by committees of management simply by
re-announcing an effective and longstanding initiative
implemented by the coalition seven years ago.
Committees of management in preschools want more
than to be congratulated for the selfless work they
contribute to their children’s preschool. A committee of
management wrote to me in June, saying:
From our point of view as parents we feel that the huge
responsibility of keeping our preschool going is becoming a
bigger and harder task each year.

What preschool committees of management want is for
the minister to announce how many of the
34 recommendations in the Kirby report released in
June she will implement. They want to know why the
minister commissioned a review of preschools yet has
remained totally silent about its — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Primelife Corporation Ltd
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I express publicly my
disappointment and dismay at the publicity stunt
performed in my electorate by Primelife Corporation
Ltd. The case for a village for the frail aged presented
to the people of St Albans by that corporate
organisation is nothing less than the despicable action
of a corporation that behaves like the bin Laden of the
west and his followers. It has come with its big money
saying it will build a frail and aged village on top of the
St Albans railway station land — a three-storey
building akin to a jail that it is proposing to build there
for the people. People are getting frightened they will
have to sell their homes and move into that area
because the government will not provide facilities for
aged people.
If Primelife is genuine there is enough land close to
shops in the St Albans district to purchase and establish
a village for the frail aged. There have been
opportunities for many years to do that. I have been a
full-time campaigner for providing for, supporting and
attracting private companies that can provide these
facilities in my area.
It has been predicted for 10 years by the local council
that the need for additional aged care facilities in this
area will rise. The action by Primelife is nothing but the
despicable action of the company’s own bin Laden and
his demented followers to terrorise the old people in the
western suburbs and making them think they will have
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to support their position and force the government into
an underground position — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Sandringham has 20 seconds.

Volunteers: Sandringham
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to
acknowledge the outstanding contributions of many
volunteers in the Sandringham electorate, people such
as Judy McIntyre, who has served on behalf of
MOIRA, the community welfare agency that looks
after the needs of disabled children; Wal and Elaine
Bencraft from the Hampton RSL, who have been the
backbone of Hampton over many years; Val Guest-Galt
from the Beaumaris Red Cross group; and Dolph
Slythuis from the Friends of Black Rock House.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 September; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank all
honourable members who made a contribution to this
very important piece of legislation, which is part of the
government’s comprehensive strategy in relation to the
scourge of drugs in our community. The government
has increased resources for drug treatment,
rehabilitation and diversion programs and for drug
education.
The government is looking at setting up a drug court in
Victoria. It has undertaken a general sentencing review.
Legislation has been passed to set up the Judicial
College of Victoria to ensure that judicial officers have
the most appropriate skills required to do their jobs at
the highest level. This is part of an integrated approach.
This bill targets the Mr Bigs and imposes sentences of
up to life imprisonment for large commercial traffickers
of drugs.
I want to touch on a couple of points raised by
opposition members that somewhat startled me,
because they seem to be saying that they are prepared
to support the legislation but it is not tough enough. The
government is imposing up-to-life jail sentences for
large commercial traffickers of drugs. It has made it
quite clear that it is not going to go down the path of
mandatory sentencing; it is philosophically and
vehemently opposed to mandatory sentencing.
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If the opposition wants to go down that path — down
the Denis Burke, hillbilly path of mandatory
sentencing — that is a matter opposition members will
have to discuss in their party room and explain to the
Victorian community. The Victorian community is well
aware of the importance of judicial discretion in a
democracy, and the government is firmly of the view
that judicial discretion is a crucial part of our
democracy, so it will not be going down the mandatory
sentencing path.
Nonetheless this legislation sends a clear message that
the government, on behalf of the community, treats
large commercial drug traffickers with contempt and
wants to arm the judiciary with the strongest penalties
possible while maintaining judicial discretion.
Another issue raised was the confiscation of assets
legislation. I do not know if the opposition is aware of
it, but currently where a person is convicted of a serious
offence such as drug trafficking in a commercial
quantity or a serious fraud, potentially all of that
person’s property will be forfeited to the Crown unless
that person can prove that the property was lawfully
acquired and has not been used in an unlawful activity.
The reverse onus situation strengthens the effectiveness
of asset confiscation to ensure that offenders do not
reap financial benefits from their unlawful activity. The
government believes, and I know when it was in
government the current opposition believed, that this is
a significant deterrent for those considering engaging in
illegal activities.
For the information of honourable members, for the
financial year 1999–2000 assets to the value of about
$2.3 million were forfeited to the state as a result of
confiscation orders made in Victorian courts. In the last
financial year that figure increased to approximately
$3.4 million. The government recognises that drug
trafficking and organised crime are threats to society. I
am sure all honourable members would agree that the
present confiscation scheme is relatively new, and the
scheme will continue to be monitored to ensure that it
operates in an effective, just and fair manner.
It is a bit rich for opposition members to come in here
and while supporting the legislation say that it does not
go far enough and suggest that other penalties should be
imposed.
The legislation we are talking about, whether it be the
confiscation of assets legislation or the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Act in its original form, was
actually introduced by the former Kennett government.
The parliamentary secretary to the Attorney-General at
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the time is the current shadow Attorney-General. There
was ample opportunity then, if the honourable member
for Berwick believed the penalties being imposed by
his government were not high enough, to have done
what we are doing now — that is, to increase the
penalty to life imprisonment — but the former
government was not prepared to do it. We are the ones
who have taken this very strong stance against the
scourge of drugs.
All honourable members hope that we have a civilised
enough society in Victoria and that as politicians we are
civilised enough people not to go down this crazy path
of the law and order and mine’s-bigger-than-yours
debate that has occurred in other states and, indeed, in
the Northern Territory. The public of Victoria
understands what democracy is all about, it understands
what judicial discretion is all about and it understands
what mandatory sentencing is all about.
I repeat that we as a government are vehemently
opposed to mandatory sentencing. We will not go down
that path. We are very supportive of judicial discretion.
We believe that the judiciary should treat each case on
its individual merits. If the opposition wants to have
that debate in the wider community and make it an
election issue we are more than happy to engage in that.
I simply warn members of the opposition that Denis
Burke tried that in the Northern Territory and fell flat
on his face. They should not take the people of Victoria
for fools, because Victorians want to live in a fair and
just democratic society where there is a separation of
powers and where judicial discretion is maintained.
Finally, having made those few comments, I repeat that
this is important legislation which the government has
introduced as part of a package to address the drug
scourge. I thank all honourable members who spoke in
support of this legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Rail: Geelong service
Mr PATERSON (South Barwon) — I call on the
Minister for Transport to examine the possibility of the
electrification of the Geelong–Melbourne train line, and
I am joined in this call by Cr Stretch Kontelj, the mayor
of the City of Greater Geelong, Jim Cousins, from the
Committee for Geelong, and Lawrie Miller, from the
Geelong Chamber of Commerce.
The minister has finally announced the short-listed
tenderers for the much-delayed fast rail project. They
are: Thiess Alstom Joint Venture; Fastrax Victoria,
which is Leighton Contractors; and the BLM
consortium made up of Baulderstone Hornibrook,
Bilfinger Berger and Lockheed Martin Australia.
As honourable members would know, the
government’s estimated budget for the statewide
project has blown out from $80 million during the
election campaign to around $800 million. Who knows
where it will eventually end? We all remember the
infighting between the Minister for Transport and the
Treasurer over exactly how much the government
would contribute. Honourable members will also be
interested to know that the time savings on the
Geelong–Melbourne route will be achieved in a quite
novel way: instead of stopping at stations along the
way, the trains will simply sail through most of them!
Perhaps the government will arrange for the doors to be
left open as the carriages fly through stations so that
passengers can throw themselves at the train in the hope
of making it through one of the door openings!
As we understand it, the trains will stop at only two
stations between Geelong and Spencer Street. It is
believed one of the problems lies in the government’s
intention to provide only the slower
130-kilometre-per-hour trains for the Geelong route
rather than the faster trains capable of speeds of around
160 kilometres per hour.
A further problem for Geelong–Melbourne commuters
is accessibility to the city of Melbourne upon their
arrival here. If the government were to commit to the
electrification of that rail line, Geelong–Melbourne
trains could access the underground loop rather than
passengers having to change at Spencer Street to then
travel on separate metropolitan services.
The Liberal government made significant
improvements to the Geelong–Melbourne train service.
I remember being on hand at the Geelong station with
the then Minister for Transport, Alan Brown, as well as
former Geelong footballers Bobby Davis and Gary
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Ablett, who had Sprinter trains named after them, to
witness the commencement of the Sprinter services.
I also well recall an exciting day with the honourable
member for Mornington, the then Minister for
Transport, at the launch of the upgraded South Geelong
station. It is now time to see whether the Bracks
government can grasp the challenge of continuing the
lead set by the Liberal government.

Police: Leongatha station
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services a matter that relates to the
Leongatha police station and particularly to two aspects
of that imperative service provided in South Gippsland.
Firstly, the Leongatha police station requires a complete
rebuild. The existing facility has been there for decades.
Improvements have been made over recent years;
nevertheless it has reached its time. In my view the
police station should be demolished and a new police
station constructed with additional facilities appropriate
to the needs of the area.
Secondly, there is now a case to fully examine the
prospect of operating the police station on a 24-hour
basis. I make these proposals, Deputy Speaker, because
Leongatha is the thriving hub of South Gippsland. It is
part of an area which makes a rich contribution to the
fortunes of Victoria. The policing that comes from
Leongatha not only affects the township itself but has a
regional influence.
It is of even more significance now that the decision has
been taken by the current government to remove the
traffic management unit from Korumburra to
Wonthaggi. That in turn means that policing services
provided from the Leongatha police station are all the
more important not only for the township but for the
many surrounding towns and sections of the highway
which run out from Leongatha in both directions.
Another element is that with the increase in traffic to
Wilsons Promontory and magnificent South Gippsland
over the summer months we have an enormous growth
in the population along those coastal areas during the
holiday times. Again there is all the more need to
ensure that appropriate policing facilities are at hand to
maintain law and order and, additionally, to make
certain that not only the people who live in the area but
also those who properly, sensibly and justifiably come
to the magnificence of South Gippsland for holidays are
able to enjoy their time with us in safety.
In all of this the provision of appropriate policing
facilities at Leongatha is an absolute must. It is
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something about which the local community is very
concerned. There have been numerous calls to have this
happen. I ask the minister, in all the prevailing
circumstances, to give the situation appropriate
consideration on both grounds — that is, a new and
more extensive police station than we now have and a
facility that operates on a 24-hour basis.

Firearms: imported hand guns
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer him to an article in the Herald Sun of
Friday of last week which states that more than
1600 semiautomatic hand guns have been imported
from China. The article further states that these guns
could finish up in criminal hands for about $500 each.
The police have fears about the flood of these pistols —
particularly semiautomatic guns — into the wrong
hands. In Victoria we have tried to prevent their
circulation even for security or any other work.
I ask the minister to take whatever steps are possible to
prevent these hand guns finishing up in criminal hands
in particular and to assist his federal and state
colleagues so that we do not suddenly have an influx of
hand guns, particularly of this calibre, into Australia.
These guns apparently were seized by customs
officials, but an appeal decision against a court
judgment ruled that the guns had to be returned,
because there is no law preventing the guns from being
imported.
It is a very serious matter, particularly here in Victoria,
where we have been the leaders in gun control. Hand
guns are included in that, as a hand gun is a small
weapon that is easily concealed and carried on a person
for criminal activities — and at that price it is quite
cheap.
I urge the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
to take whatever steps he can, not only in this state but
at a federal level and with ministers in the other states
and the police forces around Australia, to ensure that,
firstly, we change the law relating to the importation of
weapons and guns like this and, secondly, we develop a
method of having these guns confiscated so they do not
end up in the hands of dealers and, ultimately, of
criminals.

Police: Belgrave station
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) — My question to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services relates to
the proposed new Belgrave police station. I have
written to the minister a number of times on this issue.
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He is well aware of the proposal to build a new police
station at Belgrave and of the community’s wish to
have the station sited on the corner of Terrys Avenue in
what is known in Belgrave as the Lightowlers site. This
site has been vacant for many years; it has the space
and is appropriately located near the main roads and
provides good access and egress for police. That site is
supported by both the Shire of Yarra Ranges and the
Belgrave Traders Association.
Mr Maclellan — You could incorporate a
McDonalds as well!
Mr McARTHUR — And, as the former Minister
for Planning said, it would be a very handy site for a
McDonalds, and the police would not have to walk too
far to get their lunch.
I wrote to the minister on this issue on 20 April and
urged him to meet with a delegation of local parties
who were interested in this issue. He wrote back to me
in June and said the matter was under investigation and
that he was not willing to meet with them until after the
investigation was concluded, which he was hoping
would be in early June.
I hope the minister has managed to meet with those
interested parties and discuss the issue. I believe it is
now time for the minister to make a decision on this
matter. I believe he should clearly make a decision in
favour of the wishes of the community and of the local
shire. The old Lightowlers site is a far better location
than the current police station location and avoids the
need to relocate the existing police officers to
temporary accommodation while a new police station is
built. It has the support of the Shire of Yarra Ranges,
and the shire is prepared to make a financial
contribution to this by providing land and resources.
The community supports it. It is a sensible solution, and
I urge the minister to adopt the Lightowlers site as the
site for the new Belgrave police station.

Police: Latrobe Valley complex
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I raise with the
Attorney-General the issue of the core police complex
and access to justice in the Latrobe Valley, and I ask
him to take action to ensure the timely progress of this
development, together with the refurbishment of the
Moe Magistrates Court, so that community needs and
expectations are met.
The Morwell County Court has been badly neglected,
certainly in the seven years under the Kennett
government, when we saw absolutely no action at all.
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The Bracks government’s commitment to the Latrobe
Valley can only be described as second to none. The
ministerial task force investigated issues in the Latrobe
Valley, and the results are that the government is
funding a massive investment in a new police and
County Court complex within the Latrobe Valley. It
says a great deal about the wonderful support the
Bracks government is giving to the Latrobe Valley.
The $100 million rescue package will revitalise a
region that has been badly hit by economic neglect and
seven years of an uncaring Kennett government which
showed no regard for the needs of our wonderful
community.
The Moe Magistrates Court has a fine reputation in the
community, but has not had any funds expended on it
since it was originally established a number of years
ago. As a result of needs changing and wear and tear it
is also in need of refurbishment. When we consider
how the Kennett government was keen to close and
shut down many community justice facilities, the
Bracks government’s commitment to maintain the Moe
Magistrates Court and upgrade it says a lot about the
caring and committed government that we now have in
this state.
As the local member I am proud to be involved in a
government that is ticking off development after
development, upgrade after upgrade, building after
building, commitment after commitment, extra teachers
and extra nurses. We are turning around not only rural
Victoria but the Latrobe region in my electorate of
Narracan.
My constituents are aware that the Bracks government
does care about them and is committed to delivering the
best possible standards of service that the community
can develop. I look forward to the strong support of the
Attorney-General, who also has a tremendous
commitment to the region.

Schools: speech therapy
Ms DAVIES (Gippsland West) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for Community Services, perhaps with
some need to communicate with the Minister for
Education.
I have had a series of communications with the Minister
for Education regarding unmet demand for speech
therapists in primary and secondary schools. We have
had issues about the time taken to get initial
appointments as children move between kindergarten
and primary school or in the stages between primary
and secondary school, and the fact that few
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appointments are available and that there are inadequate
levels of treatment.
As part of my work in this area I am of the
understanding that there is distinct anecdotal evidence
of a significant rise in severe language disorders among
students across Gippsland — and I presume across the
state, if not across the country. The best time to address
hearing and speech difficulties is at the earliest stage
possible in a child’s life. That involves ensuring that
new parents understand how best to encourage
language development in their children and that any
signs of delayed speech development or other problems
in speech are picked up and treated very early, perhaps
when the child is from 18 months to three and
four years of age.
I ask the Minister for Community Services to
coordinate with the Minister for Education firstly, to
make public figures on increased demand for treatment
of severe language disorders, and secondly, to research
and put in place an enhanced capacity for parent
education and early childhood detection and treatment
of speech disorder programs to ensure that every child
can reach their full capacity to communicate with the
world around them and to learn in the environment that
they must live and work in.

Housing: interstate transfers
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Wales following the death of her husband so that she
could be closer to her family. I ask the minister to
seriously examine the issue and take it up with her
ministerial colleagues interstate.

Education, Employment and Training:
consultancies
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — I request that
the Minister for Education ensure the days of the
wasteful and disgraceful consultancies that occurred
under the administration of the previous government
are gone and that the new standards promised by the
current government be rigidly adhered to.
We all remember the disgraceful episodes under the
administration of the previous government where the
education portfolio became famous for wasteful and
rorting consultancies. It started with the Byrne Fleming
report on restructuring the education department. That
was a firm of South African mining engineers who had
never worked in education or in Australia previously
but got the job because it had the best understanding of
the brief that it wrote! So good was the report that the
department had to second 17 of its staff from its
regional offices for a three-week period to rewrite it.
The department produced a better report than the
$500 000 consultancy report funded by the previous
government.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Housing
concerning the circumstances of Vera Hartman, a
public housing tenant in Victoria, who for significant
personal reasons would like to transfer her
accommodation to New South Wales.

The pièce de résistance of the then Minister for
Education, the Honourable Don Hayward, was the
so-called Success Maker computer program that
bombed without a trace. It came about when a sharp
salesman got into the minister’s ear during an overseas
trip. He decided it was the best thing since sliced bread.

I had earlier written to the New South Wales minister
for housing, who gave me a catch-22 answer: first,
Miss Hartman was not eligible to transfer to public
housing in New South Wales because she was not an
existing tenant; and second, she was not eligible to
apply for public housing in New South Wales because
she did not reside in that state.

Under the Honourable Phil Gude and the honourable
member for Warrandyte we had the famous Kevin
Donnelly. It did not matter what specialist area or level
of expertise was required, Kevin Donnelly was always
the best person in Australia to do the report. Dozens of
consultancies were engaged serially — whenever one
finished another started. No wonder the
Auditor-General made such adverse comments about
that arrangement. Wasn’t it an amazing coincidence
that he bobbed up simultaneously as the education
expert in the Herald Sun to offer unwaveringly
pro-government comments on why class sizes did not
matter, what a good thing it was to close down schools,
and how schools ought to be privatised so that they
were all like Scotch College and other elite schools in
the state where the parents of children would pay
extraordinarily high fees to access education!

In these days of improved cooperation evident by the
announcement of the Albury-Wodonga arrangement in
the chamber today, it seems there should be a way
forward for public housing tenants in Australian states
to qualify under the transfer regime. I ask the minister
to examine this issue carefully.
My constituent, Vera Hartman, has been a constructive
contributor to her local community. She was born and
raised in New South Wales and has no relatives in
Victoria. Her reason for moving to New South Wales is
that her only friend in Victoria moved to New South
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It is a great thing to see that those days are gone. I know
the Minister for Education is rigorously dealing with
the consultancies, but I ask her to ensure that the new
standards are adhered to and to outline the action she is
taking in this area.

