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Tuesday, 14 August 2012
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT
Messages read advising royal assent on 27 June to:
Appropriation (2012/2013) Act 2012 (Presented to
the Governor by the Speaker)
Appropriation (Parliament 2012/2013) Act 2012
(Presented to the Governor by the Speaker)
Duties Amendment (Landholder) Act 2012
Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector,
Universities and Other Matters) Act 2012
Health (Commonwealth State Funding
Arrangements) Act 2012
Local Government (Brimbank City Council)
Amendment Act 2012
State Taxation Acts Amendment Act 2012
Statute Law Revision Act 2012
Wills Amendment (International Wills) Act 2012.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Membership
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to advise the house that I am in receipt of a letter of
resignation by Wade Noonan, the member for
Williamstown in the other place, from the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee.
Mr Noonan writes:
I hereby wish to tender my resignation as a member of the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee,
effective immediately.
I would be grateful if you could extend my thanks to the
secretariat of the committee. Their contributions have been
simply outstanding and I have appreciated the wonderful
support that Sean, Scott and Matt have provided to me as a
committee member.

AUDITOR-GENERAL
Resignation
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also take this
opportunity to formally advise the house that I have
received a letter from the Auditor-General, Mr Pearson.
He writes:
Constitution Act 1975 section 94C(5)(0) — letter of
resignation
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I write to advise that I have today forwarded my letter of
resignation to the Governor, with effect from midnight
Friday, 14 December 2012.
It has been an honour to serve as Victoria’s 25th AuditorGeneral and I acknowledge the strong support I have received
from my staff, audit service providers and contractors, the
Parliament and the broader Victorian public sector.
For me personally it has been very satisfying to complete a
42-year public service career serving across five jurisdictions
and for the last 21 years serving as Auditor-General of two
very progressive jurisdictions.

There have been discussions with the chair of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, and the
Parliament will now put in place a process to select a
new Auditor-General to replace Mr Pearson in that
position.

ADOPTION: PAST PRACTICES
Apology
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
I have received a copy of a letter sent by the Premier,
Mr Baillieu, to the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly. I note that this is a matter that has had some
press coverage today.
It has been indicated that the Premier plans on
25 October 2012, by way of a motion in the Legislative
Assembly, to express the Parliament’s apology to
children and families affected by past adoption
practices. There will be further information provided to
members in respect of how that joint sitting will occur,
and in that context it is proposed to facilitate an
opportunity for Mr Barber, a member of this house and
the Leader of the Greens, to make some comments in
the Legislative Assembly. There will need to be some
arrangements made to give effect to that. Essentially it
is a motion that will be spoken to only by leaders of the
parties, and in due course there will be further
information provided to members.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
TAFE sector: enterprise bargaining agreement
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Mr Hall. I refer to the minister’s previous answer
to a question in relation to provision 6 of the notes in
the 2009 Victorian TAFE teachers enterprise
bargaining agreement, which states:
If a successor agreement is not agreed to by 30 September
2012, there will be a further salary increase for all teachers
equal to the escalation rate under the then operative
departmental funding model from 1 October 2012.
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Given the minister’s previous answer that this ‘is an
issue we will address if and when it arises’, can the
minister inform the house of what the escalation rate is?

visits the university’s website, one can see that it has
been very frank, honest and up-front with respect to
what its intentions are.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I answer this question by saying that I am
pretty sure — and if I am incorrect I will get
Mr Lenders the correct answer — that the escalation
rate is 2.5 per cent. Nevertheless, this issue will be dealt
with as part of the transition plans being undertaken by
TAFE institutes now. The first draft of those transition
plans is required to be in the hands of government by
5 September, prior to the expiration of current EBA
(enterprise bargaining agreement) arrangements.

I might add that if you care to read the documentation
on the website, you would see that the changes
proposed by Swinburne are in major part driven by the
intention of the university to refocus its direction along
the lines of its strategic plans to make it a world-class
deliverer in the areas of innovation in science and
technology. Nevertheless, I know that the decision on
the impending closure of those campuses is likely to
cause a lot of grievance locally, particularly in
communities associated with the Prahran campus but
also those associated with the Lilydale campus. It is the
intention of the state government to work closely with
the university to resolve those issues in conjunction and
collaboration with it.

Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer and the figure of 2.5 per cent
that he announced. My supplementary question to the
minister is: if 2.5 per cent is the rate that passes on to
TAFE teachers on 1 October 2012 if there is no EBA,
will the government unequivocally commit to passing
on that money to the individual TAFEs to pass on to
their staff?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — That, as I said in my substantive answer,
will be a matter discussed as part of the transition
planning which, as I said, will be in the hands of
government by 5 September — prior to a decision
needing to be taken on the matter.

Swinburne University of Technology: Lilydale
and Prahran campuses
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, the Honourable Peter Hall. I note that Swinburne
University recently announced a decision to cease
delivery of programs at its Lilydale and Prahran
campuses. Could the minister advise the house what
role the state government would play if the university
sought to dispose of the assets at Lilydale and Prahran?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I am sure the house is well aware that it
was on 6 July that Swinburne University announced a
decision of its intention to relocate its operations from
the Prahran campus to the Hawthorn campus and to
cease delivery of both its higher education and
vocational education and training programs at the
Lilydale campus. I might add that Swinburne
University has been very honest and forthcoming in
terms of sharing this information with its students, with
its staff and with the public generally. Indeed, if one

The question sought an answer as to what role the state
government may play if the university chooses to
dispose of those assets. The answer to that question is
that it depends to some extent on the status of the land,
whether that land is Crown land or freehold land. The
capital value added to the land may be the subject of
some discussion — as to who contributed to the value
of the assets on the land. Very clearly, though, if it is
Crown land, then the state has a strong claim on those
assets; and if it is freehold land, then, depending on the
capital value of the assets built on those land-holdings,
again that will be subject to some discussion between
both the state and the university. I want to point out that
the relationship between Swinburne and the state is an
exceedingly good one, and I am sure that we will come
to some amicable arrangements in respect of the
university’s intentions if it is that it wishes to dispose of
those assets.
In terms of the approach the state government will take,
an indication of what that may be is illustrated by the
way I have approached a similar issue — that is, the
land owned by Victoria University at Sunbury. As
many members know, some years ago Victoria
University ceased delivery of higher education at its
Sunbury campus, with the acquiescence and agreement
of the then commonwealth Minister for Education, Julia
Gillard. Nevertheless, the community out there was
upset that it had lost higher education delivery at
Sunbury.
Since that time the community has sought to sell that
land. Because the land is valued at more than
$5 million, the university requires the permission of the
responsible minister to sell that land. I have said quite
clearly on a number of occasions in this house and to
the university that I will not give that permission until a
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suitable education plan is agreed to for the Sunbury
community. That principle will guide me in any
decisions or requests by Swinburne University should it
seek to dispose of its land at either Prahran or Lilydale.

Royal Children’s Hospital: waiting lists
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. The Baillieu
government inherited the new $1 billion Royal
Children’s Hospital from the Labor government. The
hospital subsequently won an award for infrastructure
project of the year. The government also inherited a
waiting list at the Royal Children’s Hospital for elective
surgery that was 1700. Now the waiting list is 3074.
What actions is the minister undertaking to get that
waiting list coming down rather than growing
consistently?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. As he correctly indicates,
our new $1 billion Royal Children’s Hospital is a
remarkable hospital that will serve Victoria’s children
for many decades to come. The Royal Children’s
Hospital has won significant architectural awards, and
there have been further awards, including one in
Malaysia recently. I might make it my business to
inform the member of the details of all the awards that
the new hospital has won.
It is true that the hospital has experienced a number of
challenges with the move, and that is very much as
expected. The organisation of the move was a
significant logistical undertaking. It is also true that an
ongoing challenge is the increased demand at the
hospital — for example, emergency demand at the
Royal Children’s Hospital has increased by more than
10 per cent. In some cases, in some shifts, the increase
has been much greater than that since the new hospital
was opened, such is the public’s enthusiasm to use the
hospital — as it has every right to and should do. It is a
world-class facility, but it does face some significant
challenges in terms of growth in demand.
The hospital had an increased budget last year and it
will also have an increased budget this year. Budgets
for this year, as the member will understand, are under
formal negotiation at the moment, but the government
is determined that the Children’s will have additional
support and the capacity to meet the ongoing challenges
of not only its waiting list but also the emergency
department and specialist outpatient areas.
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Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, I am sure that you noticed that not once did I
interrupt the minister, because I was waiting for the
actions that I asked for him to describe — the actions
he is undertaking to reduce the waiting lists and the
waiting times. Is it acceptable that the average waiting
time for patients at the Royal Children’s Hospital has
gone up from 46 days to 66 days? Is that an acceptable
measure to the minister, or is it an inevitable
consequence of the fact that he has taken $616 million
out of the health budget as part of the first two Baillieu
government budgets?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
Baillieu government budgets have both seen significant
increases. I want to be quite clear with the member that
the budgets are greater this year than they were last
year and they are greater than the budgets in the last
year under Premier John Brumby and health minister
Daniel Andrews, who is the current Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly. The budgets have
increased. If you are talking about savings measures,
you will note that the savings measures of the previous
Brumby government — as I have outlined in this house
in great detail — are much greater and were much
greater than the savings measures of this government.
Let me be very clear — and the member can go back
and check the precise record in Hansard — savings
measures — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I went through a series of
years, but what I can tell Mr Lenders absolutely is that
the savings measures of this government were lesser
than the savings measures of the Brumby government.
Further, the budgets in each financial year have
increased — 6.7 per cent last year and almost 5 per cent
this year, which is a significant increase.

Carbon tax: health services
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to Minister for Health, Mr Davis. Will the
minister update the house on the impacts of the
commonwealth government’s carbon tax on the
Victorian health system, given its commencement on
1 July 2012?
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, on
the issue of the rule of anticipation, the government has
informed the opposition that the first item of
government business will be a motion debating the
effect of the carbon tax on health, so given your rulings
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two parliamentary sittings ago and the fact that the
government has indicated that that is its first item of
business, I ask you to rule the question out on the basis
of anticipation.

Hospital, so how can the minister explain why the
waiting list keeps growing and the hospital postpones,
at the moment, 1 in every 10 surgeries for Victorian
children?

Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, I listened very carefully to the question from
Mrs Kronberg. It was quite a precise question that
asked me to update the chamber on the impact of the
carbon tax, given its introduction on 1 July. There is a
precise point in that that is separate and additional to
what is in the motion that will come before the
chamber, so the anticipation rule may apply to the
extent of the broad question but the precise question
about the impacts, as framed by Mrs Kronberg, would
be in order.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
member will understand, hospitals are responsible for
managing their services. That means the clinical
services, it means the associated services, and it means
that they are responsible for their day-to-day
management. You would not expect the government or
the minister to be intervening in the detailed
management of particular hospitals. I notice the
member referred to matters concerning hospitalinitiated postponements, and I know that his
government kept secret the data on hospital-initiated
postponements. That data is now available publicly.
The government is prepared to put the data into the
public domain.

Mr Leane — On the point of order, President, I
think Mr Davis might have parroted his own motion in
defence of the anticipation rule. The actual words of his
own motion talk about ‘significant cost impacts in
public and community health services’, so in his own
defence he has actually hung himself. It is actually
item 5 of the orders of the day.
Mrs Peulich — On the point of order, President, I
believe the primary focus of this question without
notice is the update. Clearly it is an update on the
motion which already exists on the notice paper. As a
person who anticipates taking part in that debate, I
would expect that the update of information may in fact
contribute to the debate but that the answer would focus
on the update and not the information that led to the
placement of the original motion on the notice paper.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Further on the point of order,
President, I note that Mr Leane read only part of the
motion. He did not refer to the section of the motion
that dealt specifically with compensation. My point, as
Mrs Peulich said, was to update the chamber and to do
that while not infringing on the motion.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my view that this
question does infringe the anticipation provision of our
standing orders. I do not think it is a matter of
sensitivity; I think it is a matter of this question going
directly to matters that I would expect to be canvassed
in the debate. From my point of view I rule the question
out of order.

Royal Children’s Hospital: waiting lists
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. In July 2012
the government claimed that it was not true at that time
that 45 beds were closed at the Royal Children’s

I indicate very clearly that hospitals do from time to
time make decisions about the postponement of
particular surgeries or particular treatments that are
required by patients, and they will do that for a range of
reasons. Sometimes there is an unavailability of staff.
Particular doctors, for example, who have highly
specialist skills, such as those at the Royal Children’s
Hospital, may well be on breaks or at seminars. They
have very narrow sets of unique skills — often skills
that are world leading in a particular area — and they
are not easily replaced, so there are occasions when
hospitals will initiate the postponement of a case. They
will also do this in some cases for reasons that are
associated with emergency surgery or other emergency
procedures. There is a whole range of reasons, some of
which are unique to the patient. In some cases patients
will need a postponement for clinical purposes. In other
cases it will be due to the hospital’s requirements, given
the flow of a particular surgical procedure or the
availability of specialist teams.
What I can say is that the government is determined to
get good outcomes for children at the Royal Children’s
Hospital. The government is determined to increase the
budget for the Children’s, to provide the resources at
the new hospital so that its magnificent clinical staff of
doctors and nurses are able to provide treatment and
support to patients when they need that support. The
government is very determined to provide better
treatment and the very best standards of service, and
these are commitments that we will work with.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
note that the minister was not able to outline what
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actions he may have undertaken up until this point in
time — —
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industry moves towards a global platform, we need to
ensure that we move in a very strong way and that a
successful future is outlined.

Hon. D. M. Davis — Budget increases.
Mr JENNINGS — With the exception that he
intends to increase the budget. Within the budget
envelope that will be provided to the Royal Children’s
Hospital, does the minister intend to have any
performance target to increase the current level of
elective surgery being delivered, which is 79 per cent,
back to what it was the year before, which was 93 per
cent? Will he put in place any performance targets in
relation to the increased funding that he is going to rely
on?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
government will negotiate the precise details of each
hospital’s budget and performance targets with each
hospital one by one. We will do that in detail to seek the
very best outcomes for the community, in this case for
children across Victoria, given the Royal Children’s
Hospital’s importance as a statewide provider of
services to children. It is critical to understand that the
increased budget will provide additional resources to
the hospital. It is also important to understand that the
figures the member is referring to in fact refer to a
period when there was some disruption with the move
to the new Royal Children’s, and it is clear that that has
had some effect. The government has reviewed those
points with the hospital and will have further
discussions about achieving the very best outcomes for
Victoria’s children.

Automotive industry: government support
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, Mr Dalla-Riva, and I take the opportunity to
congratulate the minister, particularly on his quick
attention to those trade-exposed industries in my
electorate of Western Victoria Region. The question I
ask is actually related to that. I ask: can the minister
update the house on what the Baillieu government is
doing to help the automotive industry forge a strong
and successful future?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question and his interest in the very
important automotive sector here in Victoria.
Without question, the sector is going through
challenging times with the high Australian dollar,
volatile economic conditions worldwide and intense
competition in global markets. As the automotive

Why is that important? Two-thirds of the Australian
automotive sector is based here in Victoria. Without
question Victoria is the engine room of the
manufacturing sector across Australia. That is why we
recognise not only the importance to the automotive
supply chain of the three automotive industries based
here but also the multitude of suppliers, materials,
technologies and management skills that make up that
supply chain. There are also the components and the
value adding that is maintained in Victoria in relation to
the growing demand of the automotive industry. We
also see the supply chain as being central for
developing new technologies and creating production
processes and new skills.
The complementation of our manufacturing strategy
with the business engagement strategy and business
development management is working to assist those
supply chain companies to diversify and apply their
capabilities in other areas. To see that we need only
look at some of the great industries that are based here
in Victoria — for example, DENSO Automotive
Systems Australia is now moving into the caravan
industry in terms of high-end air conditioning; Futuris
is a significant automotive supplier in the automotive
industry and is now providing seating for Queensland’s
rail industry; and Marand is now in the aerospace
industry with a joint strike fighter.
Our new manufacturing strategy is aimed at delivering
programs to raise productivity and competitiveness and
to support investment in leading-edge technologies.
What we are doing is helping Victorian automotive
companies through our $350 million Victorian
international engagement strategy. On top of that, last
week I was very pleased to join my federal counterpart,
Greg Combet, the federal Minister for Industry and
Innovation, to call for industry participation in a new
program — that is, the $30 million Automotive New
Markets Program. This is significant because the
federal minister and I recognise a major new initiative
is necessary to secure a strong future for the automotive
industry in Australia, particularly Victoria.
We opened the first round of the program. Now we
invite applicants who support the automotive firms to
apply to see if they can capture new local and emerging
markets and gain new high-growth non-automotive
industry developments. That is very important. We
keep on saying that if they are in that one stream, they
need to look at other areas, as I have outlined. This first
round will now close on 7 September. We have asked
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the entire automotive supply chain; tier 1 has been
asked and we have also invited tier 2 and 3 suppliers to
apply.
This program will further strengthen Victoria as the
manufacturing centre of Australia. Victoria has cofunded this program with the commonwealth. We will
be utilising this through the department’s business
engagement model. As I indicated earlier, we are
already working with companies to diversify and to
make sure that Victorian companies are well placed
from the start to access this program and to compete on
the world stage.

Ambulance services: paramedics
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. In this
morning’s press, in response to the fact that over
3000 ambulance shifts have not been filled over the
past year, the minister’s spokesman claimed that a net
113 new paramedic positions have been provided since
the election. Can the minister share with the Parliament
where these paramedics are and what role they are
playing in the Victorian ambulance service?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
been waiting for another ambulance question from
Mr Jennings. I have to say that the government was
elected with a clear promise to increase the number of
paramedics. That is what we are doing across the state.
We had a package of $151 million which came through
in our first budget and which is scheduled over four
years to bring additional paramedics through training
and into the field. Those paramedics are coming
through. One hundred and sixteen of those paramedics
have already been deployed across the state; some have
been deployed in the metropolitan area and some in
each of the five rural areas. Those paramedics will
provide better service across the state.
I have to say that the issue of shifts — the filling of
shifts and the challenge of that — is not a new one, but
the government is prepared to put the money in place to
provide additional paramedics and additional capital
support under its plan. There are the MICA (mobile
intensive care ambulance) paramedics and the
10 MICA single-responder units being rolled out across
the state, and there is the $151 million package, which
will ultimately see 310 paramedics, including an
additional 30 patient transport officers, deployed across
the state — a total of 340 across four years as part of
our package. That is exactly what is occurring. There
are 116 of these officers already in place across the
state in metropolitan Melbourne, in the country and in
regional centres. Some of them are MICA paramedics,

Tuesday, 14 August 2012

but many of them are new graduates coming through
the system and making a very good contribution to
Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
was listening to the minister’s answer, as he would
expect me to. I note that he resisted the opportunity to
share with the Parliament today where those new
paramedics are, and I also note that his number is
slightly out of kilter with that of his spokesperson this
morning. Maybe three have arrived during the course of
the day. Nonetheless, if the minister can identify at
some point in time where they are and how he will
build the details of his strategy to recruit and put in
place these paramedics by the end of this term, the
community would be greatly appreciative. I would be
appreciative if he could share any of that information
with us now, because all Victorian patients are seeing is
that waiting lists and waiting times are continually
increasing under his administration.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Members of the culpable opposition over there
understand that over 11 years they failed to manage our
ambulance service properly. The Auditor-General made
it very clear that they had botched the merger in 2008
under the now Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly as health minister. He failed to put in place
proper measures.
The coalition came to government with a commitment
to expand the number of paramedics, and that is what
we are doing across the state in each of the five regions
in country Victoria and in metropolitan Melbourne —
more paramedics, more patient transport officers and
more support for ambulances across the state. That
money came through in the very first budget of this
government and is being rolled out successively.
Mr Jennings might understand that it takes a while to
train a highly trained paramedic. It takes a while for
them to go through a university course. It will take a
while to roll out sufficient paramedics to turn around
the 11 years of neglect that he and his government were
culpable of. We are determined to put in place the
paramedics. We intend to do so, and we are doing so.

Housing: Olympic Village redevelopment
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Housing and Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development, the
Honourable Wendy Lovell. I ask the minister if she can
advise the house of any recent announcements she has
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made about developing public housing in Northern
Metropolitan Region.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
was very proud last Tuesday to announce, together with
Mr Ondarchie, a member for Northern Metropolitan
Region, the Olympia Housing Initiative. This is a really
exciting project. This is an area that is steeped in
history, not only Victorian history but also the history
of the Olympic Games, because this area, which
includes Heidelberg West, Heidelberg Heights and
Bellfield, also includes the site of the former Olympic
Village.
This year marks the 56th anniversary of the Olympics
being held in Melbourne. As we know, the homes in
this area were built as temporary accommodation for
Olympic athletes and have served this state and
vulnerable families in this state well for 56 years.
However, they have been allowed to decay, and many
of them are no longer appropriate to house people in the
modern day.
Last week we announced a $160 million reinvestment
in this area through the redevelopment of 600 public
housing properties. This will see outdated and
inappropriate public housing replaced with homes that
are more suitable to address the needs of residents. The
local community knows only too well the broader
problems facing public housing in Victoria, and its
members have advocated strongly for a plan to tackle
the growing housing challenges in this area. This is a
victory for them. I remember meeting with them when I
was the shadow Minister for Housing and hearing of
the problems, particularly in the Olympic Village area. I
acknowledge that I listened to them, and this
redevelopment has come about because of their
advocacy to me.
The first stream is well under way. It includes building
new homes on empty blocks and redeveloping the
public housing that is in the most urgent need of
replacement. This project will see public housing
numbers retained in the area while public and private
housing in the area is improved. It aims to create a
better balance of public and private home ownership in
the area, with approximately 300 additional homes to
be privately owned.
As I said, work has already begun in this area. Last
week we met with Barbara, a tenant who has moved
into one of the six new homes we have already built in
the area. Barbara was delighted to move from her older
style home to one that meets her needs today. She could
not be happier. Indeed the local council is also
extremely happy about this development. A former
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member for Ivanhoe in the Assembly and current local
councillor, Craig Langdon, called this announcement
the most exciting thing to happen in Heidelberg since
the 1956 Olympics. If only the current member for
Ivanhoe, Anthony Carbines, could also see the value to
his community. But no, Mr Carbines has been the only
person to criticise this redevelopment. He of course
began the usual Labor hysterical scare campaign.
We also announced a community liaison committee
chair in Michelle Penson, a former mayor of
Heidelberg council, who is well respected in the area
and who was well received by the local council and
other members of the community as chair of that
committee.
The coalition is getting on with the job of rejuvenating
the Olympic Village area in line with a prudent asset
management plan which is self-funding. This
significant program will transform the suburbs of
Heidelberg West, Heidelberg Heights and Bellfield. It
will also encourage local investment in the area and
make it a better place to live. Newly built public
housing will be allocated to existing tenants, who will
relocate from their older style public housing homes
into the new homes. Residents will move directly into
brand-new homes while staying in their own
neighbourhoods, where they are comfortable and where
they have friends and support networks. The local
council and residents are excited about the prospect of
this project.

Alpine Health: aged-care beds
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Ageing. On 21 June I
raised with the minister during the adjournment debate
my concern about the lack of action taken to proceed
with the much-needed high-level aged-care beds for
Alpine Health in Bright. The member for Benalla in the
other place wrote to the Myrtleford Times on 8 August
to say how he had continued to lobby in relation to the
new hospital. He was pleased when the former Labor
government committed funds for a master plan in 2010,
so it would appear he was more effective in lobbying a
Labor government than his own. As I have not yet
received a response to my adjournment matter, I ask:
will the minister give the hospital the funds it needs to
progress its plan for a new hospital for the people of
Bright?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I am
very pleased to answer this question in the chamber
today. I think it is important that we put the Bright
request in its historical context, and the historical
context is very important. Ms Mikakos may not
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remember a thing called the Hume hospital services
plan. This was a Labor government initiative, an
initiative to close a score of hospitals through the Hume
region, to wind them back from being fully fledged
hospitals to being near-primary care centres. This plan,
the Hume — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, ‘Oops’ is exactly
right. This plan ran on the front page of the Herald
Sun, if people would like to go and read the details of
the Hume hospital services plan. I have to say that the
Labor government had plans to in effect close the
centre the member talked about, the Bright centre,
and to wind it back to almost nothing. This was what
the Hume hospital services plan envisaged. This is
Labor’s history. Over 11 years — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, that is right — Pike at
Bright.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — Yes, we gave it to her at
Bright.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We gave the actual plan to
Ms Pike, a former Minister for Health, at Bright. We
provided the full details of the plan that her department
of bureaucrats were implementing across the Hume
hospital region. But the point I make here — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You just wait. I think it is
very important that the member understand the
historical context of what has occurred in the Hume
region and what the Labor Party was prepared to do
across the Hume region — winding back hospital
services all over the Hume region in a coordinated way
and gutting hospital services across that region.
What is clear is that Labor did not provide the money to
rebuild the hospital in the term that has gone. It did not
provide the additional money that is now sought, and I
do not remember Ms Mikakos before the last election
raising requests in this chamber on behalf of the Bright
hospital. She did not do that. As with all legitimate
requests for additional support, we will be prepared to
work with hospitals, health services and multipurpose
services to get a better outcome for them and their
communities and to provide additional resources where
we can, and that will mean additional capital resources.
The government came to power with a commitment to
provide an extra $56 million in a Rural Capital Support
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Fund, and the first tranche of that Rural Capital Support
Fund has been provided to country Victoria. The
$5 million in the first tranche and more coming in this
financial year for the Rural Capital Support Fund will
provide additional capital support for smaller hospitals
and smaller matters across country Victoria.
Many commitments were made in the budget in
addition to that, whether they be for the Echuca hospital
or for aged-care services at Swan Hill. I could go
through the full list in country Victoria, but let me just
mention one very important figure relating to capital
spending in country Victoria. A 2010 Victorian
Healthcare Association analysis showed that over the
period of the Brumby and Bracks governments,
17 percent of capital spending was in the health
portfolio in country Victoria, despite 27 per cent of the
population being in country Victoria.
In this year’s budget we put 60 per cent of our capital
spending into country Victoria, a catch-up for 11 years
of neglect by the government of those opposite and its
failure to invest in country hospitals and to put the
money in that is required for country health services.
We will work with Bright and all other country
hospitals to get a better outcome for their communities.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — In
failing to actually give a commitment to the people of
Bright, the minister gave a very selective history lesson.
He failed to mention that it was in fact Labor that
delivered $3.6 million for Mount Beauty and
$5.2 million for Myrtleford in addition to the master
plan money for Bright itself.
The member for Benalla in the other place in his
correspondence to the local paper referred to another bit
of history that the minister has conveniently forgotten,
which is that it was the Kennett government that
initially promised to progressively upgrade all three
Alpine shire hospitals and that it was Labor that started
that process. As I said, it funded Mounty Beauty and
Myrtleford and started to fund the Bright master plan.
Will this minister be the Liberal health minister who
finally delivers on the Kennett government’s promise?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — Let
me get this in order: we are talking about a Kennett
government promise that over 11 years the member’s
government failed to deliver, and then she clobbers me
in the first year for not delivering on those 11 years of
failure. What a goose!
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister to
withdraw the last word.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I withdraw that the shadow
minister is a goose.

across the whole state. In that context it would simply
be too much to rule out a question on planning.

Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms Broad.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Lenders
for the point of order. On this occasion, as Mr Lenders
has rightly pointed out, the anticipation is not as clear in
respect of the items listed on the notice paper and the
question that has been asked. I will therefore allow the
minister to continue his response to Mr Finn’s question.
I draw the minister’s attention to the anticipation
provisions. He might have regard to those in the context
of his response to Mr Finn’s question, but I do not
uphold the point of order on this occasion.

Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, it is
highly inappropriate that a member, when asked by you
to withdraw a comment, would repeat that comment in
the withdrawal. We all understand the point the Leader
of the Government was trying to make in his smart alec
way, but I think his withdrawal was highly
inappropriate. When he has been directly asked to
withdraw something, it is highly inappropriate that he
would then repeat it in the process of making the
withdrawal.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I must say that I was
going to let it pass on this occasion, but I concur with
Mr Viney’s point of order. The Leader of the
Government also concurs with Mr Viney and has
indicated that he will unequivocally withdraw the
remark.
Hon. D. M. Davis — I withdraw.

Planning: zoning reform
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for Planning.
What an outstanding minister he is. Can the minister
inform the house of what action the Baillieu
government is taking to reform Victoria’s planning
zones?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my friend and colleague Mr Finn for his excellent
question about more planning reform this government
is engaging in to ensure that, as the Economist has
announced again today — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, we
have two items of government business today dealing
with planning reform. Obviously Mr Finn’s question is
not as specific as Mrs Kronberg’s earlier question, but I
ask you to suppress the question on the basis of
anticipation. The second-reading speech of the
legislation that is the second item of government
business today refers to planning reform. I suggest that
this is anticipation.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On the point of order,
President, as I understand it, the items to be discussed
today include a ratification motion that does not directly
deal with the matters that would be the likely subjects
of this question. The other is a very broad planning
reform that would count out planning questions almost

Hon. M. J. GUY — Before I was interrupted I was
trying to say that it is fantastic to talk about planning
zone reform — which is totally different of course to
the subject of applications — in regard to the city that
has today, yet again, for the second year running, been
voted by the Economist to be the world’s most livable
city. Melbourne is the world’s most livable city.
Planning zones are in need of reform, and that reform is
long overdue. Many governments in the past have
sought to do this but have not acted. This government is
going to get on with the job of reforming planning
zones. Indeed we have released a vastly detailed
program to reform the way planning zones are
structured in this state. Do not just take my word for
how important planning zone reform is. I refer the
house to the comments of the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry (VECCI) in
relation to the government’s proposed planning zone
reform.
State government plans to consolidate the existing multitude
of residential and commercial zones is a positive step —

according to VECCI. Then there is small business:
Master Grocers Australia chief executive Jos de Bruin said
the changes were ‘probably the most positive initiative in
planning in some time’.
‘Anything that removed hurdles is good for independent
grocers …

The tourism sector said:
New planning reforms announced by the state government in
detail this week will facilitate the development of high-quality
tourism offerings …
VTIC chief executive Dianne Smith says, ‘There are gaps in
our current tourism offerings caused in part by planning
restrictions.

The Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) said:
We applaud the government’s proposed planning reforms,
which strengthen the right to farm and remove many
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unnecessary and time-consuming permit requirements for
agricultural businesses.

Then we have residents groups. Under the heading ‘A
vision we can embrace’ Mary Drost, convener of
Planning Backlash Inc., stated:
… a neighbourhood residential zone which will give total
protection cannot be challenged in VCAT. It will be up to the
residents to work with the council to decide where these
zones are to be and how large and what heights.

We then have the councils. The Municipal Association
of Victoria stated:
… the announcements responded to local government and
MAV advocacy over many years that had called for better
zones … to give effect to local planning policy.

Councils such as Yarra Ranges Council welcome the
new reforms, as does Melton Shire Council:
Council planning manager … said the advent of new rules
governing green wedge land was promising for the shire.
‘We’re keen for land in green wedge areas to maintain rural
use in productive ways, like allowing for tourism around a
winery’.

I have also received correspondence from members of
Parliament urging me to reform planning zones. Some
are on this side of the chamber — I will not say who,
but I will just say some are on my side — and some are
from the state opposition. I would like to thank those
members. Mr Tee might like to ask in the party room
who those members are. I will not tell him; I will just
let him ask the question. I thank all members who have
made representations to improve planning zone reform
to ensure that it is the best reform in Australia, which in
turn puts in place the best planning system in Australia.
The changes to the planning system have been
advocated for and supported by councils, the VFF,
residents groups, industry groups, members on this side
of the chamber and even opposition members.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Regulation review 2011
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Alert Digest No. 11
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 11 of 2012, including appendices, an
extract of proceedings and a minority report.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Opportunities for participation of Victorian
seniors
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) presented
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

It gives me great pleasure to rise to speak on the Family
and Community Development Committee report
entitled Inquiry into Opportunities for Participation of
Victorian Seniors. Ageing of the population is a trend
that is occurring across the globe and is a significant
policy area being considered by all areas of
government, not only in this country but in many
international jurisdictions. The issue can be complex
and difficult for government, and it encompasses many
portfolio areas, including health, finance, transport,
community services, planning and housing, to name
just a few.
In Victoria it is well recognised that we live in a diverse
and multicultural society, and our communities reflect
the many beneficial elements of that diversity. There is
also great diversity in age, and across all our
communities there are many examples of people who,
in their later years, continue to make significant
contributions to our communities. In many instances
recognition of those citizens is duly awarded.
However, for many there are barriers such as isolation
and a feeling of disconnectedness leading to non or
reduced participation. Ongoing participation as we age
has a range of benefits. The inquiry identified
participation as benefiting not only the individual but
also the community and the broader economy. In
conducting the inquiry the committee heard from a
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range of people and organisations, many of whom have
extensive knowledge in the area or who themselves
continue to participate in a positive manner and are a
tremendous example of the many benefits participation
brings.
Through the course of the inquiry the committee
received 93 submissions, conducted public hearings in
Melbourne and in regional Victoria, in both Bendigo
and Geelong, and heard from 52 organisations — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is too much
background noise and too many conversations
throughout the chamber. This is an important
contribution on a significant report conducted by one of
our committees, so members should whisper or
preferably leave the chamber to pursue their
conversations.
Ms CROZIER — It is an important issue, and
many of us within the chamber are entering those years
on which this inquiry is focused. As I was saying, I
thank all those witnesses who attended the public
hearings and came forward to give evidence to the
inquiry.
In addition, the terms of reference asked the committee
to incorporate in its recommendations the best
international practice and support of ageing well. In
doing so the committee travelled to the United
Kingdom and the Netherlands in May this year and met
with representatives from 23 organisations and
government departments. Much of the discussion
surrounded strategies and initiatives that enabled older
people to be more involved in the decision-making
process and to take an active part in doing so.
In the Netherlands the committee visited ‘apartments
for life’, a concept that was widely referred to by a
number of witnesses during the Victorian-based
hearings. The committee was able to see firsthand how
people can age in their homes despite the level of care
required for them to be able to do so. I am aware that
this model of care is being looked at by a number of
Australian-based organisations at present, and I
understand it may be adapted into future aged-care
facilities in this country.
In hearing evidence both here in Victoria and during the
committee’s international study tour, one of the main
themes to emerge was that a healthier older person will
have a greater ability to participate. At the same time
the committee heard that with an ageing population the
incidence of chronic illness and disability is set to
increase, which brings ongoing adverse social,
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economic and health impacts to our society. The
committee also identified that our perceptions and how
we view the older person need to change and that as a
society we need to do more to encourage a greater
acceptance and understanding of people in their later
years. Senior Victorians have many different
experiences that can continue to apply and benefit both
the workforce and individuals’ broader communities.
The report outlines and makes recommendations about
how older people may continue to participate socially,
economically and within their communities, and it also
appreciates that it is the individual’s right to choose the
extent to which they do so. The report recommends that
these aspects be taken into consideration to achieve an
age-friendly Victorian society and that a statewide,
whole-of-government strategy for older people be
adopted. The committee hopes the government will
favourably review the report’s many recommendations
to enable the ongoing participation of senior Victorians
and to achieve an age-friendly community.
In conclusion I would like to thank the members of the
committee: my upper house colleague Andrea Coote,
along with those from the lower house, including
deputy chair, Frank McGuire, the member for
Broadmeadows, Donna Bauer, the member for Carrum,
Bronwyn Halfpenny, the member for Thomastown, and
Nick Wakeling, the member for Ferntree Gully. I
would also like to thank the members of the secretariat
for the work undertaken throughout the course of the
inquiry and for their ongoing cooperation and
assistance in putting this report together.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I wish to
speak on this report and to congratulate the chair
Ms Georgie Crozier on guiding a very significant
committee inquiry through its procedures. We looked at
how we define senior Victorians. A senior Victorian is
categorised as anybody over 45 years of age, so this
report is of interest to most of the people in this
chamber. I suggest that members have a very close look
at the inquiry’s recommendations because they are
relevant — if not to all those in this chamber then to the
people we know and care about.
This is about creating a blueprint for the future of
Victorian seniors, and there are some very relevant
issues that came up. One of these issues is employment
opportunities for people who are over 55. A number of
people presented to the committee who said they
wanted to have work opportunities but there was an
enormous degree of discrimination against older
Victorians. We are increasingly going to see this in
Victoria, and it is very important for us to address these
issues.
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People think of senior Victorians as a cohort of frail,
aged Victorians. We found it quite different to that.
There are many able, fit, healthy 90-year-olds just as
there are some frail 45-year-olds. It is very important to
look at the issues that were raised by this committee
and the recommendations listed in this report.
I would like to congratulate the rest of the committee
members, who worked very cooperatively on this
inquiry, and also the staff, Vicky Finn and Dr Janine
Bush, for their work in supporting the committee
during its inquiry on this particular issue.
I charge the entire chamber with reading the report
because, believe me, it is in all members’ interests.
The PRESIDENT — I just hope that Mrs Coote has
not overturned the conventional wisdom that 60 is the
new 40!
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Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C154.
Buloke Planning Scheme — Amendment C12.
Campaspe Planning Scheme — Amendments C40,
C84 and C95.
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendment C146.
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C162.
Central Goldfields Planning Scheme —
Amendment C23.
Colac Otway Planning Scheme —
Amendment C65 Part 2.
Darebin Planning Scheme — Amendment C128.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme —
Amendment C88.
Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C65.
Gannawarra Planning Scheme —
Amendments C28 and C35.

Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
9 July 2012 giving approval to the granting of a lease at
Richmond Park Reserve.
Greater Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust — Report for the
period ended 30 June 2011.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 80.

Glen Eira Planning Scheme — Amendment C103.
Glenelg Planning Scheme — Amendment C68.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendments C166 Part 1 and C185.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C165, C187, C214, C239, C245 and
C260.
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendments C93, C103 and C166.

Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — Report, 2011–12.

Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme —
Amendment C83.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 —

Horsham Planning Scheme — Amendment C54.

Amendment 119 to the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan, pursuant to
section 46D of the Act.

Hume Planning Scheme — Amendments C153,
C161, C162 and C163.

Cardinia Planning Scheme Amendment C104.

Indigo Planning Scheme — Amendments C24 and
C59.

Notices of Approval of the following amendments to
planning schemes:

Knox Planning Scheme — Amendments C87,
C90, C105 and C113.

Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendment C138.

Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendments C26
and C71.

Banyule Planning Scheme — Amendments C72
and C88.

Loddon Planning Scheme — Amendment C38.

Bass Coast Planning Scheme — Amendments C78
Part 3 and C105.

Manningham Planning Scheme —
Amendment C59.

Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendments C78
and C85 Part 1.

Maribyrnong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C72, C92, C107, C112 and C114.

Benalla Planning Scheme — Amendment C8.

Melbourne Planning Scheme —
Amendments C170 and C210.

Boroondara Planning Scheme —
Amendments C107 and C157.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendments C92,
C109, C120, C121 and C129.
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Conveyancers Act 2006 — No. 73.
Co-operatives Act 1996 — No. 81.

Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendments C81
and C82.
Moira Planning Scheme — Amendments C63,
C72 and C73.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C117.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme —
Amendments C98 and C125.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendments C104
and C132.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C122.
Mount Alexander Planning Scheme —
Amendments C53 and C62.
Moyne Planning Scheme — Amendments C40 and
C49.
Northern Grampians Planning Scheme —
Amendment C38.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme —
Amendments C102 and C120.
Pyrenees Planning Scheme — Amendment C35.
Queenscliffe Planning Scheme —
Amendments C22 and C24.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C76.
Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendments C39,
C41, C42 and C49.

County Court Act 1958 — No. 85.
Country Fire Authority Act 1958 — No. 66.
Electricity Safety Act 1998 — No. 51.
Emergency Management Act 1986 — No. 67.
Environment Protection Act 1970 — No. 52.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — No. 80.
Guardianship and Administration Act 1986 — No. 76.
Infringements Act 2006 — No. 58.
Juries Act 2000 — No. 60.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 59.
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 — No. 68.
Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 — No. 57.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — No. 77.
Plant Biosecurity Act 2010 — No. 49.
Port Management Act 1995 — No. 70.
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 — No. 79.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 47, 71, 83 and 84.
Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989 —
No. 75.
Sentencing Act 1991 — No. 74.

Towong Planning Scheme — Amendment C23.

Subdivision Act 1988 — No. 78.

Victoria Planning Provisions —
Amendments VC87, VC90, VC91, VC92 and
VC94.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Nos. 53, 54 and
82.

Wangaratta Planning Scheme — Amendment C36.

Supported Residential Services (Private Proprietors) Act
2010 — No. 61.

Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendments C41
Part 4, C111, C148, C161 and C162.

Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
No. 55.

Wyndham Planning Scheme —
Amendments C127, C154 and C160.

Victoria State Emergency Service Act 2005 — No. 69.

Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendments C147 and
C150.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — Order in
Council of 17 July 2012 under section 7(4).
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act
2012 — No. 62.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 50.
Water Act 1989 — Nos. 56 and 72.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 42, 45, 46, 50, 52 to 55, 57 to 85.
Legislative Instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —

Building Act 1993 — Nos. 63 and 64.
Control of Weapons Act 1990 — No. 65.

Accounting and auditing venue requirements and
gaming venue standards and operational
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requirements made under the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003.
A Declaration of 13 June 2012 made under
section 19 of the Victorian Energy Efficiency
Target Act 2007.
A Declaration of 18 June 2012 made under the
Road Safety Road Rules 2009.
Melbourne Market Authority By-Laws 2012 made
under the Melbourne Market Authority Act 1977.
Ministerial Order of 23 May 2012 made under the
Water Industry Act 1994.
Ministerial Orders of 16 June 2012 and 20 July
2012 made under the State Concessions Act 2004.
Ministerial Order of 18 June 2012 made under the
Water Industry Act 1994.
Ministerial Order of 20 June 2012 made under the
Plant Biosecurity Act 2010.
Ministerial Order of 21 June 2012 made under the
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988.
Ministerial Order of 21 June 2012 made under the
Wildlife Act 1975.
Ministerial Order of 23 June 2012 made under the
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994.
Ministerial Order of 3 July 2012 made under the
City of Greater Geelong Act 1993.
Ministerial Order of 3 July 2012 made under the
City of Melbourne Act 2001.
Ministerial Order of 3 July 2012 made under the
Local Government Act 1989.
Order in Council of 17 July 2012 made under
section 7(1) of the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals Act 1986.

Surveyor-General — Report on the Administration of the
Survey Coordination Act 1958, 2011–12.
TAFE Development Centre — Minister’s report of receipt for
the period ended 31 December 2011.
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Education and Training Reform Amendment (Skills) Act
2010 — Section 59 — 1 August 2012 (Gazette No. S256,
24 July 2012).
Education Legislation Amendment (VET Sector, Universities
and Other Matters) Act 2012 — Remaining provisions
(except Part 2 and section 50) — 1 August 2012; Part 2 —
1 October 2012 (Gazette No. S267, 31 July 2012).
Gambling Legislation Amendment (Transition) Act 2012 —
Remaining provisions — 16 August 2012 (Gazette No. S273,
7 August 2012).
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Act 2010 —
Remaining provisions — 16 August 2012 (Gazette No. S273,
7 August 2012).
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Act 2011 —
Sections 69 and 70 — 15 August 2012; Remaining provisions
(except section 42) — 16 August 2012 (Gazette No. S273,
7 August 2012).
Gambling Regulation Further Amendment Act 2009 —
Remaining provisions — 16 August 2012 (Gazette No. S273,
7 August 2012).
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Amendment (Examinations) Act 2012 — Part 1 and
section 10 — 1 July 2012 (Gazette No. S222, 29 June 2012).
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Act 2010 —
Remaining provisions — 16 August 2012 (Gazette No. S273,
7 August 2012).
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Act 2012 —
Whole Act (except sections 17 and 18) — 1 September 2012
(Gazette No. S214, 28 June 2012).
Royal Women’s Hospital Land Act 2012 — 29 June 2012
(Gazette No. S214, 28 June 2012).

BUSHFIRES ROYAL COMMISSION
IMPLEMENTATION MONITOR
Final report
The Clerk, pursuant to section 21 of the Bushfires
Royal Commission Implementation Monitor Act
2011, presented report.

Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee —
Minister’s report of receipt of 2011–12 report.

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:

The Clerk — I have received a letter dated 9 August
2012 from the Minister for Health, together with a copy
of the Sinclair Knight Merz report.

Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012 —
Remaining provisions (except Part 4.2, Part 5.2, sections 234,
235, 236 and 240, Schedule 3, clauses 6, 8 and 9 of
Schedule 4, items 36.2, 36.3 and 36.5 of Schedule 6 and
Schedule 7) — 1 July 2012 (Gazette No. S214, 28 June
2012).
Courts and Sentencing Legislation Amendment Act 2012 —
Remaining provisions — 16 July 2012 (Gazette No. S237,
3 July 2012).

Letter at page 3403.
Ordered that letter and report be considered next
day on motion of Ms Pennicuik for Mr BARBER
(Northern Metropolitan).

DAILY HANSARD: AVAILABILITY
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DAILY HANSARD: AVAILABILITY
The PRESIDENT — Order! Members will have
received an email to the effect that it has been decided
to discontinue distribution of Daily Hansard. This is
partly because of the costs associated with the
distribution of copies of Daily Hansard and also the
fact that it is available in electronic form for members.
Pinks for corrections will still be provided to members,
so there will be no disruption there, and distribution of
weekly Hansard will be continued, because there is a
subscription base for those documents as well,
surprising as that may seem.
I indicate that I have been advised by the Speaker that
he intends to continue the distribution of Daily Hansard
in the Assembly, and he has taken that decision this
morning. It is my intention to continue with the
decision not to produce copies of Daily Hansard for the
Legislative Council.
I also advise members that I have asked IT to
investigate how we access information in the
Parliament and the opportunity of having an application
for iPads, iPhones and other mobile devices that would
allow members to use that application to access a range
of parliamentary documents, including Daily Hansard.
I have been to the Singapore Parliament. It uses such an
application, and it works very well there. Our IT
department is pursuing discussions with the Singapore
Parliament as part of that exercise of looking to develop
that application.
Members might note that there will be a different
position between the two houses in respect of Daily
Hansard, but I believe it is prudent to maintain the
decision that I made at an earlier date.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 15 August 2012:
(1) notice of motion 368 standing in the name of Mr Barber
referring a matter to the Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee;
(2) order of the day 24, consideration of the Minister for
Health’s answer to a question without notice relating to
diesel emissions health studies;
(3) notice of motion 343 standing in the name of
Mr Somyurek referring a matter to the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee; and
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(4) notice of motion given this day by Ms Pulford relating to
public housing.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Member for Melbourne: election
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — l
congratulate the new member for Melbourne in the
Legislative Assembly, Jennifer Kanis, on her win in the
21 July by-election. With the Liberal Party withdrawing
from the contest, commentators had written Labor off,
but Jennifer Kanis and her Labor team were unrelenting
and campaigned to the last moment, never missing a
chance to persuade voters to support the Labor Party.
Labor members are formidable campaigners, and what
won the by-election was keeping the focus squarely on
the many failings of the Baillieu government. The
Labor campaign focused on the government’s attack on
TAFE, health services and housing and the fact that
only Labor, as an alternative, responsible government,
is in a position to bring about change. The campaign
was won by direct engagement with the voters through
thousands of phone calls, as well as letterbox drops,
street stalls and doorknocking, all carried out by
ordinary Labor supporters.
Jennifer Kanis and Labor held their nerve, never lost
heart and campaigned with courage and resolve to pull
victory from the proverbial jaws of defeat. Voters
supported and preferenced Labor because they were
persuaded that Labor MPs and the ALP are more than
commentators. Jennifer Kanis is the member for
Melbourne because of her own merits and because she
is a member of the Labor Party, a party that has served
the people of Melbourne for more than 100 years.
Jennifer Kanis brings considerable skills to the
Victorian Parliament. She will be a strong
representative of the people of Melbourne, and we look
forward to her inaugural speech tomorrow.

Swinburne University of Technology: Prahran
campus
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
5 August I attended the David Williamson Theatre in
St John Street, Prahran, in the Prahran campus of
Swinburne TAFE, with former and present students and
former and present staff to protest the impending
closure of the Prahran campus. Mr Leane was there for
a short time. Mr Newton-Brown, the member for
Prahran in the other place, was also there. He made a
half-hearted claim to the assembled audience that he
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would try to prevent the closure of the Prahran campus.
But given the comments made by the minister earlier
this morning in answer to a question from Mrs Coote,
he was not very successful in that attempt. This
morning Mr Hall seemed quite pleased to announce
that those courses would close at Prahran and also at the
Lilydale campus of Swinburne, where the whole
campus will close down next July.
It was interesting that the protest was held in the David
Williamson Theatre, an excellent facility paid for by
taxpayers money where the theatre arts and unique
costume design course for which the Prahran campus of
Swinburne TAFE is well known is conducted. The
government should rethink the closure of Prahran
TAFE because it is going to be a disaster for the
students and the area surrounding Prahran TAFE.

John Beus
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
had the sad privilege of attending the funeral service of
Mr John Beus, OAM, at St Joseph’s Catholic Church in
Springvale with members of the Beus family and the
glitterati of the local community, comprising MPs,
councillors and mayors past and present, a long list of
priests from local churches and representatives from
local and statewide community organisations,
especially the St Vincent de Paul Society, to which
John Beus had a lifelong commitment. A former
magistrate and justice of the peace, Mr Beus set up the
state’s second St Vinnies shop, in Springvale, as well as
a migrant resource centre, and he helped at Forsythe
House, a home for young offenders. He was also a
longstanding member of the Liberal Party.
John Beus has left a rich legacy for others to follow.
His community service, dedicated to his church and
helping the poor and underprivileged, was an
inspiration to all those who came into contact with him
and called him their friend. He wore big shoes, and they
will be hard to fill. On behalf of the Liberal Party and
the community, I extend our condolences to the Beus
children, grandchildren and great-grandchildren, as well
as to his extended family, who will miss this stalwart of
the local and Christian communities.

Rae Johnson
Mrs PEULICH — I also honour the memory of
Casey resident Rae Johnson, who passed away recently.
For 25 years Rae Johnson worked as the president of
the Cranbourne Arthritis Support Group. She served as
a board member of Cranbourne Shire Community
Services, worked with Cranbourne Community Health
Centre, was appointed to the community advisory
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board in Cranbourne and was a key player in the
planning of the new Casey Recreation and Aquatic
Centre and its warm-water pool. Rae Johnson was also
a friend and mentor to many. She encouraged everyone
around her to make the most out of what life gave them.
On behalf of the south-eastern community I pass on my
condolences and the condolences of the house to her
husband, Bill, two children, Lyn and Ron, son and
daughter-in-law Grahame and Lee, and many loved
grandchildren and great-grandchildren.

Jeff Kennett: comments
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — Members
may be aware of recent comments by past Victorian
Premier Jeff Kennett in the Geelong Advertiser
advocating the closure of both the Ford factory and the
Alcoa plant at Point Henry. Contributions such as this
are entirely unwelcome to the manufacturing industry,
and to talk it down at a time when it is facing its most
difficult challenges beggars belief. Both companies are
impacted upon by the high Australian dollar, with
Ford’s impact being twofold, in that the Australian
dollar makes its exports more costly and makes foreign
imports more competitive.
These issues require a policy solution from
governments, not self-seeking platitudes from past
premiers. It is clear that Mr Kennett has not changed his
views since being defeated by the regional voters of
Victoria in 1999. He regarded regional Victorians with
contempt then, referring to them as the fingers and toes
of the economy, with major government investments
going into Melbourne and its suburbs. It is clear from
his recent comments that this attitude has not changed.
What is particularly disappointing, given Mr Kennett’s
association with beyondblue, an institution that does
excellent work, is that he seems to be oblivious to the
conflict between his statements and his association with
that organisation. Job loss leads to depression, family
breakdown and sometimes worse. This is well
documented, and Mr Kennett must know this. His
disregard for the human cost of his statements is a
perfect example of why Victorians made the correct
judgement on his time in office, but the failure of the
current state government to comment on his statements
is an alarming sign that some in this government may
share his views.

Member for Melbourne: election
Ms TIERNEY — I also congratulate Jennifer
Kanis, a great member for the seat of Melbourne in the
Assembly.
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HM Prison Ararat: expansion project
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I would like to
congratulate the Premier, Ted Baillieu, and the Minister
for Corrections, Andrew McIntosh, on their tireless
work in finding a resolution to the halt in construction
of the Hopkins Correctional Centre in Ararat due to the
financial failure of one of the partners of the consortium
contracted to upgrade the prison under a public-private
partnership (PPP) with the government. The PPP
signed by the Labor government was a demonstration
of astonishingly poor governance that led to misery for
many families in the Ararat community. But due to a
recently announced agreement, contractors owed
money will be paid on validation and construction will
start under a much better business model involving the
Commonwealth and Bendigo banks.

National disability insurance scheme: Barwon
trial
Mr RAMSAY — I also take the opportunity to
congratulate the Premier, Ted Baillieu — again — and
the Minister for Community Services, Mary
Wooldridge, on the recent announcement of the
agreement reached between the commonwealth and
Victoria for an NDIS (national disability insurance
scheme) pilot launch. The location for Victoria’s
chosen bid is in the Barwon region. I was with Mary
Wooldridge when she made the announcement in
Geelong two weeks ago, an announcement that was
widely acclaimed by the Geelong and Barwon region
community. I suspect that what will never be fully
appreciated are the tough negotiating efforts and the
final success the Premier had in representing Victoria’s
interests in a political football game that could have
ended with no result at the final siren. There is much
more work to be done to have Geelong as the initial
centre for the NDIS.

Sheepvention
Mr RAMSAY — I also congratulate the Hamilton
Sheepvention committee on an outstandingly successful
show that showcases and is a tribute to rural Victoria.
The show was bigger and better, with more entries,
more crowds and the consistent cold weather to keep
the hot food flowing. There was no shortage of
optimism for agriculture and agribusiness, and the
innovations always demonstrate the durability and
practicality of an industry that is resilient and is not
dependent on handouts from the public purse.
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Olivia Newton-John Cancer and Wellness
Centre: opening
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Friday, 22 June, along with many of my fellow state
and federal parliamentary colleagues, I attended the
opening of the Olivia Newton-John Cancer and
Wellness Centre located in my electorate. This project
began under the auspices of the previous Labor
government. I have to say that the project was finalised
due to a vigorous and concerted community campaign,
much to the joy of the community. This wellness centre
will give respite to cancer sufferers and their families.

Greensborough Family Relationship Centre
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on
Thursday, 29 June, I attended the fifth anniversary
celebration of the Greensborough Family Relationship
Centre in Greensborough. This centre provides family
counselling and practical parenting assistance to
separated families. The centre offers dispute resolution
and family relationship advice. I wish it well in
providing this vital ongoing service.

Rediscover Egypt
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on Friday,
29 June, I was pleased to attend the ‘Rediscover Egypt’
event sponsored by the Egyptian Ministry of Tourism.
It was a fascinating night and very informative about
the culture and history of Egypt. I extend my good
wishes to Consul General Mohamed Khairat, who will
shortly leave Australia, and wish him all the best.

Kokoda campaign: 70th anniversary
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) —
Wednesday, 8 August, marked the 70th anniversary of
the Kokoda campaign. I was privileged to have
represented the Premier and the Minister for Veterans’
Affairs at a Kokoda day memorial service at the Shrine
of Remembrance, which was also attended by Her
Excellency the Governor-General, a number of veterans
from the 39th Australian Infantry Battalion, my
parliamentary colleagues Edward O’Donohue, a
member for Eastern Victoria Region, and James
Merlino, the member for Monbulk in the Assembly, the
federal member for Kooyong, Josh Frydenberg, and
many members and friends of the 39th Australian
Infantry Battalion.
I refer to the order of last week’s service in relation to
the background of the 39th Infantry Battalion, which
states:
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By order of the military board, the 39th Australian Infantry
Battalion was raised in October 1941, from volunteers serving
in the 3rd military district, for special tropical service. Its
ranks were mainly filled by 18 and 19-year-olds and officered
at senior level by World War I veterans who were later
replaced by 2nd AIF officers. After two months training at
Darley they moved out on Boxing Day. On 1 January 1942
they arrived in Port Moresby to defend against an invasion
from the sea.

The Kokoda Track is well known to many Australians,
many of whom — indeed I believe some within this
chamber — have walked it, which would have been an
extraordinary experience for those who have
undertaken that extremely demanding and challenging
task.
Although the Kokoda campaign happened 70 years
ago, many believe the battles in the rugged terrain of
Papua New Guinea were some of the most significant
battles fought by Australians during the Second World
War. The courage of those brave Australians who were
part of the 39th battalion and who fought alongside
their brave Papuan allies to defend both Papua New
Guinea and Australian territory should never be
forgotten.

Member for Melbourne: election
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I take this
opportunity to congratulate Jennifer Kanis on her
election as the member for Melbourne in the Assembly.
I have known Jennifer and her husband, David, for
many years. Indeed many years ago they were
neighbours, just around the corner. Jennifer fought and
won a tough election battle which highlighted the
features of the Baillieu government — a government
that has scrapped services, has attacked education, has
cost Victorians jobs and is sending our state backwards.
The campaign proudly articulated Labor values. I know
Jennifer will serve her constituents with the same
passion and vigour that she demonstrated during her
election campaign, during her time on the Melbourne
City Council and as a lawyer and a mum.

Bronwyn Pike
Ms PULFORD — I also acknowledge the huge
contribution made to this state by Jennifer’s
predecessor, Bronwyn Pike. Bronwyn was elected as
member for Melbourne in the Legislative Assembly in
1999 and served initially in the Bracks government as
Minister for Housing, Minister for Aged Care and
Minister assisting the Minister for Health. The
neighbourhood renewal projects that have been
undertaken in several locations in my electorate and in
many others across Victoria are a great Labor legacy —
one of which all members of the previous government
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are incredibly proud. Bronwyn was a critical part of the
success of those projects.
From 2002 Bronwyn Pike was Minister for Health and
Minister for Community Services. On the occasion of
the announcement of her retirement she noted how
proud she was to have been associated with the Royal
Children’s Hospital project — a remarkable facility for
Victoria. Government members need to keep their eyes
on the ball to make sure that the promise that is the new
children’s hospital is fulfilled for Victoria.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time!

Rail: St Albans level crossing
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
say how perplexed I was when I read a letter to the
editor in the Brimbank Leader today by one Marlene
Kairouz, the member for Kororoit in the Assembly. The
article states:
It was Labor that promised to fully fund the grade separation
of the St Albans level crossing at the 2010 state election in
partnership with the federal government.

This is something that the coalition had promised in
1999, and it again made that promise in 2010.
I turn to another article in the Brimbank Leader, the
issue of 16 November 2010, which states:
… Premier John Brumby said the project … was dependent
on a ‘partnership’ being formed with the commonwealth
government.

The article further states that that a spokesperson for
Tim Pallas came out and said that the government
would ‘lobby the federal Department of Infrastructure
and Transport’ and, later the article says:
A federal department of infrastructure spokesperson said it
had not received a submission.

There was no money there. There was no money put
into Labor’s promise to make anything happen at the
Main Road crossing. Members of the coalition are
committed to this crossing and committed to the people
of the western suburbs. The only thing is that we have a
stressed member of the Labor Party who knows that the
relevance of the ALP is waning in the western suburbs.

Member for Melbourne: election
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I
congratulate Jennifer Kanis on being elected as the
member for Melbourne in the Legislative Assembly.
She worked extremely hard during a long campaign
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and will be a hardworking local member and member
of the Labor parliamentary team. I look forward to
working with her for the benefit of our local
communities. I also congratulate Daniel Andrews,
whose strong leadership clearly articulated why only
Labor is the progressive alternative to this destructive
government, the members of which ran scared and
failed to put their abysmal record to the electoral test.

Bronwyn Pike
Ms MIKAKOS — I also pay tribute to the former
member for Melbourne, whose 11 years as a reforming
minister have left an important legacy in many areas,
particularly in Victoria’s health, housing and education
sectors.

Moreland Timehelp
Ms MIKAKOS — On 9 August, together with the
member for Brunswick in the Assembly and the mayor
of Moreland, John Kavanagh, I was pleased to visit
Moreland Primary School to see the Moreland
Timehelp program in operation.
The program recently celebrated its 10 000th hour of
volunteering. Timehelp has been operating in the
Moreland municipality since 2010, with philanthropic
and local council support. In only two years it has been
rolled out to 12 primary and secondary schools. Every
week participating senior Victorians give a few hours
of their time to assist children at schools such as
Moreland Primary School through activities such as
tutoring, providing reading and writing support, garden
maintenance and help in the kitchen.
It was clear that the students appreciated their presence
as much as the volunteers appreciated giving their time.
I congratulate the Timehelp coordinator, Deborah
Tedge, who is also a volunteer, on all her hard work
and effort. I also congratulate the principal of Moreland
Primary School, John Williams, who has taken on this
program with great enthusiasm. I thank all the volunteer
Timehelpers themselves, because without them this
program would not be possible.

Brown coal: government initiatives
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I take great
delight in congratulating the federal Minister for
Resources and Energy, Mr Martin Ferguson, who
joined with Mr Michael O’Brien, the Victorian Minister
for Energy and Resources, in the launch of the
Victorian Advanced Lignite Technologies program in
the Latrobe Valley on 3 August. The state and federal
governments have each contributed $45 million to this
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program, which will fund the deployment of emerging
technologies to improve the economic recovery of
brown coal and reduce emissions from coal-fired
electricity generation.
Given that the Gippsland region contains the second
largest estimated volume of brown coal — indeed it
represents 20 per cent of the world’s total low-rank coal
reserves, with an estimated future economic life of
about 500 years — this program is important for the
region, particularly given that there are commonwealth
government emissions reduction targets to be achieved
by 2020. In launching the program the federal and state
ministers set out the objective of assisting in the
development of technologies to implement projects to
more efficiently produce things like transport fuel,
hydrogen liquefied natural gas, briquettes, fertiliser,
fine chemicals, and char and feedstock for more
efficient power plants.
I conclude by saying that it is good to see some
cooperation between the federal and state governments
on seeking to improve the outcomes from the utilisation
of this wonderful natural resource that Victoria has in
brown coal.

Idlers 4WD Club
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I wish to
bring to the attention of the Parliament the fantastic
work that has been done by members of the Idlers 4WD
Club, which has been involved in assisting flooddamaged communities in Numurkah and Wunghnu
with their repair work. The Idlers assisted in cleaning
up 34 flood-damaged properties in Numurkah and
Wunghnu over a period of eight weeks after the March
2012 floods. Eight teams rotated, with some members
returning to provide assistance four or five times.
The main focus was on clearing fence lines, timber and
debris from paddocks so that farmers could sow seeds
or let their stock back in. Some 2156 volunteer hours
were put in by members of the club. Local farmers say
that the clearing of debris from the many hectares of
farmland has enabled them to sow their crops in floodaffected paddocks this year and not miss out on a year
of cropping. Coordinators Peter Townsend and Allan
Marshall have maintained their liaison with David
Booth, the Moira shire flood relief manager, with a
view to providing further assistance to shire flood
victims as properties become accessible again in the
coming months. This is a fantastic effort that is greatly
appreciated by all.
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Member for Melbourne: election
Ms DARVENIZA — On another matter, along with
parliamentary colleagues on this side of the chamber, I
wish to congratulate Jennifer Kanis on her success in
winning the Assembly seat of Melbourne in a recent
by-election.

Olympic Games: Australian athletes
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I would like
to take this opportunity to congratulate all of Australia’s
exceptional Olympians, who have truly done this nation
proud in London. Our competitors have pushed
themselves time and again to be given the opportunity
to represent our nation on the world stage. I would like
to especially congratulate Australia’s gold medallists on
their stellar performances in circumstances that are both
physically and emotionally testing. Over the two
important weeks of competition I watched with delight
as every day Australians rose to the difficult demands
that this one-of-a-kind competition makes on
competitors every four years.
I would like to make special mention of two Olympians
who represented not only Australia but also
Melbourne’s west, Adam Vella and Farzad Tarash.
Adam Vella has had a long history, which includes a
Commonwealth Games gold and a bronze medal in
Athens, and his placing in London is just another
terrific performance to add to his career. London was
the Olympic debut for Farzad Tarash, who has had
career highlights including making the 2006 world
championships in Guangzhou, China, and finishing the
year 10th in the world rankings.
Our Olympians train tirelessly every day to perform at
their best and carry the nation’s hopes of gold medals
on their shoulders. I would like to state that we as a
nation are content with their accomplishments. I am
looking forward to 2016 when Australia can shine in
Rio de Janeiro.