Hospitals: Hospital Services Report
Mr WILSON (Bennettswood) — I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health the release of the
June quarter Hospital Services Report. Honourable
members are aware of the minister’s history of
releasing such reports on days and at times when they
will attract the least scrutiny. On 14 June this year,
during member statements, I called on the minister to
release the March quarterly report. That pushed the
minister into action, and he released the report that day.
The report showed a dramatic deterioration in the
Victorian public health system compared with the same
quarter in 1999 under the administration of the Kennett
government. In particular, the number of patients
waiting on trolleys in emergency departments had
blown out by 375 per cent and periods of ambulance
bypass had blown out by a staggering 1140 per cent.
Next week is grand final week, an excellent time for
governments to hide bad news. The action I am asking
of the minister is that he release the Hospital Services
Report for the June quarter tomorrow, Friday,
21 September, at a reasonable time that will allow the
opposition, the media and the Victorian public to judge
the performance of the minister and the government in
this vital area of government administration.

Brain Injury Awareness Week
Mr CARLI (Coburg) — As the Minister for
Community Services is well aware, this week is Brain
Injury Awareness Week. I hope all honourable
members are aware of the importance of this week.
Acquired brain injury is a problem that affects many
tens of thousands of Victorians as a result of car
accidents, stroke, injury and disease. Accommodation
and home support services are big issues for these tens
of thousands of Victorians.
I ask the minister to examine the options for improving
both home support and accommodation resources for
people with acquired brain injury. It is really important
that those services be put in place and that the sufferers
of acquired brain injury be included in society and
become full participants. Brain injury has a major
impact on families, and this week is about raising
awareness of it.
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There has been a lack of appropriate accommodation
and home-care support, and that has often put pressure
on inappropriate accommodation such as nursing
homes and hostels being provided for people with very
serious acquired brain injury. I urge the minister to look
at the options available to the government to provide
accommodation and community housing to improve
the home support available to people with acquired
brain injury, but also to consider ways in which we as a
general society can work with acquired brain injury
sufferers and their families.
Clearly this week gives us an opportunity to raise
awareness to ensure our community is responsive to
this major issue in our community. It is important that
we have specialised care; that we do not simply rely on
often inappropriate services, particularly services set up
for the aged; and that we look at providing specific
services to give people with acquired brain injury
dignity and ensure they can be full participants in
society. We want to include them and have an inclusive
approach to them. I urge the minister to look at the
options available to provide extra resources for people
with acquired brain injury and their families.

Emergency services: Pakenham
Mr MACLELLAN (Pakenham) — The Minister
for Police and Emergency Services will recall that he
visited the Pakenham police station site with me and is
therefore well aware of the inadequacies of the police
facilities in Pakenham. We have all the staff and a very
active and worthwhile police unit there, but we do not
have the buildings.
The Shire of Cardinia is having difficulty persuading
the emergency services — that is, police, rural fire
brigade and ambulance services — to agree on a new
site. The shire has had $1 million ready to contribute to
such a site. The matter has been a two-year problem
under this government and perhaps a three-month
problem under the former government.
There is a need for careful coordination from the
Minister for Health about the Melbourne Ambulance
Service and from the Minister for Transport about
Vicroads deciding which roads of the Pakenham bypass
will or will not have on and off ramps, because that is
of significance in the choice of the new site. The shire
has had enormous difficulty trying to persuade the
emergency services, including the ambulance service,
to come to an agreement on a new site. The new site, if
chosen, could become the centre for a relocation of
those facilities from the commercial areas of the
township so that the services could serve the whole
district, as the minister would appreciate from his visit.
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I ask that the minister undertake to have discussions
with his colleagues the Minister for Health, in respect
of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service, and the
Minister for Transport, in respect of Vicroads, to
arrange for the Shire of Cardinia to get answers from
the emergency services people as to the appropriateness
of the new location. Then the new location can be
specific and planned for and capital works may be put
into programs for the eventual co-location of
emergency services on a suitable site.

Victorian Multicultural Commission:
appointments
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I ask the Premier in
his role as Minister for Multicultural Affairs to
investigate why commissioners have not yet been
appointed to the Victorian Multicultural Commission
(VMC) and the role played by the minister assisting
him in delaying the process.
The commission has a full-time chairperson but
unfortunately only half the complement of
commissioners. I hear that this has occurred because it
cannot be decided which factions of the Labor Party
should be pleased. It seems that the minister is happy to
increase the number of staff. The number at the
Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs is now 13.6.
According to the CV of Elizabeth Jensen, the director
of VOMA, one of her major achievements is
downsizing program areas to meet declining workloads
and general downsizing. I find that very strange.
Downsizing is one of her major achievements, yet in
nine months the minister has increased her staff from
about 8 to 13.6.
I understand George Lekakis has been appointed as the
full-time chairperson of the VMC. I also understand
that George, an active member of the ALP, is
experienced in the area. I have worked well with him. I
hope George does not use the position to please the
Premier and be merely a puppet of this government. I
hope he follows the good work done by the former
chairperson, Stefan Romaniw, and continues to serve
the community as a whole rather than serving the needs
of the Premier as the Minister for Multicultural Affairs.
I ask the Premier to investigate why the appointment of
the new commissioners, whose role is to service the
needs of all Victorians, has taken so long. It is very
important that they be appointed immediately to make
sure that all Victorians — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.
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Responses
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — The Leader of the National
Party raised the issue of the condition of the Leongatha
police station. I am pleased to advise him that Victoria
Police has allocated $31 000 in its works budget for the
upgrading of that police station and residence. The
police recognise it is extremely important to improve
facilities in both police stations and residences so as to
attract police officers to towns such as Leongatha and
to retain them. It is also important to ensure that our
police officers have appropriate conditions within
which to work.
At the moment Victoria Police does not regard the
building of a new police station as necessary. It thinks
the existing facility is adequately serviceable, given its
works expenditure, and the government has to go along
with its priorities in that regard.
The Leader of the National Party said also that the
government has moved the traffic management unit
from Korumburra to Wonthaggi. That is not correct.
The decision was an operational decision taken by
Victoria Police. It would be most inappropriate for any
member of Parliament to direct Victoria Police on how
to allocate its resources, but I am assured by Victoria
Police that it believes the area can be better serviced
under the arrangements that have been put into place.
I can also assure the Leader of the National Party that
because this government’s program of recruiting
800 additional police is now well ahead of schedule,
Gippsland will continue to benefit from having more
police than it has had in recent years, so many of the
shortages that have afflicted not only Gippsland but the
whole of the state are starting to be alleviated.
The honourable member for Keilor raised a very
serious matter. It relates to a report in the Herald Sun
about a company called Granite Arms, which had
sought to import 2000 Norinco hand guns, of which
350 failed their safety tests but 1600 did not. These
hand guns are not guns that were ordered by or are
required by our law enforcement agencies. We have
made some inquiries with some of the private security
firms around town. They have said, ‘Look, we have not
ordered these and they are not the sorts of guns that we
would use’. I have spoken to some people involved in
sporting pistol shooting and target shooting. They have
also said, ‘These are not the sorts of things we use’.
The advice I have received is that they are what are
known in the United States as Saturday night specials.
They are the weapon of choice for many criminal
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elements in the community, and we would be in great
danger in this state if those guns ever hit the street. I
have little confidence that they would not find their way
into criminal hands.
It really raises the question of why Granite Arms wants
to import this quantity of this type of gun. I asked
Victoria Police to ensure that for as long as possible the
guns did not leave the docks. At the same time, while
this government has power over the regulation of
firearms in the state, importation is an issue for the
federal Minister for Justice and Customs. It is a
commonwealth responsibility.
I and my New South Wales colleague, who was equally
concerned, have written to the Minister for Justice and
Customs. He has obliged and has now impounded the
hand guns. The advice we have received is that the
hand guns were originally destined for a Queensland
arms dealer, who is now confronting some very serious
charges before the courts in Queensland. The guns were
subsequently rerouted to Sydney, and then to
Melbourne. I am pleased that they have now been taken
out of circulation because I am very concerned about
those sorts of hand guns getting into the community. I
warn firearms dealers — anybody who wants to deal
with Mr Owen in Queensland or who wants to import
these sorts of firearms without there being any
demonstrable need by law enforcement agencies,
private security companies or target shooting
organisations — that Victoria Police will watch their
operations very, very closely.
The honourable member for Monbulk raised the issue
and said I might be aware of the proposal to build a
new Belgrave police station. I am well and truly aware
of it, because it was an ALP commitment prior to the
last election on which it is now delivering. Instead of
closing three police stations in the Dandenong Ranges
this government is building a new 24-hour police
station at Belgrave, which will give a 24-hour police
presence in the Dandenong Ranges and will vastly
enhance the police presence in the area.
The honourable member is correct: I have been talking
for some months to the local Shire of Yarra Ranges
about the location of the police station. Victoria Police
is attracted to the site being proposed by the shire.
There are some issues relating to the steepness of the
site and the construction involved, but there is a
possibility that the site might get up. Accordingly I will
advise the honourable member of its status.
The honourable member for Pakenham raised a matter
of emergency services. Last year he called me out to
view the police facilities and emergency services
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facilities in Pakenham. Certainly Victoria Police is
finalising its strategic facilities plan, which will
determine where in its capital works priorities
Pakenham stands. I agree that the existing police station
is inadequate. The issue is also that the honourable
member and the Shire of Cardinia are keen to ensure a
co-location of emergency facilities into the one
precinct.
The government has established the Office of the
Emergency Services Commissioner to ensure greater
coordination between emergency services and to ensure
that this government has a policy of encouraging
co-location. I will ask both Victoria Police and the
Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner to
provide me with a report, and I will get back to the
honourable member for Pakenham on this issue
promptly.
Ms CAMPBELL (Minister for Community
Services) — The honourable member for Gippsland
West is very concerned about the provision of speech
therapy within her electorate and around Gippsland.
I am pleased to inform the honourable member that this
government has been proactive in its work in Gippsland
and with the funding to improve speech therapy. We
are committed to the delivery of quality services that
promote the healthy growth and development of all
children.
The honourable member for Gippsland West was
concerned that the Minister for Education and I need to
be working to ensure that children have the adequate
speech therapy they require. I am pleased to say the
Minister for Education and I have jointly committed to
improve services. We both understand the importance
of parents understanding best language development,
and again, more to the point, we have put in the funds
to achieve this.
The government has committed an additional
$1 million from the state budget to further reduce
waiting times for early intervention services for
children from birth to school entry. Some of that money
will be for speech therapy. That is in addition to
Labor’s financial statement commitment of
$6.5 million over four years, which was announced in
the previous budget. We will work collaboratively with
families and schools. I am happy to give the honourable
member for Gippsland West the opportunity to follow
up personally with the Gippsland regional office to
make sure that any concerns she has of a specific nature
can be addressed.
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Throughout the state we have 52 early intervention
services. We have a team in specialist children’s
services in the Department of Human Services. With
the money and with those two teams working in
partnership the only factor at the moment that is beyond
our control to work on is the ready availability of
speech therapists. Quite frankly there are not enough of
them available in this state. They are prized
possessions. If anybody has that skill they can be
employed anywhere under any conditions — they are
so valuable.
The honourable member for Coburg has raised the
important issue of this week being Brain Injury
Awareness Week. This government sees it as an
opportunity to raise the issue of the prevention of brain
injury, but also to celebrate the achievements of people
with brain injury. The Kennett government had dozens
of reports. We pooled together our own information
and the reports that were gathering dust in the
Department of Human Services and launched an
acquired brain injury strategic plan in March of this
year. Again we had the dollars in the state budget to
deliver for 60 clients, people with acquired brain injury,
a comprehensive individualised home package service
so that they will have better outcomes in life, again
working on a whole-of-government approach.
The Transport Accident Commission, Workcover, the
Department of Human Services, the Minister for
Workcover and I have been progressing this partnership
agenda throughout this year. I look forward to
continuing to report to this house and to people with
acquired brain injury on the results of that work.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — The
honourable member for South Barwon has belatedly
raised an issue about the fast rail project, and in
particular the upgrading of the services between
Melbourne and Geelong. It is indeed sad that he has
raised this matter in such a sarcastic and attacking way
but has not had the courtesy or decency to be in the
chamber to hear the response. That typifies the attitude
of the honourable member for South Barwon, who is
better known for doing his household shopping in
Hawthorn than visiting his beach house in the
electorate.
This project of upgrading fast rail services to provincial
towns is very popular. I am surprised that the Liberal
Party would be trying to undermine and attack this
project. The honourable member for South Barwon has
raised this matter of electrification now only because it
was reported in the Geelong Advertiser today,
Thursday, 20 September. He is so lazy about raising
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issues that he cannot even find them until they are
reported in the local paper.
I can report to the house that the expressions-of-interest
phase for the regional fast rail project has concluded.
International and national companies are competing to
be part of the tender process, and we are finalising those
matters at the moment.
When we have resolved the expressions-of-interest
stage we will go to a request for tender. That will be a
very important part of the fast rail project. I do not want
to pre-empt that at this stage other than to say that the
strategy of this government is working well. We have
called for interest from all around the world and we
have received it. We are getting exciting opportunities
coming through and we will deliver on this project. We
have committed $550 million to it. The people of
Geelong will not appreciate the efforts of the
honourable member for South Barwon, or indeed the
Liberal Party, in trying to undermine this project at such
a critical and crucial stage.
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Education) — The
honourable member for Footscray raised an important
matter of the cost of consultancies under this and the
previous government. This government has continued
to honour its election commitment to slash the cost of
consultancies. My three ministerial colleagues in the
Department of Education, Employment and Training,
which also includes youth affairs, have reduced the cost
of consultancies by over $1 million on the last year of
the Kennett administration. In the first six months of
this year, consultancy costs for the whole department
have been slashed by a further $400 000.
The Bracks government has saved the taxpayers a
considerable amount, but when it comes to seeking
advice it is determined to replace quantity with quality.
We want the best value in advice when we go outside,
as we occasionally do need expert advice — for
example, the advice of the Allen Consulting Group in
restructuring the entire department so that it can deliver
on the recommendations of both Public Education —
The Next Generation and the Kirby report. My
ministerial colleagues’ work in the Churchill precinct
was also informed by some excellent outside advice.
We will continue to turn education around and will
continue to cut the cost of consultancies.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — In relation to the
matter raised by the honourable member for
Sandringham, I will refer that to the Minister for
Housing. I will refer the matter raised by the
honourable member for Bennettswood to the Minister
for Health. I will refer the matter raised by the
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honourable member for Bulleen to the Premier, but I
warn him that he should not be using this place to try to
slur the characters of people who may be appointed to
the Victorian Multicultural Commission.
In relation to the matter raised by the honourable
member for Narracan, the Bracks government is
turning around the sorry state of justice facilities in the
Latrobe Valley. He will know it was a hallmark of the
Kennett government to close and amalgamate local
courts, the result of which was to deny justice to people
in their local communities. This government for the
past two years has been bringing justice back to rural
and regional Victoria, and the Latrobe Valley complex
is the perfect example.
We have committed $25 million to build a Latrobe
Valley court and police complex as part of our
commitment to rebuilding the Latrobe Valley. We
believe the complex will significantly boost access to
justice services in the Latrobe Valley and strengthen
communities in the region by providing a
multijurisdictional court which will house the
Magistrates Court, the Children’s Court, the Coroners
Court, the County and Supreme courts, the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal and police district
headquarters. This complex will be located in Morwell
after extensive consultation with the local community.
The first step in establishing this complex at Morwell
will be to select a suitable site. Discussions have
already commenced with Latrobe City Council to
establish what options exist in the town. The project
control group has developed a consultation strategy to
seek community input to the question of a preferred site
for the complex. That strategy will include consultation
over the next month with the community, the council,
the police, the courts and the profession. Once a
suitable site has been selected it is estimated a period of
approximately 12 months will be required to complete
the design, followed by the construction period.
We do not want to see the closure or decay of existing
regional courts, and we recognise the importance of
local courts that have been providing access to justice
for many years. For this reason we will be upgrading
the existing court facilities at the Moe Magistrates
Court. The needs of the Moe Magistrates Court will be
considered as part of the overall process in the Latrobe
Valley. It will continue to play a vital role as an integral
part of the court strategy in the Latrobe region and the
community.
I thank the honourable member for Narracan for his
lobbying in relation to the Moe court. He has been a
vigorous supporter of having an appropriate court
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facility complex in the Latrobe Valley. I know he is
supportive of the Morwell complex and also the
upgrading of the Moe court. It is through his hard
efforts and lobbying that these projects will ultimately
see fruition.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 11.35 a.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 18 September 2001
Transport: Spencer Street interstate bus terminal
265. MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to a vacant bus space at
Spencer Street Interstate Bus Terminal — (a) what date did McCafferty’s Coachlines Pty Ltd vacate a
tenancy at the terminal; (b) what amount in rent did McCafferty’s Coachlines Pty Ltd pay per annum and to
which authority was this paid; and (c) are any attempts being made to lease the vacant space.
ANSWER:
(a) McCafferty’s vacated their site at the main coach terminal on 29th December 2000. They subsequently
relocated to a smaller (ex Greyhound) booth at the terminal but gave 30 days notice to vacate this site effective
7th March 2001.
(b) McCafferty’s were paying $30,975 (not including GST) for the main site. The rent per annum on the smaller
site is $11,616 per annum (not including GST).
Prior to 1 December 2000, rental was paid to Victrack. Following the allocation of precinct leases and property
rights to Spencer Street Station Authority on 1 December 2000, rental is now paid to the Authority
(c) A leasing campaign is under way and consists of ‘For Lease’ Posters, billboards, advertisements in ‘The Age’
and phone canvassing.

Transport: Monash Freeway noise walls
267(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to the noise walls
along the Monash Freeway —
1. How has the 350 metre recycled plastic wall performed in a variety of weather conditions.
2. What is the per kilometre cost to Vicroads of noise walls that use — (a) recycled plastic; and
(b) conventional timber.
3. Will the use of recycled plastic in noise walls be extended in 2000–01; if so to what sections and in
what length in kilometres of freeway, highway or other roads.
ANSWER:
1. The trial recycled plastic noise fence has not been in service over a sufficient number of seasonal cycles to
evaluate its durability.
2. The estimated cost of four metre high plywood noise fencing is in the range of $650–$740 per linear metre.
The recycled plastic noise fence was constructed as a trial in conjunction with a recycled plastic company.
Hence the actual costs are not known.
3. Vicroads will consider proposals for any additional recycled plastic noise fences subsequent to the successful
outcome of the Monash Freeway trial.
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Roads: Monash Freeway noise walls
267(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to the noise walls along the Monash Freeway —
1. How has the 350 metre recycled plastic wall performed in a variety of weather conditions.
2. What is the per kilometre cost to Vicroads of noise walls that use — (a) recycled plastic; and
(b) conventional timber.
3. Will the use of recycled plastic in noise walls be extended in 2000–01; if so to what sections and in
what length in kilometres of freeway, highway or other roads.
ANSWER:
1. The trial recycled plastic noise fence has not been in service over a sufficient number of seasonal cycles to
evaluate its durability.
2. The estimated cost of four metre high plywood noise fencing is in the range of $650 - $740 per linear metre.
The recycled plastic noise fence was constructed as a trial in conjunction with a recycled plastic company.
Hence the actual costs are not known.
3. Vicroads will consider proposals for any additional recycled plastic noise fences subsequent to the successful
outcome of the Monash Freeway trial.

Transport: Vicroads call centres
268(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to Vicroads call
centres —
1. What was the median time taken to answer customer telephone inquiries in each month between July
and December in 1999 and 2000 at the Vicroads — (a) metropolitan; and (b) rural call centres.
2. How many calls were made in each month between July and December in 1999 and 2000 at —
(a) metropolitan; and (b) rural call centres.
3. Does the technology used at the call centres monitor ‘drop outs’ (customers who hang up without their
call having been attended to).
4. What percentage of calls ‘dropped out’ at each centre in each month from July to December 2000 and
how does this compare to each month from July to December 1999.
5. What performance targets has Vicroads set for the median time taken to answer calls to the call centres
in 2000–01 and the percentage of calls that go unanswered, and how do these targets differ from those
set in 1999–2000.
ANSWER:
1.
(a) Metropolitan Call Centre — ave. delay to answer (secs.)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

33

37

39

30

39

38

Jul
29
30

Aug
27
34

Sep
28
27

Oct
35
18

Nov
31
25

Dec
29
26
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(b) Rural Call Centre — ave. delay to answer (secs.)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

30

26

27

27

23

31

Jul
32
22

Aug
30
23

Sep
26
24

Oct
31
28

Nov
30
25

Dec
22
22

2.
(a) Metropolitan Call Centre — calls received
Jan
1999
2000

212,401

Feb
206,921

Mar
206,152

Apr
185,595

May

Jun

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

Dec

176,672

188,518

194,350

193,450

195,137

172,908

212,867

238,536

162,741

214,612

182,478

191,266

182,967

160,652

May

Jun

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

Dec

37,173

38,692

38,829

37,547

39,658

35,618

36,898

41,154

36,666

39,948

38,608

34,690

Jul
2.7
3.3

Aug
3.1
3.4

Sep
2.7
2.8

Oct
3.8
2.0

Nov
3.3
2.4

Dec
3.1
3.2

Jul
4.2
2.5

Aug
4.6
3.7

Sep
4.2
3.5

Oct
4.7
4.1

Nov
4.5
3.5

Dec
3.0
3.3

(b) Rural Call Centre — calls received
Jan
1999
2000

39,423

Feb
41,721

Mar

Apr

41,037

33,606

42,131

39,485

3. Yes, the technology monitors ‘drop outs’ or abandoned calls.
4.
(a) Metropolitan Call Centre — abandoned calls (%)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

3.3

3.8

4.2

3.6

4.0

4.7

(b) Rural Call Centre — abandoned calls (%)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

4.3

3.9

4.0

3.1

3.2

4.5

5. The performance targets for 2000–2001 remain unchanged from those set in 1999–2000 at :
Average delay to answer
Abandoned calls

≤ 30 secs
≤ 6%

Roads: Vicroads call centres
268(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to Vicroads call centres —
1. What was the median time taken to answer customer telephone inquiries in each month between July
and December in 1999 and 2000 at the Vicroads — (a) metropolitan; and (b) rural call centres.
2. How many calls were made in each month between July and December in 1999 and 2000 at —
(a) metropolitan; and (b) rural call centres.
3. Does the technology used at the call centres monitor ‘drop outs’ (customers who hang up without their
call having been attended to).
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4. What percentage of calls ‘dropped out’ at each centre in each month from July to December 2000 and
how does this compare to each month from July to December 1999.
5. What performance targets has Vicroads set for the median time taken to answer calls to the call centres
in 2000–01 and the percentage of calls that go unanswered, and how do these targets differ from those
set in 1999–2000.
ANSWER:
1.
(a) Metropolitan Call Centre - ave. delay to answer (secs.)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

33

37

39

30

39

38

Jul
29
30

Aug
27
34

Sep
28
27

Oct
35
18

Nov
31
25

Dec
29
26

Aug
30
23

Sep
26
24

Oct
31
28

Nov
30
25

Dec
22
22

(b) Rural Call Centre - ave. delay to answer (secs.)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

30

26

27

27

23

31

Jul
32
22

Jun

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

Dec

176,672

188,518

194,350

193,450

195,137

172,908

162,741

214,612

182,478

191,266

182,967

160,652

2.
(a) Metropolitan Call Centre - calls received
Jan
1999
2000

212,401

Feb
206,921

Mar
206,152

Apr
185,595

May
212,867

238,536

May

Jun

(b) Rural Call Centre - calls received
Jan
1999
2000

39,423

Feb
41,721

Mar
41,037

Apr
33,606

42,131

39,485

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

Dec

37,173

38,692

38,829

37,547

39,658

35,618

36,898

41,154

36,666

39,948

38,608

34,690

Jul
2.7
3.3

Aug
3.1
3.4

Sep
2.7
2.8

Oct
3.8
2.0

Nov
3.3
2.4

Dec
3.1
3.2

Jul
4.2
2.5

Aug
4.6
3.7

Sep
4.2
3.5

Oct
4.7
4.1

Nov
4.5
3.5

Dec
3.0
3.3

3. Yes, the technology monitors ‘drop outs’ or abandoned calls.
4.
(a) Metropolitan Call Centre - abandoned calls (%)

1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

3.3

3.8

4.2

3.6

4.0

4.7

(b) Rural Call Centre - abandoned calls (%)
1999
2000

Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

4.3

3.9

4.0

3.1

3.2

4.5
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5. The performance targets for 2000–2001 remain unchanged from those set in 1999–2000 at :
Average delay to answer
Abandoned calls

≤ 30 secs
≤ 6%

Transport: C-class roads
269(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to signing C-class road
routes —
1. How many road routes remained to be signed by Vicroads in each region at 31 December 2000.
2. How much is being spent in each region on signage in 2000–01.
3. How many routes are expected to remain without signs at 30 June 2001.
4. What is the name and locality of each road over 40 kilometres in length in each region that is expected
to be without signs at 30 June 2001.
ANSWER:
1. South Western Region
Western Region
Eastern Region

45 routes
47 routes
3 routes.

2. South Western Region
Western Region
Eastern Region

$430,000
$480,000
$30,000.

3. None.
4. None.

Roads: C-class roads
269(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to signing C-class road routes —
1. How many road routes remained to be signed by Vicroads in each region at 31 December 2000.
2. How much is being spent in each region on signage in 2000–01.
3. How many routes are expected to remain without signs at 30 June 2001.
4. What is the name and locality of each road over 40 kilometres in length in each region that is expected
to be without signs at 30 June 2001.
ANSWER:
1. South Western Region
Western Region
Eastern Region

45 routes
47 routes
3 routes.

2. South Western Region
Western Region
Eastern Region

$430,000
$480,000
$30,000.
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3. None.
4. None.

Transport: Saferoads program
270(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to the Saferoads
program —
1. What amount did each Victorian municipality receive from Vicroads under Saferoads in 1999–2000.
2. What amount — (a) has already been granted; and (b) is expected to be granted to each Victorian
municipality for this program in 2000–01.
3. What total funding was allocated to Saferoads in — (a) 1999–2000; and (b) 2000–01.
ANSWER:
1. SafeRoads funding provided to Victorian municipalities in 1999–2000 was $75,250.
Municipality
Alpine
Ararat
Ballarat
Banyule
Bass Coast
Baw Baw
Bayside
Boroondara
Brimbank
Buloke
Campaspe
Cardinia
Casey
Central Goldfields
Colac–Otway
Corangamite
Darebin
Delatite
East Gippsland
Frankston
Gannawarra
Glen Eira
Glenelg
Golden Plains
Greater Bendigo
Greater Dandenong
Greater Geelong

Amount
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5750
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
$5000
0

Municipality
Manningham
Maribyrnong
Maroondah
Melbourne
Melton
Mildura
Mitchell
Moira
Monash
Moonee Valley
Moorabool
Moreland
Mornington Peninsula
Mount Alexander
Moyne
Murrindindi
Nillumbik
Northern Grampians
Port Phillip
Pyrenees
Queenscliffe
South Gippsland
Southern Grampians
Stonnington
Strathbogie
Surf Coast
Swan Hill

Amount
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5000
$5750
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5000
0
0
$5750
0
$5000
0
0
0
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Municipality
Greater Shepparton
Hepburn
Hindmarsh
Hobsons Bay
Horsham
Hume
Indigo
Kingston
Knox
Latrobe
Loddon
Macedon Ranges

ASSEMBLY

Amount
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Municipality
Towong
Wangaratta
Warrnambool
Wellington
West Wimmera
Whitehorse
Whittlesea
Wodonga
Wyndham
Yarra
Yarra Ranges
Yarriambiack

501

Amount
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0

2. (a & b) SafeRoads funding approved for allocation to Victorian municipalities in 2000–2001 is $95,500.
Municipality
Alpine
Ararat
Ballarat
Banyule
Bass Coast
Baw Baw
Bayside
Boroondara
Brimbank
Buloke
Campaspe
Cardinia
Casey
Central Goldfields
Colac–Otway
Corangamite
Darebin
Delatite
East Gippsland
Frankston
Gannawarra
Glen Eira
Glenelg
Golden Plains
Greater Bendigo
Greater Dandenong

Funding
0
$5750
0
0
$5750
$5750
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Municipality
Manningham
Maribyrnong
Maroondah
Melbourne
Melton
Mildura
Mitchell
Moira
Monash
Moonee Valley
Moorabool
Moreland
Mornington Peninsula
Mount Alexander
Moyne
Murrindindi
Nillumbik
Northern Grampians
Port Phillip
Pyrenees
Queenscliffe
South Gippsland
Southern Grampians
Stonnington
Strathbogie
Surf Coast

Funding
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
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Municipality
Greater Geelong
Greater Shepparton
Hepburn
Hindmarsh
Hobsons Bay
Horsham
Hume
Indigo
Kingston
Knox
Latrobe
Loddon
Macedon Ranges

Funding
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5750
0
$5750
0
0
0
$5750
0

Municipality
Swan Hill
Towong
Wangaratta
Warrnambool
Wellington
West Wimmera
Whitehorse
Whittlesea
Wodonga
Wyndham
Yarra
Yarra Ranges
Yarriambiack

Tuesday, 18 September 2001

Funding
0
$5750
$5750
$5750
0
0
$5000
$5000
$5750
0
0
0
0

3. Total funding allocated to the SafeRoads project in:
(a) 1999–2000
(b) 2000–2001

$776,000
$1,315,000

Roads: Saferoads program
270(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to the Saferoads program —
1. What amount did each Victorian municipality receive from Vicroads under Saferoads in 1999–2000.
2. What amount — (a) has already been granted; and (b) is expected to be granted to each Victorian
municipality for this program in 2000–01.
3. What total funding was allocated to Saferoads in — (a) 1999–2000; and (b) 2000–01.
ANSWER:
1. SafeRoads funding provided to Victorian municipalities in 1999–2000 was $75,250.
Municipality
Alpine
Ararat
Ballarat
Banyule
Bass Coast
Baw Baw
Bayside
Boroondara
Brimbank
Buloke
Campaspe

Amount
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0

Municipality
Manningham
Maribyrnong
Maroondah
Melbourne
Melton
Mildura
Mitchell
Moira
Monash
Moonee Valley
Moorabool

Amount
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5000
$5750
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Municipality
Cardinia
Casey
Central Goldfields
Colac-Otway
Corangamite
Darebin
Delatite
East Gippsland
Frankston
Gannawarra
Glen Eira
Glenelg
Golden Plains
Greater Bendigo
Greater Dandenong
Greater Geelong
Greater Shepparton
Hepburn
Hindmarsh
Hobsons Bay
Horsham
Hume
Indigo
Kingston
Knox
Latrobe
Loddon
Macedon Ranges
2. (a & b)

ASSEMBLY

Amount
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5750
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Municipality
Moreland
Mornington Peninsula
Mount Alexander
Moyne
Murrindindi
Nillumbik
Northern Grampians
Port Phillip
Pyrenees
Queenscliffe
South Gippsland
Southern Grampians
Stonnington
Strathbogie
Surf Coast
Swan Hill
Towong
Wangaratta
Warrnambool
Wellington
West Wimmera
Whitehorse
Whittlesea
Wodonga
Wyndham
Yarra
Yarra Ranges
Yarriambiack
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Amount
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5000
0
0
$5750
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0

SafeRoads funding approved for allocation to Victorian municipalities in 2000–2001 is $95,500.

Municipality
Alpine
Ararat
Ballarat
Banyule
Bass Coast
Baw Baw
Bayside
Boroondara
Brimbank
Buloke

Funding
0
$5750
0
0
$5750
$5750
0
0
0
0

Municipality
Manningham
Maribyrnong
Maroondah
Melbourne
Melton
Mildura
Mitchell
Moira
Monash
Moonee Valley

Funding
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
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Municipality
Campaspe
Cardinia
Casey
Central Goldfields
Colac-Otway
Corangamite
Darebin
Delatite
East Gippsland
Frankston
Gannawarra
Glen Eira
Glenelg
Golden Plains
Greater Bendigo
Greater Dandenong
Greater Geelong
Greater Shepparton
Hepburn
Hindmarsh
Hobsons Bay
Horsham
Hume
Indigo
Kingston
Knox
Latrobe
Loddon
Macedon Ranges

Funding
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
0
$5750
0
$5750
0
0
0
$5750
0

Municipality
Moorabool
Moreland
Mornington Peninsula
Mount Alexander
Moyne
Murrindindi
Nillumbik
Northern Grampians
Port Phillip
Pyrenees
Queenscliffe
South Gippsland
Southern Grampians
Stonnington
Strathbogie
Surf Coast
Swan Hill
Towong
Wangaratta
Warrnambool
Wellington
West Wimmera
Whitehorse
Whittlesea
Wodonga
Wyndham
Yarra
Yarra Ranges
Yarriambiack

Tuesday, 18 September 2001

Funding
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5000
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
$5750
0
$5750
$5750
$5750
0
0
$5000
$5000
$5750
0
0
0
0

3. Total funding allocated to the SafeRoads project in:
(a) 1999–2000
(b) 2000–2001

$776,000
$1,315,000

Transport: Vicroads sponsorship
272(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport —
1. What amount did Vicroads pay in sponsorship to Keep Australia Beautiful (Victoria) for the Rural
Pride and City Pride Awards in 1999–2000 and to date in 2000–01.
2. How will the ‘community ownership and pride in managing streetscapes and associated landscapes’
referred to on page 14 of the Vicroads 1999–2000 Annual Report be maintained if the above two
programs are discontinued.
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ANSWER:
1. 1999–2000
2000–2001

$5,000.00 for each award
$3,850.00 for each award (including GST)

2. The continuation of the Rural Pride and City Pride Awards is a matter for The Hon. Sherryl Garbutt MP,
Minister for Environment and Conservation. Sponsorship of the Rural Pride and City Pride Awards will
continue to be considered by Vicroads.

Transport: recycled asphalt pavement
273(a). MR WILSON — To ask The Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to Recycled Asphalt
Pavement (RAP) —
1. How many lane kilometres of Victorian highways and roads were surfaced or resurfaced in RAP in
each Vicroads region between 1 July and 31 December 2000.
2. How many lane kilometres are expected to be resurfaced in RAP between 1 January and 30 June 2001.
3. What are the longest two sections of roadway in each Vicroads region that have used RAP to date and
when was each project undertaken.
4. What savings, if any, in construction costs are expected to result from the use of RAP in 2000–01.
ANSWER:
1. Four (4) lane kilometres were surfaced using RAP in Vicroads’ Metropolitan South East Region. No other
Regions used RAP in that period.
2. No use of RAP is expected during this period.
3. The longest section of roadway (4 lane km) that has used RAP is Mitcham Road between Springvale Road and
Park Street, Donvale. This was completed between July and December 2000.
4. The expected savings from the use of RAP in 2000/01 are estimated at $1,000.

Roads: recycled asphalt pavement
273(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) —
1. How many lane kilometres of Victorian highways and roads were surfaced or resurfaced in RAP in
each Vicroads region between 1 July and 31 December 2000.
2. How many lane kilometres are expected to be resurfaced in RAP between 1 January and 30 June 2001.
3. What are the longest two sections of roadway in each Vicroads region that have used RAP to date and
when was each project undertaken.
4. What savings, if any, in construction costs are expected to result from the use of RAP in 2000–01.
ANSWER:
1. Four (4) lane kilometres were surfaced using RAP in Vicroads’ Metropolitan South East Region. No other
Regions used RAP in that period.
2. No use of RAP is expected during this period.
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3. The longest section of roadway (4 lane km) that has used RAP is Mitcham Road between Springvale Road and
Park Street, Donvale. This was completed between July and December 2000.
4. The expected savings from the use of RAP in 2000/01 are estimated at $1,000.

Transport: Vicroads LED technology
274(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to light-emitting diode
(LED) technology —
1. What findings has Vicroads made following its evaluation of LED technology for traffic signals.
2. Has development of an Australian standard for this technology been finalised, and if not when is this
expected to occur.
3. Has there been any difference in performance between the two intersections signalled in 1999–2000
using this technology.
4. How many intersections will be signalled using LED technology in — (a) 2000–01; and
(b) 2001–02.
5. What funds has Vicroads allocated for the changeover program in 2000–01.
6. What is the average hourly life of the current conventional globes used in Victorian traffic signals.
7. What is the expected annual maintenance cost in 2000–01 for a standard metropolitan intersection
using — (a) existing lanterns; and (b) LED traffic signal technology.
ANSWER:
1. Vicroads has determined that traffic signals based on Light Emitting Diode (LED) technology can be cost
effective when compared with current technology.
2. An Australian Standard specifying the requirements for LED traffic signal lanterns has not yet been finalised.
The finalisation of such a standard is expected to occur before the end of 2001.
3. The two intersections signalised in 1999–2000 using LED technology have been observed to perform
satisfactorily. The LED signal displays are considered to be more readily discernible than the conventional
signals that they replaced.
4. Traffic signals, using LED technology, will be installed at six intersections in 2000/2001. Vicroads has now
adopted the use of LED technology for all new traffic signals. It is estimated that some 75 traffic signals will be
equipped with LED lanterns in 2001/2002
5. Nil.
6. Two types of traffic signal lamps are in use in Victoria. Incandescent globes are changed once each year and
quartz halogen lamps, once every 3 years.
7. The estimated cost to maintain traffic signals, with conventional lamps at a metropolitan intersection is
$4,600 per annum. If LED traffic signals become commonly used, providing economies of scale both in the
supply of the equipment and the maintenance arrangements, it is estimated that annual maintenance cost for the
signals would be $3,600.
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Roads: Vicroads LED technology
274(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to light-emitting diode (LED) technology —
1. What findings has Vicroads made following its evaluation of LED technology for traffic signals.
2. Has development of an Australian standard for this technology been finalised, and if not when is this
expected to occur.
3. Has there been any difference in performance between the two intersections signalled in 1999–2000
using this technology.
4. How many intersections will be signalled using LED technology in — (a) 2000–01; and
(b) 2001–02.
5. What funds has Vicroads allocated for the changeover program in 2000–01.
6. What is the average hourly life of the current conventional globes used in Victorian traffic signals.
7. What is the expected annual maintenance cost in 2000–01 for a standard metropolitan intersection
using — (a) existing lanterns; and (b) LED traffic signal technology.
ANSWER:
1. Vicroads has determined that traffic signals based on Light Emitting Diode (LED) technology can be cost
effective when compared with current technology.
2. An Australian Standard specifying the requirements for LED traffic signal lanterns has not yet been finalised.
The finalisation of such a standard is expected to occur before the end of 2001.
3. The two intersections signalised in 1999–2000 using LED technology have been observed to perform
satisfactorily. The LED signal displays are considered to be more readily discernible than the conventional
signals that they replaced.
4. Traffic signals, using LED technology, will be installed at six intersections in 2000/2001. Vicroads has now
adopted the use of LED technology for all new traffic signals. It is estimated that some 75 traffic signals will be
equipped with LED lanterns in 2001/2002
5. Nil.
6. Two types of traffic signal lamps are in use in Victoria. Incandescent globes are changed once each year and
quartz halogen lamps, once every 3 years.
7. The estimated cost to maintain traffic signals, with conventional lamps at a metropolitan intersection is
$4,600 per annum. If LED traffic signals become commonly used, providing economies of scale both in the
supply of the equipment and the maintenance arrangements, it is estimated that annual maintenance cost for the
signals would be $3,600.