CARBON TAX: HEALTH SERVICES
Debate resumed from 9 February; motion of
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning):
That this house:
(1) calls on the commonwealth government to provide
full and timely compensation to Victorian health
services and health providers for the significant
cost impacts on public and community health
services of the commonwealth’s carbon tax; and
(2) notes that when other commonwealth taxes such as
the goods and services tax were applied health
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services were exempt, and the same principles
should apply to the carbon tax.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Further
debate on this motion comes on the first sitting day
after the carbon tax has come into effect. The carbon
tax, as we know, came into effect on 1 July, and the
motion calls on the commonwealth government to
provide full and timely compensation to Victorian
health services and health providers for the significant
cost impacts of the commonwealth’s carbon tax on
public and community health services. It notes that
when other commonwealth taxes, such as the goods and
services tax, were applied health services were exempt.
The same principle should apply to the carbon tax.
Whether you agree or disagree with the carbon tax —
there are a range of views on it; I think the federal
coalition has made its views known, and I think many
of us in Victoria have great concerns about the impact
of the carbon tax more broadly — that is not what this
motion is directly about. What it says is that the carbon
tax will hit health services, hit hospitals, hit health
providers with increased costs, and there ought to be
some mechanism to compensate those health services
and providers.
The house will remember that when John Howard
introduced the GST he actually made health taxexempt. Health providers pay GST but claim back from
the tax office the full GST input cost. The carbon tax
applies a bit differently; it applies back at the point of
creation of the carbon dioxide, back in large measure at
the energy creation point. This is electricity and gas
generation principally, and as we know, many of our
large public hospitals and large private hospitals are
large users of gas and electricity to heat hospitals, to
undertake the full range of services in hospitals, to
provide steam for a whole range of sterilisation
procedures, for a whole range of energy uses in what
are large and complex organisations.
I make the point that the tax will apply to private
services and it will apply to public services. Private
services will inherit a greater cost as their energy costs
go up. It is true to say that health services, like other
sections of the economy, can respond in some measure
by reducing their energy usage, and energy efficiency is
a perfectly sensible step in the face of the carbon tax.
There are a number of initiatives in the Victorian public
sector, and I know in certain private sector areas, to
reduce energy use through energy efficiency measures,
but what I would say to those who say, ‘This is the
response of government and private providers, and this
is the only response’ is that for whatever level of energy
use you choose, there will be a carbon tax on that
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energy usage, and that will be a tax, in effect, on health
care. I do not believe health care should be taxed in this
way. I believe health care ought not be clobbered by an
additional tax.
The states and territories signed a deal with the
commonwealth government, first in a heads of
agreement in February 2011, to lay out a new health
deal, and then there was a final agreement in August
2011. But after that — and I stress this, after that — the
carbon tax was passed through the federal Parliament to
be imposed on the health sector as well as other sectors
of the economy from 1 July this year.
The commonwealth, principally through Mr Combet,
the federal Minister for Climate Change and Energy
Efficiency, has tried to say that there will be
adjustments in the payments. That does not explain
what will occur. In the first two years of the health
agreement there are fixed payments from the
commonwealth, and there is no adjustment whatsoever.
The carbon tax will be laid across the cost structures in
health, and there will be no adjustment whatsoever in
commonwealth payments. The carbon tax, I remind
members, was brought in after the health-care
agreements were signed.
Equally, there will be no adjustment for private sector
activities. Doctors, pharmacists, optometrists —
whichever health professional group you like to choose
in the suburbs — will pay higher energy costs, and
those costs will inevitably be passed through to
consumers, so there is an access issue and a cost issue
in the private sector. There will be increased costs in the
private hospital sector. Some of the large private
hospitals such as Epworth and Cabrini, and members
can name them as well as I can in regional areas, will
pay higher gas and electricity charges under the carbon
tax, which will make it more difficult for them to
deliver the services that are required and ultimately will
require an increase in charges and costs delivered to
consumers.
In the public sector the large hospitals, the large health
services, the large users of energy — gas and
electricity — will face higher charges as the carbon tax
inevitably pushes up the cost of energy generation.
Those costs will be passed through to Monash Health,
to Alfred Health, to Bendigo Health, to Ballarat
Health — whichever health service — —
Mr Finn — Western Health.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Western Health, Mr Finn. I
am sure Mr Finn will say something about the impact
on Western Health. Large users will face imposts of
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hundreds of thousands of dollars and potentially more
than $1 million in some cases through the high cost of
the carbon tax working its way through the system.
Other sectors of the public health system will not be
compensated at all, ever. Ambulance services,
community health services, whichever you like to
choose, will not be compensated, and they will not be
compensated because they are outside the health-care
agreement.
The clearest case is aviation spirit. It is in the
commonwealth bill, in the schedules, so aviation will
attract a carbon tax. If you are using aviation spirit to
run a police helicopter or using it to run a helicopter for
Ambulance Victoria, that will push up the costs of
delivering those services. Ambulance Victoria has done
its own figures independently, and the impact on it in
the years ahead will be hundreds of thousands of dollars
each year. That started on 1 July, and the compensation
from the commonwealth is zero. That is in effect a tax
on air ambulance services. It is wrong. Even if you
agree with the carbon tax, there ought to be
compensation for the air ambulance to make sure that it
is not penalised by the decision of the commonwealth
government to unilaterally impose a carbon tax that will
impact directly on health services.
The impact will be significant. Today I have tabled in
the chamber the SKM (Sinclair Knight Merz) report.
This report was commissioned in the first part of the
2011 financial year. The precise impacts of the carbon
tax are not absolutely known. We do not know the
exact response of energy producers, and we do not
know the energy efficiency measures that people will
put in. Mr Barber and I have had this conversation
today and elsewhere, and we understand that that is a
key point.
The commonwealth minister is using a figure of 0.3 per
cent of hospital services as the impact of the carbon tax,
so the turnover of hospitals of 0.3 per cent she believes
is the figure. I think that figure is probably a little bit
higher than accurate, but nonetheless on those figures,
that would be more than $20 million in Victoria. The
SKM report estimates $13 million in the first year, $14
million-odd in the second year, and increasing.
Mr Combet would argue that there is some adjustment
through the health inflator in the out years, but it is only
a partial adjustment. The state will still pay more than
half the costs of health care, and as I say, there are all
those sections of health care that are outside the healthcare agreement and where the compensation will be
exactly zero.
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There will be zero compensation in the private sector
too. All of these things will make health care more
expensive to deliver and less accessible, and I think this
is a major impact on our system. Whatever you might
suggest about what level the carbon tax should be set at,
it will impact directly on those large sections of the
economy that are energy users and inevitably are
required to make decisions about how they set their
priorities. This will mean that growth in the health
sector will be slower than it otherwise would have
been. Our capacity to grow services at every major
public hospital will be lessened.
At Monash hospital, the Royal Children’s Hospital, the
Royal Victorian Eye and Ear Hospital, Alfred Health,
Bendigo hospital, Ballarat hospital, Albury Wodonga
Health and Goulburn Valley Health, our capacity to
grow the system will be slowed somewhat by the
carbon tax.
As I have said, this is an impact that the community
will see over time. We will watch this as the cost
increases inevitably come through in relation to gas and
electricity bills. Victorian households will feel those
and Victorian businesses will feel those, but Victorian
hospitals and health services will also feel the increases
in gas and electricity prices as they come through.
A key point is the need to understand what will happen
to construction costs as well. It is made clear in the
Sinclair Knight Merz report that the construction costs
for public hospitals will also increase. Costs will
increase because the cost of concrete, steel, aluminium
and glass — all key components of hospital
construction — will increase. I would find it interesting
to hear Mr Jennings argue that increased energy costs
will not flow through — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Well, there you are:
interjections are disorderly. I would find it interesting if
Mr Jennings argued that increased energy costs will not
flow through into the hospital construction sector. A
whole range of other groups will feel the impact. There
are 23 bush nursing hospitals and bush nursing services
across the state. They are in effect private, not-for-profit
health services; they are community-controlled health
services. They will face an impact as well. Those costs
will, I think, be significant. We worked out some cost
estimates in regard to Ballan District Health and Care.
It ran to hundreds of thousands of dollars a year. Ballan
District Health and Care is a modest but important bush
nursing hospital in a town between Ballarat and
Melbourne that is growing significantly. Those services
are going to have an important role in the community,
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and its costs are going to be increased under these
changes involving the carbon tax.
I have written to the federal Minister for Health seeking
compensation, and I will be interested in her response. I
know that the states have been told there will be no
compensation for their services because it will
obviously impact more broadly — not just on the area
of health. It will impact on police, education and
transport services across the economy. Public transport
costs will increase because the energy cost component
will ultimately feed through into those areas. There
does not seem to be a recognition by the
commonwealth that there needs to be compensation for
these sorts of steps. The police will face additional costs
when operating their system as well.
In conclusion, on Friday I stood with the Queensland
Minister for Health and the New South Wales Minister
for Health, and together we called on the federal
minister to provide compensation, particularly for our
public health sector — that is, our public hospitals,
public health services and community health services,
which have such important roles. The impact will be
ultimately felt by patients as a slower growth in services
than would otherwise be the case. The impact will be
ultimately felt in relation to greater construction costs
than would otherwise be the case. The impact will also
be felt in terms of less access to health services in the
private sector than would otherwise be the case.
I await the response of Tanya Plibersek, the federal
health minister, to my correspondence. The SKM report
provides a very useful foundation for these discussions.
It is clear that there are going to be impacts across a
wide range of services in the health sector and that
compensation ought to be provided. For those reasons, I
urge both of the non-government parties in this
chamber to support the coalition in relation to this
motion. The motion notes there will be an impact on
health services, and it calls for compensation in relation
to the impact on those important services.
Mr Barber — Of 0.1 per cent.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The federal minister is
calling it 0.3 per cent.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am just saying that her
figure is higher than what I think is right. Mr Barber
may think millions of dollars of impact are
insignificant, but I do not believe that to be
insignificant; it is significant. I believe the impact on
health services will be slower growth in services than
would otherwise be possible. That will have an impact
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on both the public and private sectors. I look forward to
providing as many services as possible — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time!
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Acting President, for the opportunity to talk
on this motion moved by the government as a priority
in its agenda for this week. This is an extraordinary
government priority at a time when Victorian hospital
waiting lists are getting longer and the Baillieu
government has chosen to withdraw $616 million from
hospital budgets. In its first two budgets it has chosen to
find savings of $616 million and take them out of the
health portfolio. The incoming minister, Mr David
Davis, has overseen a reduction of $616 million in the
forward estimates in relation to the health portfolio.
Notwithstanding the savings he is seeking to make in
his portfolio, this government’s budget paper 3
indicates that the acute health services line item in the
2012–13 budget is $9.3323 million, which is — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, exactly; what a yawn.
What a disgrace that this government is wasting the
time of the Parliament about something that affects
significantly less than 1 per cent of the state budget,
when at the same time it has chosen to withdraw
$616 million over the forward estimates, and that this
minister has the gall to come in and talk about the
impact of the carbon tax. This minister has the gall to
table 1 hour before this debate today a document that he
has said has been prepared since 2011 and was
circulated to the Herald Sun newspaper in March of this
year, yet the document that he circulated to us today
indicates that the draft was prepared on 7 August 2012
and completed on 12 August 2012. What an audacious
delivery of the bona fides of this document from this
minister! He has made this document up.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — He has commissioned a piece of
work that has little, if any, credibility and he has come
in here suggesting that this was the document that was
delivered to the Herald Sun in March, even though the
draft is referred to in the document prepared on
7 August. In fact when it appeared in the Herald Sun on
7 March it was indicated that $170 million was coming
out of the hospital budget. The document provided by
the minister today now suggests that the real number is
of the order of $13 million — if this document
produced by SKM MMA is correct — and 0.1 per cent
of the hospital budget will be allocated to the costs
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attributed in this document. One must question how
legitimate and valid this document is when it has been
available to Parliament for just 1 hour prior to this
debate occurring today.
Even though the minister said it has been in preparation
since 2011 and that in March he gave a drop copy to the
Herald Sun with a different number, if you look at
page 4 of the document tabled today you see that it
indicates that the cost attributed to the carbon tax is in
the order of $13 million out of a $9.332 billion budget,
which is 0.1 per cent. On the same page it goes on to
indicate that during the life of the estimates contained in
this document the figure may rise to 0.2 per cent by
2020, even though there is no methodology in this
budget about what the growth in the hospital budget
will be. No description of the financial estimates of the
projection of the growth in hospital budgets is
contained within this document.
Have a look at how fair dinkum this is. The people
opposite are going to stand up and defend this
document. They should have a damn good look at
page 43, which has two things on it. Table 5 at the top
of the page indicates that by the out year 2020 the total
cost to hospitals in Victoria, if all the projections are
right, will be $18.996 million. If you then look at the
graph below it, which is a sectoral analysis of the costs
in the budget from 2013 to 2020, you see that it does
not even match up. In fact, the scale at the bottom of
that graph shows that the number does not even get to
$18 million, let alone $18.996 million.
In terms of the methodology and quality of the work, if
my secondary school child produced a document as
valid, rigorous and comprehensive as this I would have
a go at him for delivering inferior work that is riddled
with inconsistency. It does not justify its method or
explain how it gets to an end point. In fact I would
expect that if the minister is paying money for this
piece of work, he should at least see that the critical
page, page 43, has the same number in terms of costs
attributed to the table and the graph. That is the
fundamental issue he is trying to convince us of.
But he is not really trying to convince us of this because
he delivered this document to us 1 hour before the start
of this debate. He is not fair dinkum about convincing
us of this because he has circulated throughout his
electorate a document, produced in his electorate office
and funded by the taxpayer, which indicates what he
purports to be the impact of the carbon tax — even
though the carbon tax does not apply to the health
sector — and says that there are consequences in the
health budget as a consequence of the carbon tax — —
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Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — There is no apportionment of
the carbon tax within the hospital sector, but that does
not stop you from trying to convey that to the
community. That does not prevent you from misleading
the Victorian community about this matter. And what is
the measure of your bona fides? What is the measure of
your conviction with this DL that I am holding in my
hand to convey your alignment and with responsibility
for distributing this drivel?
The minister’s name appears on the document in 2point font; it is almost invisible. In fact if he were
committed to this document and were prepared to line
up and say, ‘I have used taxpayers money to produce
this material’, to produce this propaganda, to try to
perpetuate this myth through the Victorian population,
he should have the guts to stand up and have his name
writ large across it. His name should not disappear in 2point font. If Mr Finn had been distributing this tawdry
document, Mr Finn’s name would have been writ large
on it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Finn would have been
prepared to have his name in bigger font than Julia
Gillard’s. Mr Finn’s name would have appeared bigger
than Julia Gillard’s name on this document, not
reproduced in the tawdry 2-point font the minister has
been associated with. This perpetuating — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — This atrocity in terms of
propaganda on the Victorian electorate is very poor
form by a minister who has actually paid for and
commissioned a dodgy report that has given him
dodgy numbers. But even if those numbers and all
those assumptions were correct, 0.1 per cent of the
hospital budget, according to the minister’s own
document — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — At a time when he as a minister
is responsible for $616 million — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — How much time have I got
now?
An honourable member — Not much.
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Mr Leane — You have 51 minutes and 56 seconds.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! Could we fix the clock please? It is correct, is it?
Okay. Mr Jennings has the call.
Mr JENNINGS — I doubt that if I had known I had
an hour, I would have embarked upon this debate with
such vigour. I do not retreat from one thing that I have
said or its veracity, but I would have paced myself a
little bit better. I think in this marathon that is now
available to me I could get a bit weary.
One of the misleading elements that has been
associated with Mr Davis’s campaign and that has
supported this tawdry piece of DL correspondence,
which purports that the carbon tax applies to the
hospital system in Victoria and would have adverse
effects on it, and on which Mr Davis’s name is virtually
invisible — —
Mrs Peulich — You are repeating yourself.
Mr JENNINGS — That shows the courage — the
2-point font courage — that is associated with this
campaign by the minister. If he actually has something
to say of value, of merit, that can withstand some
rigour, then he should — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — You do not think that involves
courage, supporting this initiative? You do not think
that standing up for the right thing and always putting
your colours to the mast is an important issue?
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Davis, when he was in
opposition — and at one stage was the shadow minister
for the environment — gave every single impression to
the chamber and to the community that he was with the
program and that he believed in climate change and in
taking appropriate action to remedy it. That was his
approach then; that is not his approach now. His
approach now is to join those who promote the Chicken
Little approach to climate change, the people who are
talking about the — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — In relation to the costs, the
community is portrayed — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Funnily enough, Mr Davis,
even though I am in opposition, it is my time.
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Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — You have had your time, and
your time fell short of being compelling, convincing or
courageous. I heard Mr Davis say in his contribution
that he stood up with the ministers for health from
Queensland and New South Wales and called on the
federal minister to compensate Victorian hospitals for
the impacts of the carbon tax. But did the minister say
that in the meeting with the minister, or did he say it
somewhere else — from a rocky outcrop looking over
Sydney Harbour? As I understand it, as has been
reported and as the Minister for Health in the
commonwealth jurisdiction asserts, Mr Davis did not
raise this matter with the commonwealth minister — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — You met with her on Friday,
and you rely on your letter — you rely on your
correspondence! The minister did not have the
gumption to face her — to eyeball her — and to raise
the matters he has raised with us today. That is quite an
extraordinary proposition. If the minister is to talk about
standing up for Victoria and for the hospital system, he
should do that when it counts — when it matters. He
should not bring in the nonsense motion we are
debating today, the impact of which will be negligible if
not zero or in fact adverse, given the way in which the
minister intends to campaign against the federal
government in relation to this matter and to use it
politically at the cost of the federal government.
The minister is not interested in protecting the health
budget. If he were, he might have done a better job in
the first two budgets of the Baillieu government. The
level of savings that have been gouged out of the
hospital system is extraordinary. The hospital system is
falling behind in terms of all the measurements,
including the effectiveness of elective surgery, waiting
times and ambulance responses to emergency calls. On
all those critical measures the system is going in reverse
under the minister’s jurisdiction — and the minister is
wasting his time on graphic design of DL material, to
go into letterboxes, of the most discreet form, in which
the minister’s name is almost invisible.
That is the minister’s commitment to this issue and to
health reform. That is his commitment to protecting the
budget of the hospital system in Victoria. I have seen
correspondence Mr Davis has written after receiving
complaints in his office from constituents who have
complained about the misleading and vexatious nature
of this material. That correspondence has the audacity
to perpetuate the lie that the federal Labor government
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has reduced the GST revenues going to the state of
Victoria. This is a lie that is perpetuated often — —
An honourable member — That is a lie, is it?
Mr JENNINGS — Absolutely. It is a lie.
Mr Finn — Is that a fact?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, it is a lie. Mr Finn, do you
know what is in the budget papers for the state of
Victoria brought down by your Treasurer? Do you
understand what GST revenues are outlined in that
document? Do you understand?
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Do you understand, Mr RichPhillips? Do you understand that the budget
allocation — the revenues going to the state of Victoria
from GST revenue as anticipated this year in the budget
of those opposite, published by the Treasurer — is
higher than it has ever been before, at $11 billion? This
is compared to $10.34 billion in the previous year.
Mr Drum — Under your government, what were
the projections for this year?
Mr JENNINGS — That is a different point. The
point — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! There is far too much interjection in the house. I
ask members to desist. If a member wants to make a
contribution, they can avail themselves of the list and
put their names on it.
Mr JENNINGS — The point is that I have not lied
on this matter, unlike people who lie continually on this
matter and who perpetuate the lie that the state of
Victoria is receiving reduced GST revenues in absolute
terms. That is the lie that is perpetuated by this
government’s members. It is a lie, because the
government’s own budget papers report a different
outcome. Its own budget papers report $11 billion
anticipated in this financial year.
Within those very same budget papers the amount of
revenue coming to the state of Victoria from the
commonwealth for health purposes is $3.63 billion. The
state of Victoria is crying poor about the potential
impact of $13 million when the commonwealth
government is providing this year, as indicated in the
budget published by the Victorian Treasurer,
$3.63 billion. That is a minuscule amount compared to
the injection of funds that has been provided by the
commonwealth — —
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Hon. D. M. Davis — Thirteen million dollars is
minuscule now, is it?
Mr JENNINGS — As compared to the health
budget — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Let the record show: you have
said it is minuscule.
Mr JENNINGS — It certainly is compared to the
health budget. It is also minuscule compared to the
savings the health minister is gouging out of the health
system.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! Mr Davis should stop interjecting. Mr Jennings
has the call.
Mr JENNINGS — In terms of the story from here
on, the unfortunate fact for the health minister is that his
report projecting the impact of costs attributed to the
carbon tax within the health portfolio by 2020 does not,
as I have already indicated, have any sense of the
projection of growth in the hospital budget in the
coming decade. It is very significant for the Victorian
community that it understand that the commonwealth
government is not only putting in $3.63 billion this year
but it has also committed to rolling out an additional
$20 billion across the states for extra funding for state
and territory health services to 2019–20.
Victoria is obviously a beneficiary of that funding. In
fact since 2007, $16.4 billion has been provided for
hospital services and health infrastructure in Victoria
from commonwealth expenditure. Specifically, the
commonwealth has provided Victoria with an
additional $821 million to improve elective surgery in
hospital emergency departments until 2015–16 on top
of the growth funding to be continually provided until
2019–20. Therefore, in the name of seeking
compensation for the state of Victoria the Minister for
Health is perpetuating a series of lies. He is relying on a
piece of dodgy work — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am not perpetuating a series of lies and I
ask the member to withdraw that.
Mr JENNINGS — I think we are in a touchy area,
aren’t we? I’m outlining what they are.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! Did you name the minister when making that
contribution?
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Mr JENNINGS — I was referring to the items that
I have identified as falsehoods in material that has been
circulated and I chose to describe them as lies being
perpetuated. If the minister feels that I have offended
him by literally calling him a liar when I have not then I
will withdraw the phrase that I did not use — and that is
that he is lying.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! Mr Jennings to continue.
Mr JENNINGS — The real challenge for all of us
in relation to how the health portfolio should be
administered in future is to get a grip on what are the
real challenges confronting the health system in
Victoria. I would argue that the Minister for Health in
Victoria should focus on those real challenges, be
determined to confront them and to rise up and meet
them. I believe this health minister is running away
from the challenges because the real measure of
success, whether it be waiting lists, emergency response
times or ambulance response times, is that they are all
going backwards, despite the belligerence of the
defence that might be provided from time to time. This
is one of the very rare occasions that has taken place
because normally in question time that defence is sorely
lacking; but good on you today for standing up for the
minister.
I would encourage the Minister for Health to focus on
the main game, and if he has a point to make about the
way in which the commonwealth should support the
health system in Victoria then he should make it. He
should make it at the time with the federal minister. Do
not go trotting off with your mates, standing on a hill
looking over Sydney Harbour. You should actually
front the right meeting. Front the minister; raise the
issues when it matters. Do not run away and do it some
other time.
That is the significant issue that has to be confronted by
this government, which is running away from its
responsibilities in relation to the health system. It is
choosing to blame others for the failings of the health
system in Victoria. The Minister for Health continually
chooses not to confront the real measures of success in
the health portfolio or identify strategies by which those
outcomes will be improved. There is always an
opportunity to have a go at the previous Labor
government; there is always an opportunity to have a go
at the federal government. It is always somebody else’s
fault. If it is not federal Labor or state Labor, it is the
nurses or the paramedics.
Mr Finn — You sound like Julia Gillard. She is
always blaming somebody else.

CARBON TAX: HEALTH SERVICES
Tuesday, 14 August 2012

COUNCIL

3347

Mr JENNINGS — I am sure Mr Finn will take the
opportunity to assert himself in this space,
unencumbered by knowledge or concern about the
issue, and make it very clear what his views are on this
subject, regardless of whether they have any correlation
to the calibre of the information being provided to us —
the backdrop of this tawdry piece of work that has very
little standing and will not deliver a better outcome for
health in Victoria.

$13.6 million per annum from mid-2012. The New
South Wales government recently released figures
indicating that New South Wales Health would face
$27 million in additional costs each year as a result of
higher energy prices under the carbon tax. According to
the New South Wales government’s figures, the flowon impact of the carbon tax on the economy equates to
around $120 000 per year for the average New South
Wales public hospital.

I think I have overstayed my welcome in relation to this
debate today. I have only stayed on my feet longer than
I originally intended because of the provocation that has
come from members of the government, who are
ultradefensive about this issue because they know that
they will be accountable for the measure of success in
the hospital system. Their continual approach is to run
away from their responsibility for taking decisive, clear
action in a concerted fashion to improve the
performance of the health system. This will come home
to roost on them unless they focus on the main game,
and today is not the main game. There is no doubt that
this is a peripheral issue in relation to the cost structures
in the hospital system in Victoria, and until this health
minister focuses on the main game he will play no
positive role in improving the performance of the
Victorian health-care system.

Unfortunately there has been relatively little discussion
of the consequences of climate change on human
health, and yet the consequences are significant.
According to the Australian government’s Climate
Commission, climate change is harming the health of
Australians and poses a significant threat for the future.
In 2009 a commission established by the Lancet and the
University College London said that climate change is
the biggest global health threat of the 21st century. A
recently published article in the Public Library of
Science — Medicine journal suggests that in the
medium and long term, climate change could constitute
a health crisis at least as wide-ranging as that currently
caused by tobacco.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — It
would appear that this debate is about a 0.1 per cent
increase in the 2013 budget, which is cited on page 41
of the document that unfortunately we received only
one hour before this debate. It is therefore very difficult
to thoroughly assess it. I am sure my colleague
Mr Barber will do that in the next sitting week.
Unlike the minister I am going to concentrate on the
health effects of climate change, because I have not
heard that mentioned by the minister. I will be using a
document from the Australian Healthcare and Hospitals
Association and quoting extensively from that. It is a
policy brief of the Health Policy Research Institute — a
unit within AHHA — entitled Australian Health-Care
Services and the Climate Change Debate.

I turn now to the effects of climate change on human
health. In regard to heatwaves and other severe events,
by the end of the century the number of days the
temperature exceeds 35 degrees is expected to increase
in all Australian capital cities. In some places the
average temperature will rise significantly. Other severe
weather events associated with climate change, such as
heavy rainfall, floods, hailstorms and bushfires, can
also cause injury and illness and lead to water and food
contamination. Rising temperatures, changes in rainfall
patterns and more severe weather events are expected
to lead to higher rates of some infectious diseases. For
example, dengue fever is currently confined to northern
Queensland, but as other parts of the country become
hotter and wetter, the type of mosquito that spreads
dengue fever is expected to move south. This could put
5 million to 8 million Australians at risk of this disease,
which is 10 to 16 times the population that is currently
exposed.

Obviously the health sector has a huge interest in the
climate change debate and the impacts of climate
change on human health. Climate experts now agree
that the health impacts of climate change, such as the
spread of infectious diseases, illness and fatalities
related to severe weather events, are significant and
pose a significant threat for the future.

Air pollution and increased allergens in the air can
exacerbate existing respiratory diseases such as asthma,
hay fever and even lung cancer and heart disease. The
obvious mental health risks include the terrible stress
that occurs when people have experienced fires, floods,
droughts and other extreme weather events.

In July 2011 the Victorian government released figures
suggesting that the carbon tax would lead to additional
energy costs for Victorian hospitals of approximately

In regard to the pressure on health services, each of the
issues described above can put substantial demand on a
health service, in particular ambulances and emergency
departments in the case of extreme weather events. I
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have not heard the minister talk at all about how those
events would be dealt with. The most vulnerable
members of the community will be most at risk. In
Australia, this means the very old, the very young,
people with chronic diseases, people in communities
with low socioeconomic status, indigenous
communities, and rural and remote communities.
Outdoor workers and tourists will also be affected.
Malnutrition as a result of reduced agricultural yields,
diarrhoea and extreme climate events will have the
greatest impact on the poorest regions of the world.
Unmitigated climate change risks will entrench global
health inequalities between rich and poor countries.
In June 2008 the Garnaut climate change review tasked
academics at the University of Western Sydney and the
Australian National University’s National Centre for
Epidemiology and Population Health with modelling
the impact of temperature-related deaths and
hospitalisations, gastroenteritis caused by salmonella
and other bacteria and dengue fever against a number of
different carbon emission mitigation scenarios. Their
conclusions were that temperature-related deaths and
hospitalisations will vary considerably between states
and territories, with Queensland, the Northern Territory
and Western Australia being most affected. Depending
on the extent to which carbon pollution is mitigated,
climate change will cause up to 870 000 cases of
gastroenteritis by the year 2100 at a cost to the health
system of $174.2 million and a cost to the economy of
1.8 million workdays lost. I did not hear the minister
mention any of these parts of the economy.
The academics also concluded that up to 36 000 of the
workdays that would be lost as a result of a higher
incidence of dengue fever could be saved depending on
the extent to which carbon pollution is reduced. They
estimated that the projected population health outcomes
included in their study — that is, temperature-related
deaths and hospitalisations, gastroenteritis, and dengue
fever — represent only around one-third of the total
definable health burden from climate change.
While the precise gains can be difficult to measure, it is
also worth noting that some policies aimed at reducing
carbon emissions can have other health benefits. For
instance, people may be encouraged to use their cars
less to reduce carbon pollution, and walking or cycling
would have health benefits for people who do so
through greater physical activity and improved fitness.
While the health and hospitals sector in Australia is not
a major emitter of carbon pollution compared to other
industries, such as the mining, agriculture and power
industries, there is considerable scope for the sector to
reduce its carbon footprint and its operating costs
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through greater energy efficiency, in particular in
hospital buildings. According to the British Medical
Journal the National Health Service in England emits
3.2 per cent of the country’s total carbon footprint,
which is equivalent to a quarter of all public sector
emissions.
The report of the Health Policy Research Institute goes
on to cite a number of ways in which hospitals can
improve their carbon footprint. They cite several,
including flagship hospital infrastructure projects
incorporating into their design energy efficiency and
sustainability measures. For example, the recently
completed Royal Children’s Hospital in Melbourne
aims to be Australia’s greenest hospital through
measures such as reducing its greenhouse gas emissions
by 45 per cent through energy-efficient lighting, heating
and cooling systems; the inclusion of a tri-generation
plant and solar panels; the installation of a blackwater
treatment system; rainwater collection; water-efficient
fittings; and water-conscious landscaping to reduce
water use.
The minister also did not mention that existing policy
initiatives provide some support for hospitals and
health-care providers to improve their energy
efficiency. For example, some health service
organisations are eligible to apply for energy efficiency
grants that are available under the Australian
government’s Clean Energy Future package, and public
hospitals may be eligible for assistance from Low
Carbon Australia to become more energy efficient.
Low Carbon Australia is an independent company
established by the Australian government in 2010 that
provides advice and finance to eligible businesses and
public sector organisations for the retrofit of nonresidential buildings. That would possibly be a good
avenue for the chemists and GPs that the minister
mentioned. State governments may also provide
assistance to hospitals and community health facilities
seeking to improve their energy efficiency.
To ensure that Australia is adequately prepared for the
health impacts of climate change, the Climate and
Health Alliance and other groups, such as the
Australian Medical Association, have called for the
development of a national strategy for health and
climate change to protect the community from further
health risks that could arise as a result of climate
change. Maybe the minister should be talking to these
people as well.
I would like to finish by suggesting that members of the
opposition read this report. It is a report by an
authoritative organisation. It is not by the Greens party
and it is not by any of the other groups involved with
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climate issues; it is by the Australian Healthcare and
Hospitals Association. These people know what they
are talking about. It is also time that the government
looks at science when it talks about climate change. It
should start to look at what the actual effects of climate
change are on health.
The Australian Healthcare and Hospitals Association
summed it up quite well when it stated:
Irrespective of the domestic political debate over the future of
carbon abatement policies, the issue of climate change itself is
not going away.
The links between climate change and health are now
irrefutable. The health sector therefore has an important role
to play in this debate — both through reducing its own carbon
footprint, through promoting climate change policies which
will reduce the impacts of climate change on human health,
and through ensuring the preparedness of the health system
for the challenges to it that climate change and warmer
temperatures will bring.

I urge the minister to do a bit more reading and
concentrate on the actual effects of health and climate
change rather than on the debate that we are having
today, which is about — and I quote from page 41 of
the document we received 1 hour before this debate and
that the government, which claims to be transparent,
was not prepared to release except to the Herald Sun —
0.1 per cent of the budget.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak this afternoon on
Mr Davis’s motion. I remind those opposite what we
are debating here this afternoon. In the last two
contributions I have not heard very much in the way of
either relevance or reference to the motion that
Mr Davis moved in the house, which is:
That this house:
(1) calls on the commonwealth government to provide full
and timely compensation to Victorian health services
and health providers for the significant cost impacts on
public and community health services of the
commonwealth’s carbon tax; and
(2) notes that when other commonwealth taxes such as the
goods and services taxes were applied that health
services were exempt, and the same principles should
apply to the carbon tax.

As this chamber knows, the commonwealth’s proposed
carbon tax legislation will have a significant impact on
Victoria. The nature and impact of the carbon tax,
particularly on health services, need to be properly
explained to Victorians. I believe it is of significant
importance that Victorians know the full details of the
carbon tax and its impacts, and that is why we are here
talking about Victorian health services and the fact that
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the commonwealth government is ultimately not
providing any compensation in this instance to the
Victorian patient.
I want to speak about Mr Jennings’s contribution,
which was a bit of a rant, I have to say. I did not hear
him mention the patient once in his contribution — —
Mrs Peulich — He was overacting. He was
engaging in his favourite pastime.
Ms CROZIER — He was overacting. He must
have had a good break, I think. But there was no
reference to a single patient in his contribution. I will
come back to Ms Hartland’s contribution in a moment.
There was some significant discussion by both speakers
in relation to the Sinclair Knight Merz report entitled
Impact of Carbon Pricing on the Victorian Health-Care
System. I turn to the executive summary of that report,
where it states that the Department of Health engaged
SKM ‘to assess the total financial impact to itself of the
federal government’s proposed carbon pricing scheme’.
It goes on to list the main service sectors at which it
was looking. Ms Hartland and Mr Jennings are not here
anymore, but I will continue — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — I am here.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Mr Pakula. The main
service sectors that the study looked at were public
hospitals, public health-care capital works, on-road and
air ambulance services, class A cemeteries and the
supply chain.
All of those elements are very important to the delivery
of health services to this state. There has been a lot of
debate around the carbon tax. Whether you believe in
climate change — as Ms Hartland clearly does, from
what we have just heard throughout her 15-minute
contribution — or you do not, there is no doubt that this
carbon tax is going to have a significant impact right
across the economy and, importantly, right across our
health sector.
Before I get back to the main purpose of this motion I
will briefly refer to an article in the Australian on
30 March this year in which the outgoing Future Fund
chairman, David Murray, is quoted as saying that the
carbon tax is ‘the worst piece of economic reform I
have ever seen in my life’. I do not know if you can call
it reform, but nevertheless it is rather regressive. The
Productivity Commission also pointed out that no
country currently imposes an economy-wide tax on
greenhouse gas emissions or has in place an economywide emission trading scheme. I raise these two points
because they are having major economic impacts that

CARBON TAX: HEALTH SERVICES
3350

COUNCIL

go to the heart of what this motion is about — that is,
compensation to our public health services.
Those who will pay will be Victorian patients. In my
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region many
patients access the Monash Medical Centre in Clayton.
The carbon tax will increase its annual power costs by
almost $660 000. That money will come off its bottom
line, and it could be better utilised in operation and
service delivery or to employ more nurses, doctors and
administrative staff to assist patients in that health
service.
Health services, certainly the major public hospitals, are
very energy intensive. In an emergency department, an
intensive care department or a special care nursery there
are monitors and electrical equipment — highly
energy-intensive equipment — that need a lot of either
gas or electricity, as the minister pointed out. If
compensation is not delivered to our health services or
that money has to be found or come off an individual
hospital’s bottom line, that will have a direct effect on
the delivery of services.
Ms Hartland says it is only 0.1 per cent of the budget,
but when you add up every single health service in this
state, whether it is a large public hospital, a small
community health service, a bush nursing hospital or
the air ambulance or road ambulance services, there is
going to be a cost. The carbon tax will have an impact
on their service delivery. Somebody has to pay, and that
will have an impact on Victorian patients and the ability
to service those patients when they arrive at Victorian
health services.
The carbon tax will not only go to that; we are also
looking at construction costs in relation to new
hospitals — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — So your billions of dollars of
cuts will not impact on services, but the carbon tax
will?
Ms CROZIER — Mr Pakula, this is a carbon tax
that you know is going to hurt — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — The carbon tax will impact
on services, but your billions of dollars worth of cuts
will not?
Ms CROZIER — No, it is going to hurt across the
economy. I am now going to turn to the construction of
hospitals. The comprehensive cancer centre and the
Bendigo hospital are both using large amounts of
cement, aluminium and other construction materials
which will also be hit by this carbon tax. There is no
denying this is going to hurt health services across the
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supply chain and in the delivery of services. I know we
have already had a debate on food. This report
highlights some areas that are going to be impacted,
including hand washes, office requisites, intravenous
and dialysis fluids, medical gases and continence
management products, all of which are supplied to
health services and will be impacted by this carbon tax.
The fact that there is no compensation provided by the
commonwealth shows that our Victorian-based Prime
Minister does not care for Victorian patients. She is not
standing up for them, unlike the Victorian Minister for
Health, who has argued that there should be
compensation. It is extraordinary that our own
Victorian-based Prime Minister says she cares when in
fact she does not.
Mr Barber interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Mr Barber might well say 0.1 per
cent; Ms Hartland gave that figure as well. In her
contribution to the debate she spoke about dengue fever
and gastroenteritis. I am not taking away anything from
those people who are experiencing dengue fever and
gastroenteritis, but I would say they are not the main
issues being presented to our public health services.
There are many more cases involving accidents and
illnesses that our health services look after and care for
on a daily basis. Ms Hartland spoke about climate
change and its health impacts into the next 100 years.
That is all very well, but I am talking about what is
going to happen to Victorian patients today, tomorrow
and in the next few years. The federal government is
not sticking up for Victorian patients, and it is not
providing adequate compensation, if any, for the
impacts of the carbon tax.
I reiterate that I support Mr Davis’s motion. The federal
government needs to look more closely at the impacts
of the carbon tax. We know Victoria is going to be
impacted first and foremost because of our high energy
brown coal reserves which deliver electricity to supply
our economy — our services, our businesses and our
homes. The federal government should take Victoria’s
circumstances into consideration. I commend the health
minister and the Premier for taking this issue to the
federal government and arguing for a better deal for
Victoria’s patients. The federal government simply
does not care at all.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
gives me pleasure to rise to speak on this motion. I
agree with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition that
this is an unusual use of the house’s time. It is
somewhat different when the opposition moves
motions of this nature as it does not have too many
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other options. We are Her Majesty’s loyal opposition,
and we do not participate in the sorts of minister-tominister exchanges that the Minister for Health is able
to participate in. It is not unusual for Mr Barber and the
Greens to use the Parliament in this manner. Mr Barber
routinely uses the Legislative Council to tilt at
windmills. It is what small parties do.
Mr Barber — Private members bills.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Private members bills and
the like. It is what small parties have to do. I remind the
minister at the table and the members of the Liberal
Party that they are part of a sovereign government. A
sovereign government has other avenues to express its
view about whether or not the commonwealth ought to
compensate Victoria for what it says are the significant
impacts of the carbon tax.
Let me say at the outset — and I welcome the fact that
Mr Davis has re-entered the chamber — that if you are
able to extract more cash out of the commonwealth for
this or anything else, more strength to your arm. Good
luck to you! We are certainly always happy for the
government.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I advise Mr Davis that
Mr Jennings is always equally pleased if the Victorian
state government is able to extract more funds out of
the commonwealth government. I have never been one,
as Mr Davis knows, to provide gratuitous advice, but if
he were to allow me to depart from my normal practice
on this occasion, I will say members of the government
are more likely to reach agreement with the
commonwealth if they do not routinely engage in
gratuitous attacks upon federal ministers. Government
members have forums other than a motion in the
Legislative Council.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Yes, I can, Mr Ondarchie,
but you see I am not a representative of the
government, whereas you are.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — That seems unnecessary.
Members of the government attend ministerial councils,
the Premier attends meetings of the Council of
Australian Governments, and I am sure Mr Ondarchie
has Ms Plibersek’s number on his speed dial. It would
seem to me that they really do not need a motion from
the Legislative Council in order to express their views
to the commonwealth.
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Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — So you say, but we have
Mr Dalla-Riva who routinely engages in gratuitous
attacks on his federal counterpart — I do not see how
that helps. Ms Lovell routinely engages in vile and
gratuitous attacks on her federal counterparts and
Mr Davis, apart from the brief occasional moment of
sunshine, never misses a chance either. Perhaps rather
than engaging in silly government-on-government
violence, as ministers of the state government tend to
do, they could start behaving like a government and
actually deal with the federal government through the
forums that are available to them.
By his motion and by this piece of work that
Mr Jennings alluded to — that is, the Parliamentfunded, DL-sized card with David Davis’s
authorisation in 2-point font on it — Mr Davis has
made it clear that he is satisfied to be Tony Abbott’s
flunky or toady, rather than doing the work that he
should be doing as a minister of a sovereign
government. I could have used less complimentary
terms, but I know Mr Davis is sensitive and he would
have taken objection.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I know he would have, so
I thought I would use those more neutral terms.
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I think the term
‘lickspittle’ is unparliamentary, Mr Drum.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I think the term
‘lickspittle’ is unparliamentary, and I would not use it.
This is another example of the sort of overblown
rhetoric about the carbon tax we are now used to from
this government. I want to deal with just some of the
things that members have heard.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Ondarchie should just
relax. He should just settle down. It is not question
time. Do you know what, Mr Ondarchie? I used to sit
over there, and I had to answer your questions then.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mrs Peulich should just
listen. What we have is the claim, first from
Ms Crozier, that the carbon tax will have a major
impact on the delivery of services. Mr Davis has said
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that the impact of the carbon tax will be 0.1 per cent,
perhaps rising to 0.2 per cent, and that will have a major
impact on the delivery of services.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — But what Mr Davis’s
government is trying to convince Victorians of is that
the billions of dollars of cuts that have been made in
two successive budgets — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — The budget, Mr Davis,
not the health budget.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I know that we should not
engage in a dialogue, but Mr Davis should just listen.
The government says that the billions of dollars of cuts
across government will have no impact on front-line
services, but a 0.1 per cent or 0.2 per cent increase in
energy costs as a result of the carbon tax will have a
major impact on services. It says that all the
government’s budget cuts, with 4200 public servants
losing their jobs, will have no impact on services, but
the carbon tax will. That is what members opposite are
trying to convince Victorians of.
They talk about energy cost rises as a consequence of
the carbon tax but make no mention of the far more
substantial energy cost rises that are occurring as a
consequence of decisions made by this government.
The impact of the carbon tax on energy costs is
miniscule compared to the rising energy costs that we
have seen in the past 12 months, the rising energy costs
that we have seen as a result of the implementation of
all the recommendation of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission and the rising energy costs that we
have seen as a consequence of the investment by the
energy retailers in poles, wires and energy upgrades.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — The point, Mrs Peulich, is
that the impact of the carbon tax on energy costs will be
miniscule compared to the energy cost rises that are
already occurring.
In terms of overblown rhetoric, nothing will match this
one. This is from Mr Davis’s document, which states:
Air ambulance fuel will be taxed from 1 July, inevitably
forcing up the cost of Ambulance Victoria membership.