Transport: Vicroads contracts
275(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to Vicroads
contracts —
What was the value of new contracts from 1 July to 31 December 2000 and is the expected value of new
contracts from 1 January to 30 June 2001 for — (a) new roadworks; (b) sealing; (c) road maintenance;
(d) temporary staff; (e) new bridge work; (f) asphalt; (g) number plates; (h) noise barriers; (i) roadside
amenities; (j) traffic-control services; and (k) bridge maintenance.
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ANSWER:
Type of Work
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)

new roadworks
sealing
road maintenance
temporary staff
new bridge work
asphalt
number plates
noise barriers
roadside amenities
traffic-control services
bridge maintenance

Value of New Contracts
Awarded 1 July to
31 December 2000
$106,057,000
$24,004,000
$741,000
nil
$4,147,000
$9,707,000
nil
nil
$2,725,000
$1,191,000
nil

Expected Value of New
Contracts Awarded
1 January to 30 June 2001
$276,786,000
$4,500,000
nil
nil
$14,386,000
$13,101,000
nil
nil
$5,275,000
$900,000
nil

Roads: Vicroads contracts
275(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding Roads
with reference to Vicroads contracts —
What was the value of new contracts from 1 July to 31 December 2000 and is the expected value of new
contracts from 1 January to 30 June 2001 for — (a) new roadworks; (b) sealing; (c) road maintenance;
(d) temporary staff; (e) new bridge work; (f) asphalt; (g) number plates; (h) noise barriers; (i) roadside
amenities; (j) traffic-control services; and (k) bridge maintenance.
ANSWER:
Type of Work
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)

new roadworks
sealing
road maintenance
temporary staff
new bridge work
asphalt
number plates
noise barriers
roadside amenities
traffic-control services
bridge maintenance

Value of New Contracts
Awarded 1 July to
31 December 2000
$106,057,000
$24,004,000
$741,000
nil
$4,147,000
$9,707,000
nil
nil
$2,725,000
$1,191,000
nil

Expected Value of New
Contracts Awarded
1 January to 30 June 2001
$276,786,000
$4,500,000
nil
nil
$14,386,000
$13,101,000
nil
nil
$5,275,000
$900,000
nil
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Transport: Vicroads skid-resistance study
276(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to intersections and
skid-resistant materials —
1. Has Vicroads conducted any further investigations into the relationship between skid-resistant
performance and crashes at 200 urban intersections since the initial 1999–2000 findings of a pilot
study referred to on page 48 of Vicroads 1999–2000 Annual Report.
2. Which intersections in the Cities of — (a) Monash; (b) Whitehorse; (c) Boroondara; (d) Stonnington;
and (e) Port Phillip were surveyed by Vicroads in the initial pilot study and which of these
intersections currently have low skid resistance.
3. What is the anticipated cost of upgrading a standard metropolitan intersection with higher
skid-resistant materials.
4. Are intersection upgrades using higher skid-resistant materials possible for the road pavement area
between tram tracks which may be surfaced in mass concrete or have an existing asphalt overlay.
5. How much has Vicroads allocated in 2000–01 for upgrading intersections to use high skid-resistant
treatments on approaches.
6. What intersections in 2000–01 will be treated in the Cities of — (a) Monash; (b) Whitehorse;
(c) Boroondara; (d) Stonnington; and (e) Port Phillip.
ANSWER:
1. Vicroads is conducting further investigations to confirm the results from the pilot study.
2. Attachment A shows which of the intersections in the pilot study were in the Cities of Monash, Whitehorse,
Boroondara, Stonnington and Port Phillip. The pilot study was a desktop study of crashes in wet weather,
which is used as an indicator of road surface skid resistance. The on-road skid resistance at these intersections
was not measured as part of the pilot study.
3. $40,000 to $120,000.
4. Yes.
5. $1.10 million.
6. Waverley Rd/Jells Rd in the City of Monash; none in the City of Whitehorse; none in the City of Boroondara;
none in the City of Stonnington; and none in the City of Port Phillip.
ATTACHMENT A
Monash
BLACKBURN
BLACKBURN
BRANDON PARK
CLAYTON
FERNTREE GULLY
HIGH STREET
MIDDLEBOROUGH
MONASH
SPRINGVALE
SPRINGVALE
STEPHENSONS

RD
RD
DR
RD
RD
RD
RD
FWY
RD
RD
RD

HIGH STREET
COLEMAN
FERNTREE GULLY
FERNTREE GULLY
JELLS
STEPHENSONS
STEPHENSONS
BLACKBURN
WAVERLEY
WELLINGTON
VIRGINIA

RD
PDE
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST
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Whitehorse
ARNOLD
BLACKBURN
BURWOOD
BURWOOD
BURWOOD
BURWOOD
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CHAPEL
HIGHBURY
MAROONDAH
MAROONDAH
MAROONDAH
STATION

ST
RD
HWY
HWY
HWY
HWY
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD
HWY
HWY
HWY
ST

ELGAR
CANTERBURY
MORACK
HARTLAND
MIDDLEBOROUGH
SPRINGVALE
STATION
ELGAR
WARRIGAL
BORONIA
PACIFIC
MIDDLEBOROUGH
MAROONDAH
WARRIGAL
SURREY
METROPOLITAN
NELSON
THAMES

RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
WAY
RD
HWY
RD
RD
AV
RD
ST

Boroondara
AUBURN
BALWYN
BALWYN
BARKERS
BARKERS
BELMORE
BURKE
BURKE
BURWOOD
CAMBERWELL
CHANDLER
COTHAM
GLENFERRIE
GLENFERRIE
HIGH
TOORAK

RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
HWY
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD

RATHMINES
WHITEHORSE
BELMORE
DENMARK
AUBURN
GREYTHORN
COTHAM
TOORAK
GLENFERRIE
SEYMOUR
EASTERN
GLENFERRIE
BARKERS
RIVERSDALE
STEVENSON
CAMBERWELL

RD
RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
GV
FWY
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD

Stonnington
BELGRAVE
BURKE
CHAPEL
DANDENONG
DANDENONG
DARLING

RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD

WAVERLEY
HIGH
HIGH
STATION
TOORONGA
WAVERLEY

RD
ST
ST
ST
RD
RD
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GLENFERRIE
HIGH
KOOYONG
MALVERN
MALVERN
ORRONG
WARRIGAL

RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD

HIGH
TOORONGA
TOORAK
WATTLETREE
TOORONGA
TOORAK
MONASH

ST
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
FWY

Port Phillip
ALMA
ALMA
BARKLY
CARLISLE
CITY
DORCAS
GRAHAM
ORMOND

RD
RD
ST
ST
RD
ST
ST
ESP

BARKLY
HOTHAM
CARLISLE
CHAPEL
FERRARS
FERRARS
WILLIAMSTOWN
BARKLY

ST
ST
ST
ST
ST
ST
RD
ST

Roads: Vicroads skid-resistance study
276(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads with reference to intersections and skid-resistant materials —
1. Has Vicroads conducted any further investigations into the relationship between skid-resistant
performance and crashes at 200 urban intersections since the initial 1999–2000 findings of a pilot
study referred to on page 48 of Vicroads 1999–2000 Annual Report.
2. Which intersections in the Cities of — (a) Monash; (b) Whitehorse; (c) Boroondara; (d) Stonnington;
and (e) Port Phillip were surveyed by Vicroads in the initial pilot study and which of these
intersections currently have low skid resistance.
3. What is the anticipated cost of upgrading a standard metropolitan intersection with higher
skid-resistant materials.
4. Are intersection upgrades using higher skid-resistant materials possible for the road pavement area
between tram tracks which may be surfaced in mass concrete or have an existing asphalt overlay.
5. How much has Vicroads allocated in 2000–01 for upgrading intersections to use high skid-resistant
treatments on approaches.
6. What intersections in 2000–01 will be treated in the Cities of — (a) Monash; (b) Whitehorse;
(c) Boroondara; (d) Stonnington; and (e) Port Phillip.
ANSWER:
1. Vicroads is conducting further investigations to confirm the results from the pilot study.
2. Attachment A shows which of the intersections in the pilot study were in the Cities of Monash, Whitehorse,
Boroondara, Stonnington and Port Phillip. The pilot study was a desktop study of crashes in wet weather,
which is used as an indicator of road surface skid resistance. The on-road skid resistance at these intersections
was not measured as part of the pilot study.
3. $40,000 to $120,000.
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4. Yes.
5. $1.10 million.
6. Waverley Rd/Jells Rd in the City of Monash; none in the City of Whitehorse; none in the City of Boroondara;
none in the City of Stonnington; and none in the City of Port Phillip.
ATTACHMENT A
Monash
BLACKBURN
BLACKBURN
BRANDON PARK
CLAYTON
FERNTREE GULLY
HIGH STREET
MIDDLEBOROUGH
MONASH
SPRINGVALE
SPRINGVALE
STEPHENSONS

RD
RD
DR
RD
RD
RD
RD
FWY
RD
RD
RD

HIGH STREET
COLEMAN
FERNTREE GULLY
FERNTREE GULLY
JELLS
STEPHENSONS
STEPHENSONS
BLACKBURN
WAVERLEY
WELLINGTON
VIRGINIA

RD
PDE
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST

Whitehorse
ARNOLD
BLACKBURN
BURWOOD
BURWOOD
BURWOOD
BURWOOD
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CANTERBURY
CHAPEL
HIGHBURY
MAROONDAH
MAROONDAH
MAROONDAH
STATION

ST
RD
HWY
HWY
HWY
HWY
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD
HWY
HWY
HWY
ST

ELGAR
CANTERBURY
MORACK
HARTLAND
MIDDLEBOROUGH
SPRINGVALE
STATION
ELGAR
WARRIGAL
BORONIA
PACIFIC
MIDDLEBOROUGH
MAROONDAH
WARRIGAL
SURREY
METROPOLITAN
NELSON
THAMES

RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
WAY
RD
HWY
RD
RD
AV
RD
ST

Boroondara
AUBURN
BALWYN
BALWYN
BARKERS

RD
RD
RD
RD

RATHMINES
WHITEHORSE
BELMORE
DENMARK

RD
RD
RD
ST
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BARKERS
BELMORE
BURKE
BURKE
BURWOOD
CAMBERWELL
CHANDLER
COTHAM
GLENFERRIE
GLENFERRIE
HIGH
TOORAK

RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
HWY
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD

AUBURN
GREYTHORN
COTHAM
TOORAK
GLENFERRIE
SEYMOUR
EASTERN
GLENFERRIE
BARKERS
RIVERSDALE
STEVENSON
CAMBERWELL

RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
GV
FWY
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD

Stonnington
BELGRAVE
BURKE
CHAPEL
DANDENONG
DANDENONG
DARLING
GLENFERRIE
HIGH
KOOYONG
MALVERN
MALVERN
ORRONG
WARRIGAL

RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD

WAVERLEY
HIGH
HIGH
STATION
TOORONGA
WAVERLEY
HIGH
TOORONGA
TOORAK
WATTLETREE
TOORONGA
TOORAK
MONASH

RD
ST
ST
ST
RD
RD
ST
RD
RD
RD
RD
RD
FWY

Port Phillip
ALMA
ALMA
BARKLY
CARLISLE
CITY
DORCAS
GRAHAM
ORMOND

RD
RD
ST
ST
RD
ST
ST
ESP

BARKLY
HOTHAM
CARLISLE
CHAPEL
FERRARS
FERRARS
WILLIAMSTOWN
BARKLY

ST
ST
ST
ST
ST
ST
RD
ST

Transport: Vicroads resealing and rehabilitation
278(a). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport —
1. Why did the State-funded resealing of the Victorian road network drop from 9.3 per cent in 1998–99
to 8.8 per cent in 1999–2000.
2. Why did the State-funded rehabilitation of the Victorian road network drop from 1.2 per cent in
1998–99 to 1 per cent in 1999–2000.
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3. How many lane kilometres were — (a) resealed; (b) rehabilitated through the use of State funds in —
(i) 1998–99; and (ii) 1999–2000 in each Vicroads region; and (c) what percentage of the Victorian
road network does this area represent.
4. What are the targets in 2000–01 for — (a) resealing; (b) rehabilitation by — (i) lane kilometres; and
(ii) expenditure by Vicroads region; and (c) what percentage of the Victorian road network does this
area represent.
5. What was the cost per lane kilometre for each Vicroads region of (a) resealing; and (b) rehabilitation
in — (i) 1998–99; and (ii) 1999–2000.
ANSWER:
1. In accordance with Vicroads pavement maintenance strategy targets for periodic pavement resurfacing are
aimed at achieving an average coverage of ten percent for chip sealed surfaces, less the level of pavement
rehabilitation (typically one percent). Resealing targets can however, vary from year to year whilst still
achieving the ten per cent target over time.
The target for resealing in 1998/99 was 9 percent. However, an actual resealing coverage of 9.3 percent was
achieved. The target for resealing in 1999/2000 was 8.8 percent and this target was achieved.
2. Within the overall resurfacing targets, the targets for rehabilitation are around one percent of the network area.
The target for rehabilitation in 1998/99 was 1.1 percent. However, an actual coverage of 1.2 percent was
achieved. On the other hand, the target for rehabilitation in 1999/2000 was 1.0 percent and this target was
achieved.
It should be noted that two significant factors affected the differing outcomes between 1998/99 and 1999/00,
namely:
– Natural Disaster Damage
During 1998/99, natural disaster relief amounted to $8.1 million, spent mainly on repairing damage to needs
caused by floods in East Gippsland and north-eastern Victoria. By comparison, the 1999/00 relief amounted
to $1.5 million.
– Road Network Condition
In preparing the 1998/99 budget, road condition surveys identified specific areas of network roughness and
deteriorating pavement conditions in certain parts of the State. Due to availability of funds within the Better
Roads Victoria program, the additional funds were able to be allocated to address the specific areas in urgent
need of rehabilitation.
3.
(a)
Region

Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South
Western

Reseal (Chip Seal)
1998/99
Lane km Area
treated
(m2)
667
2,294,951
586
1,995,257

% of total
area
treated
9.8
9.1

713
777
689

9.5
9.7
8.8

2,617,481
2,668,343
2,378,060

1999/2000
Lane km

610
578

Area
treated
(m2)
2,053,796
1,965,511

% of total
area
treated
8.9
9.0

670
727
659

2,440,900
2,500,599
2,272,892

8.9
9.1
8.4
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Metro
North
West
Metro
South East
State
Total
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Reseal (Chip Seal)
1998/99
Lane km Area
treated
(m2)
119
451,971

% of total
area
treated
9.5

298

1,104,535

8.0

13,501,598

9.3

1999/2000
Lane km

515

105

Area
treated
(m2)
452,000

% of total
area
treated
9.5

281

1,068,529

7.5

12,754,227

8.8

% of total
area
treated
1.0
1.2

(b)
Region

Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South
Western
Metro
North
West
Metro
South
East
State
Total

Rehabilitation
1998/99
Lane km
Area
treated
(m2)
94
324,369
65
220,997

% of total
area
treated
1.4
1.0

67
75

Area
treated
(m2)
225,610
253,839

68
52
108

250,670
178,195
372,643

0.9
0.6
1.3

81
68
113

296,369
233,920
389,520

1.1
0.8
1.4

40

152,952

1.0

45

191,816

1.2

134

497,818

2.0

48

181,703

0.7

1,997,644

1.2

1,772,777

1.0

1999/2000
Lane km

4.
(a)
Region
Eastern
North Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West

2000/01 Reseal (Chip Seal) Target
$000’s
4,341
4,206
5,162
5,015
4,740
2,137

Lane km
611
600
702
732
632
110

Area Treated (m2)
2,090,000
1,991,280
2,549,000
2,519,234
2,204,751
467,625

% of total area treated
8.8
9.4
9.3
9.1
8.2
9.4
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2000/01 Reseal (Chip Seal) Target
$000’s
Lane km
Area Treated (m2)
5,717
298
1,109,617

State Total

12,931,507

% of total area treated
7.7
8.8

(b)
Region
Eastern
North Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East

2001/02 Rehabilitation Target
$000’s
Lane km
Area Treated (m2)
6,824
81
277,216
3,221
36
120,403
4,888
53
193,361
5,769
78
269,580
11,461
143
500,243
5,822
41
176,647