I thought, ‘Well, that’s a pretty worrying claim. That’s
worthy of some further investigation’. My concern is
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that the carbon tax is being used by this government as
an alibi, that the government has plans to raise the cost
of ambulance membership and the cost of a whole
range of other things and wants to blame it on the
carbon tax — much like Brumby’s bakeries did when
they were nailed.
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I know what Mr Drum is
going to say. I thought we should look at the claim.
What is interesting about the claim about air ambulance
fuel and the rising cost of Ambulance Victoria
membership is that Mr Davis was interviewed by Jon
Faine on 20 July, give or take a day.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — It would have been at
some time in the morning, Mrs Peulich. Jon Faine took
the minister on about not just the document but also the
claim. As a consequence of that, the ABC contacted
Ambulance Victoria. Mr Sassella, in response to
Mr Davis’s claim and the ABC’s call, indicated that in
a full year the cost to Ambulance Victoria of the carbon
tax was estimated to be $430 000. Let us take that cost
and lay it against Mr Davis’s claim that the cost of
Ambulance Victoria membership will go up. The first
thing worth doing is checking how many members
Ambulance Victoria has.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — That is one way. There is
another way, too. Wait and see, Mr Ondarchie.
If you go to its annual report for 2010–11 and look at
how many members Ambulance Victoria has, you see
that the number of family members in 2011 was
533 476; single members, 424 778; life and other
members, 9713 — for a total of 967 967 members. If
you put that against a $430 000 increase in total cost,
you will see the maximum annual membership rise that
you could justify as a consequence of the carbon tax
would be about 44 cents per member per annum — that
is, $430 000 split amongst almost 1 million members.
There is another way that you could calculate the rise
and that is against the total expenditure of Ambulance
Victoria in a financial year. When you do that, you get
an even more interesting result. The total expenses of
Ambulance Victoria for 2010–11 were $571 332 000. If
you add $430 000 to that, you get $571 762 000. That
represents an increase of something like 0.07 per cent.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
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Hon. M. P. PAKULA — By those calculations,
Mr Ondarchie, as a direct consequence of the carbon
tax you could justify a rise of 4 cents per annum for a
family membership and 2 cents per annum for an
individual membership of Ambulance Victoria. Let us
not let Mr Davis’s alibi go unanswered. This plan to
raise Ambulance Victoria membership costs and then
blame it on the carbon tax, as is clearly indicated or
signalled by the famous DL card, might be true to the
extent of 2 cents per annum for a single membership
and 4 cents per annum for a family membership. That is
the only rise in Ambulance Victoria membership that
can be justified by the mathematics — that is, not by
me but by straight-out mathematics.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. A PAKULA — No. Mr Ondarchie is not
listening to me. I am saying that it will have an effect.
For an average single member it will have the effect of
raising the cost of membership by 2 cents a year and for
a family by 4 cents a year.
Let me finish where I started. The government has
many avenues for conveying its view about getting
some more funds from the commonwealth for Victoria.
As I said at the start, if the government can get more
funds from the commonwealth for this or anything else,
more strength to its arm. It has minister-to-minister
dialogue, it has ministerial councils and the Council of
Australian Governments. It has a range of options short
of using the Legislative Council to convey its view.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — My last bit of gratuitous
advice to Mr Ondarchie is that if he really wants to
have that sort of constructive dialogue with the
commonwealth, he should avoid the gratuitous state
minister on federal minister violence that we continue
to see prosecuted by ministers of the Baillieu
government, and he can avoid making overblown
claims — —
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — ‘She started it’: is that
what Mr Rich-Phillips is saying? Liberal members can
avoid making overblown claims about how the carbon
tax is going to impact on Ambulance Victoria
membership when the real cost, as demonstrated by the
maths, is 2 cents per annum for a single and 4 cents per
annum for a family.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to support the motion brought before the house by
the Honourable David Davis, the Minister for Health. It
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is a very appropriate forum given that he is a minister of
the Victorian government. He calls on the
commonwealth government to provide full and timely
compensation to Victorian health services and health
providers for the significant cost impacts on public and
community health services of the commonwealth’s
carbon tax. The motion notes that when other
commonwealth taxes such as the GST were applied,
health services were exempt, and the same principle
should apply to the carbon tax.
Mr Pakula is one of the rising stars of the Labor Party. I
assume that somewhere further down the track, given
his lack of interest in making a descent to the lower
house, he has his eyes on the top position of taxidriver
for this moribund Labor outfit. However, he failed to
state without reservation that he supported the carbon
tax. I bet my bottom dollar that in his heart of hearts
Mr Pakula thinks it is a nonsense. Most Victorians
know that it is, to use an expression of Mr Bernie Finn,
‘shysterism’. I am not sure exactly what the precise
definition is. Basically that is the carbon tax alibi —
and Mr Pakula used the word ‘alibi’ — for a left-wing
scheme which will provide a mechanism for collecting
more taxes from Victorians. This go-it-alone scheme
allows the Labor Party to redistribute the revenue from
that tax in the way that it sees fit, with its great wisdom.
Yesterday we saw the sort of administration that the
Labor Party is responsible for federally with the huge
debacle that has been the asylum seeker and boat
arrivals issue. Previously it was the principles that
mattered to Julia Gillard, the leader of this nation, but
yesterday we saw Julia do a 180-degree turn and show
her stance to be totally unprincipled and totally farcical.
This pure political spite has resulted in hundreds and
hundreds of people risking their lives and in
unnecessary death. She has shown herself to be a very
spiteful person. This involves not only Julia Gillard but
also every Labor MP.
The carbon tax is the policy of every state and federal
Labor MP. They all have ownership of this carbon tax:
people like Laura Smyth, the federal member for
La Trobe, and Mark Dreyfus, who is the Parliamentary
Secretary for Climate Change and Energy Efficiency
and the federal member for Isaacs. He represents an
area which contains vast tracts of manufacturing
industries and businesses which are suffering not only
from a lack of national leadership, the high Australian
dollar and the increasing pressure on manufacturing but
also as a result of the carbon tax — and jobs are being
shed.
The Victorian public has formed a view on the carbon
tax. This is not about some illuminating new
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discussion. It is a very relevant discussion. It is relevant
to Mr David Davis’s role and it is relevant to the
workings and responsibilities of this Parliament, but
there is no big revelation or illumination of what is
going to happen. The Victorian public has formed a
view and it is waiting for the opportunity to leave its
footprint on the Prime Minister’s derrière. That is
exactly what is going to happen on this issue, amongst
others. The general public is circumspect about
costings, reports and the real impact of the carbon tax
on its lives, because this is invariably underestimated.
When has the federal Labor Party ever got a budget
right? The public does not believe the Labor Party. The
Prime Minister lied. It is a go-it-alone carbon tax; noone else is introducing one, and it is being introduced at
a time when we can least afford it or least need it.
We see many manifestations of how this carbon tax is
going to hurt. It is going to hurt education, and it is
going to hurt those areas where Labor members are
trying to rally the causes. Metaphorically speaking, they
have lost the house so they are trying to save the
furniture. They are rallying around education. The
carbon tax is going to hurt education. It is hurting
transport, including public transport, and it is going to
hurt health. We also know it is going to lead to an
increase in local government rates.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — No, there are no wrong
numbers. The carbon tax will have a compounding
financial effect on families and on individuals. There is
a compounding cost effect across a whole range of
services.
Mr Ondarchie — It will hurt working families.
Mrs PEULICH — Exactly, it is going to hurt
working families when they can least afford it and
when they least need it. There is no sympathy from the
Labor Party benches and no sympathy from the Greens.
We know that the Greens are uncompromising. On the
issue of asylum seekers we have seen that the Greens
cannot see the wood for the trees, and compromise is
the order of the day.
Mr Jennings, the lead speaker for the opposition, put on
an interesting performance. He has obviously been
putting in extra acting rehearsals during the break. He
has probably signed up to some night classes and tried
out a new method. There was a fair dose of overacting.
I thought it was a bit reminiscent of the theatre of the
absurd, but there were certainly — —
Mr Finn — It gave Barry Humphries a run for his
money.
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Mrs PEULICH — He did not quite have the attire
with him, but I am sure if he did, he would be
competitive. We heard the attacks on Mr Davis and on
the publication his office has produced to make clear to
the public the various manifestations of the hurt the
carbon tax will bring them and their families. In fact I
remember discussing this DL with Mr Davis. I said to
him, ‘You are going too light; put Julia Gillard’s name
in a bigger font’.
Mr Finn — And a photo.
Mrs PEULICH — And a photo. Mr Davis, in his
expected fashion, was more moderate than me. Given
the area that I represent — the south-east, which is
highly mortgaged and highly stressed, with large
industry and lots of businesses and working families —
I know that people are hurting. I said to Mr Davis, ‘Go
harder’, but he resisted doing so.
Everyone who has voted for the carbon tax has a share
in the responsibility for the pain that they are bringing
to families. I note the attitude of the federal
government. Mr Pakula said that people should use
available forums for some reasoned — —
Mr Drum — And to be nice.
Mrs PEULICH — Yes, to be nice. We have been
provided with a transcript of Minister Combet’s attack
on the Victorian government’s Sinclair Knight Merz
(SKM) MMA report on the impact of the carbon tax on
hospital and health services. If you read the transcript of
Neil Mitchell’s interview of Greg Combet, it is clear
that the federal minister has not read the report. Indeed
the transcript of the interview makes very interesting
reading. Mr Combet did not know who the report had
been prepared by and did not know the content of the
report. Basically SKM MMA, which released its report
recently, was asked by the Victorian Department of
Health to assess the impact of the commonwealth
carbon tax on the Victorian health system.
Mr Combet ridiculed and pooh-poohed SKM MMA,
even though it is the leading strategic consultancy
specialising in economic analysis and modelling,
forecasting, financial modelling, strategic advice, asset
valuation and pricing, policy development and
regulatory advice. Some of SKM MMA’s clients
include major corporations, governments and
regulators, and it services clients across Australia, New
Zealand, Asia, Africa and Europe. According to the
report, based on the current electricity usage the cost
impact to Victorian public hospitals of power price
increases caused by the carbon tax between now and
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2020 is significant and not adequately compensated for
by the commonwealth government.
This motion is about compensation. It is not a debate
about the degree to which Victoria needs to be
compensated; it is about if there is a deficit, then there
ought to be compensation for Victoria and Victorians.
Any member of Parliament who votes against this
motion is essentially anti-Victorian and is unsupportive
of our Victorian health system and, most importantly,
the people who use it. This is not talking about the
merits or otherwise of carbon tax and whether or not
climate change exists.
I note that Ms Hartland’s speech was all about climate
change, which has nothing to do with the motion
whatsoever. This is about compensation. There may be
differences about the view of the degree of
compensation that is required, but if members vote
against this motion, then they are basically against
Victoria. We have seen the anti-Victorian stance of
Julia Gillard, who punishes any state for daring not to
vote Labor. If the Greens want to support that type of
administration, it is up to them, but of course they will
have to face the consequences of doing so come the
next election.
The Victorian public health hospital costs are budgeted
to be around $8 billion in 2012–13. According to Julia
Gillard’s health minister, her carbon tax will effectively
cut funding to Victoria’s public hospitals by in excess
of $24 million this year alone, and this is just one
manifestation. That means that there will be an
impact — and this is just in year one — that will grow
by 2020 to somewhere between $150 million and
$200 million. That is just a guesstimate, and that will
directly impact upon the hospitals in my area.
Casey Hospital is represented by Luke Donellan, Judith
Graley and Jude Perera, the members for Narre Warren
North, Narre Warren South and Cranbourne in the
Assembly. Where are those MPs on the carbon tax?
They are in absentia. They are quiet and do not really
care about people who may get either delayed health
care, inadequate health care or more expensive health
care. Indeed it is not just in Casey; it is also in
Frankston. Frankston Hospital will be impacted upon.
Monash Medical Centre in Clayton and Dandenong
will be impacted upon, as will Sandringham Hospital.
All of those communities will pay more because
members in this chamber will vote against Victorians
being compensated irrespective of what the view may
be about the degree of that compensation.
We know federally that a compensation scheme has
been introduced to offset some of the cost of the carbon
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tax. However, we know that small business is not
compensated at all and will bear the brunt — that is,
families will — as will local government, schools and
health. You only start handing out compensation if
there is going to be a detriment. In the medium to long
term compensation is rarely adequate given the
compounding effect and the indexation. It is obviously
something that Labor and the Greens are more than
happy to see.
In addition I understand that health services may not
necessarily be reporting on all of the energy uses from
all of their facilities and campuses. As mentioned
earlier, that includes private hospitals and the impacts
on private health insurance premiums. We have seen
the federal government’s approach and attitude to
private health insurance. It is something that deep down
the federal Labor government would most likely like to
do without — cut away and take away any rebate. It
will also impact upon not-for-profit organisations,
including vulnerable bush nursing hospitals, ambulance
services and cemeteries.
Mr Pakula played with the figures. When members of
the Labor Party start shielding the truth behind
arithmetic it is always a worry, given how bad they are
at arithmetic. It is clear that health costs in the public
area will rise, but so they will in the private sector. The
hardest thing was that the health-care agreements were
agreed to before it became obvious that the carbon tax
was going to negatively impact upon it and that
Victoria would need to be compensated.
The near year impacts will not be compensated, but the
greatest concern is about impacts further down the
track. The CPI impacts on Victoria are greater because
Victoria has a greater reliance upon brown coal than
other states, and this has not been accounted for by the
commonwealth and is yet another hit on Victoria,
Victorian families and South Eastern Metropolitan
Region as well as all of those lower house seats in that
area. The cost impact varies across health services,
across the types and levels of energy used, but you can
rest assured that carbon tax is coming to every nook
and cranny of our lives. The carbon tax is going to
compound and increase in impact. It will create higher
cost of living expenses and greater expenses in the area
of health, education and council rates. It will hurt
families and individuals, and by Labor voting against
this motion its members are saying, ‘Yes, we can ping
Victoria. Do not worry about Victorians. What matters
more is that we put Labor first and Victorians last’.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Time!
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Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
support the motion moved by Mr Guy on behalf of
Mr Davis. I point out that, whilst a number of questions
are raised about this motion and about the carbon tax,
there is one that we must answer today, and I suggest it
will be answered before this hour is out — that is, will
the Labor Party in this state stand up for Victoria? That
is the big question. Will the ALP stand up for Victoria?
During this wide-ranging, to say the very least, debate,
we heard Ms Hartland’s contribution. She is one of a
diminishing number who believe that man-made
climate change exists and can be handled by taxation.
She told us that everything from ingrown toenails to
cirrhosis of the liver was caused by climate change and
that we could control climate change by slapping a tax
on everything known to man. Previously we have heard
from people who, like Ms Hartland, have a similar
commitment to the prospect that man-made climate
change does exist — people like Professor Tim
Flannery. They call him Sandbags Flannery, because
ever since he made the prediction that it would never
rain again, we have had floods in Queensland, New
South Wales and Victoria, and I think in South
Australia and even down in Tasmania. The sandbags
have been in plentiful use since Sandbags Flannery
made that particular prediction.
The climate change industry was called, as I pointed
out to this house before, the global warming industry
until we discovered that the globe has not warmed for
over a dozen years. We have had to change the
terminology that we use; now it is ‘climate change’,
and it is an industry. An enormous number of people
are making an enormous amount of money out of this
right across the board, and unfortunately it has to be
said that as a result of this carbon tax our federal
government is among those who have got their hands in
people’s pockets and are helping themselves to the
hard-earned of average Australian working families —
the same working families that Labor not so long ago
declared it was so concerned about.
Members might remember Kevin07. I am not sure if
anybody over the other side does remember Kevin07
but they might remember him; he was Prime Minister
for a brief period of time until the current Prime
Minister, despite having declared her undying love for
him, planted a knife right between his shoulderblades
and dispatched him in the dark of night one evening. Of
course that is just one of many lies that have come from
Canberra over recent years. Indeed this matter of the
carbon tax is another of those lies because we all
remember the Prime Minister, just days prior to the last
election, vowing and declaring, ‘There will not be a
carbon tax under any government that I lead’. That is
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what she said: ‘There will not be a carbon tax under any
government that I lead’.
Earlier I heard Mr Leane cry out the word ‘fraud’, and I
thought to myself: when the Prime Minister goes on
national television and makes a firm commitment to the
people of Australia that she will not introduce a carbon
tax and she is elected on that promise of not introducing
a carbon tax, but then immediately she is elected she
goes back on that promise, that is fraud. If Mr Leane
wants to talk about fraud, I am very happy to talk about
what Ms Gillard has done as Prime Minister of this
nation, how she has sold the working families of this
country down the drain. I am more than happy to talk
about that at length, because this is something that is of
extreme importance to the people of Australia and you
have to say — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Small business is particularly hurt by
this, absolutely — and I will get to that in a minute,
Mr Barber, however briefly, because of course that is
not actually what this motion is about.
Sometimes you win and sometimes you lose, but on
this particular occasion, in relation to this carbon tax,
there are no winners. There are losers all around. As a
result of this tax we have seen an enormous attack on
jobs, particularly in the western part of Melbourne that I
represent. We have seen as a result of this tax an attack
on industry and business, particularly small business.
Small business is going to be hurting, and indeed is
hurting, as a result of this tax. We are already starting to
see businesses preparing for the worst as this tax
continues.
We are seeing losers all around as a result of this
particular tax, and of course the losers are not just on
one side. We are also seeing losers on the side of those
who are and have been promoting this particular tax.
The approval figures of the Prime Minister, for
example, and of her government have been in the toilet
for about 18 months now. I just have to cast my mind
back to two days ago when I was at the MCG watching
my Tiges serve up a fairly decent belting to the Western
Bulldogs. During the course of the third quarter — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — Another loser — she just cannot help
herself.
During the course of the third quarter an image of the
Prime Minister was flashed onto the screen, at which
point the crowd surrounding the arena erupted into loud
booing to the point where I was looking around to see if
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someone had been hit behind the play because I had
actually been watching the game. In fact the crowd was
booing the image of the Prime Minister on the screen.
When her image disappeared so did the booing. Just to
make the point a little bit clearer, in the final quarter the
cameras again swooped on the Prime Minister and
flashed her image on the screen and the crowd booed
again. To hear tens of thousands of people booing the
leader of this nation is first of all very sad, but I think it
tells us exactly what people think of her, what they
think of her broken promise, what they think of the
great lie that brought this government to power, and
also what they think of her rotten carbon tax.
Then of course we have Senator Milne, the leader of the
Greens. She has been put into that position as a result of
former Senator Bob Brown seeing what was coming
and doing a runner. He could not wait to get out of the
place. When he realised just how people across
Australia would react to his lousy carbon tax he took
the money and he ran. He may still be running or he
may have settled somewhere in Tasmania, I do not
know, but we know that he has got the money and we
know that we have got the carbon tax, and he has left
Christine Milne holding the baby, which is not a cheery
prospect at the best of times.
Senator Milne, it has to be said, looks like she is
sucking on a lemon even when she is cheery. She is not
a naturally warm person, it has to be said, but since it
has become apparent that her party is under constant
attack as a result of this carbon tax, she has been going
around looking as if she is going to belt somebody.
That is something I do not think the average voter will
take kindly to at all come the next election. I advise the
Leader of the Greens in this house to give some advice
to Senator Christine Milne that she get the carbon tax
out of her mind and smooth her demeanour, particularly
when displaying it on the small screen, because at the
minute it is not working for her.
This particular tax that we are talking about this
afternoon is predominately a tax on energy, and that
means it is a tax on everything. Everything across
Victoria will be taxed as a result of the introduction of
this carbon tax. I have always believed that an unfair
tax is theft; I do not think there is any doubt at all about
that. We are seeing theft on a grand scale in relation to
this carbon tax. It hits everybody left, right and centre
and across the board. Nobody can escape this carbon
tax, wherever they may be. This tax is stealing from
schools, local government and, as we have mentioned,
hospitals. This tax is grossly immoral.
We have heard from the Greens and particularly the
Labor Party that if people cannot afford to pay
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increased costs as a result of a carbon tax, then they
should not use power. That is the argument. As a result
of this tax we have seen an increasing number of
pensioners, for example, in this particularly cold winter,
during this time of global warming, supposedly — —
Mrs Coote — Where’s Tim Flannery?
Mr FINN — I mentioned Sandbags earlier,
Mrs Coote. During this particularly cold winter we have
seen an increasing number of pensioners who have
gone to bed mid-afternoon just to keep warm. As a
result of the introduction of this carbon tax they are not
living, they are existing, because they cannot afford to
heat their homes and cook their meals. This is what the
carbon tax is doing.
Now we have a carbon tax that is attacking patients in
hospitals and sick people. What would the federal
government have us do? What would the Greens have
us do? Would they have us make sick people sit in the
dark? Would they have us close an extra operating
theatre? Would they have us turn the heating off in
hospitals? They should tell us what they would have us
do as a result of the introduction of the carbon tax —
this ideological push by green extremists in Canberra
and elsewhere.
We are seeing real human suffering. Taxation on
hospitals will hurt people. The fact is — and this will
come as an enormous shock to the Greens — that when
people are expected to pay a tax, they actually have to
find money somewhere. Hospitals are no different. That
is something the Greens probably would not entirely
understand. Economics is just not their bag, is it? It is
not something they excel in — by any stretch of the
imagination — but that is the reality.
I am enormously concerned for hospitals in Western
Metropolitan Region, including the Footscray hospital,
Sunshine Hospital, Williamstown Hospital and
Werribee Mercy Hospital. I am enormously concerned
that these hospitals will be hurt and that the patients in
these hospitals will be hurt as a result of this tax. I am
concerned that they are being hurt now. It is not fair, it
is not right and it is amoral. I again ask: will members
of the Labor Party and the Greens in this state stand up
for Victoria? Will they say to the Prime Minister and
the federal government, ‘We want compensation for
our hospitals’? Will they say to the Prime Minister and
the federal government, ‘Our hospitals are suffering as
a result of your carbon tax’? Will the Labor Party stand
up for patients in hospitals in this state? Will the Labor
Party stand up for sick Victorians, wherever they may
be suffering, because of this carbon tax? Will the Labor
Party do the right thing by Victoria and Victorians, or
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will Labor Party members play their petty, political
games as they always do?
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — Well, perhaps. We are giving them the
opportunity, aren’t we? We are giving them the
opportunity to show that they are not doing that
anymore and that they have found renewal and a better
way. We are going to find out very soon if that is true
or not. I know where my money is, but we are giving
the Labor Party and the Greens the opportunity to vote
for Victoria and Victorians by supporting this motion
before the house today. It is not a big ask; it is not a
difficult job. We are just asking the Labor Party and the
Greens to put Victoria first.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It is my
very unlucky duty today to be speaking after Mr Finn
and before Mr Ondarchie, but I will make comments in
my contribution about my electorate, Southern
Metropolitan Region, particularly about the very great
hospitals and what the impact of the carbon tax will be
on those hospitals. There are private hospitals, such as
Cabrini, and large public hospitals, such as the Alfred
hospital, in the Southern Metropolitan Region.
So much information has been written about the carbon
tax. Members have heard a very eloquent explanation
from Mr Finn about the impacts of the carbon tax
across the board, but it is really important for members
in this chamber, who are all paid considerably well, to
think about how this is going to impact upon the people
in our communities who can least afford an incremental
cost. The federal Labor government has crowed that
people’s energy costs will increase by only $3.50
because of the carbon tax, but $3.50 is quite a lot of
money for some people on a fixed income. It is really
important for us to understand how that manifests itself.
That is the straight implication and they are the costs
the federal Labor government is saying will be
incurred. But if we look at the health area and see how
it impacts upon the most vulnerable in our community,
and we start to see every little bit that is added on —
added onto the catering in the hospitals, added onto the
ambulance people in the hospitals, added onto every
level along the way; just a little bit here and a little bit
there — we know that it adds up.
This government has come out with an excellent
campaign on its website called ‘Switch On’. I am very
proud of the Minister for Energy and Resources,
Michael O’Brien, who announced this campaign. It
gives Victorians an opportunity to see exactly where
they can save money. It is interesting to note that some
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of the largest costs, which are actually hidden, are
generated from appliances that are left on. If that is
manifested across all hospitals and the health-care
system, it does not take long to add up. Who is going to
pay at the end of the day? We are going to pay at the
end of the day. The most vulnerable Victorians are
going to pay at the end of the day, and that is absolutely
and utterly unacceptable.
This is an insidious tax. It will incrementally add more
and more costs to every level of our community.
Federal government members will turn around and say,
and indeed their Labor colleagues here in Victoria will
come out and say, ‘Oh well, it’s only a little bit. It’s not
going to matter, it will be okay, and we are going to
compensate the most vulnerable Victorians’. You only
compensate somebody for something they are losing. If
the carbon tax had not been implemented in the first
place, we would not need to compensate people. Why
on earth would you have to do that? I encourage
Victorians to look at the ‘Switch On’ website because it
will show them how they can reduce their household
energy costs. It is a valuable website.
I have been asked to make a short contribution because
Mr Ondarchie wishes to speak after me. However, I
cannot let this opportunity go without having a closer
look at the federal Minister for Climate Change and
Energy Efficiency, who is none other than Minister
Greg Combet. I refer to an article in the Herald Sun by
Steve Lewis and Matt Johnston headed ‘Hospitals face
$170m hit from sick carbon tax’. It says that in an
interview with Neil Mitchell on 3AW, Minister Greg
Combet said he actually did not know what the average
household power bill was but that he knew it was going
up. This is the man who is in charge, and he had
absolutely no idea. He was very ready to bag the report
which was carried out by Sinclair Knight Merz, which
was very comprehensive. The article reports him as
going on to say that that could not possibly be right. On
Treasury modelling, Mr Combet is reported as saying:
… he understood some families struggled with their bills and
would be compensated once the carbon tax was introduced on
1 July.

As I have said, if something was not being taken away,
there would be no need for compensation in the first
place. The minister had absolutely no idea of what the
ramifications were going to be. If federal ministers do
not know, and they are supposed to be steering this
carbon tax federally, how on earth is everybody else
going to know?
My concern with this very important motion before the
chamber today, which Mr Guy has moved on behalf of
Mr David Davis, is that health services are going to be
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affected at every single level. It will not be long until
we all realise what these increases will mean for the
most vulnerable Victorians. It does not matter how
much compensation they are given, they will be paying
more. The ramifications for all of us will be insidious.
Once again I say that this is attacking the most
vulnerable. It is timely that we have an opportunity to
look at this, get it on the table and go back to our
electorates and talk about it with our constituents and
say, ‘Beware and be warned: this federal government
does not have any idea about what it is doing and that
will have huge ramifications for us long term’.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to support the motion calling on the
commonwealth government to provide compensation to
Victorian health services and health providers for the
significant cost impacts on public and community
health services as a result of the introduction of this
carbon tax.
I have been an executive manager with a hospital; for a
short time I was with the Royal Women’s Hospital. I
have also been an executive manager in the energy
industry. I think I have some qualifications to talk about
this. Do you know what? We should be sad. We are
talking about the provision of health services to
Victorians — to our mums and dads, to our children, to
our women and to our elderly. Mr Pakula asked us to
play nice and said ‘don’t criticise’. Mr Pakula said,
‘Use the forums available to you to get your message to
Canberra’. Why doesn’t he? Why does he not use the
forums available to him through his Labor Party mates
to send a message to the Prime Minister, Julia Gillard,
that she should be standing up for Victorians?
Mr Pakula and his Labor Party mates should be
standing up for Victorian working families. When will
he stand up? When will the Labor Party stand up for
Victorians? He said he is not part of the government.
He is not the government, but he is a representative of
the people of Victoria. He should do his job or get out.
Mr Finn — Hear, hear!
Mr ONDARCHIE — Does Victorian Labor
support the carbon tax? They will not answer me. I do
not know how many times in this chamber I have asked
by way of statement or by way of interjection, ‘Do you
support the carbon tax?’, only to be greeted by absolute
silence. How dare they let their political support for
their colleagues in Canberra influence their support for
this bad tax? It is a tax they know is bad, a tax they
know will affect Victorian lives and jobs. It will affect
hospitals in my region — the Austin, Northern Health,
the Royal Melbourne Hospital, St Vincent’s Hospital,
the Royal Women’s Hospital, the Royal Children’s
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Hospital and all other health providers in Northern
Metropolitan Region. How dare they. The ALP and
Victorian Greens claim they stand up for Victorians, yet
today they are silent. They are silent on denouncing this
tax. How dare they sit silent. How dare they turn their
backs on working families — on our neighbours, on
our residents, on our elderly and on our kids. How dare
they!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to conclude the debate on the motion that seeks
that the commonwealth provides full and timely
compensation to Victorian health services and indicates
very clearly that the carbon tax will impact on Victorian
hospitals. A number of points have been raised in this
debate. I know the Labor Party is very tetchy about this
matter. I know it understands that the commonwealth
has not done the right thing by Victoria by not
providing compensation for the impact of the carbon
tax on health services and providers, public and private.
The key thing here, though, is that that support, that
compensation, should be provided. There ought not be
an effective tax of this type on health care.
We have heard Mr Pakula say that we should take this
up in different forums. It has been taken up in many
forums, some public and some quieter forums, and we
will continue to take this matter up because we are
standing up for Victorians. Indeed, seeking the support
of the chamber today is an important step forward.
Seeking the support of a chamber of the Victorian
Parliament confers a position that can be taken more
broadly, and I will do that. Unfortunately Labor is not
prepared to stand up in that way. It is Victorians second
and Labor first — Labor first, Victorians second.
Earlier in the proceedings Mr Pakula used the word
‘toady’. I will use that word in relation to him and make
it clear that I believe the Labor Party is prepared to
toady up to Julia Gillard, toady up to federal Minister
Greg Combet and toady up to the federal Labor Party
against the interests of Victorians. We need the support
of everyone in this state to stand up against this tax and
its impact on health care.
We heard from Ms Hartland a contribution that talked
about the health effects of climate change and other
matters surrounding that. That is a legitimate debate,
and we can have that debate. I know the paper she
referred to, and I have seen other similar papers.
Whether you accept those or not is not what the debate
in the chamber today is about. Even if we accepted
Ms Hartland’s argument — which I do not in full — we
would need to believe that the carbon tax as it is
imposed would actually change the course of the health
effects of climate change. We would have to believe
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that Julia Gillard’s carbon tax would have some effect
on the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions,
significantly, internationally and thereby have some
effect on health care. I think that is a long stretch.
Even if you believed that, you would have to accept a
further step; you would have to believe it was still
worthwhile taxing health care in Victorian hospitals and
health services and that the impact of compensating
Victorian hospitals and health care would in some way
imperil these marvellous benefits that are claimed for
the carbon tax. If you believed that, you would have a
right to oppose this motion.
I know Tony McMichael from the Australian National
University’s college of medicine has attacked me in a
similar vein — with arguments similar to those of
Ms Hartland. I have to say I am not going to be deterred
by an eccentric professor from prosecuting the case
strongly for Victoria, Victorians and Victorian patients
in particular. We want that compensation. If that carbon
tax is going to remain, we want compensation for
Victorian hospitals and health services. There needs to
be an arrangement that allows private sector health care
to also have sufficient compensation.
As I have said, when the GST was introduced that tax
was rebatable through the tax office. An allowance was
made; a payment was made back into — —
Mr Barber — That was 10 per cent.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It was 10 per cent; that is
exactly right.
Mr Barber — This is 0.1 per cent.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I do not think 0.1 per cent or
0.2 per cent or, to use the federal minister’s number,
0.3 per cent, is insignificant as an on-the-top cost. This
is an unrequested, unneeded loading on health care
which will slow growth and slow the ability to provide
additional services. Those additional services will be
put at risk by this additional loading — by what is
effectively this additional tax that is being put on health
care. I, for one, do not think health care should have
what is effectively a tax imposed on it. The Labor Party
and the Greens might want to vote in favour of a tax on
health care; they might want to vote for additional costs
in health care. They need to do so, however, fully in the
mode of acknowledging that this will cause increased
costs and will slow growth in health services.
Labor Party members need to stand up for Victorians.
They need to stand up against their Labor mates in
Canberra. They need to be prepared to be Victorians
first and Labor second. In this case they are prepared to
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toady up to Julia Gillard, the Prime Minister, and Greg
Combet, the federal Minister for Climate Change and
Energy Efficiency. The impact of this tax on Victorian
health care will not be pleasant. There will be a
significant impact. It will impact on private and public
facilities. It will impact particularly on our large public
hospitals. It will slow their ability to grow, and it will
mean we have fewer services.
People might want to argue about the numbers, but
there is going to be more tax as a result of those energy
costs, and the greater costs are going to be passed
through to health care. Nobody I have yet heard has
argued that the carbon tax will lower the costs of
providing health care in public or private systems.
Nobody has ever argued that. People might want to
argue about the exact quantum. That is a legitimate
point. Let us have those arguments, but let us argue
about whether it is 0.2 per cent or 0.3 per cent or 0.1 per
cent or 0.4 per cent.
Mr Barber — Your report said it was 0.1 per cent.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Let us just see what the
actual number is, what the impact is, as the bills come
in, as the energy producers load the tax on over the next
period. Without compensation, in future years it will
directly impact on the ability to provide services for
vulnerable patients.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Noes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Motion agreed to.

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr
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ROAD SAFETY AND SENTENCING ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road Safety
and Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Road Safety and Sentencing Acts
Amendment Bill 2012, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purposes of the bill include the following:
remedy a defect, which has been in the Road Safety Act
1986 since 2006 amendments, in order to enable courts,
when a person previously disqualified from driving by a
drink-driving infringement seeks to be relicensed, to
direct VicRoads to impose an alcohol interlock
condition on the person’s licence or learner permit;
validate such directions and the alcohol interlock
conditions imposed since 11 October 2006 and their
legal consequences;
amend the Sentencing Act 1991 to confirm, for the
avoidance of doubt, that the power of courts to make a
community corrections order (CCO) commenced on
16 January 2012 and confirm that CCOs made since that
date are not invalid for want of power to make them;
amend section 44 of the Sentencing Act 1991 to make
clear that a court cannot combine a community
corrections order (CCO) with certain sentences of
imprisonment including a suspended sentence;
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deem valid any direction, process, or order made or
action taken, in reliance on the orders deemed valid in
the bill.