% of total area treated
1.2
0.6
0.7
0.9
1.8
1.1

4,509

111,027

0.5

1,648,477

1.0

30

State Total
5.
(a)
Region

Chip Seals

4,862
4,036

1998/99
Lane
km
667
586

$/Lane
km
7,289
6,887

5,054
5,098
5,509
1,940

713
777
689
119

7,022

298

$000’s
Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East

4,603
4,204

1999/2000
Lane
km
610
578

$/Lane
km
7,546
7,273

7,088
6,561
7,995
16,303

4,814
5,112
5,002
2,081

670
727
659
105

7,185
7,032
7,590
19,819

23,564

5,526

281

19,665

1999/2000
Lane
km
67

$/Lane
km
78,761

$000’s

(b)
Region

Rehabilitation
$000’s

Eastern

7,939

1998/99
Lane
km
94

$/Lane
km
84,457

$000’s
5,277
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Region

Rehabilitation

6,773

1998/99
Lane
km
65

$/Lane
km
104,200

5,470

5,858
5,674
10,357
1,110

68
52
108
40

86,147
109,115
95,898
27,750

7,797
7,144
9,268
708

81
68
113
45

96,259
105,059
82,017
15,733

6,396

134

47,731

2,795

48

58,229

$000’s
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East

517

$000’s

1999/2000
Lane
km
75

$/Lane
km
72,933

Roads: Vicroads resealing and rehabilitation
278(b). MR WILSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport regarding
Roads —
1. Why did the State-funded resealing of the Victorian road network drop from 9.3 per cent in 1998–99
to 8.8 per cent in 1999–2000.
2. Why did the State-funded rehabilitation of the Victorian road network drop from 1.2 per cent in
1998–99 to 1 per cent in 1999–2000.
3. How many lane kilometres were — (a) resealed; (b) rehabilitated through the use of State funds in —
(i) 1998–99; and (ii) 1999–2000 in each Vicroads region; and (c) what percentage of the Victorian
road network does this area represent.
4. What are the targets in 2000–01 for — (a) resealing; (b) rehabilitation by — (i) lane kilometres; and
(ii) expenditure by Vicroads region; and (c) what percentage of the Victorian road network does this
area represent.
5. What was the cost per lane kilometre for each Vicroads region of (a) resealing; and (b) rehabilitation
in — (i) 1998–99; and (ii) 1999–2000.
ANSWER:
1. In accordance with Vicroads pavement maintenance strategy targets for periodic pavement resurfacing are
aimed at achieving an average coverage of ten percent for chip sealed surfaces, less the level of pavement
rehabilitation (typically one percent). Resealing targets can however, vary from year to year whilst still
achieving the ten per cent target over time.
The target for resealing in 1998/99 was 9 percent. However, an actual resealing coverage of 9.3 percent was
achieved. The target for resealing in 1999/2000 was 8.8 percent and this target was achieved.
2. Within the overall resurfacing targets, the targets for rehabilitation are around one percent of the network area.
The target for rehabilitation in 1998/99 was 1.1 percent. However, an actual coverage of 1.2 percent was
achieved. On the other hand, the target for rehabilitation in 1999/2000 was 1.0 percent and this target was
achieved.
It should be noted that two significant factors affected the differing outcomes between 1998/99 and 1999/00,
namely:
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– Natural Disaster Damage
During 1998/99, natural disaster relief amounted to $8.1 million, spent mainly on repairing damage to needs
caused by floods in East Gippsland and north-eastern Victoria. By comparison, the 1999/00 relief amounted
to $1.5 million.
– Road Network Condition
In preparing the 1998/99 budget, road condition surveys identified specific areas of network roughness and
deteriorating pavement conditions in certain parts of the State. Due to availability of funds within the Better
Roads Victoria program, the additional funds were able to be allocated to address the specific areas in urgent
need of rehabilitation.
3.
(a)
Region

Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South
Western
Metro
North
West
Metro
South East

Reseal (Chip Seal)
1998/99
Lane km Area
treated
(m2)
667
2,294,951
586
1,995,257

% of total
area
treated
9.8
9.1

713
777
689

2,617,481
2,668,343
2,378,060

119

298

State
Total

1999/2000
Lane km

610
578

Area
treated
(m2)
2,053,796
1,965,511

% of total
area
treated
8.9
9.0

9.5
9.7
8.8

670
727
659

2,440,900
2,500,599
2,272,892

8.9
9.1
8.4

451,971

9.5

105

452,000

9.5

1,104,535

8.0

281

1,068,529

7.5

13,501,598

9.3

12,754,227

8.8

% of total
area
treated
1.0
1.2
1.1
0.8
1.4

(b)
Region

Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South
Western

Rehabilitation
1998/99
Lane km
Area
treated
(m2)
94
324,369
65
220,997

% of total
area
treated
1.4
1.0

67
75

Area
treated
(m2)
225,610
253,839

68
52
108

0.9
0.6
1.3

81
68
113

296,369
233,920
389,520

250,670
178,195
372,643

1999/2000
Lane km
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Metro
North
West
Metro
South
East
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Rehabilitation
1998/99
Lane km
Area
treated
(m2)
40
152,952

% of total
area
treated
1.0

134

497,818

2.0

1,997,644

1.2

State
Total

1999/2000
Lane km

519

45

Area
treated
(m2)
191,816

% of total
area
treated
1.2

48

181,703

0.7

1,772,777

1.0

4.
(a)
Region
Eastern
North Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East

2000/01 Reseal (Chip Seal) Target
$000’s
4,341
4,206
5,162
5,015
4,740
2,137

Lane km
611
600
702
732
632
110

Area Treated (m2)
2,090,000
1,991,280
2,549,000
2,519,234
2,204,751
467,625

% of total area treated
8.8
9.4
9.3
9.1
8.2
9.4

5,717

298

1,109,617

7.7

12,931,507

8.8

State Total
(b)
Region
Eastern
North Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East
State Total

2001/02 Rehabilitation Target
$000’s
Lane km
Area Treated (m2)
6,824
81
277,216
3,221
36
120,403
4,888
53
193,361
5,769
78
269,580
11,461
143
500,243
5,822
41
176,647

% of total area treated
1.2
0.6
0.7
0.9
1.8
1.1

4,509

111,027

0.5

1,648,477

1.0

30
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5.
(a)
Region

Chip Seals

4,862
4,036

1998/99
Lane
km
667
586

$/Lane
km
7,289
6,887

5,054
5,098
5,509
1,940

713
777
689
119

7,022

298

$000’s
Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East

4,603
4,204

1999/2000
Lane
km
610
578

$/Lane
km
7,546
7,273

7,088
6,561
7,995
16,303

4,814
5,112
5,002
2,081

670
727
659
105

7,185
7,032
7,590
19,819

23,564

5,526

281

19,665

1999/2000
Lane
km
67
75

$/Lane
km
78,761
72,933

$000’s

(b)
Region

Rehabilitation

7,939
6,773

1998/99
Lane
km
94
65

$/Lane
km
84,457
104,200

5,277
5,470

5,858
5,674
10,357
1,110

68
52
108
40

86,147
109,115
95,898
27,750

7,797
7,144
9,268
708

81
68
113
45

96,259
105,059
82,017
15,733

6,396

134

47,731

2,795

48

58,229

$000’s
Eastern
North
Eastern
Northern
Western
South Western
Metro North
West
Metro South
East

$000’s

Environment and Conservation: Geelong Clay Target Club
288. MR SPRY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Environment and Conservation with reference to the
Geelong Clay Target Club —
1. Why does the Department of Natural Resources and Environment (DNRE) intend to evict the club from
parts of its shooting grounds and demolish the club assets prior to the Department needing possession
for rectification works and before the works have been let out for tender.
2. Does the Minister know that DNRE agrees that its contractors can carry out sampling to define the
specifications for that tender on some of the club’s grounds whilst they are still in use, but insists on
vacation and demolition of assets on other parts of the grounds.
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3. Will the Minister — (a) affirm her undertaking given in Parliament last year that the club will be
permitted to continue to use the whole of its grounds until the tender has been let and the works are
about to commence; and (b) advise DNRE of such an undertaking.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1. The Geelong Clay Target Club is continuing to use all its facilities at Limeburners Point Geelong for target
shooting in the run up to the decontamination of the site.
2. NRE has appointed environmental engineers to design and document a program for the decontamination of
Limeburners Point to remediate the site to Environmental Protection Authority standards for public open space.
Tenders were called from contractors to undertake the decontamination and remediation works on 30 June
2001, closing on 26 July 2001.
The remediation works will improve the environmental condition of the coastal reserve. The outcome will be a
safer coastal recreation area capable of sustaining increased community use and benefits.
The use of Limeburners Point for target shooting is now inconsistent with the surrounding public recreation
activities at the Geelong waterfront area, Botanic Gardens and public golf course in Eastern Park.
3. The Geelong Clay Target Club can continue to occupy the building(s) at Limeburners Point as clubrooms and
for equipment storage until it secures a new location for clay target shooting activities. All existing target
ranges will be available to Club members until two (2) weeks prior to the decontamination and remediation
works commence, after which no target shooting activity will occur at Limeburners Point.
The City of Greater Geelong supports the decontamination of Limeburners Point by NRE and will be
responsible for the future management of the site as public open space.

Transport: Grovedale station
291. MR PATERSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what is the Government’s —
(a) timetable for the establishment of a railway station at Grovedale; and (b) proposed financial contribution.
ANSWER:
Under its Franchise Agreement V/Line Passenger was required to undertake a feasibility study to determine the
viability of the construction of a new Station at Grovedale. V/Line has completed this study and concluded that the
project is feasible but not commercially viable for V/Line without a Government subsidy. V/Line is therefore not
obliged to proceed with the project.
However, V/Line has indicated that it would be interested in extending services to Grovedale if the Government
were willing to fund it. V/Line’s study has been submitted to the Department of Infrastructure for its consideration.
No decision has yet been made by Government to proceed with a new station.

Transport: Geelong–Colac highway duplication
294. MR PATERSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what is the Government’s
timetable for the duplication of the Princes Highway between Geelong and Colac.
ANSWER:
The Bracks Government has requested the Federal Government to declare the Princes Highway between Geelong
and the South Australian border as a “Road of National Importance”, with a 50% Federal funding contribution.
Federal funding would enable duplication between Geelong and Colac to be scheduled, and help to redress the
massive shortfall in Federal road funding to Victoria.
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Environment and Conservation: beaches at risk
297. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Environment and Conservation with
reference to a $100,000 study to identify beaches at risk around Port Phillip Bay —
1. What does the Government propose to do for any cliffs that are presently a serious risk to public safety
or under serious risk of further harmful erosion, pending the results of the study.
2. Which individual, firm or organisation will be conducting the study.
3. When was the departmental decision made to approve over $7 million of completed works including the
projects at Sandridge and Point Lonsdale.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1. The Government announced $1.1m of funding for Coastal Risk Projects for Port Phillip Bay in a Media
Release by the Minister for Environment and Conservation on 8 November 2000. The initial allocation for
13 projects recognised that there were other problems that required further investigation. Some funds were
reserved to provide the capacity to respond to immediate risks of public safety and further harmful erosion. In
the budget announcements for 2001/02 there was a further allocation to address coastal risk mitigation issues
broadly throughout Victoria.
2. The first stage of the ‘Beaches at Risk’ study has been awarded to Vantree Pty Ltd, in association with Coastal
Engineering Solutions Pty Ltd. Submissions were sought from a select list of coastal engineering consultants
established from consultants that had responded to public tenders advertised for larger coastal consultancies.
3. The decision to allocate funding for works at Point Lonsdale and Sandridge were announced by the previous
Government and completed by the Bracks Government. For Sandridge, additional funding is being provided
by Mirvac (Beacon Cove) Pty Ltd ($1.12m) and the City of Port Phillip ($0.3m).

Environment and Conservation: South Channel Fort
298. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Environment and Conservation with
reference to the recent re-opening of the South Channel Fort to the public —
1. What was the date of the decision by the Department to improve the island and the jetty.
2. What is the recurrent funding required to manage and maintain the island.
3. What are the negative environmental impacts upon Port Phillip Bay as a result of the creation of a 0.7
hectare island being established on a base of 14,000 tonnes of bluestone boulders.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
South Channel Fort is part of the network of defences constructed to protect the entrance to Port Phillip Bay from
anticipated Russian attack in the 19th Century. The role of this artificial island was to illuminate the channel at
night and electronically explode mines under attacking ships coming through the Heads. Construction began
in 1879 with the laying of the bluestone foundations (the annulus), but funding was short and the Fort was not
completed until 1888. A system of antiquated gun emplacements and tunnels are a feature of the island, which is
now a significant refuge for seabirds, including the White-faced Storm-Petrel.
South Channel Fort is part of the Mornington Peninsula National Park.
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1. The original jetty was condemned and closed in December 1997 as it was in an unsafe condition. Works
completed recently replaced the jetty on its original footprint. This was done after detailed investigation of
options, approval from Heritage Victoria, and a benthic (seabed) environmental survey.
2. Recurrent funding to manage and maintain the island is approximately $5,000 per annum as it is expected that
little maintenance work to the new jetty will be required for the next 10 years. Capital works on the island
consist of fencing to protect White-faced Storm-Petrel nesting sites ($6,000 in 2000/01 and a further $6,000
in 2001/02)
3. There is no knowledge as to whether environmental impacts were considered when the island was constructed
in the 1880s. Recent jetty works were carried out after environmental assessment and with all appropriate
approvals and controls.

Environment and Conservation: dispute mediation
299. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Environment and Conservation with
reference to dispute mediation covering the period 31 October 2000 to 22 March 2001 — (a) what disputes
has the Minister or the Department endeavoured to settle through mediation; (b) who were the mediators
appointed; (c) what has been the cost to the Department of each mediation; and (d) what have been the
outcomes of the mediations.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Bracks Government is committed to working with communities to ensure that they are involved in government
decision making. Mediation and conciliation provides an opportunity to resolve issues before expensive legal costs
are incurred.
(a) In relation to the period 31 October 2000 to 22 March 2001, the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment settled by mediation a dispute regarding the integrity of the Porepunkah waste water treatment
ponds and the proposed location of a winter storage pond involving North East Water. A small part of the
Porepunkah community had been concerned at the process put in place by North East Water Authority to
resolve this issue.
(b) The mediator appointed was Mr Bob Smith, Senior Associate at the Centre for Public Policy at the University
of Melbourne.
(c) The cost of the mediation from 31 October 2000 to 22 March 2001 was approximately $20,000.
(d) The mediation process is now complete and North East Water is implementing the preferred option for the
upgrade of the sewerage treatment ponds which was announced by the Minister on 6 March 2001.

Transport: Spring Creek–Anglesea roundabout
300. MR PATERSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to the Great Ocean
Road between Spring Creek and the Anglesea roundabout — (a) what plans does the Government have to
address traffic congestion issues for Jan Juc residents accessing the road west of Spring Creek; (b) what
conclusions did the study into this section of road, funded by the previous Government, reach regarding road
safety and upgrade requirements; and (c) what is the timetable for the upgrade works.
ANSWER:
(a) Vicroads in consultation with the Surf Coast Shire Council, has developed an interim traffic signal treatment
for the intersection on the Great Ocean Road at Hoylake Avenue to address safety issues. Following agreement
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to the signal design, this project will be nominated by Vicroads for funding consideration under the Statewide
Accident Blackspot Program.
(b) Vicroads has carried out some preliminary planning works, including investigation of environmental and
heritage issues, for a possible duplication of the Great Ocean Road through Jan Juc. The further development
of this project has been put on hold pending the outcome of a Department of Infrastructure study to develop a
strategy to guide the management and development of the total length of the Great Ocean Road. This strategy
is not expected to be completed before the end of 2001.
(c) The interim traffic signal treatment will be considered by the Blackspot Program Advisory Committee for
advice to the Government and its priority determined in comparison with other similar projects throughout the
State. It is expected that the project will be submitted by Vicroads to the Committee in August 2001. The
implementation of any further works on the Great Ocean Road at Jan Juc will not be able to be considered prior
to the completion of the Department of Infrastructure study.

Transport: W-class trams
313. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what is the expected date for the return
of ‘W Class’ trams to service on the metropolitan tram network.
ANSWER:
The first two City Circle trams returned to service on 28 May 2001. The other ten will follow as they are upgraded.
The balance of the non City Circle Ws are intended to have two spring applied actuators for the tread brake
installed to replace the current single pneumatic actuator. This is in addition to the track brakes. I am advised that
this improved level of safety is appropriate for route operation of Ws where a higher service speed is required. The
first of these Ws will be modified in 3 months and the balance will follow progressively.

Transport: W-class trams
314. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are all the expenses incurred by
the Department of Infrastructure and the Office of Public Transport in attempts to return the ‘W Class’ trams
to service on the metropolitan tram network.
ANSWER:
Expenses at the time the question was asked were $186,463 in accordance with the following table. A further
$288,450 is committed for an additional 10 tram sets of track brakes.
Item
Equipment
TRAS Data Logger
Track Brake

Qty

Date

5
5
2 sets

Oct 00
Feb 01
Mar 01

Consultants & Engineering Services
S Braham
Mar 01
G Rumble
Nov 00
G Rumble
Dec 00
G Vallance
Oct 00
Worley Services
Jan 01

Amount
$32,560
$40,843
$100,507
$1,716
$96
$96
$2,043
$8,602
$186,463

(plus card reader and software)
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Transport: City Circle patronage
315. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the patronage figures for the
City Circle tram for each of the months between January 2000 and February 2001 inclusive.
ANSWER:
2000
January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November
December

416,433
330,633
309,024
168,545
389,461
271,248
150,448
111,229
112,562
161,971
131,654
153,053

2001
January
February

187,087
142,577

Transport: Frankston flyer service
316. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the details of the expected
implementation of a ‘flyer train’ service to Frankston.
ANSWER:
The Government’s Flier Train program aims to provide an enhanced service for outer suburban residents on the
Dandenong, Ringwood and Frankston rail lines.
The Frankston line Flier Trains are to make use of the speed upgrades required to be provided by the train operator,
M>Train (Bayside Trains), as part of the franchise agreement. These works are to be completed by March 2002 at a
cost of over $5 million.
The Flier Trains are to have an optimum stopping pattern to be determined in conjunction with the train operator.
Techniques for ascertaining such stopping patterns are under development.

Transport: Eastern Freeway extension
317. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the details of an anticipated
commencement date for the construction of the Eastern Freeway Extension to Ringwood.
ANSWER:
Construction of the Eastern Freeway extension to Ringwood commenced in March 2000, following the award of a
contract on 16 February 2000. The scope of that contract includes:
– construction of a bridge on Mitcham Road to overpass the freeway;
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– construction of a bridge on Park Road to overpass the freeway; and
– partial freeway earthworks from Springvale Road to Park Road.
Construction of a bridge on Deep Creek Road to overpass the freeway commenced in March 2001, following
award of a contract on 16 January 2001.

Transport: Eastern Freeway extension
318. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the details of any plans to
apply passive fire protection and active fire protection to the walls of the Eastern Freeway Extension Tunnel.
ANSWER:
The specification for the Design and Construction of the Eastern Freeway extension tunnels includes:
– requirements for passive fire protection in the form of a fire rating for the structure and for an additional
sacrificial coating;
– provision for active fire protection as part of the fire deluge system in accordance with the requirements of the
Metropolitan Fire & Emergency Services Board and the Country Fire Authority.

Transport: Mornington Peninsula Freeway extension
321. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the details of an anticipated
commencement date for the construction of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway Extension in Braeside.
ANSWER:
A date for the commencement of construction of the Mornington Peninsula Freeway extension in Braeside has not
yet been set.

Transport: dangerous and hazardous goods
322. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the plans to protect the
community against the risks of transporting dangerous and hazardous goods and materials.
ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Victorian Workcover Authority and is part of the portfolio responsibilities of the Hon. Bob
Cameron, Minister for Workcover.