Human rights issues
Road Safety Act amendments
The effect of the amendments to the Road Safety Act is to
validate court orders made since 11 October 2006 that
directed VicRoads to impose an alcohol interlock condition
on a particular category of offender that the statute did not
permit, and any such condition and related process or order
made or action taken, in reliance on the alcohol interlock
order. The bill closes a legislative gap created by the Road
Legislation (Projects and Road Safety) Act 2006 which
unintentionally distinguished between offenders depending
on whether they were disqualified by infringement process or
by court order.
If an alcohol interlock condition has been imposed by
VicRoads without statutory authority, this may amount to an
unlawful interference with a person’s privacy (charter act
section 13) as the interlock device collects information
regarding the person’s breath test results which is ultimately
provided to the court. If a person breached an invalid
interlock condition and was charged and convicted on
offence, this could also amount to a deprivation of liberty not
authorised by law contrary to charter act section 21.
The effect of the bill is to remedy these possible interferences
with charter act rights by validating (on limited grounds) the
alcohol interlock directions and conditions and the resultant
processes and orders, so that no unlawfulness arises that could
give rise to these possible breaches of charter act rights.
It should be emphasised that the bill limits the validation to
the legislative defect and preserves the rights to appeal an
alcohol interlock condition, or any subsequent direction,
process or order, for any other ground.
This validation of alcohol interlock conditions and their
consequences does not interfere with charter act rights. If
there is a limitation of privacy arising from a validated
alcohol interlock condition it does not limit the right under
charter act section 13 — it is neither unlawful (because it is
made under statutory validation) nor arbitrary because it is
made under court direction for good reason. Specifically, the
validation of interlock conditions does not limit the right to be
free of retrospective increases in penalties for criminal
offences in section 27(2) of the charter act. In my view, the
alcohol interlock provisions do not impose retrospective
penalties for a criminal offence. An alcohol interlock
condition is not a punishment for the criminal offence but
rather is a condition imposed upon the relicensing of a person.
The principal purpose of such a condition is to protect the
public.
Sentencing Act amendments

provide that sentences which have been made since
16 January 2012 that combine CCOs with sentences of
imprisonment (including imprisonment over three
months in duration and suspended sentences of
imprisonment) up and until the commencement date of
the bill are not invalid for non-compliance with
section 44; and

Parliament intended that the power of courts to make a CCO
would commence by proclamation of the relevant provisions
(which Parliament expected to occur in early 2012, and which
in fact occurred on 16 January 2012) regardless of when the
relevant offence was committed or a finding of guilt made.
The Court of Appeal has made an interim declaration in DPP
v. Leys and Leys which appears to confirm that intended
operation of the Sentencing Act. The court’s reasons are yet
to be published and the bill confirms, for the avoidance of
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doubt, that the power of courts to make a CCO commenced
on 16 January 2012 and confirms that CCOs made since that
date are not invalid for want of power to make them.
Section 44 of the Sentencing Act was intended to enable a
court to combine a CCO with a sentence of imprisonment
provided the sentence was served immediately, did not
exceed three months and the CCO commenced within three
months after sentencing. The bill amends section 44 to
confirm the original intention and to validate past sentencing
combinations involving CCOs which went beyond the
limitations set by section 44.
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make them had not commenced on 16 January 2012. The bill
limits the validation of combination sentences to those
imposed contrary to section 44 prior to the bill’s
commencement. The bill preserves the rights to appeal a
sentence, or any subsequent process or order, for any other
ground. The bill does not affect the rights of the parties in the
case of DPP v. Leys and Leys.
Retrospective criminal laws

The validation of sentencing combinations recognises that
uncertainty has arisen as to whether the power to combine a
jail sentence and a CCO applies to cases where the offender is
found guilty of one offence or more than one offence. Some
sentencing courts have also interpreted section 44 as not
prohibiting suspended sentences being combined with CCOs,
despite a suspended sentence being a sentence of
imprisonment. The Court of Appeal is currently considering
the interpretation of section 44 in the case of DPP v. Leys and
Leys and made an interim finding on Monday, 6 August
2012, that the offenders in that case were invalidly sentenced
at first instance due to a failure to comply with section 44.

It might be argued that the retrospective validation of alcohol
interlock conditions and CCOs and combined sentences
results in the creation of retrospective criminal laws, contrary
to right in section 27(1) of the charter act. That is because a
person who breaches such a condition or sentence might have
been able to escape criminal liability for the breach on the
basis that the condition or order was invalid. The purpose of
the right in respect of retrospective criminal laws is to enable
individuals to know in advance what the consequence of their
actions may be. That purpose is not infringed where
individuals are deprived of the ability to escape liability for
breach of a condition or order that they knew or believed they
were legally obliged to comply with. If there is any limit upon
the right, it is reasonable and justified under section 7(2) of
the charter act.

Orders combining CCOs with jail or suspended sentences
other than as permitted by section 44 may be invalid, in whole
or in part, and may require resentencing.

Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Any invalid CCO and any invalid sentencing combination,
and any orders made in reliance on such a CCO or sentencing
combination, could give rise to a breach of charter act rights.
For example, an interference with privacy would be
‘unlawful’ under section 13 of the charter act; a limit imposed
by imprisonment under an invalid sentence on a right such as
freedom of movement would not be ‘under law’ for the
purposes of section 7(2) of the charter act; and any
consequential deprivation of liberty would not occur in
accordance with procedures established by law as required by
section 21(3) of the charter act.
The effect of the bill is to validate (on limited grounds) CCOs
and sentencing combinations ordered since 16 January 2012,
so that no unlawfulness and breach of the charter act arises.
The CCOs and sentencing combinations made lawful by the
bill are compatible with rights in the charter act. Aside from
the question of power to make the CCO and any defect of the
sentence arising from section 44, the order or sentence was
imposed by a court and was subject to the robust safeguards
that ensure proportionate exercise of the sentencing
discretion, constituting a justifiable interference with the
offender’s privacy and liberty, and the imposition of a CCO
was required to be consented to by the offender in accordance
with section 37 of the Sentencing Act. Accordingly, any
interference with privacy or liberty could not be said to be
arbitrary and any limit imposed on freedom of movement or
other rights is reasonable and demonstrably justified under
section 7(2) of the charter act.
The validation of past orders and sentences seeks to minimise
disruption to the operation of the justice system.
The bill’s validation of past orders and sentences is limited.
The bill validates and preserves CCOs made by courts since
16 January 2012 (and all legal consequences flowing from
such CCOs) from challenge on the grounds that the power to

Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Second reading
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill will remedy a longstanding defect in the Road Safety
Act 1986 introduced by amendments in 2006. It will also
clarify aspects of the recent amendments to the Sentencing
Act 1991 that introduced the new community correction order
(CCO). In doing so, the bill will remove any doubt about the
validity of certain court orders already made and the validity
of acts done in reliance on, and legal consequences arising
from, those court orders.
The retrospective validation of these court orders and their
consequences is necessary to avoid the disruption that would
be caused to the legal system if the government sought only
to clarify the legislation for the future.
Road safety amendments
The bill will address a defect in section 50AAA(1) of the
Road Safety Act that was introduced in 2006.
Section 50AAA(1) allows courts to direct VicRoads to
impose an alcohol interlock condition when relicensing a
person who has been disqualified for drink driving. However,
this provision only applies to some disqualified drink drivers
who have been made subject to alcohol interlocks — namely,
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those who are disqualified by a court order under section 50.
It does not refer to drink drivers who are disqualified from
driving by a drink-driving infringement under section 89C.
This gap in the legislation was created when the Road
Legislation (Projects and Road Safety) Act 2006 commenced
in October 2006. The purpose of that act was to increase
penalties for drink driving and expand the use of alcohol
interlocks, which have been in operation since 2002. An
alcohol interlock is a device that prevents a motor vehicle
from starting unless a sample of breath blown into the device
is free from alcohol. Alcohol interlocks are an important tool
that the courts use to address drink driving.
Given this purpose, it is clear that the legislation intended to
allow courts to impose an alcohol interlock on drivers who
had been disqualified due to a drink-driving infringement, as
well as those disqualified by court order. The actions of the
courts reflect this approach. Since October 2006, the courts
have directed the imposition of many alcohol interlock
conditions including where the disqualification occurred
through infringement notices issued under section 89C.
If the government did not take action to remedy this defect in
the legislation, all alcohol interlock conditions that were
imposed following a drink-driving disqualification by
infringement would be invalid. Any consequences flowing
from such an alcohol interlock condition would also be
invalid.
For these reasons, the bill explicitly empowers a court to
direct that an alcohol interlock condition be imposed on a
driver licence or learner permit under section 50AAA of the
Road Safety Act following a disqualification by a drinkdriving infringement under section 89C.
In addition, the bill will validate all directions purported to
have been made under section 50AAA on or from 11 October
2006 to impose an alcohol interlock condition on a person’s
driver licence or learner permit following a disqualification in
accordance with section 89C of the Road Safety Act. It will
also validate all legal consequences flowing from each such
direction, including the imposition of the interlock condition,
court orders and sentences for breaches of the condition, and
any acts or decisions made in reliance on or in relation to the
alcohol interlock condition. For example, acts and decisions
by VicRoads, Victoria Police and the courts in reliance on or
in relation to the alcohol interlock condition will be validated.
Sentencing amendments
The bill will also address issues arising from the case of DPP
v. Leys and Leys that is currently before the Court of Appeal.
The court is considering the power of the courts to impose a
combined CCO and jail sentence under section 44 of the
Sentencing Act. However, its final decision is yet to be
handed down. The court has also made a declaration as to the
interpretation of the transitional provisions regarding the CCO
and its availability.
The bill will put beyond doubt the intended operation of those
powers for future sentencing orders and validate any court
orders and decisions, and any consequences of such orders or
decisions, made in reliance on or in relation to those powers.
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Commencement of the community correction order
The bill will confirm, consistent with the Court of Appeal’s
declaration last week in the Leys case, that the CCO has been
available as a sentencing option on and from 16 January
2012.
The CCO was introduced into the Sentencing Act by
section 21 of the Sentencing Amendment (Community
Correction Reform) Act 2011 (CCO act), which commenced
by proclamation. The clear intention of the Parliament was
that the CCO regime should replace existing communitybased orders from the time of commencement in early 2012,
as is clear from the second-reading speech and explanatory
memorandum.
However, to avoid any doubt, the bill amends the transitional
provision in clause 5 of schedule 3 of the Sentencing Act. The
reference to the commencement of ‘that Act’ in clause 5 will
be replaced with a reference to the commencement of
‘section 21 of the CCO Act’. While the Court of Appeal has
already declared that the transitional provision should be read
as referring to section 21 rather than to the CCO act as a
whole, the bill places Parliament’s intention beyond doubt.
Similarly, for the avoidance of doubt, the bill confirms that
the CCO was available as a sentencing option for any
sentence handed down on or after 16 January for an offence
irrespective of when the offence was committed or when the
finding of guilt was made.
Combined community correction order and imprisonment
The Court of Appeal has ruled that the sentences imposed in
the Leys case were unlawful because they contravened
section 44 of the Sentencing Act. In that case, the offenders
had been given suspended sentences of imprisonment
combined with a CCO.
The bill amends section 44 to put beyond doubt that a court
may impose a combined CCO and jail sentence provided the
term of imprisonment is three months or less, and that
section 44 only allows the combination of a CCO with an
actual term of imprisonment, not with a suspended sentence.
Uncertainty has also arisen about whether the power to
combine a jail sentence and a CCO applies to cases where the
offender is found guilty of more than one offence. For the
avoidance of doubt, the bill will amend section 44 to clarify
that courts may impose a combined CCO and jail sentence
irrespective of whether the offender is found guilty of one or
more offences punishable by imprisonment.
Finally, the bill clarifies that the three months maximum
applies to the sum of all sentences of imprisonment to be
served.
Validation of sentences imposed
The amendments made by the bill reflect what has always
been the intention of the act. However, alternative readings of
the operation of section 44 have led to courts taking a
different approach to the combination of a CCO with a
suspended sentence.
The result is that a number of sentences have been made since
16 January that contravene the terms of the act. These
sentences were imposed by courts exercising their sentencing
discretion in accordance with the guiding principles of the

PLANNING: SCHEME AMENDMENTS
3364

COUNCIL

Sentencing Act. It would unduly disrupt the courts and the
community corrections systems if the legal status of these
sentences were left unclear or offenders needed to be resentenced.
For this reason, the bill confirms that sentencing combination
orders made since 16 January 2012, and the legal
consequences flowing from those orders, are not invalid by
reason of a failure to comply with section 44. This
retrospective validation will only apply to sentencing
combinations that offend section 44 and that were imposed
before the date this bill commences. In accordance with usual
practice, the bill will not apply to the case before the Court of
Appeal.
The validating provisions of the bill preserve the rights and
liabilities conferred or imposed in relation to validated CCOs
and contraventions of those CCOs, including rights of appeal.
For example, the offender and the Crown retain the right to
appeal against a sentence that includes a CCO on any other
ground.
Thus, this remedial bill will ensure that there is minimal
disruption to the operation of the justice system arising from
legislative oversights in the Road Safety Act. It will also
clarify the availability and intended operation of the CCO,
while ensuring that sentences already imposed are not
disturbed.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 16 August.

PLANNING: SCHEME AMENDMENTS
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I move:
That pursuant to section 46AH of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987, Cardinia planning scheme
amendment C190, Casey planning scheme amendment C170,
Hume planning scheme amendment C166, Melton planning
scheme amendment C128, Mitchell planning scheme
amendment C100, Whittlesea planning scheme
amendment C167 and Wyndham planning scheme
amendment C180 be ratified.

In doing so I make a number of comments in respect of
the motion.
What is worse? Is it the deprivation of home ownership
or the expansion of an urban growth boundary? In my
mind the deprivation of home ownership is far and
away a prospect that is far worse and something that
governments need to put their minds to addressing. In
Melbourne our population is still growing very strongly
and has been through the last few years to the extent
where that growth of nearly 70 000 people per year is
having huge impacts upon affordability, particularly
when coupled with the previous Labor government’s
land release policies. It is having massive impacts on
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affordability for people trying to get into the first home
owner market.
This government was elected on a very clear pledge
around combating the problem of affordability, a
pledge around urban renewal, around clarity in the
planning system for existing activity areas and suburbs,
and importantly, looking at new growth areas which
can be reviewed from the 2009–10 boundary review
process where land may be able to be brought forward.
Accordingly, I have approved seven planning scheme
amendments which implement most of the
recommendations of the Logical Inclusions Advisory
Committee. Those planning scheme amendments
expand the urban growth boundary (UGB) in certain
locations and rezone most of the land proposed for
inclusion to either urban growth zone or farming zone.
They are now presented to both houses for ratification,
as is required under section 46AF(1) of the Planning
and Environment Act 1987, as they amend or insert an
urban growth boundary. The Casey, Cardinia, Hume,
Melton, Mitchell, Whittlesea and Wyndham planning
schemes are all affected and this amendment will bring
forward around 5958 hectares of land within the new
urban growth boundary.
As I said from the very start, this government was
elected with a very clear pledge when it came to outer
urban growth. We said very clearly that we would
implement a clear and transparent process to review the
2009–10 urban growth boundary review process to
make any logical inclusions to that process that had
been put forward by the previous government. That is
an important point to consider, because in 2010 the
previous government expanded Melbourne’s urban
growth boundary by 43 000 hectares, an area one-third
of the size of Adelaide. No-one in the now Labor
opposition, the then Labor government, opposed that
43 000-hectare expansion.
The 5900-hectare expansion that we are now
considering is minuscule compared to Labor’s
expansion of the growth boundary by an area that was a
third of the size of Adelaide — that is, 43 000 hectares.
The processes are totally different. When the Labor
Party expanded the urban growth boundary in 2010 the
boundaries were simply drawn up by the department
and the minister’s office, and there was very little
oversight. There was almost no public oversight about
whose land was in and whose land was out. The
process of the previous government involved the office
of Justin Madden, the then Minister for Planning, who
is now the member for Essendon in the other place, and
the department literally drawing lines on a map to
change the zoning and the urban growth boundary, and
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this related to parcels of land worth tens of millions of
dollars.
The coalition government has taken a very different
approach. The approach of the Logical Inclusions
Advisory Committee — that is, the logical inclusions
process that the coalition government has put
forward — is a four-stage approach. First, local
councils make proposals to the state government for
urban growth boundary expansion. These proposals
may only be in regard to land in growth areas. Once the
local council has proposed a parcel of land, the proposal
is sent to the Growth Areas Authority for assessment.
Once the Growth Areas Authority has made a
recommendation in regard to the proposal, it is then
assessed by the independent body Planning Panels
Victoria. This panel is comprised of a highly regarded
set of experts. It is independent and respected by both
political parties in government. Next, Planning Panels
Victoria makes a recommendation about the proposal to
the government, and those recommendations are agreed
to by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. It is a four-stage process, and it is the
most transparent in Australia.
Noting all that, there was a probity auditor who sat over
this brief to ensure that what was being put forward was
indeed the most transparent of any process in Australia.
The commentary on this issue in the media and from
the now opposition concerns me. The opposition is
seeking to make comments about the validity of the
process that has been put forward. While media outlets
and the opposition have made comments about the
transparency of this process, they made almost no
comment when Labor expanded the urban growth
boundary in 2010 by 43 000 hectares — that is, an area
of land that is a third of the size of Adelaide. This was a
process whereby Justin Madden’s office simply sat
down with a set of maps and said, ‘This land is in, and
this land is out’, as opposed to the Baillieu
government’s four-stage process, which is overseen by
a probity auditor.
I say again that this government’s process of logical
inclusions has been transparent, and importantly it is
one that is not a new thought in terms of planning
policy. I go back to 2009 and the Standing Committee
on Finance and Public Administration’s inquiry into
departmental and agency performance and operations.
At a hearing of that inquiry on 2 December 2009 I
asked the question of Labor’s then Minister for
Planning, Justin Madden:
… is the government considering logical inclusions to the
UGB as another option, apart from VC 55?

Mr Madden responded:
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We —

the Labor government —
are conscious in the future that there may well be some
anomalies that exist within the nominated urban growth
boundary …

He went on to support the concept of logical inclusions,
saying:
… there are anomalies that come up from time to time, and
we have to deal with them.

Further he said:
… there are logical inclusions that might need to be
considered and they might come from local governments
making submissions, and currently we have some local
governments which have made submissions to us which are
not included in these growth areas but are in areas that might
be considered.

He continued:
What we —

the Labor Party —
anticipate is that after we have progressed our current body of
work —

that is, to expand the urban growth boundary by
43 000 hectares —
we would look at some mechanisms being developed for
potential small-scale logical inclusions where anomalies may
occur.

He noted:
I have met with some land-holders in some of their areas
where they are interested in pursuing issues around an
inclusion …

He also said:
Some of these examples have been the likes of poultry
farming and things like that.

It is absolutely, utterly unequivocal that if Labor had
been re-elected in 2010, it would have pursued a
strategy around logical inclusions. There was not a
word of opposition from people on that committee such
as Mr Tee, the now opposition planning spokesperson,
who has been in hibernation for three months. The only
written comments on the record that I have found from
the Labor opposition in relation to logical inclusions —
and this is not an unrelated issue — are from Labor’s
deputy leader, James Merlino, the member for Monbulk
in the Assembly, who has written to me. This
correspondence is on the record and has been for some
time. In this correspondence Mr Merlino sought a
logical inclusion for the Waverley Golf Club.
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In opposition Labor has no idea whether it supports or
opposes the growth boundary expansion. Labor’s
shadow planning minister is out there opposing this
policy, talking about the death of green wedges and his
opposition to a policy that he supported just two years
ago, yet Labor’s current deputy leader has written to
me — and his correspondence is on the record —
advocating on behalf of a golf club to get land included
in the urban growth boundary as part of a logical
inclusion:
Once that is achieved, Waverley Golf Club is proposing that
the current site be used for a mixture of residential
development … and community use.
In my view this would be an appropriate ‘logical inclusion’.

So writes Labor’s deputy leader, James Merlino.
It is very clear that the coalition’s position in
opposition, when it supported Labor on growth
boundary expansion for the right reasons, is consistent
with its position in government. It is consistent for all
the right reasons. It is consistent for affordability. It is
consistent for land supply. It is consistent for economic
development. It is consistent around our growth areas
infrastructure contribution reforms and our developer
contribution reforms, accessing government
infrastructure earlier than would have been the case
under our growth area tax reforms. It is consistent with
ensuring that development plans have state
infrastructure paid for by the development industry
earlier than would have been the case under Labor.
We have made the case. We are putting in place the
infrastructure and the mechanisms to ensure that
appropriate development and services follow a growth
boundary expansion. That is why we have brought
forward the growth corridor plans. That is why we have
reformed growth area taxes. That is why we have done
the work to ensure that we can get the strategic
planning right for Melbourne’s growth areas to expand.
The only people who seem to oppose a greater level of
housing affordability for those in outer urban areas —
people who hate new suburbs, who oppose new
suburbs and who ridicule people who live in new
suburbs — are those from Labor’s left, the academic
left and in some cases the journalistic left who seek to
impose their top-down, government-knows-best, leftwing-knows-best attitudes upon the rest of us.
The current Leader of the Opposition, Daniel Andrews,
the member for Mulgrave in the Assembly, is a
member of Labor’s Socialist Left, and he has never had
the courage to come out and say whether he remains
what his faction is — that is, socialist. Labor’s planning
spokesperson, Brian Tee, who is a member of the same
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faction, has never had the courage to come out and say
whether socialism dominates his mindset. This is a
mindset that is dated, that is rooted in an ideological
bent and in a dated ideology. It is the mindset of those
who hate people who live in new suburbs, who hate
new suburbs and who treat people in new suburbs with
disrespect.
I refer to new suburbs like Greenvale, Cranbourne,
Werribee, Point Cook, Tarneit, Narre Warren South,
Harkaway and Narre Warren North. People with this
mindset treat the residents of these suburbs with
disrespect, saying these residents live in McMansions.
People with this mindset write bizarre articles in
newspapers that say that people become obese because
of the suburbs they live in. People do not become obese
in Fitzroy or Richmond! These new suburbs do not
have trams or AFL teams because they were not created
in the 1890s. There is a top-down attitude from the
intellectual left that sneers at people who dare to live in
growth areas. I simply say that attitude is dated and
offensive, and members on this side of the house stand
against it.
We on this side of the house are going to do everything
possible to counter issues in relation to housing
affordability. We have brought forward inner city urban
renewal, which was sneered at and has been opposed
even today by the journalistic and intellectual left. We
have brought forward changes to activities areas to give
certainty to investment and development in those areas,
only to again be opposed by the Labor Party. We have
brought forward changes to planning zones that will
complement the outer urban expansion and provide
certainty about what can be built in certain areas. We
have brought forward and lived up to our commitment
on a transparent growth boundary expansion, one that
sets a benchmark around Australia. This will be a fourstage process overseen by a probity auditor, the best in
Australia. That says to anyone who wants to invest in
Victoria, ‘You can do so with a merit-based outcome’,
as opposed to maps being drawn at Justin Madden’s
desk.
We have done all of this after articulating it before the
state election. Nothing has been hidden. Nothing is
unforeseen. There are no surprises. The Liberals and
The Nationals are two parties that have kept their word
on affordability despite being opposed at every step by
the Australian Labor Party in opposition. Even that
party’s former leader, John Brumby, came out to say
that the policies being put in place by the current
government are policies that he supports on economic
and affordability grounds. Just two years ago the man
who was Premier, leading the other side, got every
single vote of the then government, now opposition,
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members in that Parliament to expand the growth
boundary by one-third of the size of Adelaide —
43 000 hectares — without a whimper of opposition
from these gutless people who now form the state
opposition.
Those opposite have made a U-turn and changed their
position on affordability. They have changed their
position on growth boundary expansion, on housing
supply and on making Melbourne the most affordable
city in Australia, and thereby providing opportunities
for those who want to invest and those who want to live
in this great city. On top of that the opposition opposed
growth boundary tax changes that will see state
infrastructure brought forward earlier. Railway stations,
diamond interchanges, new arterial roads, bus routes
and bike routes will service these areas earlier than
would have been the case if we did not change the
legislation.
We have made all these changes in just 18 months, and
the Baillieu government has done that for the right
reasons — affordability, supply and economy. On top
of that, we are building sustainable communities. The
green star rating of those homes in the new growth
areas far exceeds anything in middle ring suburbs and
inner suburban Melbourne. The people who live in
homes in places like Fitzroy or Carlton sneer at these
new suburbs; they have the gall to say that people in
these new suburbs are living an unsustainable lifestyle.
This is a lifestyle where you have a water tank, solar
hot water and an insulated home. This is a lifestyle
where you can walk to open space or the shops from all
parts of a development. This is a lifestyle where you
have a school around the corner. It is amazing to see the
intellectual sneering from the left in Australian and
Victorian politics. However, it is becoming a common
theme and a sad theme after 11 years of Labor
government.
I supported the Australian Labor Party when it
expanded the growth boundary for the right reasons
when in government. Less than two years ago in this
chamber I got up to say that the then government was
making a good move for the economy of this state, for
land supply and for first home owners; it was doing the
right thing. It is a sad sight to see the now state
opposition U-turn on a policy which it was so
supportive of and ready to advocate for. As I said
before — I read it into Hansard — the previous Labor
government has now made a U-turn in its support for
the process which the government of today has engaged
in.
This is because it has come into opposition with a
Socialist Left leader, Daniel Andrews, the Leader of the
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Opposition and member for Mulgrave in the Assembly.
He is a strange character who seems to have little
connection with anyone outside of the Socialist Left of
Labor. He seems to oppose new infrastructure plans
such as the east–west link and bringing forward new
rail to outer suburbs. That is what he wants as his
mantra, but that is a mantra on which Labor will be
judged.
Mr Leane — The Premier is not a strange man!
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Leane might know. Given
that he tweets under different names, he might be aware
of some of that. I simply say that the arguments which
will come from the sneering Labor left that hates outer
suburban areas are going to be very interesting. Those
people who just two years ago did not have the guts to
cross the floor and oppose their Premier, John Brumby,
will now get up in this chamber and declare their
opposition to outer urban growth when they expanded
the outer urban growth area by 43 000 hectares. Let
their hypocrisy be lost on no-one, because believe me it
is not lost on the mainstream media or the population in
those areas.
At least the Greens have been consistent in their
Luddite approach to outer urban growth. At least they
have been totally consistent in their view that we
should shut down electricity generation, move into
humpies and turn our country into a shadow of its great
self — —
Mr Finn — Third World!
Hon. M. J. GUY — Indeed, that we should turn a
First World economy into a Second or Third World
economy — —
Mrs Peulich — De-industrialise Australia!
Hon. M. J. GUY — De-industrialising, as
Mrs Peulich says, one of the greatest countries to
develop in the 20th century. At least the Greens have
been consistent in their foolish approach to planning,
which has been clearly reflected in their lack of
electoral success over the last month.
This side of the house has been consistent on this issue
from start to finish. We will always stand up for the
rights, requirements, expectations and hopes of the
people who live in the growth areas of Melbourne,
Geelong, Ballarat, the Latrobe Valley, Bendigo,
Shepparton, Mildura, Wodonga and Warrnambool —
our major cities around the state. We on this side of the
house have always been the two parties that stand up
for those communities. We intend to do this in
government as we did in opposition.
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The Labor Party’s hypocrisy will be there for all to see.
But let it again be said: this side of the house has pride
in bringing forward amendments that will facilitate and
retain Melbourne’s status not only as a livable city but
as an affordable city for first home buyers and people
who want to get into the housing market in this state.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (VICSMART PLANNING
ASSESSMENT) BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 June; motion of
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning).
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on the Planning and Environment
Amendment (VicSmart Planning Assessment) Bill
2012. This legislation is frightening and is causing a
great deal of concern in the Victorian community. It
provides a permit application, or a golden ticket, the
holder of which can effectively bypass some of the
most important planning provisions in the Victorian
planning system. If you hold a golden ticket and fall
within the so-called VicSmart process, you do not have
to talk to your neighbours or consult with the
community to get your development up. You do not
have to worry about the views of the local council or
take into account, or indeed even notify, those who
would be adversely affected by your application. Best
of all, if you have this golden ticket and you are part of
the VicSmart system, the role of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal has been effectively gutted.
Holders of this golden ticket get a direct free ride past
VCAT, but the role that VCAT plays in protecting
everybody else — the local community, the local
council — is completely neutered by this bill.
The government ministers say, ‘This is all good and
well; we’re just looking at pergolas.’ But we all know
that this legislation is much broader in its scope; the sky
is the limit. There are literally no constraints on the
powers provided under this bill in terms of heights and
setbacks. There are no constraints at all; it is open
slather. It could be that the first you would know that a
decision has been made under these provisions to put
up a multistorey development is when you come home
from work and find that your neighbour’s house has
been bulldozed.
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We on this side are very concerned about this bill. We
believe communities should have a say about the look,
feel and shape of their neighbourhoods. We believe
local councils should have a role to protect the character
of their neighbourhoods, and that is what is under threat
when you take away the role of communities and
councils and neuter the independent umpire.
The reason Melbourne is once again the most livable
city in the world is in large part due to our built
environment. Our built environment is our heritage. It
has been passed on to us and we are obligated to protect
it and to ensure that the next generation inherits the
same livability, uniqueness and vibrancy that has been
bequeathed to us. That is why we are opposed to this
legislation. It is an attack on the livability of our
suburbs.
People have a right to expect their communities to be
protected. We also know Melbourne’s livability is what
attracts the best and the brightest from around the world
to live here, invest here and make their contribution to
our economy and to the ideas that generate wealth in
this century. This is not only an attack on our livability;
it is an attack on our economic success.
If we look at the clauses in the bill, we can clearly see
what is being stripped away. Certain classes of permits
are taken out by this bill and treated differently. Some
of the most significant provisions in the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 do not apply to those classes of
permits. These protections and processes were built up
over many years and are fundamental to the Victorian
regime and to the protection of our system and indeed
our heritage. So what are some of these provisions
affected by this legislation?
The first thing you notice when you read the bill is that
clause 3 provides that paragraphs (b) to (e) of
section 60(1) of the Planning and Environment Act
1987 will no longer apply. Section 60(1)(b) provides
that when deciding on an application the responsible
authority must consider the objectives of planning in
Victoria. Essentially, under the provisions of the bill
when a decision-maker is considering a permit the
objects of planning in Victoria will no longer apply.
What are those objectives? The first is:
to provide for the fair, orderly, economic and sustainable use,
and development of land.

That objective will not apply to a permit application
considered under the VicSmart provisions. The next
object is:
to provide for the protection of natural and man-made
resources and the maintenance of ecological processes and
genetic diversity.
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That will no longer apply. The next is:
to secure a pleasant, efficient and safe working, living and
recreational environment for all Victorians and visitors to
Victoria.

It will no longer apply. The next is:
to conserve and enhance those buildings, areas or other places
which are of scientific, aesthetic, architectural or historical
interest, or otherwise of special cultural value.

That will no longer apply. The next is:
to protect public utilities and other assets and enable the
orderly provision and co-ordination of public utilities and
other facilities for the benefit of the community.

That is another that will no longer apply. The next is:
to balance the present and future interest of all Victorians.

That again will be gone. This bill is wide-ranging in its
impact. At its heart it attacks some of the most
fundamental objects on which our planning system is
based.
It gets worse. The bill provides that section 60(1)(c) of
the Planning and Environment Act will no longer apply
to the consideration of a permit application under the
VicSmart process. That section requires the decisionmaker to consider objections and other submissions
which have been received. That effectively means that
the views of the community — that is, anybody who
has expressed a view about a development — are to be
disregarded. They do not matter.
Another provision that is discarded by this bill is
section 60(1)(d), which provides that the responsible
authority must consider the decision and comments of a
referral authority. The bill provides that the views of the
power companies, VicRoads, WorkSafe and the water
authorities are to be discarded. Their views are not to be
considered when a permit application under these
provisions is being considered.
Section 60(1)(e) also will no longer apply. That means
that the decision-maker will not consider the
environmental impact of the application. That section
requires a decision-maker to consider the:
… significant effects which the use or development may have
on the environment or which … the environment may have
on the use or development.

Again, that provision will be gone, so there will be no
requirement to consider the impact of the application on
the environment.
Another issue relates to the role of local councils. The
bill provides the role for local councils — that is, the
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role of the CEO of the local council will be to tick and
flick any permit applications that come through the
VicSmart process. The bill provides no role for the
elected councillors — that is, those who are elected to
protect their community and to make sure that the
development that is undertaken is consistent with the
look, feel and character of their community. All of that
is discarded by this bill.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr TEE — What about their role in the planning
scheme? Again, as Mr O’Brien knows, planning
scheme amendments can be initiated by council and
they can also be initiated by this government and by
this minister. There is potentially no protection and no
role for the council, other than for the council CEO to
tick and flick to make sure that applications that come
before the council are moved through as quickly as
possible. If they are not moved through within 10 days,
there is a role for the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, but the applicant can go to VCAT only if the
council CEO has not seen fit to tick the application
within 10 days.
When you look at the bill you see that the role of
VCAT will be substantially reduced because VCAT
can be exempted from considering the requirements of
paragraphs (b) to (ja) of section 84B(2) of the Planning
and Environment Act. These are very important
provisions. Under the provisions of the bill VCAT will
no longer be able to consider the objects of the act. Its
members will no longer be able to consider the fairness
of the application and the economic and sustainable use
and development of land.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr TEE — Before dinner I was talking about some
of the ways the bill we are dealing with this evening
guts some of VCAT’s powers. Planning permit
applications under the so-called VicSmart process will
not allow VCAT an opportunity to consider the
objectives of planning in Victoria, nor will it get an
opportunity to consider any strategies that local
communities in regional Victoria have developed. This
government and this minister have expressly ruled out
any capacity for VCAT to consider the contributions of
regional Victorians. They have expressly made sure
that VCAT cannot consider the wishes of regional
Victorians or what those communities want. VCAT
cannot consider what regional Victorians need in terms
of ensuring employment and ensuring the development
of the types of communities and structures they believe
are in their best interests.
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That is because this minister believes in a top-down
approach in which he will decide what is best for
regional Victorians and what is in their best interests.
He will tell them how they are to live their lives and
how their communities are to be developed, and he will
not allow for their strategies, which have often been
worked up after many years of consultation and been
carefully considered to make sure that development in
regional Victoria ensures jobs, growth and prosperity.
The bill we have tonight moves all of that aside. This
minister and this government say those matters are
irrelevant. VCAT will now not be able to consider the
regional strategies that have been expressly provided.
The other issue that VCAT cannot consider is the
Melbourne Airport environs strategy plan. That
responsibility is being taken from VCAT by this
minister in this bill. This means that the plan’s
requirement for a permit application for development
will no longer apply because any permit application
under VicSmart will override the airport strategy. You
have to remember that Melbourne has a 24-hour
airport. This is the biggest airport in the country. It is
the busiest — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr TEE — No. Mrs Peulich says, ‘the federal
government’. The strategy that both parties have
accepted until now, the Melbourne Airport environs
strategy plan, makes sure that that development does
not encroach on our airport and does not compromise
the airport. What this bill does — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr TEE — It expressly overrules the strategy.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr TEE — That is what the bill does. It says
VCAT is not allowed to consider the Melbourne
Airport environs strategy plan. It is in the bill. I am
sorry if Mrs Peulich has not read the bill.
Mrs Peulich — That airport plan is under federal
government — —
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Melbourne and the airport are protected. Successive
state governments have ensured that the land at
Melbourne Airport and at the port of Melbourne is not
encroached upon. All of that is thrown out by this bill,
because sections 84B(2)(b) to (ja) no longer apply. The
bill is not only an attack on our suburbs and on
livability but also upon the airport and the port of
Melbourne. Not only is the minister content with that
but under this bill VCAT is also exempted from
considering the provisions set out in section 84B(2)(e),
which of course are about the environment. The
requirement for VCAT to take account of and give
effect to any state environmental protection policy
made under the Environment Protection Act is gone.
Finally, the provision set out in section 84B(2)(f),
which currently requires that VCAT must take account
of the extent to which persons residing or owning land
in the vicinity of the land which is the subject of the
application for review were able to participate, and in
fact did participate, in the procedures to be followed
under this act, is also gone. It does not matter that
VCAT cannot consider the extent to which the
community could participate in the decision-making
process. I know it might come as a surprise to those
opposite when they realise the extent to which the
powers of VCAT have been neutered by this bill and
the extent to which protections offered to the suburbs,
to the airport and to the port have been compromised by
this bill. I urge those opposite to speak to the minister
about why he has taken these extraordinary steps which
will have enormous consequences. When we add up all
those considerations it is a very easy decision for those
on this side of this house to make. We cannot and we
will not support the bill.
Mr O’Brien — What about productivity?
Mr TEE — We are asked about productivity. It is
very hard to get productivity when there is
encroachment upon the airport. It is very hard to get
productivity when there is a threat to the port — the
busiest port in Australia. We get asked about the issue
of productivity, when what this bill does is take out any
requirement for VCAT to consider — —
Mr O’Brien — The irrelevant consideration — —

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I ask the member to speak through the Chair
please.
Mrs Peulich — Get it right.
Mr TEE — The bill is very clear. The same issues
apply in relation to the port of Melbourne, where
successive governments have ensured that the port of

Mr TEE — Now we have it! Those opposite say
that the airport and the port of Melbourne are irrelevant
considerations. They ask about productivity. They say
the airport and the port of Melbourne do not matter and
do not make a contribution to our economy. We are
talking about the context of productivity, yet VCAT is
taken out of the equation. It is a very easy decision for
those here, because we believe in streamlining
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planning, but we do not believe in taking the
community out of the planning process. We believe in
protecting our economic advantage, which is as the
most livable city in the world. We believe in protecting
the advantage we have got with a 24-hour airport. Until
now both sides of politics have resisted both
commercial and housing encroachment on both the
airport and the port of Melbourne. Again that is gone; it
has all been stripped away.
We are asked about the issue of consultation. I remind
those opposite that under this bill someone can go
home at the end of the day and find that the neighbour’s
house has been knocked down and a multistorey
development has gone up, and there will be no right to
any consultation. There are no notification provisions
under this bill.
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That is pretty much all this bill does. It certainly does
not tell us which type of applications, and of which
nature, will be put into this stream. The minister has put
the cart before the horse in introducing this bill to the
Parliament. No-one has any idea, and there is certainly
nothing in the legislation that tells us, what sorts of
applications would be put into this stream. That is what
allows Mr Tee to paint various scary scenarios. We
would simply have to take it on trust from the
government, because that issue will be determined later
through the planning scheme, which of course the
minister controls without reference to Parliament.
A fact sheet was produced by the minister, which says
that ‘straightforward’ applications would be dealt with
in this way. VicSmart — A Simpler Planning Permit
Process is a fact sheet on the Department of Planning
and Community Development website and states:

Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr TEE — It is here line by line. I am happy to
take her through it again. I know Mrs Peulich found it
difficult to accept the lengths to which this government
has gone to exclude the community from the planning
process. I know it is difficult to stomach — even on
Mrs Peulich’s side — but let me tell her that this bill is
far reaching, its impact across the board is dramatic and
the coalition will pay the price. Not only will the
coalition pay the price but Victorian families and the
economy will pay the price of this ill-considered
proposal. Labor members stand proudly by Victorian
families and proudly support the airport, the port and
the Victorian economy. We will not support this bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Planning and Environment Amendment
(VicSmart Planning Assessment) Bill 2012. It is clear
that as we have gone from a Labor government to a
Liberal government things have gone from bad to
worse. When you look at the way planning currently
works here in Victoria you can see that much of
Mr Tee’s argument was hollow. Of course we are
seeking many outcomes from the planning system, and
it seems that this bill will not provide them.
In a simplified format this bill is attempting to set up a
different track along which planning permits will be
considered and decided upon. This new track will be
that council officers will receive a planning permit
application and, without necessarily the need for
advertising or considering objections, go ahead and
approve the application. Council officers will not be
doing that under delegation from councillors; they will
be doing it under a direct delegation from the council’s
CEO, so a new system of deciding planning permit
applications is being set up under this act.

VicSmart will apply to straightforward, low impact
applications. These applications will be clearly set out in
planning schemes so applicants and the community know in
advance how these applications will be handled.
The types of minor permit applications being considered for
VicSmart make up approximately 10 per cent of all permit
applications.

We are then given a list of possible VicSmart
applications, which includes: realigning a common
boundary between two lots; subdividing existing
buildings to create separate titles; building or extending
a fence within 3 metres of a street; constructing a
service station on land in an industrial zone; carrying
out development and heritage overlay which is already
exempt from public notice and review; managing
vegetation in urban areas; building in the land subject to
inundation overlay or special building overlay; altering
road access where the road is or will be in a road zone
category 1; and erecting small advertising signs more
than 30 metres from land in a residential zone where
the sign is not lit, electronic or animated.
It makes you wonder: if it is really down to those
simple issues, why has the government not approached
this in a different way and established the same process
through other mechanisms? We know that the previous
Labor government was constantly removing the
requirements for permits and in the process was
constantly removing residents’ rights to object. It did so
many times through the planning scheme, and if this
minister found himself thwarted through legislation, he
could certainly go ahead and, at the stroke of a pen,
make many of these applications, through changes to
the planning scheme, no longer subject to advertising
and review. It is not like that is a new idea. In fact for
the 11 years of the Labor government we had a capital
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city zone right here in the central part of the city of
Melbourne.

rights that you say this bill is taking away, which you
say is a terrible thing, and you may be right.

There were many large applications, including the one
involving Windsor Hotel, affecting thousands of
residents. Every one of those applications — which
were not for pergolas and fences; in fact one of them
was for a massive development of a heritage-listed
hotel, being the Windsor — was, and I will quote from
the capital city zone planning scheme:

During their time in government Labor members also
used the planning scheme, not changes to the act, to
remove these requirements from many applications. For
example, satellite dishes under the heritage overlay
were something for which the previous government
removed the requirement for a permit. I could mount
the same argument that Mr Tee mounted before: that I
might wake up one day and find a giant satellite dish on
the property next to me, having had no notice and with
no right to appeal because in fact there is no longer a
permit required. As I was saying, if the minister was
thwarted in passing this bill, he could easily achieve
many of the same objectives by simple amendment to
the planning scheme. You did it all the time, Mr Tee.

… exempt from the notice requirements of section 52(1)(a),
(b) and (d), the decision requirements of section 64(1), (2) and
(3) and the review rights of section 82(1) of the act.

That is a common enough provision in a range of zones
and overlays and other schedules, but in relation to the
capital city zone, if Mr Tee now really is as upset as he
pretends to be about this removal of residents’ rights,
why is it that over 11 years Labor never restored
residents’ rights in the capital city zone? And why is
it — and this is not a rhetorical question; I really want
to know the answer — that only the Greens have
committed to doing so? Why is it that during the entire
process of the by-election for the Assembly seat of
Melbourne, when we invited the Labor Party to
endorse our policy, to give back rights to notice and
appeal — —
Mr Lenders — Keep on talking about the
Melbourne by-election. We like that.
Mr BARBER — I intend to, Mr Lenders. I intend to
keep talking about the Melbourne by-election, and I
intend to keep talking about the 10 different policies
that we launched during the Melbourne by-election.
Mr Lenders’s party launched nil policies, which is
taking post-modernism a little bit far, I think — to have
an election with no policies — but that was its choice.
Labor certainly did not in that process say that it will
oppose any of Ted Baillieu’s policies. It has not said it
will oppose his policy on the east–west tunnel;
opposition members have not said that here today. I am
yet to hear the magic words ‘An Andrews government
will’. I did not hear them during the by-election. I do
not think I will hear them through much of the next two
and a half years. We may see some dribbling out of
policies close to the next state election.
I would just say to opposition members that if you are
not going to oppose Ted Baillieu’s policies and you
have not got any policies of your own, could you at
least endorse mine? And could you endorse here today,
while we are on the subject of residents and
neighbours — let us call them — having rights under
planning decisions restored to the 6500 voters who live
in the CBD and in the capital city zone, which are the

But on the really big stuff Labor did not restore, when it
had the chance, residents’ rights, and for that matter the
rights of other types of neighbours in the city. Again,
coming back to the Melbourne by-election, we invited
Labor to endorse its policy, in fact the commitment the
Labor Party made, to give live music venues some say
over encroaching residential development. That is the
so-called — and I am sure Mr O’Brien is going to get
very excited about this — agent of change principle.
The Labor Party committed to doing it but did not do it,
and even during the Melbourne by-election where this
was an important issue — we all remember seeing tens
of thousands of people walking up Bourke Street in
defence of live music — Labor declined the
opportunity to endorse our commitment to what had
previously been its promise. That is a strange way to go
about running an election.
Even stranger is the philosophy of the Baillieu
government in bringing this forward, because its
approach on this is hardly consistent. For many types of
applications, including those that I listed, residents will
no longer get a say, neighbours will no longer get a say
and those affected will no longer get a say. In relation
to wind farms everybody within 2 kilometres gets a
veto, but on many of these matters brought forward
here today you will not even know, as Mr Tee correctly
said, that it is going to happen until it starts happening. I
just want to make the point that while Mr Philip Davis
might agree with both of those policies, they are in
many ways contradictory.
Mr O’Brien — Not when considered in context.
Mr BARBER — As I said, the context is that you
could be in the capital city zone and you could wake up
one morning and find that you no longer have natural
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light because a 22-storey building has gone up next to
you and you do not have — —
Mr P. Davis — I would like to meet the builder.
Mr BARBER — The Grollo boys would do it. You
never saw the yellow notice because you did not have a
right to object — much less have your objection
considered or have the opportunity to appeal a
decision — so I think it is analogous, but members of
the coalition government cannot see the contradiction.
There is one more thing that is wrong with this bill, and
that is that in setting up this second track the
government is setting us up for privatisation of the
permit system. That is the holy grail. Make no mistake:
the reason this bill is here is because the development
industry wants it to be here. They had been
campaigning for it for as long as I have been involved
in planning — 10 years, since I first became a
councillor. This is the thing they have always asked for.
Today we are arguing the merits of it, but they had been
campaigning for it for 10 years to get to this point and
now they have got it.
What it ultimately allows for is the privatisation of
planning permits in the same way that building permits,
which used to be issued by councils and were
sometimes even considered by councillors, were
completely privatised. Once you have taken this
threshold step, which is that it is no longer a matter of
the democratically elected local government of your
area having control of the planning permit system
because what councillors might say about it is now
irrelevant and it is simply a statutory process being
implemented by council officers under the head of
power attached to the CEO, who got that from the act,
not from a delegation of councillors, then what
difference does it make?
Why not, as Mr Kennett did, send that whole process
out to a competitive process and private assessors,
because if these codes are as tight as Mr Guy seems to
want us to believe they will be, they will simply
become mechanistic exercises in comparing an
application to a code. Why not privatise them out? But
that in itself is a contradiction because, as I said, there
are still two parallel tracks. Some small permit
applications go through the traditional council permit,
and some new types will go through the code
assessment permit. It does not necessarily relate to the
complexity or the codification — the codifiability, if
you like — of these applications, because that is simply
a matter of writing the rules.
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The minister has the cart before the horse, and he has
also taken a contradictory approach. We should
absolutely be codifying more and more requirements of
the planning scheme. It should be simple to know
whether a particular type of development is possible or
not. That would be good for developers and good for
neighbours. What we have here in Victoria is the
product of a mad scientist experiment, turning a simple
matter — something that is simple in cities around the
world, planning and building codes — into a privatised,
almost anything goes objective-based system that is
fundamentally broken. Labor kept it for 11½ years,
barely tinkering with it, and now it makes lots of noises
about the minister taking it the next step.
We think this approach is fundamentally wrong. There
is a simple and easy process for the minister to achieve
the same objective within the existing provisions of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987. He can make
planning guidelines simpler, more clear and more
definite, and he would then remove much of the
contention that exists within the planning scheme
today. He does not even need to come to Parliament in
order to do it. He could just set about doing it. In some
areas he has done it, but not in all areas. In some areas I
would applaud the way he has done it; in other areas I
disagree with the outcome he is trying to achieve. He
has made planning rules tighter; however, this now
seems to be an even more contradictory approach that is
going off on another new tangent. It will create another
layer of uncertainty and contention within the planning
scheme because not only will people’s rights to
notification and objection be removed but the
objectives they would like to get out of planning will be
in retreat. I have little confidence that a Labor
opposition, even if it succeeds in its aim, which is
simply to replace the government, is likely to make
much difference in this area.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak on the Planning and
Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning
Assessment) Bill 2012, an important bill for which the
minister should be commended for bringing to the
house following the work of the Victorian Planning
System Ministerial Advisory Committee, chaired by
Mr Underwood.
The purpose of the bill is quite simply stated in
clause 1:
The main purpose of this Act is to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 to introduce a new assessment process
for specified permit applications.

I will pick up on and briefly respond to Mr Tee’s
contribution. One key factor the Labor Party seems to
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have forgotten, and forgot during its 11 years in
government, as shown by it allowing Mr Tee to make
comments deriding this process not only in this place
but in the media, are the concepts of productivity and
reducing red tape. This bill will allow developers,
builders, homeowners and those engaging with the
planning system in a low-impact manner to get on with
it — in a way that was identified by Mr Barber — in
circumstances where there is an opportunity to codify
relatively simple planning permit applications that have
low impacts upon neighbours, do not impact on ports or
airports and can be assessed using the code assessment
process. This bill will allow applications to be approved
speedily so that builders, homeowners and the
community can get on with things that actually make
money and produce building developments, improve
amenity and improve the livability of this state in a way
that brings greater efficiency and greater rewards to all.
These issues seem to have been forgotten by the
opposition. They are something that Mr Tee could have
been reminded of, but during his contribution he forgot
to make any reference to the important role of the
planning schemes, including the role they will play in
relation to the minister’s announcements about the
VicSmart planning assessment program. This bill
effectively enables planning schemes to be adapted to
respond and give effect to the VicSmart reforms and
allow this code assessment process to roll out across the
state.
Reading two paragraphs of the explanatory
memorandum of the bill would have set this issue out
for Mr Tee. I will read them into the record for the
benefit of those following this debate. They state:
The new assessment process will reduce the time taken to
consider and decide straightforward, low-impact permit
applications.
The bill will enable the new assessment process to be set up
in planning schemes. Planning schemes will set out the
operational aspects of the new process, not the act.

That point could not be made clearer, yet it was totally
missed by Mr Tee in his contribution.
This bill is an important part of the coalition’s election
policy which the minister, in conjunction with his party
and The Nationals, formulated and bought to the last
election in the context of there being a Labor
government which had completely vacated the field in
terms of planning policy and which wielded a wrecking
ball in relation to various individual decisions,
including those relating to the Windsor Hotel project
and others where it engaged in sham consultation
processes, no consultation processes or botched
planning decisions around the state. That led to an
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outcry and the formulation of many election policies
that resulted from the coalition listening to the concerns
of the community. We are now implementing those
policies in government.
Part of our policy was to trial the practice of code
assessment in certain activity centres and give greater
clarity to what can be built and where it can be built.
Another part of the policy, which relates to this,
committed to cutting by 25 per cent the regulatory
burden and red tape that affects businesses. This is part
of the productivity aspect which needs to be borne in
mind when one considers the merits of this bill.
When considering cutting red tape and this bill it is
important to take into account the context of the kinds
of applications that presently exist and that the bill
targets. The passing of this bill will mean that councils
will have the potential to deal with approximately
10 per cent of permit activity in each year, which
represents more than 5000 low-impact permit
applications. We are not talking about applications in
relation to the Windsor Hotel, channel deepening or
major productivity on a macro scale; we are talking
about applications on a very micro scale. These micro
scale proposals should not clog up the important
decision-making process for grander schemes proposed
in major proposals.
It is estimated that VicSmart will reduce assessment
times for minor applications from an average of
62 business days, which is over two months, to
approximately 10 business days. It is also estimated that
smaller permits, presently valued at under $50 000,
account for 37 per cent of applications of the
approximately 57 000 buildings and works applications
lodged in Victoria each year. This bill is targeted at
those low-impact proposals.
As I said, these reforms follow recommendations made
by the Victorian Planning System Ministerial Advisory
Committee chaired by Mr Geoff Underwood, who is a
planner with a sound reputation and standing in the
industry. He is a man I know professionally. He and his
committee should be commended for their very
productive work in producing a comprehensive suite of
recommendations to improve the planning system in
this great state.
I note that Melbourne has today again been confirmed
as the world’s most livable city. While Melbourne is
the most livable city, I add that regional Victoria and
regional Victorian cities, including Geelong, Ballarat,
Warrnambool, Horsham, Hamilton, Stawell and Ararat,
are even more livable than our great city of Melbourne.
There are situations where the pressures in relation to
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the costs of building are very real. Some cities and
smaller towns struggle to get building applications off
the ground.
For years I have heard about the need to free up red
tape. While in the profession and now as a member of
Parliament representations have been made to me about
the need to cut the cost of obtaining building and
planning permits, particularly in relation to low-impact
proposals, for example those involving pergolas or
minor extensions to garages.
When looking at these provisions it is important to
consider — as Mr Barber did when responding to
Mr Tee’s contribution — the existing exemptions in the
overall context of the bill, particularly those that already
exist under the Planning and Environment Act 1987
and in regulations. Mr Barber identified capital city
zones, but there are many other zones that are exempt
from the notice, consideration and appeal provisions of
the Planning and Environment Act.
There are also other provisions already in the planning
scheme. One which was also conveniently overlooked
by Mr Tee is something that the former planning
minister brought into effect in relation to the planning
scheme itself — that is, section 16 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987, which says:
A planning scheme is binding on every Minister, government
department, public authority and municipal council except to
the extent that the Governor in Council, on the
recommendation of the Minister, directs by Order published
in the Government Gazette.

We all know that in relation to the Barwon Heads
dispute when the Legislative Council took the very rare
step of actually setting aside a ministerial decision in
relation to the amendment approved by the minister,
amendment C118 to the Greater Geelong planning
scheme, in that case, in response to the decision of the
Legislative Council to disallow that planning scheme
amendment, the minister made an order under
section 16 of the act to effectively exempt the proposal
from the requirements of the act and the planning
scheme itself.
In terms of exemptions, the former government has
rewritten the book. It is important in this context to
realise that we are taking a very careful and considered
approach to the exemption regime proposed in the bill.
I will also briefly refer to some aspects of the bill
referred to by various commentators, including the
Urban Development Institute of Australia, which is
reported as having said:

3375

‘It’s great to see the Baillieu government is committed to
common-sense planning reforms’.
‘Cutting planning red tape is vital to increasing our
productivity as an economy and allowing industry to work to
its full potential’.

I note also an article in the Wyndham Leader, which
referred to a range of views, including some concerns
by Save Our Suburbs, no doubt beaten up again by the
opposition spokesman, Mr Tee, with the sorts of
inaccurate comments we heard in his contribution
today. Planning Backlash convener Mary Drost is
reported as having said it was the bigger developments
that demanded attention. She is reported as stating:
The small-scale things are irrelevant, they don’t really take
that much time anyway, but I would be very angry if this
applies to high-rise buildings …

The minister has made it clear that this will not apply to
high-rise buildings. I refer to a press release of 7 June
2012 which states the new process is directed at a range
of applications such as:
minor subdivisions in urban areas;
building or extending a fence within 3 metres of a street;
managing vegetation;
erecting a pergola;
development in a flood risk area;
altering road access where the road is or will be in a road zone
category 1; and
erecting small advertising signs more than 30 metres from
land in a residential zone where the sign is not lit, electronic
or animated.

I urge those concerned to carefully look at the debates
today, the bill and the information that is being put out
by the minister so we do not see exaggerations and
misinformation about the true impact of the bill.
I turn to the actual productivity issues. I thank the
parliamentary library for its extensive brief, which I
urge members to read. As part of the background, it has
identified the COAG (Council of Australian
Governments) process that, it seems, the Prime Minister
has signed off on, despite what the state Labor Party is
saying about this bill. It outlines that at the inaugural
meeting in April 2012 the Council of Australian
Government’s Business Advisory Forum agreed that all
jurisdictions would undertake development assessment
reforms to ensure that processes were efficient and did
not create unnecessary delays. It goes through a range
of jurisdictions, including Victoria, where it identifies
VicSmart as its effective assessment.
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The Prime Minister’s communiqué of 12 April 2012
states:
All participants agreed they share a common goal — to
improve national productivity growth to boost the prosperity
of all Australians — and are committed to working together
to secure gains in productivity.

The communiqué refers to environmental approvals
and assessments, which is green tape, and says that the
government is going to cut that, and then it has the red
tape over here, which will be cut as well.
Mr Barber — You and Julia Gillard make a good
team!
Mr O’BRIEN — I do not think so. I am sure
Mr Finn would not think so.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — No. This is her description of
COAG, and what she says is precisely what I will
agree on, which is under the development assessments
section — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — Brian Tee has certainly got it
wrong; I agree with that. To the extent that she has got
it right, the Prime Minister has got it right by saying:
The forum also discussed progress by state and territory
governments on development assessment reforms, and
acknowledged the need to ensure these processes operate
efficiently and do not create unnecessary delays for
development proposals.
Development assessment is a state and territory
responsibility — —

To the extent that the communiqué said that, the Prime
Minister finally got another thing right. But I suspect
that because it is a COAG reform it is due to the
leadership provided by our Premier, who has gone to
COAG from the start and identified that under the
11 years of the previous government Victoria’s
productivity fell behind that of the rest of the nation.
That is a commitment that this government has brought
as a real benefit of this bill, which is going to cut red
tape for every single small application. There are 5000
of them presently — 5000 applications which Mr Tee
opposes. That is red tape that opposition members wish
to tie us up with, together with the green tape, to make
some sort of colourblind red, green and pink
concoction, which is presently what they are doing in
the federal sphere.
I commend the government and the minister for
bringing this reform into the house. I look forward,
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along with Mr Koch and Mr Ramsay, to seeing the
many productive western Victoria businesses starting to
get back into business and build things for the state of
Victoria.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — As we have
heard, the Planning and Environment Amendment
(VicSmart Planning Assessment) Bill 2012 seeks to
introduce a new assessment process for certain planning
permit applications, and its objective is to reduce the
time taken to consider and decide what the bill calls
straightforward, low-impact permit applications.
I do not think anyone would object to new measures
that speed up the planning system. We all have, I dare
say, experience of planning decisions by local
authorities that appear to take far too long. Sometimes
this has to do with the process — that there are too
many and sometimes unnecessary steps — and
sometimes it has to do with the fact that there are not
enough planners to assess and process applications, and
sometimes the apparent delay has to do with a disputed
complication.
It is always necessary to review the process itself, and
governments and their planning departments have a
responsibility to conduct reviews from time to time. But
we need to be careful when we seek to reduce the time
taken to determine a permit application when it
involves a dispute or a disagreement, because it is
exactly at this point, where there is a disagreement, that
sufficient time needs to be allowed to hear the points of
view of the parties to the dispute.
Of course the government intends that the changes to
the assessment process contained in this bill will only
relate to what it calls straightforward, low-impact
permit applications. The minister, in his second-reading
speech, said that this means sensible improvements to
properties like replacing a fence or building an
extension. I might agree that replacing a fence is
straightforward and low impact, but some of the
extensions I have seen are hardly straightforward or
low impact because they can have a huge effect on the
amenity of neighbours, and it can take quite a while to
work through the differences of opinion. We are not in
a position to simply accept the minister’s word that
extensions to buildings are of themselves low impact
and uncontentious.
The other point to note is that the time it can take to get
a planning process through is usually a fraction of the
life of the construction. If you get it wrong, someone
has to live with the problem for many decades. The
developer, who is more often than not the beneficiary
of reduced time lines, is long gone, and the neighbours
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and those people who may be affected by the
development can be stuck with a particular detriment
for the rest of their lives. We have to be very careful
when a hyperactive and very eager planning minister
wants the planning system to speed up. We have to ask
ourselves who benefits from the proposed VicSmart
planning assessment process.
It seems to me that the current planning permit process
is not at all bad. The guidelines provided by the
Department of Planning and Community Development
make it easy to follow, and they go to some length to
caution proponents to do fairly thorough preparatory
work to avoid time delays downstream. The process is
well known, and there is not a lot of point going
through it here apart from saying that it contains
provisions for mediation meetings if necessary and for
the all-important Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal review. It is this that is withdrawn in the
VicSmart process from the new set of what the
government calls straightforward, low-impact permit
applications.
In essence this bill creates a class of permits that will
allow no third-party notification. This means there will
be no requirement or expectation that neighbours or
affected parties will be talked to or have the opportunity
to put a view on a development that could affect their
day-to-day lives for years to come. Under the
provisions of this bill, third parties — and by third
parties we mean neighbours and affected members of
the community — will have no right to appeal a
decision, whereas the developer will. This is totally
unjust and unsupportable. Furthermore, the bill does not
permit any consideration to be given to the
environmental, social or economic impacts of a
proposed development in this class, and there will be no
need for the proponent to alert authorities such as
VicRoads or water corporations.
The minister said in his second-reading speech that this
new permit process would not be used to push through
inappropriate developments. He said this was not what
the process was about. He said it was about facilitating
sensible upgrades and improvements to the built
environment and that these would be set out very
clearly in the planning scheme. The measures have,
interestingly, been welcomed by the Property Council
of Australia, which has characterised the provisions of
the bill as fast-tracking that is limited to easy matters
such as subdivisions, tree removals and what it calls
minor external alterations. The council says clearly on
its website that it likes the bill because it will not apply
to complex applications such as multi-unit
developments.
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All this is meant to be very reassuring, but the bill does
not spell out what is in and what is out, what is minor,
low impact and straightforward and what is complex
and multi-impact. This is the rub, because only through
a process that provides information, invites comment
and collective community consideration and allows
appeals can we arrive at the right balance when it
comes to planning. The bill leaves the hard part, the
definition of the details, to local authorities to put into
their planning schemes. As I understand it, that will be
subject to the requirements of the minister under the
amendments he will make to the Victorian planning
provisions. We all know that under this legislation a
property owner could potentially build a two or threestorey split-level extension at the rear of their house
which could completely deprive their neighbours of
sunlight for the many decades the houses would
remain. As I said previously, this is clearly unfair and
unreasonable.
As we have heard, the opposition does not support this
bill, because it removes some basic rights that residents
in Victoria have had in their neighbourhoods for some
time now. I understand it is tempting to define certain
changes made to properties as not worth all the fuss and
to think that people should be allowed to get on with it
and that neighbours and busybodies should really in the
end just take a cold shower. I am also aware, on the
other side of this, that planning objections can be used
to frustrate sensible developments and that sometimes
in the planning space people can be unreasonable about
relatively trivial matters. At the end of the day,
however, that can never be used as a justification to
change the law to remove the rights of responsible
citizens. The quality of life of individual neighbours
and members of the broader community can be directly
and significantly impacted on for very many years by
what at first blush may seem to be just a straightforward
renovation or development on a property. The only way
to work through such issues is to inform, consult and
permit appeal rights. This bill removes these protections
and therefore should be voted down.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also wish to speak in favour of what is a very sensible
streamlining of the lower impact planning applications
that so clog the planning systems of our local councils
and lead to so many headaches and frustrations while
simultaneously taking away from the time, resources
and energy of local governments and those who are
charged with the responsibility of planning our physical
environment.
The Planning and Environment Amendment (VicSmart
Planning Assessment) Bill 2012 represents a sensible
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direction, notwithstanding the over-the-top contribution
of the shadow planning minister, Mr Tee.
Mr Barber — It’s OT Tee — over the top!
Mrs PEULICH — Over the top Tee, absolutely.
This particular direction has been long touted; it was
even touted under the former government. Just recently
I conducted a briefing for the Economic Development
and Infrastructure Committee’s inquiry into local
economic development initiatives in Victoria. It
involved a group of small and medium-size businesses
in the south-east, ranging from podiatry to
manufacturing. The topic on everyone’s lips was the
frustration with and the need to fix our planning system.
One podiatrist from Frankston was talking about how it
took him 18 months to get another two parking permits
for his wife’s podiatry business. He wanted to expand
the business — not hugely, but sensibly — but after
18 months of frustration he gave up. They have decided
not to do so.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — No. What I am saying is that we
need to reduce frustrating and unnecessary red tape in
the planning system. At the moment it takes four
months for the average planning permit to be assessed
by a local council. Permits for smaller works valued
under $50 000 apparently account for 37 per cent of all
planning permits and on average take almost two
months to be determined. That is a long time, especially
when we consider that the Kennett government
introduced the 60-day period as a way of forcing local
governments to make these decisions in a more timely
fashion. It seems that approvals for even smaller permit
applications with lesser impact have now edged out to
that time line.
Allowing some of the straightforward, low-impact
permits to go through a clearer process will free up
local council resources to focus on complex
applications that require more attention because they
have a greater capacity to impact negatively on local
amenity. The new process will also allow councils to
undertake a lot of the future planning that is required
for their cities. Councils will be able to redirect their
rates and services to better serve their communities. In
my view planning has been the bane of so many
people’s lives.
In his second-reading speech the Minister for Planning,
Mr Guy, says — and it is a very powerful opening:
This government is committed to creating a better planning
system for Victorians. A system that is efficient, easy to
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understand, and delivers good planning outcomes is essential
to Victoria’s prosperity and livability.

Only today the fact that Melbourne is the most livable
city was reinforced in the Economist, so clearly we
have got to be getting something right. But at the same
time there is enormous room for progress. The vision
for planning that Minister Guy and this government
have is that the community will be involved in deciding
on the built form of their local environment. Once you
set the standard for the lesser impact permit
applications in terms of a code assessment, then the
process is simple. If it is more complex, it triggers a
different process and all of those third-party rights are
then available.
At the moment all permit applications are treated in the
same way regardless of how complex they are, and that
is part of the problem. What is important is that a lot of
people who submit an application for a permit do not
really know what they are required to do. They do not
know what standards they are required to meet. A lot of
the process seems to be negotiated and it takes time.
With this regime they will know what standards they
need to meet and that will help them to meet those
standards and reduce delays.
The government is introducing a dedicated permit
process called VicSmart, and I think it makes a lot of
sense. The name speaks for itself. For simple,
straightforward proposals the process will be easy to
understand. It will clearly outline what the standards are
that need to be met up-front, and as a result delays will
be reduced. It is about cutting the red tape —
Mr O’Brien said ‘cutting the green tape’. I think there
have been a lot of people who have been cutting the
green tape under the existing system. It is about doing
the right thing, setting the standards, cutting the time
and eliminating delays. It is about creating certainty and
defending the economic integrity of Victoria. We
cannot allow unnecessary and needless red tape to hold
back the economic activity that this state needs,
especially with the challenges that are looming and
impacting on the daily lives of Victorians.
The new permit process has been designed to improve
the way that people deal with planning applications. As
I said, it makes low-impact, sensible improvements that
will make it easier for Victorians to make
improvements to their homes and their businesses. This
legislation will enable the new process to be set up in
planning schemes. The operational aspect of the
process will be set out in detail in planning schemes,
not in the act. Families and small businesses will
benefit from that process, especially when it comes to
low-impact applications such as replacing a fence or
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building an extension. It makes no sense to get bogged
down in paperwork and delays when you are dealing
with such low-impact applications.
The new permit process will not be suitable for all
permit applications. It will be for the 37 per cent of the
approximately 57 000 applications lodged in Victoria
each year for building works that are worth less than
$50 000. The average time for these applications is
currently 55 days. Under the new VicSmart process it is
expected that approval time will be reduced to
approximately 10 business days, which will result in a
significant saving to the planning system. All other
planning applications will continue to proceed through
a regular permit process. Contrary to the
scaremongering and irrational contributions of the
shadow Minister for Planning, the new permit process
will not be used to push through inappropriate
development, as he tried to intimate — a person will
not wake up to find that a high-rise building somehow
mushroomed next to their house. This may have
happened under Labor, but it is not the intent of
VicSmart to allow that.
This bill facilitates sensible upgrades and
improvements to our built environment. Applications
will be assessed against a clear criteria set out in the
planning scheme up front, so it is actually more
transparent. As Mr Barber said, the statutory
responsibility will be delegated from the chief
executive officer to council officers, and as a result of
that it has also been necessary to beef up the provisions
pertaining to conflicts of interest. That is a good thing,
ensuring that any council officers who are making those
determinations are bound by rules of probity.
The full implementation of the process will require
changes to planning regulations and planning schemes,
and the rollout of the process will be done in
consultation with stakeholders. I have full faith that this
will occur and that the system will work well. The
assessments will be technical, and therefore, as I have
said, they will enable the chief executive officer of the
council to be the responsible authority for applications
of that council within the new permit process. The
conflict-of-interest provisions that apply are a
protection, and these will mirror the existing
requirements that apply when a council officer is
delegated a function of the council.
Lastly, I wish to say that I was pleased to read that the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee’s report in
relation to this bill did not raise any significant issues
with it. I note that the committee includes three Labor
members from the Assembly — namely Christine
Campbell, the member for Pascoe Vale; Colin Brooks,
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the member for Bundoora; and Don Nardella, the
member for Melton. All of those members have been
around for a while. They have been around the block a
few times.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — However, I note there was a
minority report in the Alert Digest.
I think there will be greater transparency, greater
accountability and certainly streamlining of low-impact
planning applications to unclog the planning system
and to remove the frustrations for families and
businesses in order to let them get on with their lives
and let councils focus their resources more strategically
on planning applications that really can impact on local
amenities. With those few words, I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a contribution to the debate on the Planning and
Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning
Assessment) Bill 2012. I will make a short contribution
that will address the points that Labor has concerns
about.
This bill purports to streamline the planning process
and cut red tape. Labor supports these aims, but not at
the expense of communities. Labor supports individuals
and councils being fully informed and having the
ability to comment on and take planning matters to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. Only the
applicant can appeal to VCAT. We believe that this in
itself is an extraordinary measure. Only developers can
go to the adjudicator.
The bill also concentrates decision making into the
hands of the few. It concentrates planning decisions
with the local government CEO, not with councils, and
the CEO is not to consider any submissions. I must say
that the CEOs I have had conversations with in western
Victoria have told me that they feel quite
uncomfortable with the level of responsibility that they
will have as a result of this bill being passed.
The bill gives developers a range of avenues to pursue
their imperatives, while other groups have little or no
access to information or indeed process. It is quite
disconcerting to have a situation where applications fall
within a category that is called ‘class of permits’ and
where VCAT is exempt from considering four major
areas — and those exceptions include regional
strategies. I am particularly concerned about this area
because those strategies have been worked on
intensively by regional personnel from a whole heap of
stakeholder groups in regional Victoria. They have
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been heavily involved and have enormous buy-in to
ensure that the shape of their local and regional
communities are fulfilled in a way that meets the vision
they have in mind.
VCAT has also been exempted from considering the
objectives of planning in Victoria. It has been exempted
from considering the state government’s environment
protection policy under the Environment Protection Act
1970 and from considering the extent to which persons
who own land or reside in the vicinity were able to
participate in the decision-making processes. That last
point actually flags the enormous concern that Labor
has, because the government has actually had to spell
out how individuals who might have issues with a
development are not to have their voices heard by
VCAT. Planning reform really does need the support of
key stakeholders, but it also needs the general support
of the broader community. Members on this side of the
chamber argue that the bill before us tonight simply
does not do this.
Many people have mentioned that Melbourne is a
livable city. I checked my email today and did some
googling. It was announced today that Melbourne has
received a gold medal for being the most livable city in
the world for the second consecutive year. That is a
timely reminder, because we all know that Melbourne
has not only a spectacular natural environment but also
a very unique built environment. That is something that
just does not happen on its own, and protecting that
does not happen on its own. It is a very fine balancing
act.
Appropriate development and amenities are key to
maintaining Melbourne’s status as a highly agreeable
city to live in. I believe this bill will undermine the
imperatives that are required to establish a mature and
sophisticated city. The bill simply does not have the
checks and balances to ensure that the right elements
are in place and that our cities are protected. I also
believe it creates increased scope for inappropriate
development to occur.
If we are talking about planning reform, I would point
to the fact that delays in the system seem to be the issue
that confront most of the people I speak to. The main
complaints I receive in my electorate are in relation to
delays in the planning process not only at a
departmental level but also at a ministerial level. Time
and money is going down the drain while applicants
wait for approvals, and applicants wait for months and
months on end.
There was a recent example in south-western Victoria
where a Mr Graeme Rodger had had some issues for
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some considerable time. Some action has recently taken
place, but Mr Rodger, his lawyers and a whole team of
other people have had to undertake a massive campaign
at all sorts of levels, including letter writing as well as
dealing with the media, to try to get something
happening with this government.
In terms of streamlining processes and cutting red tape,
I strongly recommend that this government properly
fund planning processes as soon as possible. These are
the areas that are in need of change, not what is being
pushed by this government in the Planning and
Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning
Assessment) Bill 2012.
Mrs Peulich alluded to the ‘Minority report on Planning
and Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning
Assessment) Bill 2012’. Included in it is the statement:
The bill removes those notification protection provisions. The
bill also removes their existing provisions of access to VCAT.