Transport: dangerous and hazardous goods
323. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the plans to protect the
community in the south eastern suburbs against the risks of transporting dangerous and hazardous goods and
materials, considering the imminent closure of the Tullamarine Toxic Waste Facility.
ANSWER:
This is a matter for the Victorian Workcover Authority and is part of the portfolio responsibilities of the Hon. Bob
Cameron, Minister for Workcover.
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Transport: railway station staff
324. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — which railway stations have been
allocated additional station staff since September 1999.
ANSWER:
1. The Bracks’ Government made a commitment to introduce 100 additional staff on the metropolitan railway
network with priority to be given to outer suburban locations to meet the safety needs of passengers arriving at
stations late into the evening.
2. On the 20 November 2000, the Bracks Government announced that 100 Roving Safety Officers would be
introduced to improve personal security and customer services on Melbourne’s train network. All 100 have
now been employed.
3. The 100 Roving Safety Officers patrol Melbourne’s train network including stations, car parks and on-board
vehicles.
4. These new Roving Safety Officers operate from the base stations of Noble Park, Essendon, Mount Waverley,
Regent, Eaglemont and East Ringwood and travel throughout the train network on a seven day a week rotating
roster.
5. In addition to this Government initiative, both Bayside Trains and Connex Trains will be converting 5 existing
Non Premium stations to Premium status which will increase station staff by an additional 12 staff.
6. The new Premium Stations will be at Narre Warren, Mooroolbark, Surrey Hills, Bayswater and Macleod
Stations. These Stations will be staffed from first to last train.

Transport: White Street, Mordialloc
325. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the plans, if any, for the
improvement of traffic management in White Street, Mordialloc.
ANSWER:
Vicroads has recently provided pedestrian crossings for both left turn slip lanes at the intersection of Nepean
Highway and White Street and also added extra 60 km/h repeater signs to remind motorists of the speed limit on
this road.
The intersection of White Street and Treeby Boulevard is to be signalised in 2001. This will improve the overall
safety in this area as part of the development of adjacent residential land.

Transport: Wells Road, Aspendale Gardens
326. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the projections, if any, of the
changes in the volume of traffic using Wells Road, Aspendale Gardens, following — (a) the widening of
Boundary Road, Mordialloc; (b) proposed changes to Rutherford Road, Seaford; and (c) the construction of
the proposed Scoresby Freeway.
ANSWER:
I am advised by Vicroads that the recent widening of Boundary Road in Mordialloc has had minimal impact on
Wells Road traffic volumes.
The provision of a north bound entry ramp from Rutherford Road is being considered as part of the Scoresby
Freeway Project. The specific effect of this connection on Wells Road traffic has not been assessed.
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Vicroads has advised that traffic forecasts undertaken as part of the Scoresby Transport Corridor EES and the City
of Kingston’s Wells Road corridor strategy, indicate that the construction of the Scoresby Freeway will result in a
reduction in traffic on Wells Road of between 25% and 30%.

Transport: Beach Road–South Road lanes
327. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the details of any plans by
Vicroads to reduce the number of lanes in Beach Road between South Road, Brighton and Nepean
Highway, Mordialloc.
ANSWER:
Beach Road has an important role as an arterial road in providing for traffic to serve the transport needs of the
community. Whilst certain actions have been taken to encourage freight traffic onto the Nepean Highway, the
Government has no plan to reduce the number of lanes on Beach Road.

Transport: intersection traffic management
328. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport — what are the details of any plans to
improve traffic management at — (a) the intersection of Springvale Road, Princes Highway, Police Road
and Centre Road; (b) the intersection of Toorak Road and the Warrigal Highway, Burwood; and (c) the
intersections of Murrumbeena Road and Neerim Road in Murrumbeena both north and south of the railway.
ANSWER:
Springvale Road/Princes Highway/Police Road/Centre Road
I am advised Vicroads is currently investigating a proposal to upgrade the intersection by constructing an underpass
of Springvale, Police and Centre Roads for the Princes Highway. The project will be considered by the
Government for possible inclusion in a future works program.
Toorak Road/Warrigal Highway
The Government has allocated $20,000 this financial year for improvements to the signals to provide priority to the
trams along Toorak Road. The project has been recently completed and is designed to improve the operation of
trams and traffic at this intersection.
Murrumbeena Road/Neerim Road
I am advised that a proposal to link the traffic signals in Murrumbeena Road with the adjacent railway level
crossing has been developed by VicRoads and will be forwarded for consideration by the Government for possible
inclusion in a future works program.

Environment and Conservation: illegal shellfish collection
347. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Environment and Conservation with
reference to the illegal collection of shellfish in the City of Port Phillip and the City of Bayside — (a) how
many infringement notices have been issued in the 1999 and 2000; (b) how many prosecutions have been
instituted in 1999 and 2000; and (c) what plans has the Department of Natural Resources and Environment
developed to stop the illegal gathering of shellfish in these municipalities.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Fisheries enforcement does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should more appropriately be asked of
the Minister for Energy and Resources.

Environment and Conservation: new land for wildlife
348. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Environment and Conservation with
reference to page 218 of Budget Paper No. 3, Budget Estimates 2001–02 and the line item: ‘Proportion of
new Land for Wildlife properties which include habitat unrepresented in the reserve system’ — (a) what is
the methodology for the inclusion of land; and (b) why is the target figure for 2001–02, subject to the
methodology of assessment, at a lesser figure than for 1999–2000.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a) Land for Wildlife properties are assessed by extension staff according to established Departmental guidelines.
Data is entered onto the Land for Wildlife Statewide Property Register database and scrutinised for poorly
reserved habitat types identified by Frood and Calder (1987) and Victoria’s Biodiversity Strategy.
(b) The 2001–2002 Target is lower than the 1999–00 figure reflecting that, as there is a finite number of habitat
types found in Victoria and, as the different habitat types are represented within the Land for Wildlife system,
the target must decline.

Ports: boating collisions and groundings
359. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Ports — how many boating collisions and groundings have been investigated by the Marine Board for —
(a) 1997; (b) 1998; (c) 1999; (d) 2000; and (e) 2001 to date.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Water Police are primarily responsible for the investigation of recreational boating incidents, including
groundings and collisions. The Marine Board undertakes a preliminary assessment of every reported recreational
incident and provides input to Water Police investigations when requested.

Environment and Conservation: waste water and sewerage treatment
360. MR THOMPSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Environment and Conservation — with
reference to the introduction in New South Wales of regulations governing waste water treatment and
sewerage discharge from recreation vessels — what plans does the Victorian government have to improve
water quality along Victoria’s coastline and inland water waste by minimising waste water and sewerage
discharge from recreation vessels.
ANSWER:
I believe that this is an issue where both sides of the Assembly are in agreement. It is not acceptable for boats and
ships in this day and age to still be discharging sewage to our recreational waters. This position was reflected with
the recent gazettal of both the Port Phillip Bay and Yarra River schedules to the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters of Victoria).
The “no discharge” requirement has been in place in Lake Eildon for many decades and was introduced in the
Gippsland Lakes in 1988.
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In addition to these statutory requirements, EPA is working with various authorities to ensure that waste and
sewage reception facilities are implemented and used in areas such as the Yarra River, Western Port, Port Phillip
Bay and the Gippsland Lakes. There are already 5 pump-out facilities operating throughout the Gippsland Lakes
and one facility at Hastings. Proposals to install 4–6 facilities around Port Phillip Bay are currently being pursued,
while all marinas developed as part of Docklands will be fitted-out with such facilities at the construction stage.
These measures will progressively minimise the impact of waste water and sewage discharges from vessels on our
coats and inland water environments.

Transport: Box Hill transport interchange
363. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport with reference to the Box Hill transport
interchange —
1. How often is the bus departure area cleaned.
2. Are missing tiles from the wall of the interchange to be replaced; if so, when.
3. Are the yellow safety and queuing lines for bus passengers due for repainting; if so, when.
4. Is the sign incorrectly spelling ‘Bennettswood’ with one ‘t’ due for replacement; if so, when.
5. For how many days in April and May 2001 were the elevators to and from the interchange out of service
for at least part of the day between 0700 and 1900 hours.
6. Will advertising posters illegally placed at the interchange be removed; if so, when.
ANSWER:
1. Connex have advised that the area is cleaned twice daily.
2. Connex are aware of the problem and will replace the tiles as soon as possible.
3. Connex have advised that the lines have been inspected and repainting is not required at this stage.
4. The Department was not aware of the misspelling. My Department has pursued the matter with Ventura Bus
Lines and the problem will be remedied.
5. Box Hill Shopping Centre management operate the lifts. The Operations Manager of the Shopping Centre
management has advised that the lifts were out of operation for half a day in both April and May due to
maintenance and service checks being conducted.
6. Connex have advised that no illegal advertising posters were found to be on display when an inspection was
conducted on Tuesday 5 June.

Transport: QON no. 230
364. MR LEIGH — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport further to question on notice number 230
and the Minister’s answer (Hansard, 27 February 2001, page 230) —
1. Why was the previously specified date of ‘early in 2001’ not met.
2. When is the Automated Ticketing System expected to be fully operational across all modes.
ANSWER:
The functionality required to permit the National Bus Company to be included in the Automated Ticketing System
has taken longer to develop than originally anticipated.
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The new functionality which contains improvements for all Metropolitan bus operators will be rolled out across the
route bus network when the National Bus Company is brought on line later this year.

Multicultural Affairs: racial and religious tolerance
368. MR KOTSIRAS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs — what strategies have
been initiated to combat both racial and religious vilification since July 2000.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Racial and Religious Tolerance education campaign is currently being planned for implementation. During this
time the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs has consulted widely with community groups, Government
Departments and agencies to ascertain existing anti-vilification programs and areas of perceived shortfall.
Diversity Victoria was funded through the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs in October 2000 to provide a
community training program concentrating on the issues of vilification and diversity.
As part of the State Government’s commitment to supporting anti-racism initiatives the Victorian Office of
Multicultural Affairs organised events in Victoria for Harmony Day, which occurred on 21 March 2001. Such
events included a postcard and poster campaign; a lunch for community leaders and young people and 200
community based events across Victoria.

Multicultural Affairs: Macedonian Teachers Association of Victoria
373. MR KOTSIRAS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs whether the Victorian
Government authorised anyone to enter into discussions with the Macedonian Teachers Association of
Victoria to withdraw the term ‘Macedonian (Slavonic)’, issuing an apology and contributing to costs; if so,
when did the Minister become aware of these discussions.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
When this Government took Office, a legal action by the Macedonian Teachers’ Association of Victoria (MTAV)
against the State of Victoria was unresolved. The Government undertook to have the matter resolved via the legal
process and as part of this process various suggestions were made about how the issue might be resolved. No
agreement for an apology or a contribution towards the MATV costs of proceedings was made. The State of
Victoria sought leave to appeal to the High Court. The High Court dismissed this application in May 2000. As is
usual, it also made an order about costs. In this case, the costs order was made against the State in favour of the
MATV. Those costs were paid. On 8 September 2000, the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission
(HREOC) determined that the language directive was indeed unlawful. This decision resulted in the subsequent
withdrawal of the language directive. No apology was issued by the State.

Multicultural Affairs: racial and religious tolerance bill
374. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to the
Racial and Religious Tolerance Bill — what are the costs to date for community consultation on the bill;
(b) how much money was allocated for the said consultations and how much remains unused; (c) what are
the details of any consultants that have been engaged to assist in — (i) the preparation of the bill; and
(ii) conducting community consultation meetings related to the bill; and (c) what is the cost of the
community consultation as specified.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The budget allocated to the consultation phase for the introduction of the Racial and Religious Tolerance legislation
was $300,000 and the total cost to date for community consultation on the Racial and Religious Tolerance Bill
is $227,789.
There are no unspent funds as a grant of $81,818 was made to Diversity Victoria.
Sweeney Research Pty Ltd was engaged to research and assist in developing a communication strategy to publicise
the Government’s proposed Racial and Religious Tolerance legislation. The cost of research undertaken by
Sweeney Research totalled $35,200 GST inclusive.
The Strategy Shop was engaged as part of the consultation process to facilitate the public and Indigenous
consultations. The total cost of the facilitation process was $42,128.75 GST inclusive.
No consultants were engaged to assist in the preparation of the Bill as relevant units within the Department of
Premier and Cabinet and other government departments and agencies were consulted in the preparation of the
Racial and Religious Tolerance Bill.

Multicultural Affairs: racial and religious tolerance bill
375. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to the
Racial and Religious Tolerance Bill — (a) what funds were allocated in the 2000–01 budget for an education
campaign to accompany the legislation; (b) how were these funds expended in terms of — (i) programs;
(ii) projects; (c) what amount of funding remains unspent; (d) what are the budget outputs detailing
expenditure and performance for the education campaign; and (e) what funding has been allocated in the
2001–02 budget.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funds of $700,00 were allocated in the 2000–2001 budget for an education campaign to accompany the
introduction of the legislation.
These funds were not expended in terms of programs or projects as the Government always intended to develop
and implement its community education campaign on passage of the legislation. Given that the Racial and
Religious Tolerance legislation was passed by Parliament on 14 June 2001 and the Act will come into effect on 1
January 2002, there has been no specific expenditure against the allocated funds of $700,000.
The funds committed to this aspect of the Racial and Religious Tolerance community education campaign have
therefore been carried-over into the 2001–02 budget.

Multicultural Affairs: Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council
376. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to the
Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council — (a) what progress has been made towards establishing the Council;
(b) how many members will the Council have; (c) what is the selection criteria for the appointment of
members; (d) what funds have been allocated for the operation of the Council; and (e) what costs have
already been incurred in work to establish the Council.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a) The Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council is being established and appointments are expected to be finalised
shortly.
(b) The Council will consist of approximately 15 members.
(c) Selection criteria for membership of the Council requires that nominees should possess proven expertise, skills
and experience relevant to business and have sound relationships which can build Victoria’s export base.
(d) Approximately $50,000 per annum will be incurred in costs, covering sitting fees and other aspects of the work
of the Council.
(e) Advertising costs of $17,663.44 have been incurred to date in the establishment of the Council.

Multicultural Affairs: Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs
377. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to the
budget allocation for the Office of Multicultural Affairs — why was the 2000–01 budget of $4.9 million
reduced to $3.9 million in 2001–02.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The budget allocation for financial year 2001–2002 is $3.9 million with the difference from the previous financial
year being due to the one-off allocation of $1 million towards the racial and religious tolerance legislation and
community education program.

Multicultural Affairs: racial and religious tolerance bill
378. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to
education strategies for the Racial and Religious Tolerance Bill — (a) what was the — (i) output; and
(ii) expenditure in the 2000–01 Multicultural Affairs budget for such strategies; and (b) what are the —
(i) target outputs; and (ii) expenditure for these strategies in the 2001–02 budget.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government always intended to develop and implement its community education campaign on passage of the
legislation. Given that the Racial and Religious Tolerance legislation was passed by Parliament on 14 June 2001
and the Act will come into effect on 1 January 2002, there has been no specific expenditure against the allocated
funds of $700,000 in FY 2000–01.
The funds committed to this aspect of the Racial and Religious Tolerance legislation campaign have therefore been
carried over into FY 2001–02.
Other outputs and expenditure in the 2000–2001 Multicultural Affairs budget with reference to education strategies
for the Racial and Religious Tolerance Bill include a grant of $81,818 to Diversity Victoria.

Multicultural Affairs: budget
379. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to the
reduction in the 2000–01 Budget from $4.9 million to $4.5 million — what are the reasons for the $400,000
decrease in the Budget.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The revision was due to a projected underspend, primarily within the allocated funds for the Racial and Religious
Tolerance legislation community education campaign and the Language Allowance program.

Multicultural Affairs: funding allocations
380. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs with reference to the
$800,000 allocated for Multicultural Affairs briefs and $2.4 million to education strategies, Ethnic
Communities Council of Victoria funding and language in the 2000–01 Budget — how was this funding
allocated and spent in each area.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The $800,000 allocation towards the Advice major output incorporates the Victorian Office of Multicultural
Affairs’ (VOMA’s) staff salaries and on-costs. The $2.4 million allocation towards the Access and Communication
major output incorporates VOMA’s administrative, project and grant operational expenditure, including:
– $1 million towards the Racial and Religious Tolerance legislation and community education campaign, of which
approximately $700,000 was carryover for the education campaign as the legislation only passed through
Parliament on 14 June 2001;
– $500,000 towards the language proficiency allowance, which was underspent; and,
– $140,000 towards the Ethnic Communities’ Council of Victoria’s core grant allocation, which was fully
allocated.
Amounts unspent have been submitted for carryover by VOMA and will be determined through the DTF and DPC
administrative procedures.

Multicultural Affairs: budget
381. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Multicultural Affairs — are any unspent
amounts from 2000–01 financial year being rolled over into the 2001–02 budget; and if so, how are these
amounts shown in the 2001–02 budget.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There are unspent amounts from the 2000–2001 financial year. Amounts unspent have been submitted for
carryover by the Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs and will be determined through the DTF and DPC
administrative procedures.
The unspent amounts are identified within an overall departmental context in the 2001–02 Budget Estimates,
Budget Paper No. 3. These unspent amounts, in an estimated form, are identified under “Unspent previous year
appropriation carried over” in Table 4.5, which is entitled “Consolidated Fund payment: Total Annual
Appropriations”.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 18 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

535

Housing: waiting list
384. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing with reference to the review for the
segmented waiting list — (a) has the review been completed; and (b) has the Community Reference Group
provided its recommendation to the Minister; if so, could the Minister provide a copy of the report.
ANSWER:
The Segmented Waiting List Review held its final round of consultations from 18 to 31 July 2001 in metropolitan
Melbourne and regional centres across Victoria. These consultations were based on a paper, “Summary of
Proposed Directions”, which outlined proposals for public housing eligibility, assessment and allocations.
The Community Reference Group for the Review, chaired by Ann Barker MP, is currently considering the
feedback gained from the consultation process and is expected to report later this year.

Housing: eligibility criteria
386. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing with reference to the proposed review of
the eligibility criteria for public tenants — whether the review has been completed; if so, could the Minister
provide a copy of the report.
ANSWER:
The Eligibility Review Community Reference Group was established in October 2000 and is chaired by the Office
of Housing with representation from community groups, academic institutions, housing advocates and public
housing tenants.
The Reference Group has produced a consultation paper on proposed principles and directions for change relating
to public housing eligibility criteria. The paper has been sent to major housing stakeholders and published on the
Department of Human Services’ web site.
The key principles from the paper have been included in the Segmented Waiting List Review consultation paper,
“Summary of Proposed Directions” and feedback on these principles was sought at regional sessions conducted
in July 2001. A final report is expected later this year.

Housing: women’s policy
389. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing with reference to the investigation
initiated by Government for the development of a Women’s Housing Policy — (a) who is undertaking the
review; (b) what are the associated costs of the investigation; and (c) what progress has been made so far.
ANSWER:
(i) A Ministerial Advisory Committee, chaired by Karen Overington MP, has been established to lead the policy
development process and conduct an appropriate public consultation process. The Committee includes
representatives of a broad range of groups, including women’s housing services, domestic violence services,
disability services, migrant resource centres, the Tenants’ Union of Victoria and the Real Estate Institute of
Victoria. The Ministerial Advisory Committee is supported by a secretariat from the Office of Housing.
(ii) The policy development process is being conducted by the Office of Housing. Expenses associated with the
consultation process and in-house meeting costs will be funded from existing Office of Housing budgets.
(iii) The Committee’s consultations (currently under way) are based on a strategy to ensure that there are
substantial and inclusive opportunities for community input into the policy development.
During June and early July 2001, the Ministerial Advisory Committee held 14 public forums throughout
Victoria. Some of the key issues that emerged from the consultations included the need for policies that
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reflected the differences between metropolitan, regional and rural areas, the links between crisis and
transitional housing systems and the importance of security of tenure and of income.
Focus group discussions are now being arranged for groups such as women in prison, women from culturally
and linguistically diverse backgrounds, women with a disability and women living on public housing estates.
The one-on-one interviews will be conducted after the focus groups have been completed.
The outcomes of these consultations and the contents of submissions to other projects will form the basis of a
draft report on Women’s Housing. Public comment on the draft report will be sought before the report is
finalised for further consideration by the Office of Housing.

Housing: Commonwealth–State Housing Agreement
391. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing what are the details of the —
(a) Commonwealth Government’s contribution for 2001–02 under the Commonwealth–State Housing
Agreement; and (b) separate contribution made by the State Government.
ANSWER:
The Commonwealth’s funding allocations to Victoria in 2001/02 under the Commonwealth State Housing
Agreement (CSHA), and other agreements relating to GST and interest subsidy, total $226.5 million:
Base Funding
GST compensation
Housing assistance for Indigenous people
Community housing
Crisis accommodation assistance
Interest subsidy
Total

$M
181.4
15.0
3.6
15.9
9.9
0.7
226.5

The State Government will provide $102.8m to the Office of Housing as part of Victoria’s CSHA matching
requirements and GST compensation arrangements in 2001/02. In addition, Victoria will provide the second year
instalment in respect of the Government’s $94.5m Social Housing Innovations Project, bringing total State
contributions to $140.8m. Details are as follows:
State matching funds
GST compensation
Embedded tax savings
Social Housing Innovations Project
Total

$M
88.8
13.7
0.3
38.0
140.8

Housing: supported accommodation assistance program
392. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing — what is the funding breakdown of
the — (a) Commonwealth; and (b) State Government contribution for the Supported Accommodation
Assistance Program for 2001–02.
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ANSWER:
In total the State Budget, which includes both Commonwealth and State funds, has allocated $63.4m in 2001–02 to
the Supported Accommodation Assistance Program (SAAP).
The Commonwealth will provide $33.8m in 2001–02 for SAAP with the State providing the balance ($29.6m)
comprising $22.6m of matching contributions under the SAAP agreement and $7m in non matched amounts,
including accumulated additional State funds provided in 2000–01 and 2001–02 budgets.

Housing: Office of Housing
393. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing to provide a table detailing the operating
expenses for the Office of Housing 2000/2001 showing — (a) employee related expenses; (b) purchase of
supplies and services; (c) depreciation; (d) capital asset charge; and (e) other expenses.
ANSWER:
This and related information is consolidated in Annual Reports of the Department of Human Services. The
Honourable Member is referred to the Annual Reports of the Department of Human Services.

Housing: supported accommodation assistance program
394. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing to explain why the 2000–01 Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee report on Budget Estimates shows that the total Supported
Accommodation Assistance Program funding for 2000–01 provided by the Commonwealth and State
Government’s was $58.4 million when figures released by the Commonwealth show a total of $55.97
million for the program for that year.
ANSWER:
The Commonwealth amount of $55.97 million relates to the gross funds provided under the SAAP IV bilateral
agreement in 2000/2001 consisting of $33.77 million of Commonwealth funds and $22.2 million of State matching
funds.
The amount advised to PAEC includes:
– the Commonwealth and State base (matched) funds for 2000/2001;
– additional State only funds;
– projected Commonwealth growth funds for 2000/2001; and
– additional State growth funds provided over and above the requirements of the Commonwealth/State bilateral
agreement to provide additional assistance to those who are homeless.

Housing: supported accommodation assistance program
396. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing with reference to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee Report on Budget Estimates 2000–01, page 292, in which the Minister stated that
there is a Supported Accommodation Assistance Program funding shortfall received by Victoria from the
Commonwealth Government of approximately $2.5 million per annum on a per capita basis — what is the
basis for this claim, apart from the fact that the percentage of total funding received by Victoria is 21.5% and
Victoria’s population as a proportion of the Australian population is 24.85%.
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ANSWER:
Commonwealth funding to the States for SAAP builds off a historical service base dating back to 1985. In the
period since 1985 Commonwealth additional funds have been offered to the States and Territories, generally on a
per capita basis. As a consequence, inequities between the States and Territories arising from the original levels of
funding have been perpetuated.
A number of the States and Territories, other than Victoria, were provided with award supplementation funding
totalling $45 million over three years ($15 million in the first financial year 2000/01) under the arrangements in the
current SAAP Agreement. This arrangement has placed Victoria at a further disadvantage in relation to population
share. Victoria now receives only 21.5% of national SAAP funds or approximately $5 million per annum less than
its per capita share would require. Victoria is now providing significant additional State only funds above the
matching agreement with the Commonwealth to address the Commonwealth funding shortfall.

Housing: homelessness
397. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Housing with reference to a policy initiative in the
Housing portfolio for the development of a whole of government approach to homelessness through the
establishment of — (a) an interdepartmental committee; and (b) a ministerial advisory committee — what
are the details of the formation of the interdepartmental committee including — (i) a list of the committee
members and their respective positions within the committee; (ii) how often, and on what dates, has the
committee met; (iii) what are the terms of reference of the committee (iv) what are the issues discussed;
(v) what have been the committee’s recommendations; and (vi) will the Minister provide minutes of the
meetings.
ANSWER:
(i) Membership of the IDC comprises:
DEPARTMENT
Department of Human Services
– Office of Housing (Chair)
– Aged, Community and Mental Health
– Community Care
– Public Health
–

Regional Management

Department of Justice
Department of Education,
– Office of Schools
– Post-Compulsory Education, Training and Employment
– Office of Youth Affairs
Department of Treasury and Finance
Department of Premier and Cabinet
Office of Local Government
(ii) The full IDC has met formally on three occasions:
– 31 May 2000
– 27 September 2000
– 25 October 2000

POSITION
Director of Housing
Director
Director
Assistant Director, Drugs, Food and
Health Development
Regional Director
Deputy Secretary, Justice Operations
General Manager, School Programs and
Student Welfare
Director
Director
Director, Portfolio Analysis
Assistant Secretary, Social Policy
Executive Director
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At various dates and times, members of the IDC and their representatives have met to progress specific
initiatives related to portfolio responsibilities and to initiate cross-government responses.
(iii) The Terms of Reference of the Inter Departmental Committee are:
(a) To develop across Government strategies for the prevention of homelessness, and for those who are
homeless.
(b) To improve coordination of service delivery for people who are homeless.
(c) To address issues around substance abuse and homelessness.
(iv) The IDC has discussed the following issues
– Process and structure of the VHS and the role of the IDC
– The community consultations undertaken by the Ministerial Advisory Committee
– The scope of actions occurring across IDC areas in relation to homelessness
– Identification of possible areas where preventative, early intervention and responsive initiatives could be
developed. These areas included, but were not limited to:
– Corrections
– Child Protection/Juvenile Justice
– Drug and Alcohol crisis responses
– Mental Health
– Aged and frail people at risk
– Preventative educational initiatives
These discussions have resulted in the development of a number of joint initiatives for people exiting prison,
people with a mental illness, and younger people at risk of homelessness.
(v) The discussions and development work undertaken by the IDC and relevant portfolio areas has resulted in
design and coordination of proposals considered by the VHS MAC and the Project Team. These were:
– Transitional Housing initiative for young people exiting Juvenile Justice
– Transitional Housing initiative for people leaving prison
– Mental health and housing initiative.
These initiatives are currently being implemented across the State.
(vi) Not applicable.

Aged Care: funding allocations
399. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the
implementation of the 2001–02 Budget — what is the detailed financial breakdown of the aged care direct
service delivery for—
1. Geriatric care in — (a) total; (b) inpatient geriatric evaluation and management; (c) inpatient geriatric
respite; (d) continence clinic; and (e) cognitive, dementia and memory clinics.
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2. Aged care rehabilitation in — (a) total; (b) inpatient rehabilitation; and (c) community rehabilitation
centres.
3. Palliative care in — (a) total; (b) inpatient hospice care; and (c) community palliative care.
4. Aged Care Assessment Services (ACAS) and Home and Community Care (HACC) assessments.
5. Independent living in — (a) total; (b) Vicpacs; (c) delivered meals (HACC-funded); (d) personal care;
(e) property maintenance; and (f) flexible service response.
6. Social support in — (a) total; (b) day centres; and (c) other support services that come under the HACC
program.
7. Aged care respite delivered under the — (a) HACC program; and (b) carers program.
8. Complex community care in — (a) total; (b) Linkages packages; and (c) acquired brain injury program.
9. Nursing and allied health in — (a) total; (b) HACC and non-HACC; and (c) low cost eye scheme.
10. Prevention and promotion in — (a) total; (b) falls prevention; (c) Seniors cards; (d) Seniors Week;
(e) community grants; and (f) any other promotional and preventative initiatives.
11. Aged care in — (a) training; (b) research; and (c) development.
ANSWER:
Last year’s Aged Care budget, including the program items that you have asked for, have been rolled over as at
1 July 2001, and where applicable cost and wage adjustments have been incorporated. Final details for 2001/02 are
not yet available.
The budgets for all Home and Community Care services cannot be finalised until formal approval of the State Plan
by the Commonwealth.
The budgets for all Aged Care Assessment Services cannot be finalised until formal notification of funding from
the Commonwealth.
For new initiatives refer to 2001–02 Budget Paper No. 3.
Other available information is in the Aged, Community and Mental Health Division Policy and Funding Plan
2001–2002 and the 2001–02 Victoria — Public Hospitals Policy and Funding Guidelines.

Aged Care: funding allocations
400. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the
implementation of the 2001–02 Budget — what amounts are being spent on — (a) aged care services and
regional administration; (b) statewide programs including carry over from 2000–01 and any growth funding
for the current year; and (c) head office costs and overheads, capital asset charge and depreciation costs.
ANSWER:
Budgets for Aged & Home Care services provided externally and departmental program management and services
Care Services are published in the Aged, Community and Mental Health Division Policy and Funding Plan
2001–2002.
Details of growth funding for 2001–2002 are published in the Aged, Community and Mental Health Division Policy
and Funding Plan 2001–2002. Data on carry over from 2000/01 are still to be finalised.
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Head Office costs, including overheads, capital asset charge and depreciation costs are published in Budget Paper
No. 3.

Aged Care: regional funding
401. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to aged care
services and regional administration funding across Victoria — what are the funding allocations to each of
the nine Departmental regions for 2001–02.
ANSWER:
Notional budget allocations relating to Aged Care services and internal regional program management costs for
2001–2002 are provided in the Aged, Community and Mental Health Division Policy and Funding Plan
2001–2002 and the 2001–2002 version of Victoria — Public Hospitals Policy and Funding Guidelines.

Aged Care: central management
402. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care — what statewide programs in
aged care are being managed centrally.
ANSWER:
Most programs combine both central and regional management
Examples of Statewide programs in aged care being managed centrally include:
Positive Ageing;
Research and Development;
Statewide Palliative Care;
Seniors Card; and
Residential Aged Care Quality Improvement Program.

Aged Care: funding allocations
403. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Aged Care with reference to the aged care
services budget for 2001–02 — what are the specific amounts allocated for — (a) aged care inpatient
services; (b) aged care community based services; and (c) other costs.
ANSWER:
Details of the aged care admitted patient services are provided in the Victoria — Public Hospital Policy and
Funding Guidelines 2001–2002.
The budgets for all Aged Care Assessments and Home and Community Care services cannot be finalised until
formal approval of grants from the Commonwealth is received.

Aged Care: home-based care
406. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable Minister for Aged Care with reference to 2000–01 Budget
Paper No. 3 in which a total output cost of $20.8 million for home based care was allocated — what amount
was allocated to — (a) the Hospital in the Home program; and (b) post acute care.
ANSWER:
$5 million has been allocated to Hospital in the Home and $14.4 million to post acute care.
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Aged Care: hospital demand strategy
408. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care — (a) whether the Hospital in the
Home and Hospital to Home programs form part of the new Hospital Demand Strategy; (b) what are the
details of other programs that form part of the Hospital Demand Strategy; and (c) what are the details of
funds allocated to each of the programs that form part of the Hospital Demand Strategy.
ANSWER:
(a) The Hospital Demand Strategy incorporates increased use of Hospital in the Home. The Hospital Demand
Strategy is complemented by Hospital to Home.
(b) The Hospital Demand Strategy is a four year program totalling $582 million funding includes:
– $384 million over four years ($96 million in 2001–2002) to increase emergency department and elective
surgery capacity at major metropolitan and regional hospitals, treat extra patients provide extra support for
intensive care units and neonatal intensive care, open more than 300 new hospital beds and improve patient
care processes;
– $48 million over four years ($12 million in 2001–2002) to take pressure off emergency departments by
expanding access to sub-acute and interim care services so that elderly patients can be treated in a more
appropriate environment than busy hospital emergency departments;
– $150 million over four years for a patient management strategy ($17 million in 2001–2002) to ease
emergency demand by diverting elderly people and those with chronic conditions from unnecessarily ending
up in emergency departments.
At this stage, proposals from individual metropolitan health services are being assessed by the Department of
Human Services to determine the most appropriate mix of initiatives to meet local demand pressures.

Aged Care: fire-risk management
409. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the $10 million
allocation over two years announced in this year’s Budget for fire risk management — what is the
breakdown of funds to be allocated to such facilities over the two year period.
ANSWER:
The $10 million is part of the $18 million allocated for upgrades to a range of facilities and general Fire Risk
Management.
Work has commenced on acute and residential aged care facilities under previous funding allocations and the $18
million will continue Priority 1 works for acute and residential aged care facilities. This stage of the works program
is directed toward rural facilities and the funding allocation to individual facilities will be priority ordered in
accordance with a risk assessment. At this stage agency level allocations are not finalised.

Aged Care: Caulfield General Medical Centre
410. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the Caulfield
General Medical Centre — (a) how much money has been allocated to upgrade the aged care facilities on
site since the current Government came to power; and (b) are there any future plans for continued
redevelopment of the aged care facilities; if so, what funding will be required to implement the plan.
ANSWER:
Capital funds of approximately $2.0M have been allocated for refurbishment of the Montgomery Hostel, closed by
the previous government, to enable the reopening of 30 high care residential aged care beds.
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Planning is progressing for future capital works at Caulfield General Medical Centre. Once planning and the
evaluation of options is complete budget implications for the future development of the site will be determined.

Aged Care: sub-acute services
411. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the $48 million
allocated in the 2001–02 Budget over four years to expand access to sub-acute services for elderly people —
what type of services will be offered under this alternative care plan.
ANSWER:
A range of initiatives will be funded with the $12m additional funding available in 2001/2 for substitution services
to assist Metropolitan Health Services (MHS) and major regional hospitals to address emergency hospital demand.
Some examples are short stay units attached to emergency departments to relieve pressure and streamline care;
greater involvement of geriatricians and gerontic nurses in the care of the elderly in acute hospitals; care
coordination to ensure that patients are assessed and treated in a timely and appropriate manner and discharged
home with the right support in place; and better models of care for patients awaiting placement in nursing homes
and hostels. Some additional sub acute care may be provided under this fund. Given that increasing numbers of
older people are being admitted to public hospitals all these initiatives will benefit older people.
At this stage proposals from individual MHS are being assessed by the Department of Human Services to
determine the most appropriate mix of initiatives to meet local demand pressures.

Aged Care: Hospital to Home program
412. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the Hospital to
Home program — (a) where does the program sit within the Department of Human Service’s structure;
(b) how does the program operate; and (c) from which area of the Department’s budget is the program
funded.
ANSWER:
(a) The Home and Community Care Program (managed by the Aged, Community and Mental Health Division)
and the Post Acute Care Program (managed by the Acute Health Division).
(b) As above.
(c) Hospital to Home is funded through the Department of Human Services, Acute Program.

Aged Care: Wintringham nursing home
414. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to the proposed
development of the 45-bed Wintringham nursing home in the 2001–02 Budget — are these bed allocations
part of the State off-line bed pool.
ANSWER:
The bed allocations at the proposed development at Wintringham are not part of the state bed pool.

Aged Care: home and community care
416. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care — to provide a more detailed
explanation in relation to Home and Community Care service system development and resourcing itemised
in the 2001–02 Budget Paper No. 3.
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ANSWER:
The Output HACC Service System Development and Resourcing includes a number of activities of which the main
component is HACC Service System Resourcing. Service System Resourcing includes projects that assist service
providers to better meet the needs of all people in the HACC target group.
It covers services, which use advocacy, training and information strategies to improve the service system and
resource service providers. Included under this activity are:
– Program Development and Access workers;
– Continence Nurses and Allied health professionals undertaking resourcing services;
– Community Service Officers undertaking planning and development;
– Maintenance grants for Senior Citizens Centres; and,
– HACC Response Service.
It may also include funds used to assist the agency’s involvement in a Primary Care partnership and one off
projects to improve quality, effectiveness and efficiency of HACC services and service system.

Aged Care: day care and community rehabilitation centres
417. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to adult day care
centres and community rehabilitation centres — (a) what are the output measures; and (b) what is the
expenditure for 2001–02.
ANSWER:
The budget allocations relating to Community rehabilitation centres for 2001 – 2002 as at July 2001 is provided in
the 2001–2002 version of the Victoria — Public Hospitals Policy and Funding Guidelines.
The budget for Adult Day Care Centres 2001–2002 is part of the Home and Community Care (HACC) Services
budget which cannot be finalised until formal approval of the HACC state plan.

Aged Care: home and community care
418. MRS SHARDEY — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Aged Care with reference to Home and
Community Care nursing and allied health — (a) what are the output measures; and (b) what is the
expenditure for 2001–02.
ANSWER:
Measures and expenditure for the Output HACC Primary Health, Community Care and Support, which includes
nursing, allied health and support services, are noted in the 2001– 2002 Budget Estimates Budget Paper No. 3
(page 65).
Expenditure figures for 2001–2002 are not available at this time.