That is contained in the minority report, which was
signed by Colin Brooks, Christine Campbell and Don
Nardella.
In closing I simply encourage members of this house to
vote against this bill.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to support the Planning and
Environment Amendment (VicSmart Planning
Assessment) Bill 2012. In doing so I want to commend
the minister for yet another example of his response to
the planning imperatives in this state and for taking up
the responsibility of rectifying 11 years of malaise
under Labor.
I have to say that the contributions from the opposition
tonight have been very thin and really disappointing. I
do not think opposition speakers have made any worthy
points. They are really looking for traction on a number
of fronts, and their contributions tonight have
exemplified this. They were very thin and poorly
researched contributions. As has become practice,
opposition members were clutching at straws just to fill
up space.
The shadow Minister for Planning, Mr Tee, expected us
to take on board a big leap. When we were talking
about straightforward and low-impact planning
approvals being undertaken by local government in an
expeditious manner — and I will comment on what sort
of planning decisions are included in this — all of a
sudden he very quickly stepped up on these very basic
elements and leapt to having massive towers
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overshadowing people’s properties, impacting greatly
on amenity in neighbourhoods. It is complete nonsense.

ensure the faster assessment of straightforward, lowimpact applications.

I think those of us on the government side can say with
a fair amount of pride that this legislation follows an
extensive review of the planning system, and this
review has received a huge response from individuals,
community groups, local councils, peak bodies and
businesses. It also involved a full analysis of the
planning issues that face the Victorian community in
2012.

The average planning permit takes almost four months
to be assessed by a local council. I would say that local
councils will be relieved about this because quite a lot
of them are strapped for resources and expertise. This
will give them the opportunity to concentrate on the
issues that affect neighbourhood character, such as
overshadowing, impact on road congestion and general
amenity — the things that we all want to uphold and
feel just as much in tune with as any other Victorian
looking at this legislation.

VicSmart will set out to reduce frustration and
unnecessary red tape for families wanting to make
simple improvements to their homes. I think of all the
stories we have heard of how daunted people have
become wanting to make just a simple adjustment to
their property and having to go to the extent of
receiving quotes from tradespeople. Tradespeople
would waste time going out to people’s homes to say, ‘I
will be able to realign your fence’ or ‘I will help you
erect a pergola or a carport’. Everybody is disappointed.
There is a lot of wasted effort that has been poorly
directed at a time when we are looking for improved
productivity in the state.
Let us have a look at the types of applications being
considered for VicSmart. Examples include
‘Realigning a common boundary between two lots or
subdividing land into two lots in accordance with an
approved development’, ‘Subdividing land to align the
layout of a planning permit for two dwellings’ and
‘Building a 1.8-metre-high fence along the front
boundary of a property containing townhouses’. I do
not think these are necessarily die-in-the-ditch issues.
We need to be mindful of the fact that this legislation is
being brought to assist the local government planning
authority to expedite these matters. The authority will
still require 10 business days for deliberation, research
and analysis before any decisions are arrived at. This is
instead of the 62 business days that have held up all
manner of things. The very limp Labor opposition is
clutching at straws on this topic. I know it tried to do
something during its term of government, but it did not
have the intestinal fortitude to bring something to bear,
unlike the Baillieu government.
This is an opportunity to provide an assessment that is
much better matched to the nature of the proposal.
Currently all applications follow a single permit
process, regardless of how complicated or simple they
are. How frustrating it must be for those people waiting
for a decision. Everyone is held up. It seems like a
storm in a teacup sometimes. This is an opportunity to

This is an opportunity to improve productivity and
economic throughput in this state. It allows busy
people, who are having to work multiple jobs nowadays
to pay for the imposts inflicted on our economy by the
federal Gillard government, to reduce the time and cost
of preparing applications, and importantly it gives more
certainty about how straightforward applications are to
be dealt with.
Again, in summary, this frees up council resources. We
are all conscious of providing improved productivity
within local government, because if it does not occur,
an increased burden is inflicted on ratepayers. I
commend the committee and the deliberations which
brought this legislation to bear. I commend the
legislation and our visionary Minister for Planning.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Mr Ramsay is
declining to speak. I have listened to the debate and
have been stimulated and fascinated because I have
heard all sorts of propositions put here tonight. I was
actually so alarmed by some of the propositions put by
the opposition that I went to find an original copy of the
bill because I thought the one I had might have been
missing a few pages, or certainly a few clauses, as I
could not see in the clauses I had what the import was
that was being put by the members of the opposition.
When I examined the bill I found that there are eight
pages to the bill and 11 clauses, and of course, as we
know, with all bills there are lots of clauses which are
simply machinery and preamble clauses. It is
interesting to me that the concluding remarks by the last
opposition speaker contradicted everything that had
come before from the opposition. Ms Tierney said that
there are terrible delays with the planning process and
in effect implied that she was in support of the
measures we are proposing in this house today which
will improve efficiency.
I will pick up the comment on productivity that
Mrs Kronberg finished on and which was also covered
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by Mr O’Brien, presently the learned Acting President.
Indeed productivity is a major issue for the Baillieu
government. Both the Premier and the Treasurer have
alluded on many occasions to the need for us to drive
productivity because of the wet blanket that was left on
Victoria by the preceding Labor government, which
stifled economic development for 11 years. We have
seen declining productivity levels having an adverse
impact on our economy, not least of all in the area of
building and development, and therefore measures to
improve the productivity of this sector are warranted.
What does the bill actually do? The bill came about as a
consequence of the establishment of the Victorian
Planning System Ministerial Advisory Committee,
which reported to the minister on ways to improve the
planning system, including the legislative base and the
structure of planning schemes, which in turn included
the structure of state and local policy provisions, as well
as regulations, under the Planning and Environment Act
1987. The report prepared by the committee has
informed the government in terms of its development of
this bill.
In summary, the bill enables a planning scheme to set
different procedures for particular classes of
applications. It enables the planning scheme to specify
the responsible authority for a planning scheme, a
provision of a planning scheme or both. It clarifies that
the register of permit applications kept by the council
must include information on permits issued by an
officer of the council. It enables a planning scheme to
exempt the responsible authority or the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal from the need to consider
certain matters before deciding on permit applications.
It applies the conflict of interest provisions of the Local
Government Act 1989 to decisions made by officers of
the council when acting as the responsible authority for
applications in the VicSmart planning assessment
process, and it provides for the situation where the
responsible authority for a permit application may
change because of an amendment to that application
during the course of the permit process. That is all the
bill does. It is a very straightforward bill, but it will
have some significant benefits.
I will make some general and brief comments.
Adequate planning processes are imperative to the
economic progress of Victoria, and they are currently
confusing, laborious and frustrating, especially for
small-scale, sensible developments that should be
straightforward. Currently all planning applications are
handled the same way regardless of how complex they
are. VicSmart will cut red tape, eliminating delay and
fully outlining what standards need to be met. There are
matters which will be dealt with more simply, such as

Tuesday, 14 August 2012

replacing a fence or building an extension, and
decisions on such projects will be made in weeks rather
than months. Currently about 37 per cent of the
57 000 applications lodged in Victoria each year are for
buildings and works with a value of less than $50 000
and the average time taken to assess these applications
is 55 days. The standard statutory time frame for all
permit applications is 60 days. This new system will
reduce the approval time to 10 working days.
I am very pleased that the government has developed a
new planning system which will provide a more
efficient, easy-to-understand and less laborious system
for council applicants than the current system. Effective
planning processes are critical if Victoria is going to
continue to grow and prosper as a whole. I observe that
in my electorate of Eastern Victoria Region we have a
very significant growth corridor which extends from
Pakenham to the east. The projections in terms of
population growth in that area are significant, but they
will be facilitated by simplification of the planning
system.
Under the former Labor government progress in the
state was stifled because of the severe failure of the
planning system to have applications assessed properly
and in a timely manner. The new VicSmart system will
be applauded by anyone involved in planning, whether
it be a family wanting to build an extension to their
home, developers planning a straightforward
subdivision or a property owner wanting to remove
some vegetation.
This new system will see these types of applications
assessed and a decision to approve or refuse an
application made within about a fortnight. Currently,
because the planning application assessment system is
the same for all applications, irrespective of their size or
complexity, permit approval for very simple projects
can take a local council up to four months to organise.
Applicants will receive clear information about what
information and documentation is required for their
local council to assess their application before the
application is accepted, alleviating frustration and time
wasting in chasing up documents.
It is important that government processes are
streamlined and simplified as much as they can be to
cut red tape and regulation and keep Victoria moving
forward. I see VicSmart as a significant first step in
achieving this in the planning sector. Along with my
colleagues on this side of the house I will be supporting
this bill. When this matter goes to a vote I look forward
to Ms Tierney, after having expressed her
disappointment with the planning scheme as it stands,
disclosing what she will do.
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also the bipartisan support that they have seen since
Premier Hamer introduced them.
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It is also worth reminding the chamber of the
contribution that Lady Hamer made to this debate when
she wrote a letter which was published by the Age. The
letter, which was headed ‘Keep wedge faith’, stated:
Could I add a few words to the current controversy over
Melbourne’s green wedges. My arguments are not about
money, so perhaps they have little weight today, and of
course I am attached to the ideas of my late husband, Dick
Hamer.
I believe that his ideas were firmly based on a system of city
planning that emphasises restraint, for the purposes of
allowing families a better choice for themselves and for the
environment — which is now all the more important.
We should also bear in mind that any encroachment into our
green spaces is irreversible.
Speculators, of course, will disagree, but remaining faithful to
the original intention of the green wedges would give us all a
more disciplined, sustainable and welcoming city for future
generations.

Motion agreed to.

It is signed ‘Lady April Hamer, Alphington’.

Read second time.

Yet despite this impassioned and articulate plea we are
seeing the wholesale destruction of our green wedges
under this government. We have this current process,
the so-called logical inclusions process. We have a
second process where the non-growth councils have
been asked to nominate green wedge land for
development. We have seen zoning change proposals
that will see the shrinking and carving up of green
wedges and will see massive development on our green
wedges, the likes of which would not have been
considered feasible or even thought of some months or
years ago. What is worse is the government has an
election commitment to a biennial review.

Ordered to be committed next day.

PLANNING: SCHEME AMENDMENTS
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning):
That pursuant to section 46AH of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987, Cardinia planning scheme
amendment C190, Casey planning scheme amendment C170,
Hume planning scheme amendment C166, Melton planning
scheme amendment C128, Mitchell planning scheme
amendment C100, Whittlesea planning scheme amendment
C167 and Wyndham planning scheme amendment C180 be
ratified.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on this motion and to follow the
contribution of the minister. It should be noted that this
is part of a concerted attack on Melbourne’s green
wedges. This is a part of a three-pronged campaign
against the wedges, something which we have not seen
in the 40 years that the green wedges have been in
place. It is worth noting that traditionally on
Melbourne’s green wedges we have seen a bipartisan
approach — that is, an approach which saw both sides
recognise the importance of Melbourne’s green
wedges. It is worth again remembering and reflecting
on the fact that it was a Liberal Premier who introduced
Melbourne’s green wedges. It is worth remembering

It is clear that what we have before us today is just the
beginning of a sustained and systematic attack on green
wedges. No wonder Lady Hamer urges restraint. No
wonder she reminds us all that these changes are
irreversible. But it is also clear that those opposite have
turned their backs on the Hamer legacy, the legacy that
we have been entrusted with. They have turned their
backs on the next generation of Victorians, because it is
the next generation who will pay the price for this
short-sighted, bloody-minded determination to carve up
Melbourne’s green wedges.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr TEE — We on this side are proud. Mr Drum
might laugh.
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Mr Drum — Are you proud of all the stuff you did?
Mr TEE — I am proud that we on this side
will — —
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr TEE — Mr Drum’s leader, the Premier, has
criticised members on this side for the massive
expansion that we put into the green wedges. On radio
he was criticising us. But I am proud that we on this
side will stand for what we have inherited, and we will
stand and protect it. We will not be supporting this
motion because the process was flawed. We will not be
supporting this motion because this process was
designed to do nothing but deliver a carve-up of the
green wedges.
The Logical Inclusions Advisory Committee admitted
that it had no role and was not given any authority to
decide if this intrusion onto Melbourne’s green wedges
was needed. That was not in its terms of reference. On
the contrary, all it was doing was being asked to see
where Melbourne’s green wedges could be opened up
for development. If you wanted to have an independent
review, a proper review, you would have thought the
terms of reference would give some detailed
consideration to a number of things other than just
development on green wedges. You would have
thought that there would be consideration of what need
there is for more land. You would have thought a
genuine review would consider what need there is for
open space. We have seen many reports come through
showing that Victorian families do not have enough
space to walk their dogs or ride their bikes and that our
green open spaces are shrinking. Yet none of that was
included in this review.
The review did not look at infrastructure. As part of this
process I have been to community meetings at Doreen,
Pakenham and Point Cook, and the same concerns were
expressed by members of the community at those
meetings. They said, ‘Today our schools are full. There
is not the public transport. The roads are congested. We
cannot get to work’. Yet all this government does is add
more congestion. There is no commitment as part of
this process to address issues around congestion: all it
will do is add more and more.
The process was flawed because there was no
consideration of the need to identify and protect
valuable agricultural land. We know the government
has a report that says that with business as usual, if we
continue the expansion, our valuable agricultural land
will disappear in the next 30 years, yet this government
has paid no heed to that warning. This review did not
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consider any of those factors at all. That means that in
the future Victorian families will pay more for fresh
fruit and vegetables and that fresh fruit and vegetables
will come from greater distances. They will not be as
fresh, they will cost more and they will travel more.
That is the price that will be paid because this review
was flawed and did not take that holistic approach.
Again, this minister does not seem to care.
It is worth noting that in his contribution the minister
went to enormous lengths to talk about the probity
around this process and what he did to make sure that
the process was somehow squeaky clean. But it is
worth remembering just who are the winners and the
losers out of this process. It is worth remembering who
gains from this process because, as we have seen before
with this minister, when he acts there are always
winners and there are always losers, and the losers tend
to be Victorian families and the winners tend to be the
developers. It is worth reminding ourselves of the
review done by the Age when it reported on 19 August:
A farmer, a developer and a former MP — all with close links
to the —

Victorian —
Liberal Party — are poised to share in a $500 million bonanza
from a controversial land rezoning on Melbourne’s fringe by
the state government.
The trio, at least two of whom have directed thousands of
dollars into Liberal coffers, are set to be among the first
beneficiaries of the Baillieu government’s contentious policy
to selectively open up ‘green wedge’ land to housing and
commercial development.
The proposed rezoning of Brompton Lodge, an egg farm in
Cranbourne South, is being pushed by the landowner and
farmer, Peter Carpenter, along with former Liberal MP-turned
lobbyist Geoff Leigh, and developer Watsons Pty Ltd.
…
Through almost a decade of boundary reviews, and as
recently as last year, the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments repeatedly deemed the property inappropriate
for rezoning.
…
Mr Carpenter … confirmed:
he had met Mr Guy, then shadow planning minister,
twice at Liberal fundraisers before the November state
election;
he was a close family friend of Liberal MP Donna
Bauer, who won the —

nearby —
seat of Carrum from Labor in November;
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he had contributed — —

Mr Drum — Who is your sleuth?
Mr TEE — Does Mr Drum dispute this? It is on the
record that Mr Carpenter:
… had contributed thousands of dollars to local Liberal
candidates, including Ms Bauer, former Casey mayor and
current Mordialloc MP Lorraine Wreford, and current Casey
councillor and unsuccessful candidate for the seat of
Cranbourne, Geoff Ablett.

The Age goes on to quote Mr Carpenter as saying:
‘Yes I’ve contributed to the Liberal Party. I contributed to
Donna’s campaign, I’ve contributed to Lorraine’s campaign
and I contributed to Geoff Ablett, who I knew before any of
this sort of thing. I knew him through my Rotary club.’
…
Mr Carpenter said he had been given clear support, if not
guarantees, for the property rezoning. ‘When people are
campaigning they will sort of indicate all sorts of things, all of
it positive to your view’, he said.
‘But until they actually do what they promised to do, without
a sting in the tail, you really don’t know.’

As we now know, Mr Carpenter does know. The Age
also reported on 14 June this year:
Developers and landowners who tipped thousands of dollars
into Liberal Party coffers at the last state election are among
the big winners from the Baillieu government’s controversial
opening of green wedge areas and farmland to development
on Melbourne’s fringe.
… Minister Matthew Guy yesterday announced the
coalition’s plan to release the equivalent of 3500 MCGs of
green space in the municipalities of Casey, Whittlesea, Hume,
Melton, Wyndham, and at Wallan in the shire of Mitchell to
Melbourne’s north.

Once again the big winner there of course was Parklea,
and the Age reported:
Yesterday Parklea chief executive Andrew Facey confirmed
being an enthusiastic Liberal supporter. He said he had
contributed thousands of dollars to the Liberals ahead of the
2010 election and attended numerous fundraisers and was a
member of the Liberal fundraising bodies including the local
Berwick Ranges 500 Club …
Mr Facey also told the Age that he had given thousands of
dollars — the exact amount is unclear but maybe $3000 —
directly to the ultimately successful campaign of aspiring
Gembrook MP Brad Battin.

The Age also reported that other winners included the
developer and lobbyist connected to the egg farm
known as Brompton Lodge in the city of Casey.
Mr Guy, the Minister for Planning, has come into this
chamber and talked about the probity process and the
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process he put in place, but he has never answered or
refuted these allegations. He has simply ignored those
allegations and concerns.
As I said, there have been a number of concerned local
community campaigns to stop this onslaught. Many
letters have been sent to the editor of the local paper,
many petitions have been signed and many people have
attended meetings to stop this campaign, and there has
been some success. I acknowledge and thank those
people who have taken a stand to stop this onslaught
and to protect their communities. I say to them that they
have a friend on this side of the house. They have a
friend in Labor. We will stand and do what we can, but
only a change of government will stop this ongoing
approach.
It is also worth acknowledging that in relation to the
Melton amendment there was no opposition or there
were no submissions in relation to development on that
land, and we on this side of the house do not oppose
that part of the motion; however, we do oppose each
and every other part of the motion.
I will conclude by urging those opposite to heed the
warning given by Lady Hamer. I ask those opposite to
show some restraint and balance, and to make sure that
the next generation does not look back and wonder why
we allowed this destruction under our watch. We on
this side will not be supporting this motion.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Whether
it is this latest expansion of the UGB (urban growth
boundary) by the Liberal Party, or any of the other
expansions that preceded it by the Labor Party, I think
the process through which we got here is the least
important issue. The fact is that there is a bipartisan
policy put in place by Labor and Liberal going all the
way back to the creation of the UGB in 2002 to
continuously expand the size of Melbourne. It is written
there in black and white in the planning scheme as it
was left by the Labor Party to always allow 15 years of
land supply. In other words, the urban growth boundary
is a misnomer — an oxymoron. It is not a growth
boundary. It is not a boundary or anything; it just keeps
growing endlessly, and increasingly those urban
developments reach limits, including the limit of the
public budget to provide the necessary infrastructure.
There are also the limits of the city in terms of transport
and workable size so that people can get from their
homes to work, to study and to visit friends. There are
also the very real environmental limits, including the
important biodiversity we need to be protecting around
the fringes of Melbourne. Much of it is highly
endangered. It is endangered by urban sprawl, and it
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has become more endangered through the years of
Labor and Liberal policy.

are really not in a position to fund extended late-night
sittings in the future.

The minister is proud of the process he went through in
order to present these particular land releases, but it
came out of something he called ‘logical inclusions’.
What I have been asking, as has everybody else, is:
what is logical about it? What is logical about this plan
to continue expanding indefinitely the size of
Melbourne without reference to questions of
sustainability?

House divided on motion:

Earlier today the minister noted, as previous ministers
and premiers have before, that we rated rather well in
the Economist magazine’s livability stakes — that is a
bit like the rooster taking credit for the dawn — but I
wonder how long that will last. Is it simply the case that
minister after minister, government after government
wants to rest on their laurels and that every time they
see such a rating from the Economist or another similar
rating agency they roll over and go back to sleep? I do
not imagine that anyone from the Economist
Intelligence Unit tried to catch a bus on Plenty Road in
the Whittlesea shire one morning at peak hour. I do not
think they went out to Point Cook and listened to the
residents there. I do not think they walked along the
length of the Merri Creek and saw the environmental
impacts of expanding development. Until we start to
address these questions, our livability will be constantly
eroded, and this plan adds to that.
The best the minister could offer us is some sort of
ideological attack, suggesting that socialists, I think it
was, sneer at the outer suburbs.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the sitting be extended.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Obviously I will put
the question, and on this occasion, as I understand that
it is likely that this matter might be resolved relatively
expeditiously, I will vote in favour of it, but I indicate
that on future occasions I will consider very carefully
extensions to parliamentary sittings. The basis for that
is this: I frankly do not have the budget to fund
extended sittings any more. We are under such pressure
in terms of the budget that I really do need to consider
the ability of the Parliament to actually fund extended
sittings. I am mindful as well that there is not a lot on
the agenda, and there is an opportunity to pursue a
number of these matters on Thursday and if necessary
on Friday, as distinct from late sittings. On this
occasion I will support the motion, but, as I indicate, we
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Motion agreed to.
Debate resumed.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I was
saying I not only grew up in an outer suburb but on the
very outer edge of it. Some members may have enjoyed
a TV show called The Shire, which was based on the
Sutherland shire. If members enjoyed it, I can let them
know I grew up in the dodgy end of the Sutherland
shire, but I had a great time as a young person because
there was a lot of freedom to get around. I did not
realise at the time how underprivileged that area was.
It is not simply a matter of — as Minister Guy wanted
to characterise it — sneering at outer suburbs. We have
a very real responsibility. There is a very live debate
about the livability of outer suburbs. The minister ought
to understand his responsibility in government. He even
suggested that everything was all right in those suburbs
and that everybody would have a park they could walk
to and a school around the corner. I do not know which
growth areas he has visited, but perhaps when my
colleagues, Ms Hartland and Ms Pennicuik, address this
motion they might give him some examples to take
home and think about.
The minister also suggested that he had done great
things for the outer suburbs in relation to the new tax
known as the growth areas infrastructure charge and
that his tweaking of this tax has meant that he has
somehow managed to bring forward more money for
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infrastructure. Firstly, I find it novel that the coalition
would suggest that a new tax would make things better,
but nevertheless perhaps Mr Guy is coming around to
my way of seeing things — that is, that money gathered
from some of the windfall gains associated with urban
expansion needs to be put into making those areas into
livable communities. I do not know exactly where
Mr Guy grew up, but if he wants to spend some time in
these areas and does spend some time in them, he will
see their great needs. In many cases he will find that
public transport runs out long before people get to the
urban growth boundary, but seemingly a poker machine
joint manages to set itself up even before houses arrive.
What Mr Tee described as a systematic attack on the
green wedge is not only systematic but long running.
How many times did Mr Tee’s government extend the
urban growth boundary, and what sort of legacy has
that left us? If Mr Tee really wants to protect important
ecosystems, he should use one of the main mechanisms
to do that — that is, the federal Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. Why have his
federal colleagues determined that they should pass
their powers in that area back to Ted Baillieu so he can
be the decision-maker in relation to his own projects?
We have already seen federal Labor hand the
responsibility for environmental assessments,
particularly those assessments at the edge of
Melbourne’s expansion, to the state government. Now
we know that federal Labor wants to hand the ultimate
decision to Ted Baillieu as well. It is not like the last
round of urban expansion was great for the
environment. Under that plan, made by Justin Madden,
now the member for Essendon in the other place, Labor
expanded out and destroyed much of the remaining and
fragmented native grasslands. It made it essential that
grasslands be destroyed in order to provide funding for
grassland protection. In order to save the grasslands
under the Madden plan, which Mr Guy is now
continuing, you have to first destroy them.
On the subject of logical inclusions — it has got so
illogical — a story published in the Age newspaper of
11 August and entitled ‘How to turn your greenery into
gold’ says:
If native flora and fauna abound on your block, some valuable
assets may be right under your feet.
A little-known scheme designed to protect the environment is
proving a goldmine for savvy property owners, who can earn
a healthy income for doing almost nothing.

Doing almost nothing is exactly the plan that was set up
by Justin Madden under the former government.
Changing the tenure of land from unprotected to
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protected status was considered to create more credits.
The government gave itself more native vegetation
credits by simply changing the tenure of the land, even
though no new grassland magically appeared as part of
this process. That is how bad it got under the previous
Labor government. It is about to get a whole lot worse
when Julia Gillard hands over the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999
powers to Premier Ted Baillieu and then he becomes
both the proponent of urban expansion and the
decision-maker. By the way, he will get the same deal
on alpine grazing — Mr Philip Davis just about leapt
out of his seat.
Mr P. Davis — Absolutely!
Mr BARBER — He will get the same deal on all
matters, save for world heritage, nuclear actions and
commonwealth waters. Under the Gillard proposal on
all other matters, including endangered species and
heritage places, which was the trigger in the recent
alpine grazing decision, the Baillieu government will be
the decision-maker. So much for environmental
protection at our urban fringe.
What was it that was logical about this course that the
minister has set us on and that has got us to this
motion? It was not clear even to his own Logical
Inclusions Advisory Committee, because it said, in not
so many words, that its job was to advise the Minister
for Planning on the suitability of properties proposed
for inclusion within the urban growth boundary. The
advisory committee’s report states:
The assessment is very much a site-by-site analysis, with the
committee considering:
The suitability of the proposed properties … as assessed
against standards and decision criteria, including a
strategic review of the appropriateness of any proposed
use …

It goes on:
While each property must be assessed according to both its
individual characteristics and its role in the broader local and
regional context, there is no scope for the committee to
undertake a detailed analysis of current and future land
supply, demand and availability by which to consider the
‘logic’ of considering each separate site or area.

It is basically saying, ‘You’ve given us all these parcels
to look at. The only reason they are here is that they are
submitters to an earlier process where they missed out,
and the minister made a commitment to give them
another bite of the cherry. We are supposed to decide if
they are logical to be included, but you haven’t given us
any logic to work with. You have not even permitted us
to determine if supply of land is necessary in the
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context of the existing planning policy’. It made some
reference to that, too. The advisory committee’s
response went on to say:
The committee has not undertaken research on land supply in
each of the growth area municipalities, nor in the
metropolitan area of Melbourne generally. It is cognisant,
however, of the coalition election commitment that there
should be ‘at least’ 25 years supply of land in the growth
areas of Melbourne, and this is a policy consideration that has
been taken into account, as well as state planning policy
which provides for at least a 15-year supply.

To paraphrase, the committee said, ‘We haven’t done
any analysis on whether we need to expand the city for
land supply purposes, so we will just go off a Liberal
Party press release and policy from the election
requiring at least 25 years of land supply’ — never
mind what might already be in the actual planning
scheme and the rules it is meant to be looking at for at
least a 15-year land supply.
Without any overall, overarching, strategic philosophy,
the committee just went ahead and looked at each land
parcel and said, ‘What do you reckon? Is there anything
specifically localised about this inclusion that would be
bad?’. Amazingly, they found a whole number of them.
The minister, to his credit, actually followed the
committee’s recommendation and told us which areas
were to be included and which were not to be included.
He showed us what the reject pile looks like, and that is
a lot more than we ever saw from the Madden proposal.
To give the minister a certain amount of credit for this,
he did actually put this disastrous proposal through a
recognisable planning panel process. The previous
government — Mr Tee’s government — did not do
that. It was all worked out up there in the ivory tower
with a bunch of Melway maps, and we never saw the
inputs or the outputs. In fact the ordinary citizen never
even saw an exhibited planning scheme amendment.
They had to go to the papers office here and check out
the maps in order to know what was even being
proposed. I give the minister some credit for running
this thing through a more traditional planning scheme
amendment. He just did not give the committee any
sensible — to use the government’s word, logical —
guidelines to work with, and so it did its best.
The committee was concerned about the grassland
reserves as well, although it did not have much
opportunity to go beyond what had already been done
by the previous planning minister, Justin Madden.
However, it did note:
The west growth area is highly impacted by the location of
the western grassland reserves.
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Get it? Urban sprawl is being impacted by the
grasslands! I would have thought that if there was any
kind of environmental consideration being brought to
bear, it would have been that the critically endangered,
nationally listed grasslands were the things being
impacted upon. But the committee did not have much
to work with there, so what they ended up with were
three very small criteria.
First of all, the land had to be located in a growth area
municipality; that was a given. The land had to be
adjacent to the UGB (urban growth boundary); it could
not be an island miles away from the UGB but had to
be connected to the UGB. It also had to be proposed for
residential or employment development. It had to be
land for development. As Ms Pennicuik said to me
earlier, there were no such things as logical exclusions
in this process. There was no way for the committee to
say, ‘Hang on, that should be protected, that should be a
new green wedge. Let’s exclude it from the UGB or in
some way consider it for higher conservation
protection’. This committee was prohibited from doing
that and so was incapable of assessing the
environmental balance.
What could it say about transport? At best, where
VicRoads or DOT (Department of Transport) had a
strenuous objection it went along with the referral
agency. For example, about the ‘Melton area 2’ it said
that DOT was ‘concerned about the limited potential
for public transport to service the site, reinforcing its
isolation’. Have these characters been out to the edge of
the urban growth boundary lately? They are decades
behind in providing transport infrastructure. DOT and
VicRoads ought to know that better than anybody. In
fact in places like Mill Park and South Morang, which
you do not even think of as growth suburbs anymore
because they have been built up for more than a decade,
they are absolutely desperate for some basic public
transport provision. It is absolutely clear that this
government has no plan and no intention of playing
catch-up any time soon; it simply does not have the
budget, and no government would. That brings me to
my basic point: the faster we sprawl, the broker we get
as a state. It is not affordable housing when it breaks the
state government’s budget to meet even the most basic
level of facilities.
The growth areas infrastructure charge, which Mr Guy
now embraces, probably collects about $6000 a house,
yet we know it costs hundreds of thousands of dollars
per house to establish a new suburb in terms of the
community infrastructure that government ends up
being forced to provide. This is very well understood
by all Melburnians. They have expressed their view
very clearly. They do not believe in the model of
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continuous urban sprawl, and they accept the need for
urban consolidation. To hark back again to the most
recent electoral temperature test of this, the Melbourne
by-election, the Greens said clearly to the electorate that
if we did not want urban sprawl, we needed
redevelopment of brownfield sites in that electorate. It
is a debate that is really only about the design, form,
size and so forth of those developments.
We have seen some very recent figures that suggest
urban development — housing starts — at the outer
urban fringe have all but stalled, with the largest
proportion of new development in the last year or so, in
one of those strange market reversals, happening in the
inner and middle areas. So we see that Mr Guy has
delivered his policy for 25 years of land supply at a
rather inopportune time, especially given that the
members of the panel he appointed said they were not
allowed to look at land supply questions. I do not know
what Mr Guy’s rant about socialism was about, because
he controls the supply of this market. If ever there was a
central plan going on, it is this one. Unfortunately he
has not got it right, and that is why the Greens will not
be supporting this motion, which expands quite
massively the urban growth boundary around
Melbourne’s edge.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The
introduction of the Cardinia planning scheme
amendment is not welcomed by many residents of
Pakenham and Cardinia. Many of them have expressed
their concern about the green wedge land to the east of
Ryan Road in Pakenham being brought within the
urban growth boundary. The area of land we are talking
about is 590 hectares, roughly the size of the Pakenham
township, and if it is used for the construction of around
5000 homes, it will represent a doubling of the footprint
of the town. The term ‘logical inclusions’ suggests a
fairly modest tidying up of small anomalies — their
being sorted out in a reasonable way — but nothing
could be further from the truth for towns such as
Pakenham, which as I said will in effect double in size.
Each week approximately 85 families come to live in
the Casey-Cardinia growth corridor, making it one of
Melbourne’s fastest growing areas. We know that both
the City of Casey and the Cardinia shire are racing to
provide the infrastructure to enable these new residents
to have their roads, schools, child-care and health
centres, public transport and recreation spaces.
However, this government is handing over 590 hectares
of green wedge land that could double the size of
Pakenham without any plans or commitments to invest
in further infrastructure. Not 1 cent has yet been
allocated by the government for the infrastructure that
will be needed in the 590 hectares in question for the
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thousands of people who will occupy the 5000 new
houses that could be built.
Right now people living along Ryan Road, which is on
the western perimeter of the proposed 590-hectare
allocation, cannot go south down the road to the
Monash Freeway — the main arterial road to
Melbourne in the west and to Warrigal and Gippsland
and beyond to the east — because where it meets the
Princes Freeway Ryan Road is a dead end. It does not
connect to the freeway, and those thousands of new
residents would have to drive all the way around town
along Racecourse Road to the Koo Wee Rup
interchange. Racecourse Road will by then be carrying
the traffic that will be coming out of the new housing
development that will have been built on the old
Pakenham racecourse site. Racecourse Road will be
jammed with traffic unless the government invests in
new access to the Princes Freeway at the southern end
of Ryan Road.
The other transport problem here is that currently there
is only one railway station in central Pakenham. If the
new residents living on the 590 hectares concerned,
which the minister is asking us to take out of the green
wedge and put inside the urban growth boundary, want
to travel by train, they will have to drive into central
Pakenham, and again this will massively increase
traffic congestion. Unless the government commits to a
new railway station at East Pakenham, which it has not
done, the township will end up having that problem.
These difficulties are just the beginning; this is just the
transport area we are talking about.
The government has not given us an inkling of what it
plans to do to provide those schools and children’s
services, recreational facilities and health services that I
mentioned before. It is not hard to see, therefore, why
many people living in Pakenham have expressed their
concerns at public meetings, in letters to the papers and
certainly in representations to me about this decision of
the government to expand the urban growth boundary.
The community concern is not only focused on the
failure of the government to provide any commitments
to invest in infrastructure, however; it is also about the
removal of vital open space. In my view this
government has in its relatively short time in office
made a number of serious miscalculations about what
the community will and will not accept. The
community’s valuing of green wedges runs deep, and
successive governments, including the previous Labor
government, have had to deal with this strong sense of
protection of the green wedges that the community has.
The 590 hectares that will be removed from the green
wedge is open space that is highly valued, not only for
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its aesthetic appeal that gives a semirural sense of place
and what living in Pakenham is all about but also
because of what I call the natural services this land
provides to the wider area.
Anyone who knows anything about the western part of
West Gippsland that is represented by the towns of
Bunyip, Bayles, Pakenham, Cora Lynn and Koo Wee
Rup will tell you that this area is subject to flooding and
that prior to European settlement it was a swamp or, as
we say these days, wetlands. The area is part of the
Western Port catchment. Basically, water flows from
the higher country north of Pakenham down to Western
Port, and the 590 hectares that is the subject of this
Cardinia planning scheme amendment sits in the direct
path of that water flow.
Local people will tell you that this parcel of land plays a
vital role in soaking up rain and helps to minimise the
flooding of land lower down to the south, going down
to the Koo Wee Rup wetlands. They will also tell you
that over-building in the growth corridor increases the
run-off that contributes to flooding of the country
between the Princes Freeway and Koo Wee Rup and
even across to Cora Lynn and Bayles. Certainly this
area has been subject to major inundation over recent
years — recent months, really — and it is fair to think
that building some 5000 houses on this 590 hectares of
land will create an increase in run-off that will add to
flooding on the lower adjacent farmland.
The Pakenham golf links is almost adjacent to the west
of the 590 hectares, and Deep Creek, Whiskey Creek
and Pakenham Creek run through it. This area is
especially subject to flooding on a regular basis, and the
argument is that putting 5000 houses on this
590 hectares of land will massively add to the run-off.
These are some of the reasons why many Cardinia
residents are concerned about the government’s logical
inclusions exercise.
The argument has been put by the minister that during
its time in office Labor expanded the urban growth
boundary and that it is somehow hypocritical of Labor
to oppose the present planning scheme amendments.
We need to recall that it was Labor that introduced the
urban growth boundary, and we would have to expect
that in the first few years of the setting of that boundary
there would be some kind of movement — and so there
was. But by the last movement of the boundary that
occurred towards the end of the Labor period in
government there was a firm commitment given that
that would be the last change in the boundary. Now we
see that with these amendments there will be further
movement. The fact is that at some point the boundary
needs to be finally settled. The constant reviewing of
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the boundary encourages land speculators to buy up the
green wedge, knowing that it is just a matter of time
before another review will result in shifting of the
boundary again. The hope is that this boundary shift is
the last, but I suspect it will not be.
Before I wind up I draw members’ attention to the
metropolitan green belt, which is the urban growth
boundary of London. That boundary has been in place
since the 1930s, and despite pressure being exerted to
weaken it, it has been supported across the board. It
even survived the deregulation scourge of the Thatcher
government in the 1980s. It is that kind of consensus
that we need to develop in Victoria around the urban
growth boundary. It is time to keep the urban growth
boundary in place and send a signal to speculators and
developers that their investments are better directed
elsewhere.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
intend to make only a few brief comments tonight
because my colleague Mr Barber has clearly covered
most of our concerns. I would like to talk particularly
about Point Cook. Often the minister talks about — and
I have heard him say this today — the fact that people
do not understand or care about the outer suburbs and
think that those who live in the outer suburbs are not
worthy of our attention. A huge part of my electorate is
in the outer suburbs, and every time I go out there the
thing I notice is the lack of transport.
I will use Point Cook as an example because it will be
affected by the loss of a green wedge. There is a 40minute bus service to the train station, so everybody
living there is car dependent. When the new Williams
Landing station opens it will have 500 car spaces, but I
would think that just like South Morang it will fill up in
the first day.
If another 3000 houses are built in Point Cook, how are
people going to manage when they are not managing
now? It seems to me that the government is quite happy
to say, ‘We do not need these green wedges, we can
just keep on putting houses out there’. But there are no
services attached to this development. I suggest that
Mr Guy, as the Minister for Planning, should attend
some of the community meetings I have attended in
Point Cook and he should listen to people there who
have real concerns about what is going to happen with
the loss of the green wedge. They bought in those areas
because of that open space. I do not think the minister
should sling off at other people and say they are not
regarding the outer suburbs well enough, because it is
quite clear that this government has little concern for
the outer suburbs. It is not supplying the services that
are needed.
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If houses continue to be built without those services,
what is going to happen? People have no way of getting
to work now; they have no way of getting to the train
station; there are not enough schools; and there are not
enough health services. If these areas are expanded,
what is the minister going to do about those things?
What is he going to do about the very precious
grassland that will be destroyed by the wrecking of the
green wedge in the Point Cook area? What does the
minister intend to do about that? Are we just going to
concrete the whole area? Is that what he intends to do?
When does the minister think he might go out there to
actually speak to the local residents about their
concerns about the green wedge in Point Cook?
Hon. M. J. Guy — I have lived in a growth area. Do
you live in one?
Ms HARTLAND — I live in West Footscray.
Hon. M. J. Guy — I mean a growth area.
Ms HARTLAND — Is the minister saying that
because I live in West Footscray I do not understand
the problems of a growth area? I go out to those areas
quite often. I go out to the community meetings. I make
time to speak to residents. I go to see what they are
concerned about. I have an understanding of the growth
areas. I do not have to live in one to understand them.
They are a big part of my electorate. I suggest that the
minister go out to Point Cook and actually listen to
some of the residents’ concerns rather than just slinging
off at people.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
start by reminding everybody, although I am sure some
members are very aware of this, that at the time the socalled logical inclusions process was being undertaken
last year, it was 40 years since Planning Policies for
Metropolitan Melbourne (1971) was released.
According to the document:
The published plans are the first step towards making the
most of efficient and compatible use of land available,
channelling urban development into growth corridors within
easy reach of open areas, making the best use of our existing
systems, conserving our resources, preserving areas for the
future and developing in a way that minimises future
community costs.