Corrections: staff numbers
419. MR WELLS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Corrections with reference to employees within the
Office of the Commissioner for Corrections —
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1. From 20 October 1999 to 31 March 2001 — (a) what explanation is there for the increase in employee
numbers from 63 to 78; (b) what was the actual cost of employee remuneration and entitlements;
(c) what was the organisational structure (by means of supplying organisational charts) of the Office;
(d) how many employees worked in each area/unit of the Office identified by — (i) classifications; and
(ii) duties; and (e) how many employees were classified as Senior Executives
2. What was the level of effective full time employees within the Office at 31 May 2001
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The increase in employee numbers resulted from:
– the transfer of 7 staff from the Information Systems Branch following an internal restructure
– 3 additional staff to the Monitoring and Review Unit
– 3 staff to implement new initiatives
– 2 trainees recruited under the Youth Employment Scheme
As at 20 October 1999, 4 employees were classified as Senior Executives. This does not include the Deputy
Commissioner who resigned during October 1999. As at 31 March 2001, 4 employees were classified as Senior
Executives.
The number of effective full time employees within the OCSC as at 31 May 2001 was 85.

Corrections: prisoner accounts
420. MR WELLS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Corrections with reference to prisoners’ weekly
pay held in individual internal prisoner accounts (separate from the global bank account managed on behalf
of prisoner by CORE — The Public Correctional Enterprise) —
1. How many accounts operate at — (a) 31 March 2001; (b) 30 April 2001; and (c) 31 May 2001.
2. What is the total monetary balance in accounts at — (a) 31 March 2001; (b) 30 April 2001; and
(c) 31 May 2001
3. How many accounts have a deficit balance at — (a) 31 March 2001; (b) 30 April 2001; and (c) 31 May
2001.
4. What is the total amount of monetary surplus or deficit of the accounts at — (a) 31 March 2001
(b) 30 April 2001; and (c) 31 May 2001
5. If all of the monies owed to prisoners, as detailed in accounts, needed to be paid out at a single point in
time, is the amount in the single global bank account sufficient to meet this liability; if not, why.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a) Each prison provider operates a trust account in which the individual money balances of each prisoner are held.
Prisoner weekly earnings are deposited into this account. The number of such individual balances will equal
the number of prisoners held by that providers at that point, although a small number of balances may be held
for prisoners who have been discharged directly from court and are yet to collect their money, or have escaped
and are not yet apprehended. Information with regard to prisoner numbers has been provided in response to
question 1871.
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(b) The balances held in CORE’s trust account are:
31 March 2001
30 April 2001
31 May 2001

$1,210,403.18
$1,157,276.11
$1,559,945.91

(c) Nil.
(d) The trust accounts operated for the purpose of holding prisoner money do not operate on the basis of a surplus
or a deficit. They hold the sum of actual prisoner money balances.
(e) Yes

Corrections: prison capacities
421. MR WELLS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Corrections — what is the ‘design’ prisoner
capacity of — (a) HM Prison Ararat; (b) HM Prison Barwon; (c) HM Prison Beechworth; (d) HM Prison
Bendigo; (e) HM Prison Dhurringile; (f) HM Prison Langi Kal Kal; (g) HM Prison Loddon; (h) HM
Melbourne Assessment Prison; (i) HM Prison Tarrengower; (j) HM Prison Won Wron; (k) Fulham
Correctional Centre; (l) Dame Phyllis Frost Centre; and (m) Port Phillip Prison at — (i) 30 June 1999;
(ii) 20 October 1999; (iii) 30 June 2000; (iv) 31 December 2000; (v) 31 March 2001; and (vi) 31 May 2001.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Prison design capacities have not changed during the period from 30 June 1999 to 31 May 2001 and are set out in
the following table.
PRISON DESIGN CAPACITIES
Location
Design Capacity
Ararat *
256
Barwon
250
Beechworth
123
Bendigo
80
Dame Phyllis Frost Centre
125
Dhurringile
106
Fulham
590
Langi Kal Kal
100
Loddon
250
Melbourne Assessment Prison
250
Port Phillip Prison
580
Tarrengower
38
Won Wron
127
*Note: Ararat capacity temporarily increased by 50 from April 2001
due to temporary use of Aradale facility.
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Corrections: prison populations
422. MR WELLS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Corrections — what is actual prisoner populations
of — (a) HM Prison Ararat; (b) HM Prison Barwon; (c) HM Prison Beechworth; (d) HM Prison Bendigo;
(e) HM Prison Dhurringile; (f) HM Prison Langi Kal Kal; (g) HM Prison Loddon; (h) HM Melbourne
Assessment Prison; (i) HM Prison Tarrengower; (j) HM Prison Won Wron; (k) Fulham Correctional Centre;
(l) Dame Phyllis Frost Centre; and (m) Port Phillip Prison at — (i) 30 June 1999; (ii) 20 October 1999;
(iii) 30 June 2000; (iv) 31 December 2000; (v) 31 March 2001; and (vi) 31 May 2001.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
PRISONER POPULATION BY LOCATION — 30.6.1999 TO 31.5.2001
Location
Prisoner Population
30.6.99 20.10.99 30.6.00
31.12.00 31.3.01 31.5.01
Ararat
261
268
279
297
344
371*
Barwon
261
285
294
318
305
292
Beechworth
121
122
131
132
123
132
Bendigo
68
75
80
79
80
79
Dame Phyllis Frost Centre
144
148
153
163
175
169
Dhurringile
113
122
119
122
120
120
Fulham
582
626
623
643
684
688
Langi Kal Kal
97
75
100
108
108
92
Loddon
262
285
307
309
307
308
Melbourne Assessment Prison
276
274
269
274
275
266
Port Phillip Prison
588
651
646
672
699
705
Tarrengower
35
33
30
48
53
47
Won Wron
107
116
122
120
111
113
2915
3080
3153
3285
3385
3384
Total
*Note: Includes 27 prisoners placed at Aradale.

The shortfall in prison accommodation is being addressed through the Corrections Long Term Management
Strategy which aims to reduce the growth in prisoner numbers through diversion and rehabilitation initiatives,
complemented by a major redevelopment of Victoria’s prison infrastructure over the next four years.
– A Temporary Bed Strategy has seen the construction of 690 temporary beds across the prison system. The first
of six 50-bed Relocatable Cellular Accommodation units has been built at the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre, and
another five units will be commissioned at various prisons over the next six months.
– The 2000 State Budget funded the expansion of the prison system by 357 permanent beds to be built at existing
prisons, which are due to become operational progressively.
– The 2001 State Budget approved a further building program which will result in a net gain of an additional
716 permanent prison beds by December 2004. The program includes building three new prisons, and closure of
three existing prisons.
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Major Projects and Tourism: Torquay Offshore Festival
424. MR PATERSON — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Major Projects and Tourism — is the
Government proposing to provide assistance, financial or otherwise, to the Torquay Offshore Festival.
ANSWER:
Torquay Offshore Festival has applied to Tourism Victoria for funding assistance and this application is currently
under consideration.

Premier: Target head office
425. MR PATERSON — To ask the Honourable the Premier with reference to the head office of Target in
Geelong — (a) what assurances has the Government sought from Coles Myer that the office will remain in
Geelong with the current work force numbers preserved; and (b) will the Premier provide any
correspondence with Coles Myer.
ANSWER:
I have had discussions with Coles Myer executives concerning the trial centralisation of the company’s buying
functions from Geelong to Melbourne.
In addition, I recently met with a delegation which included the City of Greater Geelong concerning Coles Myer’s
presence in the region.
The Government is concerned about any potential job losses in Geelong and its impact on the local economy. To
ensure Coles Myer maintains a strong presence in Geelong, I have written to Mr John Fletcher, Managing Director
and Chief Executive Officer designate of Coles Myer inviting him to discuss this and other issues, when he takes
up his position on 10 September 2001.
I have asked the Hon. Marsha Thomson MLC, Minister for Small Business and the Department of State and
Regional Development to continue discussion with Coles Myer concerning its plans for its Geelong operations.

Post Compulsory Education, Training and Employment: CAE contracts
435.

MR KOTSIRAS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Post Compulsory Education, Employment and
Training with reference to the Council of Adult Education — what are the details of all advertising
undertaken since January 2000 to date indicating — (a) the date of approval for each contract; (b) the cost of
each contract; (c) the purpose of each advertisement; (d) the duration of each advertisement; (e) where each
advertisement was published and broadcast; (f) when each advertisement was published and broadcast; and
(g) to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Centre for Adult Education advertises widely through many forms of media to promote its educational
programs. For example, the CAE’s Course Guide was recently distributed through the Age newspaper.
Advertisements promoting literacy programs have been placed on commercial television.
To provide the level of detail requested would require the diversion of resources from other priority areas.
The Honourable Member may wish to ask a more focused question.
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The (Mrs Maddigan)

Points of order, 414, 479

Rulings, 362, 364, 365, 368, 369, 370, 371, 372, 425

DAVIES, Ms (Gippsland West)

DIXON, Mr (Dromana)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Schools: speech therapy, 487

Police: Mornington Peninsula, 462

Members statements
McKenzie Street, Wonthaggi: traffic control, 318
Petitions
McKenzie Street, Wonthaggi: traffic control, 376
Questions without notice
Gaming: revenue, 476

DUNCAN, Ms (Gisborne)
Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 389
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Questions without notice
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 307

iii

HAERMEYER, Mr (Yan Yean) (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and Minister for Corrections)
Adjournment

ELLIOTT, Mrs (Mooroolbark)
Adjournment
Kilsyth Primary School, 465
Members statements
Preschools: administration, 483

Responses, 370, 471, 490
Bills
Country Fire Authority (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 403,
404, 454
Trustee (Amendment) Bill, 404, 455
Members statements
Hurstbridge High School site, 481

FYFFE, Mrs (Evelyn)
Adjournment
Yarra Valley: fruit bats, 465
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 347, 360, 361
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 434

Petitions
Hurstbridge High School site, 480
Points of order, 364, 414, 480
Questions without notice
Corrections: home detention, 415
New Zealand Prime Minister: police helicopter, 309
Police: prisoner accommodation, 474, 476, 477

Petitions
Maroondah Highway: traffic control, 313
York Road–Wray Crescent, Mount Evelyn: traffic control, 313

GARBUTT, Ms (Bundoora) (Minister for Environment and
Conservation and Minister for Women’s Affairs)

HAMILTON, Mr (Morwell) (Minister for Agriculture and Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 350, 353, 354, 355, 357, 358, 359, 360, 361

Questions without notice
Mountain cattlemen: grazing rights, 305
Water: rural charges, 309

HARDMAN, Mr (Seymour)
Bills

GILLETT, Ms (Werribee)
Adjournment

Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 348
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 442

Housing: western suburbs homeless, 365
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 339
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 431
Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 399
Questions without notice
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 408
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest No. 9, 314

HONEYWOOD, Mr (Warrandyte)
Notices of motion
Minister for Education: conduct, 480
Points of order, 368, 364, 369, 411, 478
Questions without notice
Education, Employment and Training: offices, 411, 412
Minister for Education: office expenditure, 310

HOWARD, Mr (Ballarat East)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 324
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Questions without notice
Local government: rural mayors’ summit, 411

HULLS, Mr (Niddrie) (Attorney-General, Minister for
Manufacturing Industry and Minister for Racing)
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Questions without notice
Insurance: public liability, 477

KOTSIRAS, Mr (Bulleen)
Adjournment

Adjournment

Victorian Multicultural Commission: appointments, 490

Responses, 492
Bills
Bills
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) (Amendment) Bill, 404, 457
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 484
Legal Aid (Amendment) Bill, 405, 461
Roman Catholic Trusts (Amendment) Bill, 404, 458
Statute Law Further Amendment (Relationships) Bill, 404, 459
Telecommunications (Interception) (State Provisions)
(Amendment) Bill, 404, 456

Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 361
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 438
Members statements
Stefan Romaniw, 319

LANGDON, Mr (Ivanhoe)
Questions without notice

INGRAM, Mr (Gippsland East)

Schools: racial tolerance, 478

Adjournment
Bairnsdale Secondary College, 464

LANGUILLER, Mr (Sunshine)
Bills

JASPER, Mr (Murray Valley)
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 451

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 445
Members statements
Ukraine: independence, 317

Members statements
Katamatite Football Club, 481

LEIGH, Mr (Mordialloc)
Adjournment

KILGOUR, Mr (Shepparton)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 338
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 441
Members statements
SPC and Ardmona Foods: merger, 316
Rulings, 401, 402

Rail: St Albans crossing, 366
Points of order, 372, 470

LEIGHTON, Mr (Preston)
Adjournment
Wood Street–High Street, Preston: traffic control, 366
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 345

KOSKY, Ms (Altona) (Minister for Post Compulsory Education,
Training and Employment and Minister for Finance)

Questions without notice
Smoking: Quit campaign, 410

Adjournment
Responses, 467, 472

LIM, Mr (Clayton)

Points of order, 470
Members statements
World Chinese Entrepreneurs Convention, 318

MEMBERS INDEX
18, 19 and 20 September 2001

ASSEMBLY

Questions without notice
Corrections: home detention, 413

LINDELL, Ms (Carrum)

McINTOSH, Mr (Kew)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 359
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 429

Members statements
Patterson River Secondary College, 379

LONEY, Mr (Geelong North)

Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 400
Members statements
Building Control Commission: inspection service, 482

Members statements
United States of America: terrorist attacks, 378

LUPTON, Mr (Knox)

MACLELLAN, Mr (Pakenham)
Adjournment
Emergency services: Pakenham, 489

Adjournment
Mountain Gate Primary School, 463

MADDIGAN, Mrs (Essendon)

Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 448

Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 395

Members statements
Lysterfield Primary School, 378
Petitions
Libraries: funding, 313
Rulings, 320, 321

Members statements
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 319
Royal Melbourne Show, 378
Questions without notice
Ansett Australia: tourism, 473

McARTHUR, Mr (Monbulk)

MAUGHAN, Mr (Rodney)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Police: Belgrave station, 486
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 319, 354, 358, 359

School buses: Echuca interchange, 462
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 334

Business of the house
Program, 315
Points of order, 307, 329, 350, 402, 414, 415, 416

McCALL, Ms (Frankston)
Bills
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 426
Members statements
Seniors: Frankston concert, 377
Petitions
Drugs: Mornington Peninsula rehabilitation facility, 375

v

MAXFIELD, Mr (Narracan)
Adjournment
Latrobe Valley: asbestos-related diseases, 465
Member for Warrandyte: statement, 364
Police: Latrobe Valley complex, 487
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 329
Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 401
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MILDENHALL, Mr (Footscray)

PATERSON, Mr (South Barwon)

Adjournment

Adjournment

Education, Employment and Training: consultancies, 488
Gaming: problem gambling, 367
Bills
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Rail: Geelong service, 485
Members statements
Country Fire Authority: Barwon Heads, 318

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 435
Members statements
Sunshine East Primary School, 482

PERTON, Mr (Doncaster)
Members statements
Solectron Technology Pty Ltd, 316

MULDER, Mr (Polwarth)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 326, 359, 361
Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 397
Points of order, 330

PEULICH, Mrs (Bentleigh)
Adjournment
Eastmoor Primary School site, 467
Bills
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill, 405
Points of order, 361, 415, 469, 470, 479

NAPTHINE, Dr (Portland) (Leader of the Opposition)

Rulings, 329, 330, 444, 445, 448, 449

Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 394
Points of order, 310, 474, 475, 477
Questions without notice
Ansett Australia
financial crisis, 305
replacement airlines, 306
Essendon Airport: sale, 408
Land tax: principal residence, 473
United States of America: terrorist attacks, 302

PHILLIPS, Mr (Eltham)
Adjournment
Glen Katherine Primary School, 365

PIKE, Ms (Melbourne) (Minister for Housing, Minister for Aged
Care and Minister assisting the Minister for Health)
Adjournment
Responses, 370, 469
Bills
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill, 407

OVERINGTON, Ms (Ballarat West)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 349

PANDAZOPOULOS, Mr (Dandenong) (Minister for Gaming,
Minister for Major Projects and Tourism and Minister assisting the
Premier on Multicultural Affairs)
Adjournment
Responses, 371

PLOWMAN, Mr (Benambra)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 331, 356, 359
Rulings, 416

RICHARDSON, Mr (Forest Hill)
Points of order, 415
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ROBINSON, Mr (Mitcham)
Adjournment
St Paul’s Anglican Grammar School, 464

vii

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 428
Members statements
Charlie Theuma, 376
Primelife Corporation Ltd, 483

Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 379

Rulings, 342, 350

Members statements
Box Hill Hawks, 377
Points of order, 416, 471

SHARDEY, Mrs (Caulfield)
Members statements
Ethnic Enterprise Advisory Council, 378

Questions without notice
Public transport: fare evasion, 310

RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of the National Party)
Adjournment
Police: Leongatha station, 486
Bills

SMITH, Mr (Glen Waverley)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 352, 354
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 444
Points of order, 381

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 421
Matter of public importance
Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 384
Points of order, 311, 410, 412, 414, 473, 477
Questions without notice
Mountain cattlemen: grazing rights, 305
Rural Northwest Health, 473
Water: rural charges, 409

SPEAKER, The (Hon. Alex Andrianopoulos)
BLF Custodian
52nd report, 314
Condolences
Henry George Broad, 375
Rulings, 307, 308, 310, 311, 312, 409, 410, 411, 412, 414, 415, 416,
473, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 480

United States of America: terrorist attacks, 303
SPRY, Mr (Bellarine)
SAVAGE, Mr (Mildura)
Members statements

Adjournment
Geelong bypass, 364

It Happened to Us — Mark II, 482
Personal explanation, 312, 375

STEGGALL, Mr (Swan Hill)

Questions without notice

Bills

Water: rural charges, 309
United States of America: terrorist attacks, 304

Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 322, 357
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill, 407
Members statements

SEITZ, Mr (Keilor)

Henry George Broad, 377

Adjournment
Firearms: imported hand guns, 486
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 333

STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)
Adjournment
Volunteers: Burwood, 463
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Bills
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill, 407
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 450
Members statements
Burwood Bulletin, 483
Questions without notice
Insurance: public liability, 476

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
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Members statements
Electricity: Basslink, 376

WELLS, Mr (Wantirna)
Bills
Country Fire Authority (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 404
Questions without notice
New Zealand Prime Minister: police helicopter, 309
Police: prisoner accommodation, 474, 476, 477

Adjournment
Housing: interstate transfers, 488
Members statements
Volunteers: Sandringham, 484

WILSON, Mr (Bennettswood)
Adjournment
Hospitals: Hospital Services Report, 489
Bills

THWAITES, Mr (Albert Park) (Deputy Premier, Minister for
Health and Minister for Planning)
Points of order, 415

Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 361
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 453
Matter of public importance

Questions without notice
Drugs: youth services, 309
Hospitals: Albury-Wodonga, 475
Rural Northwest Health, 473
Smoking: Quit campaign, 410

TREZISE, Mr (Geelong)
Adjournment
James Harrison Secondary College, 363
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 327
Petitions
Housing: loan schemes, 375

VINEY, Mr (Frankston East)
Questions without notice
Drugs: youth services, 309

VOGELS, Mr (Warrnambool)
Bills
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 328

Ansett Australia: financial crisis, 387

WYNNE, Mr (Richmond)
Bills
Business Investigations (Repeal) Bill, 406
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Amendment) Bill, 424
Questions without notice
Transurban: technology development, 413