It is worth reminding ourselves of the objectives of the
plan, even though they read a little bit quaintly in their
1971 language:
1.

Orderly settlement of new population, commerce and
industry in well-planned pollution-controlled
environments, based on whole catchments or subcatchments and developed through a close integration of
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land release with the extension of utility services and
other public works.

2.

The conservation of open areas of forest, bush and
farmland which can provide breathing spaces and areas
of visual stimulation and recreation close to the settled
areas.

3.

The provision for easy access to all parts of the planning
area through well-planned transport networks.

I will not read them all out, but the plan goes on to talk
about space for active and passive recreation, the
preservation of the older areas of the city, the
opportunity for diversity in recreation and community
services, and the involvement and participation of the
public in the planning process.
It would be worth us measuring ourselves against those
objectives of 40 years ago. You would have to say that
we have not lived up to those objectives. We do not
have transport out to the outer suburban areas, as
Mr Barber and Ms Hartland talked about. I certainly do
not sneer at the outer suburbs either. I grew up in
one — Newport; at the time I was growing up it was an
outer suburb, believe it or not. There were vast
paddocks covered with thistles between Newport and
Altona and the villages of Laverton and Werribee
further to the west.
Mr Koch interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — Villages, yes, or towns or
townships. The interesting thing was that at that time,
even though they were the outer suburbs, the railway
went to those places. Even though they were what you
would call working-class areas, public transport
actually extended out to them. That public transport
system has not changed much since those days. We are
still basically working on the same system. Sure, there
have been a couple of extensions and a station here and
there, but mainly it is the same system. We have had a
quadrupling of the population since that time.
We have lost great swathes of the habitats of native
vegetation and native animals. We have fragmented
and isolated remnant areas and biodiversity corridors.
What is left is being chopped up by the previous
government’s expansion of the urban growth boundary,
let us remind ourselves, by 40 000 hectares. As
Mr Barber eloquently pointed out, this happened with
no public consultation or knowledge. It was just
dumped on an unsuspecting public. No plans were
made by the previous government to do anything about
public transport.
As a result of what was done at that time — the land
clearing et cetera — and even prior to the 1970s, so we
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are particularly talking of the time after World War II,
or in between the wars, market gardens and orchards
were swallowed up by houses, so we lost them. We lost
orchards and farmlands in the Oakleigh and Wantirna
areas in the 1980s; these areas are now covered by
houses. That just cannot keep happening, because the
seminal issues that are facing us, apart from climate
change, are the loss of biodiversity and food security.
The inquiry of the Environment and Planning
References Committee into public health and planning
received many submissions that referred to the need to
preserve our agricultural land in the peri-urban area.
That is recommendation 3 of the report, which needs to
be followed. That recommendation was based on much
evidence that has been gathered around the country and
around the world.
That brings me to the key areas of Casey and Cardinia.
I note the report and the advisory committee
recommended that one area of Casey and other areas
known as 3A and 3B of Cardinia shire be included in
the urban growth boundary based on the so-called
logical inclusions criteria. I note that the Casey City
Council agreed that area 1, which is a small triangle
near Ballarto Road and Cranbourne-Frankston Road, be
included; it is in the green wedge.
I was talking earlier about corridors for biodiversity and
wildlife. It is an area where the southern brown
bandicoot exists. We have already lost probably the
best habitat for the southern brown bandicoot in that
area, which was the Pines Flora and Fauna Reserve. We
know Peninsula Link smashed through and pretty well
cut in half that very important habitat for the southern
brown bandicoot. This particular triangle of land lies
right next to another parcel of land which the council
said it did not support being included because it was
southern brown bandicoot habitat. But it has a lot of
other values too, and people can read the report for
themselves.
The same issue has arisen with the parcel of land that
Mr Scheffer was talking about in Cardinia shire. Not
only are there issues with flooding et cetera, but the
committee highlighted the issue that VicRoads raised
during the consultations: that any expansion of the
urban growth boundary into that area, aside from
anything else that is taking it out of the green wedge
where it should remain, will cause massive traffic
chaos. I was concerned about some of the
recommendations of the committee; it has not taken
that too seriously. In this particular case it has said,
‘Okay, we will recommend that it be included if there is
a plan worked out with VicRoads, the council and the
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government to fix up the road traffic problem’.
Remember, there is no public transport to that area.
I agree with Mr Barber that the committee was given no
strategic framework to guide it. It was looking at the
parcels of land in an ad hoc way and deciding whether
they were logical inclusions based on the criteria we
have already talked about.
In looking at several of the parcels of land the
committee made the comment that if there was a
railway line somewhere near — kilometres away —
and there were some roads and freeways, it meant there
was sustainable transport to that area. I thought that was
very interesting, because we know that roads are not
sustainable transport, particularly as we get into the era
of peak oil. We need to be looking at providing public
transport to these areas.
I want to point out the submission by the Casey council.
The committee notes that:
Casey council expressed its frustration that approximately
3400 ha of land within the central and southern portions of the
Clyde investigation area were included inside the UGB via
amendment VC68.

The council asked the committee to reconsider this as
part of the logical inclusions process as an exclusion.
The council was very strong: it did not want it in there
in the first place. It is part of the Bunyip food belt
project. The committee said it did not think it had the
power under its terms of reference to look at that.
However, I think it was wrong in that regard because
the terms of reference say:
Submissions on any land made by the growth area councils
during and since 2009 can be considered as part of the review.

There was definitely a submission by the City of Casey
that the land not be included in the urban growth
boundary. The council made its point very clearly
during the course of the committee’s hearings by saying
that:
Casey maintains that rather than making further incursions
into productive farmland close to the market and important
strategic infrastructure (transport, employment and recycled
water) urban growth should adopt a new paradigm and focus
on a more efficient use of existing land stocks.
…
The included areas represent substantial ‘unplanned’
incursion into agricultural areas of the Bunyip food belt. The
logical inclusion areas will repeat that because of the failure
to do the analysis described in the state planning policy
framework in relation to the removal of productive
agricultural land from the agricultural land supply.
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The City of Casey wrote to Mr Barber, the Greens
planning spokesperson, and asked for our support in
raising this issue. The committee took the view that this
parcel of land should stay in the urban growth boundary
until a review is undertaken as to whether it should be
in there. It also noted that the minister has not outlined a
process for that review. I would have thought the
logical — if I can use that word — step would be to
remove it from the urban growth boundary until such
time as it is shown that it should be put in there. On the
evidence and criteria that were used for the other
parcels of land, it is logical that it should not be in there.
I ask the minister — and I notice he is in the
chamber — whether he is going to conduct a review of
that particular land to make sure that it is removed from
the urban growth boundary and reinstated as part of the
Bunyip food belt before it is too late.
I say to the house that the Greens will not support this.
We have already had 40 000 hectares added to the
urban growth boundary. I also think the government’s
policy to have a biennial review of the urban growth
boundary is ridiculous. I do not know on which criteria
that will be based. An urban growth boundary, as
Mr Scheffer said, needs to be a very stable thing. That
is how it is in cities in Europe; that is how it is in
London. If you look at any city for which there is a
stable planning process, you will find that it does not
keep making incursions into the urban growth
boundary.
That is what was envisaged by the 1971 planning
document to which I have referred. Forty years down
the track it is pertinent for us to think about what we are
doing and to look at the challenges ahead in terms of
climate change, biodiversity and food security and how
we actually plan our cities to meet those challenges.
The previous government’s decision to open up
40 000 hectares and this government’s decision to add
nearly 6000 hectares to that is not the way to go. We
need to consolidate, we need to improve — —
Mr P. Davis — We need to go up, do we?
Ms PENNICUIK — We can go up, and we can
develop brownfield sites. This planning process is not
the way to go. It is not going to make Melbourne
livable; it is not going to make Melbourne affordable; it
is just going to place more stress on the families who
live in these areas.
As Mr Scheffer, Mr Barber and Ms Hartland have said,
the community values our green wedges more and
more. They are precious and should be preserved for
the purposes for which they were originally intended:
as the breathing spaces of the city. They should not be
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turned over to developers for commercial development.
For those reasons, the Greens will not support the
motion.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I am about to
break my golden rule, which is not to get involved in
planning issues, twice in one day. However, here I go.
Rubbish and trivia are what I have listened to tonight.
The fact of the matter is that we live in a society where
the people we represent demand from us a quality of
life which can only be afforded to them if they have
some choices. Members on the other side of the
chamber, both Labor and the Greens, would not allow
people to make their own decisions, it seems to me.
The fact is that if somebody wishes to move to the outer
suburbs, wherever the boundaries of the urban growth
boundary are set, and the services in the outer suburban
area are not the same as those in the inner city, that is
reflected in the value of the land. It is inevitably
reflected in the price of the land, and that is why it is
cheaper — —
Mr Barber — It is all about land prices.
Mr P. DAVIS — That is exactly right, Mr Green —
or Mr Barber. It is quite clear that what we are talking
about here is the fact that people make choices. If they
want to live in Toorak, they will pay for it. If they want
to live in an outer suburb because that is what they can
afford, that is a reasonable choice, particularly for a first
home owner.
I have a lot of sympathy for young families who choose
to buy a house in a suburb of Melbourne that they can
afford because they cannot afford to live in the luxury,
if you like, of an inner city area which has a higher land
value that reflects the demand. That demand is
inevitably driven by a whole range of factors, including
services. There are members of Parliament who
represent electorates that do not, for example, have
anything other than independent schools, and that is
clearly a reflection of the marketplace. All I am saying
to you is that these are choices that the people of
Victoria make.
Given that the federal government has just made an
announcement about changing what is in effect our
immigration policy by ramping up the number of
refugees who will be allowed to come to Australia
under the current rules — and I am not going to go
down the path of talking about that issue — this is just a
symptom of the fact that we have a growing population.
The burden of responsibility on the Parliament of
Victoria with the stewardship role we have is to ensure
that people in Victoria can make reasonable choices

PLANNING: SCHEME AMENDMENTS
3394

COUNCIL

about where they live. Of course there is demand for
new housing capacity, because the population is
growing. Based on any projection, we know there is
going to be a further significant growth in population.
To say that we should not allow any more land to be
developed now, if ever, because we have to look after
the growling grass frog or whatever it is the Greens
want to protect is just rubbish.
For the whole time since the establishment of the Port
Phillip colony the township of Melbourne has grown; it
has expanded, and it is not going to stop. I am sorry to
tell members this, but it is not going to stop, because
people want to live here. Does any member want to go
to live in the Pilbara? I tell you what: not many people
do. There is a big wage to be had in the Pilbara, but
people do not want to go up there to live because they
prefer to live in a temperate climate. They prefer to
jump on a plane and visit the place where they work
and then come back to the lifestyle that Victoria,
including Melbourne, affords them. This is all about
choice.
The important thing about this ratification motion —
the critical thing to my mind — is that this is not a
decision being made in an executive way by the
minister. The minister has brought to Parliament the
ratification of planning scheme amendments expanding
the urban growth boundary because of
recommendations made to him through an independent
process that took on board representations from
748 submissions from 194 parties, and of course a
probity auditor had a look at the process. I think it is
important that the Parliament itself does not become too
opinionated, if you like, as it did in the 1880s, when
parliamentarians were themselves determining exactly
where the corridors for railway development should be
for the very reason that they were involved in land
speculation.
I think the process Minister Guy has adopted in terms
of this recent review of the urban growth boundary is
appropriate, because it ensures that the sort of
corruption that occurred with the expansion of
Melbourne because of the speculation in the land boom
of the 1880s could not be repeated. I congratulate
Minister Guy on ensuring independence and probity
around that process. There will always be a need for us
to review the footprint of the greater Melbourne area
and there will always be a contest over that because
people have opinions, but at the end of the day it needs
to be at arm’s length from parliamentarians.
I note in concluding my brief remarks in what I think is
a farcical debate — I despair at the standard and quality
of the contributions to this debate tonight — that it is
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interesting that in the time of the Labor government
83 339 hectares was added to the urban growth
boundary. I find that amazing given the commentary
from the Labor members in particular with respect to
the fairly modest increment of 5958 hectares of land
which Minister Guy has brought to the Parliament for
ratification. It is a bit dwarfed by the scale of what
Labor did over its time, and I am therefore perplexed by
the arguments that have come from the opposition. In
fact I dismiss them entirely.
I was fascinated by the contributions about grass and
other stuff. It is interesting, and I think it is relevant in a
context, but at the end of the day the judgement about
the urban growth boundary was made based on an
informed view by an independent advisory panel
subject to review by a probity auditor. The minister has
taken this process on board and accepted the advice that
he has received, and it is clear that this will assist — —
Ms Hartland interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — If Ms Hartland would like to
continue to verbal me, that is all right, but it is a
mystery to me how she can possibly imagine that all the
services could be built into a community before there
were any people living there.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I am sorry, but there is inevitably
a relationship between demand and service delivery. I
come from a rural community where people understand
that not everybody can have the same level of service.
If you live on a farm 40 kilometres out of town, you do
not expect to have the milk or the newspaper delivered
to your door — indeed you may not even have the mail
delivered to your front gate. If you live within the
footprint of Melbourne in an area that is a developing
area, you are not going to have the same services as
those who live in the inner city. It is just a fact of life;
you have to be realistic about these things. In time those
services will be delivered.
Ms Hartland — How long will it be?
Mr P. DAVIS — Ms Hartland, I do not know how
long it will be. I am sorry.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Davis will speak through the Chair.
Mr P. DAVIS — I beg your pardon, Acting
President. There is no model for this. The inevitable
fact is that people choose to build in an area knowing
that all the services they require are not going to be
there the day they move in, but in time those services
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will develop. I heard some discussion about this point
recently, and I was fascinated by the view posited that
there should be supermarkets established before the
houses are built. I thought, ‘Yeah, that’s a great
model!’. How viable is the idea that petrol stations and
supermarkets should be put in situ before the houses are
built? It is just a nonsense which is reflected in the
comments I have heard from the Greens and the Labor
Party.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — No. It is inevitable that there is a
lag between designing a development precinct and the
delivery of services to the communities, and anybody
who is at all pragmatic will understand that. What I
have heard in this debate is the biggest load of rubbish I
have heard in some weeks.
I am sorry to come back on our first sitting day and
have to listen to it, because what it says to me is that the
Labor Party and the Greens are out of touch with the
aspirations of young Victorians to buy their own
homes, and housing affordability is the key driver to
home ownership. They do not understand this, and until
they do they will not attract the support of that group of
Victorian constituents.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
heard a lot of comments on this ratification motion
tonight, but I have to say that one absolutely took my
breath away and I must make a right-of-reply comment
on it. It was made by Mr Scheffer, whom I notice is not
in the chamber. Not two years ago, in this very
chamber, he voted to expand the urban growth
boundary by a third the size of Adelaide —
43 000 hectares — yet he walked into this chamber
tonight and declared that it is now time to keep the
urban growth boundary in place.
Not two years ago he declared that after the first few
years you have to expect some kind of movement. An
area one-third the size of Adelaide in one hit, plus the
other 15 000 hectares that was added by the Labor
government before the 2010 expansion, is certainly
‘some kind of movement’ as compared to the
ratification we are looking at tonight, which is not even
6000 hectares. I consider that comment to show an
extreme level of naivety or hypocrisy or just blind
ignorance. But whatever it was, it was quite bizarre.
I also note the comments from the occasional shadow
Minister for Planning, Mr Tee, who declared that the
process was flawed despite it being a four-stage
process, as opposed to that of his colleague
Mr Madden, now the member for Essendon in the
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Assembly, who as Minister for Planning simply drew
the boundaries in his office. I take it Mr Tee wants to
return under a future Labor government to a process
where boundary inclusions are decided by the stroke of
a pen in a minister’s office. If Mr Tee wants to talk
about donations, he should look at whose land was
brought in in the 43 000 hectares as opposed to an
independent process — —
Mr Tee — Bring it on!
Hon. M. J. GUY — I will take you up on that one
day, Mr Tee — bring it on. We will have that
conversation because you sat in this chamber and voted
for 43 000 hectares to be included in the same year,
through your minister, who simply, with a pen, drew a
line on a map — —
Mr Tee — Bring it on!
Hon. M. J. GUY — I would bring it on, but I can
never find you, Mr Tee. You never ask me a question in
this chamber; you never appear in the media; you are
never out there. I would have a debate with you
somewhere, but you are never around, so I am not sure
where to find you, Mr Tee. Mr Pakula has been the one
commenting on planning for the last seven weeks, so
you can bring it on all you like, but I am afraid you are
missing in action and I am trying to find you. I see
more of Mr Barber and Mr Pakula than I do of you, so
bring it on all right, but I do not know where you are.
This idea of an intrusion into green wedges from a
Labor opposition — again I simply say that Mr Davis
hit the nail on the head. In the previous 11 years the
boundary was expanded by 60 000 hectares all up,
when tonight we are debating not even 6000 hectares,
so in terms of this intrusion into green wedge land,
members opposite are kidding themselves. They might
have a couple of travellers out there in the community
who pump them up at one meeting after another, but
the reality is that the broader community fully
understands that 60 000 hectares or so of land was
brought into the growth boundary by the previous
government. It is as simple as that.
Mr Barber — They have repented!
Hon. M. J. GUY — They might have repented, but
it is quite bizarre. They tend to think that the
community is so stupid that they do not realise two
years later what happened over their 11 years. Maybe
that is why even when there was no Liberal candidate
in the Assembly seat of Melbourne, their primary vote
fell by 3 per cent. Where were you in Gippsland West,
Mr Lenders?
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Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I want it on the record that the
potential Leader of the Government in this chamber —
if Labor won an election — is actually making chicken
noises. That is the level of credibility we have in the
Australian Labor Party — Mr Lenders is actually
making chicken noises. I find it hard to believe. We
have been talking about credibility all night, and I think
that has really summed it right up.
Mr Barber talks about the livability of outer suburbs
being in question, but he never, ever talks about the
livability of inner suburbs. There are traffic problems in
the inner suburbs too. There are greater crime problems
in the inner suburbs than there are in the growth areas.
We had an argument about schools, with the three
Greens members talking about schools. What they said
is quite true, but I ask: which primary school has the
highest level of overcrowding?
Mrs Coote — Port Melbourne.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Yes, Mrs Coote; it is Port
Melbourne. I am trying to work out what growth area
Port Melbourne is in — is it in the Melton growth
corridor, is it in the Wyndham growth corridor or is it in
the Whittlesea growth corridor? No, it is not even
5 kilometres from the CBD. That is why we have
committed to a future school in the Fishermans Bend
urban renewal precinct, because we are going to
address those problems.
I have lived in the inner city of Melbourne, but there is
this whole romantic notion of the Greens that the inner
city is a utopia. There is apparently no crime; there are
no issues with public transport; nothing is overcrowded;
anyone can go anywhere; and there are no problems
with open space, despite the fact the places with the
lowest level of open space per capita are municipalities
such as Glen Eira, Boroondara and Port Phillip. Again,
they are not in growth areas; they are in inner areas. I
find it astounding that the Greens come into this
chamber to try to create a utopian image of everybody
in the inner city of Melbourne living in little communes
and congregating like Ms Pennicuik did under a tree in
Edwards Park to form the Greens 15 years ago, or
whenever it was.
The reality is that while the precinct structure plan
process — which, I might add, was put in place by the
previous government — is being reformed, it actually
defines levels of open space that are required. As part of
the precinct structure plan, density targets are required
over a greenfield site and levels of walkability, public
transport, shops and services are required. As Mr Davis
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mentioned, they are very different from places in
existing suburbs such as Knox, for example, or Eltham,
Dandenong or Noble Park. The communities being
built in Melbourne’s growth areas have a level of builtin requirement in the precinct structure plan process.
The Greens come into this chamber and claim that
somehow there are problems of crime in only the outer
urban growth areas. I am not saying at all that there are
no issues in some of those areas.
Ms Hartland interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Ms Hartland focused on
transport. The precinct structure plans I approved in the
last round are all on the interurban rail network. In its
previous budget this government allocated hundreds of
millions of dollars for new V/Locity rail cars to service
those new communities, just like in Queensland. The
northern suburbs of Brisbane and areas down towards
the Gold Coast are serviced by an interurban rail
network. It is the same in New South Wales, with the
line to Lithgow, the Central Coast line and the line to
Wollongong serviced by an interurban rail network, the
extension of the Sydney metropolitan network. That is
why we have invested more than $300 million for new
interurban rail cars which, I might add, will travel at
160 kilometres an hour — which is much quicker than
the cars on the existing electric rail network — for
those living at Manor Lakes, which is 1.7 kilometres
from their new railway station, to get to the city.
We approved those structure plans because those areas
are near transport infrastructure. They are also in areas
where the growth areas tax changes will mean that the
private schools that are going to be built in those areas
will no longer pay a tax bill as their first interaction
with the government. Now they will put that money
into building the school. That is the point of it.
I find it astounding that apparently the inner city is a
utopia. I live in the inner northern suburbs of
Melbourne.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is a great region,
Mr Ondarchie. You and I service it very well, but I will
not be able to get a train that travels at 160 kilometres to
get to the city in a matter of minutes, as will be the case
for those living in Melbourne’s western suburbs or
people living at Manor Lakes, for which the precinct
structure plan has just been approved.
Mr Barber interjected.
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Hon. M. J. GUY — That is the truth, Mr Barber; it
is being built. Mr Barber may wish to deny it. That is
the regional rail link, with the V/Locity rail cars that
travel at a maximum permissible speed of
160 kilometres an hour.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I have actually been in the cab
of one of them, Mr Barber. It was doing 160 kilometres
an hour. If Mr Barber would like to join me one day, I
will find a way of taking him into one.
Again, the previous Labor government — led by
Mr Brumby, to his credit — saw the rationale of doing
the same thing which Labor Party members have now
abandoned. Instead of building on some of the strengths
of the process that it had, it has trashed them. The Labor
Party has thrown away a legacy of putting in place
structures and a process, which this government has
improved, to develop sustainable outer urban
communities. In 2010, when that ratification motion
came to this Parliament, we did not oppose it. We are
consistent, the opposition is opportunistic and the
Greens, as I said, are consistently ridiculous.
In conclusion the opposition parties, and the preference
machine of the opposition parties, do not support outer
urban growth. That is fine. We now have it on the
record: they hate new communities. They hate Manor
Lakes, Cranbourne, Harkaway, Narre Warren North,
Wallan and Donnybrook. What is the alternative for a
city growing at 70 000 people per annum? This
government is finding a multifaceted way, a
multipronged approach, to managing population:
regional-urban growth, which we have done through
land supply; outer urban growth through land supply;
changes to the zoning structure; changes to activity
areas structures; and urban renewal. Every single one of
those initiatives has been opposed by the Labor Party
and the Greens.
Mr Tee says he wants a debate, and after his two years
in opposition I am very keen to see his policies. After
two years in opposition we had developed policies on
the growth areas infrastructure contribution, on growth
areas and on taxes. We had developed policies on
planning. Two years in, and this guy is a policy-free
zone; he has not advanced 1 metre from where he
started. Half the term is over, and all we have from the
anger management man, Daniel Andrews, the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, is a commitment on
tomato sauce in the parliamentary cafe and a
commitment to a new public holiday. That is the best
we get from Labor. No wonder the opposition leader’s

3397

backbench members are openly talking about his
position around the halls of this Parliament.
Mr Viney — That is just rubbish.
Hon. M. J. GUY — They are, Mr Viney, and I am
not surprised — why would you be? His policies are
tomato sauce and a new day off. That is the best we get
from Labor.
We are proud to support a motion that is part of a
multipronged approach to managing population. Unlike
Labor’s 60 000 hectares of inclusion in the urban
growth boundary, our 6000 hectares has gone through a
detailed process. It has not been approved through the
minister’s office. Who knows what functions Justin
Madden went to? Who knows who was at Mr Tee’s
recent fundraiser? Who knows who was at the
fundraiser for Progressive Business? The process put in
place by the Baillieu government is the best in
Australia, and it is the most transparent in Australia.
Mr Lenders — The best since Bjelke-Petersen.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Lenders, you think a good
system is to go into Mr Madden’s office and simply
draw lines on a map. And then Mr Lenders questions
Planning Panels Victoria’s independence — people
Labor appointed. Every single person on the Logical
Inclusions Advisory Committee was appointed by the
previous Labor government. Labor members then
question those people’s legitimacy. I simply say that
those opposite absolutely, 100 per cent fall into the
category of being out of touch and utterly opportunistic.
Not only are Labor members lacking in vision, they are
lacking in sincerity. That is the problem with Labor’s
position on this motion: the hypocrisy is there for all to
see, and the sincerity is missing in action. The Greens
are so lazy that they failed even to cause a division the
last time this chamber voted in the previous Parliament
on an urban growth boundary motion. The Greens were
not even in the chamber.
Our sincerity, legitimacy and dedication to the
arguments that Mr Philip Davis put forward have been
stacking up for a long period of time. We stood by them
in opposition, and we stand by them in government.
More importantly, we on this side of the house stand by
the people of growth areas for their future and for the
reasons that we believe growth areas are great places to
live, work and raise a family.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
The question is:
That the motion be agreed to.
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Those of that opinion say aye, to the contrary no. I
believe the ayes have it. A division is required. I ask the
Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, when
the Acting President called for the vote on the voices,
he asked for the ayes and the noes. He called the vote
for the ayes. When he asked if a division was required,
members of the opposition indicated they wanted a
division, but so did Mr Ondarchie and Mr Elsbury. My
understanding of a federal Parliament ruling was that
members who called for a division were then required
to vote in the opposite way to the way the Chair, the
Acting President in this case, called the vote. I seek
your guidance, President.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order, because it is my view that any member
is entitled to call a division to ensure that the votes of
various members are formally recorded. It is not an
indication by a member that they necessarily intend to
oppose the motion. As I recall, there have been
occasions when proponents of a motion have sought
divisions to have members on the record in respect of
their voting position.
A ruling by President Hunt in 1991 was that where a
Chair puts a question, if a member votes on the voices
in a manner that is audible, it is expected that he or she
should vote the same way if a division is conducted
subsequently. However, if a member makes an honest
and inadvertent mistake in the call and that member
immediately advises the Chair, the question can be put
again. In this context, as I have said, I think it is an
entitlement of any member to call a division to simply
establish the voting position of a number of members in
the chamber, not to indicate that they plan to oppose the
proposition. I dismiss the point of order on this
occasion.
House divided on motion:
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Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

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

Motion agreed to.

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

Planning: Armadale development
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight in the adjournment debate is for
the attention of the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. I
point out for the minister’s attention that, as he would
be well aware, at 590 Orrong Road, Armadale, a 466apartment building is about to be built by Lend Lease.
It is the result of a controversial planning decision in
that the City of Stonnington was opposed to it and
VCAT (Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal)
upheld it. The action I am seeking from the minister
does not relate to any reversal of that decision. It goes
to how the local community needs to understand what
the government is doing in this particular area.
In the lead-up to the 2010 election Michael O’Brien,
the member for Malvern in the other place, and Clem
Newton-Brown, then a candidate and now the member
for the Assembly seat of Prahran, made it very clear to
electors that a change of government would mean a
particular action. I quote from a press release from
Mr Newton-Brown of 25 October 2010 in which he
says:
We will scrap the laws which make it easy for developers to
get approval for things like Orrong Towers.
…

Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

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

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr

Pakula, Mr

A Liberal coalition government will urgently review the
urban development program assessment for the number of
dwellings …

et cetera, and —
… will give power back to the local communities again to
protect and shape the future of our inner city neighbourhoods.

If we move forward to the VCAT decision which
upheld the ability of Lend Lease to build Orrong
Towers, by this stage Mr Newton-Brown — and I
quote the Australian Financial Review of 12 July —
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was saying, firstly, that he was disappointed with the
decision, but then it comes to blame. The article further
states:
He said residents should have requested interim controls
earlier to prevent the development.
‘They’ve had a knee-jerk reaction and had to play catch-up
when the appropriate controls should have been put in place a
long time ago’, he said.

One of Mr Guy’s fellow ministers and a fellow
candidate said unequivocally to residents that the world
would be different if there were a change of
government. The change of government comes, the
world does not change, the planning development goes
ahead and now suddenly the member for Prahran is
blaming the residents for not having gone to
Stonnington City Council to obtain an interim order to
prevent this. The action I seek from the minister is that
he go to the eastern parts of my electorate, to the
Malvern-Prahran border and to this part of Orrong
Road and explain to the residents, who are very
concerned by the process, what he did and, more
particularly, how that relates to the promises made
before the election by Clem Newton-Brown that things
would be different if a coalition government were
elected.

Victoria University: TAFE funding
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills. Today I delivered a petition with
1000 signatures to the Premier’s Parliament mailbox.
The petition is signed by Victoria University staff and
students and their friends, families and supporters,
including people from the western suburbs community
who care about the west and the importance of TAFE
education and its role in the west. These
1000 signatures represent just the tip of the iceberg of
people who want TAFEs to be well funded and to
continue providing quality education in the west.
Victoria University’s TAFE courses provide accessible
and affordable education to many disadvantaged
students in the west. Around 50 per cent of Victoria
University’s students are on low incomes, so changes to
reimbursements will especially affect them, and they
may no longer be able to access education and in turn
get a decent-paying job. I know the value of TAFE
education, as I gained my qualifications as a mature-age
TAFE student. However, the government’s TAFE cuts
have resulted in $1 million being slashed from Victoria
University’s community development course, which I
did. Victoria University staff and students are already
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feeling the pain of the TAFE cuts as redundancies take
effect and courses are cut.
I attempted to host a fundraiser event for the TAFE4All
campaign, but the Victoria University training
restaurant could not accommodate the event, as the
TAFE cuts had resulted in inadequate numbers of staff
and students. The school cannot take new enrolments,
and the restaurant venue cannot even host events to
train its students. This is a disgraceful situation that
leaves little hope for community members in the west
who want to enter the hospitality industry. Along with
the 1000 people who signed the petition, I call on the
minister to abandon the government’s TAFE funding
cuts and allow TAFE institutions to continue providing
high-quality education to the western suburbs.

Schools: South Melbourne
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
Martin Dixon, and it is to do with additional primary
schools in South Melbourne. The issue is that Port
Melbourne Primary School is a victim of its own
success and has a school population and comprehensive
waiting list that far exceed its capacity. Hansard of
11 October 2007 records the then new member for
Albert Park in the Assembly, Martin Foley, as saying:
Port Melbourne Primary School, under the leadership of its
dynamic principal, Peter Martin, continues to grow and show
leadership in all areas of curriculum and community
engagement. The challenge now is to continue the
development, and I hope to be part of that building of our
primary schools in the future.

Well, he was not. Despite knowing all about the
population growth in Port Melbourne, the Bracks and
Brumby governments repeatedly ignored the need for
additional primary schools and after 11 years in
government just sat back and watched as the Port
Melbourne school continued to burst at its seams. There
was no feasibility study, no strategy and no building.
I have spoken to the minister frequently about this
excellent school and the challenges it faces, and I was
delighted that the minister met with the principal of
Port Melbourne Primary School, Peter Martin, and the
board. I am certain that the minister was impressed by
their vision, enthusiasm and professionalism, as was I. I
explained to the board that the minister was conducting
a comprehensive feasibility study of the primary school
requirements in the South Melbourne and Port
Melbourne areas, and I was pleased to learn that the
minister had explained to the board that his department
is currently developing a response to that detailed study,
the results of which will be released shortly.
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I know the principal and the board of Port Melbourne
Primary School made several pertinent suggestions
regarding options for additional primary schools in the
South Melbourne vicinity. I urge the minister as a
matter of urgency to incorporate these suggestions into
his forthcoming response to the feasibility study.

Wallace Street, Morwell: drainage
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I raise
tonight is for the attention of the Premier, Mr Baillieu.
It concerns drainage issues in an area behind a number
of houses in Wallace Street in Morwell and includes the
Princes Highway, which was closed for a number of
months, causing major disruptions. The action I seek is
for the Premier to intervene in what appears to be a
demarcation dispute between his own government
departments. The drainage problem has been a longrunning issue, and there is disagreement between the
Department of Primary Industries (DPI) and VicRoads
as to which department is responsible.
I recently met with residents of Wallace Street who are
fed up with the lack of action from the government.
Behind the properties in Wallace Street, between them
and the northern sound mound, is what residents often
describe as a swamp. Due to the sound mound and the
highway foundations, underground water is unable to
drain properly, leading to the flooding of Wallace Street
properties. The flooding of backyards is of significant
concern to residents, who are fearful of it affecting the
structural integrity of their homes, and of course it
might affect the integrity of the Princes Highway itself.
Both VicRoads and DPI — and, I must say, the
member for Morwell — have recognised the drainage
issue to some degree. However, there is disagreement
about which department is responsible and a clear lack
of transparency around investigations and improvement
works at the site. I must say the member for Morwell
has been somewhat ineffectual in addressing the
concerns of residents, despite repeated requests for
assistance from residents and promises of action from
him.
I ask that the Premier determine which department has
responsibility for fixing the drainage issues and that he
advise me and all residents of Wallace Street
accordingly. Secondly, I ask that the Premier instruct
the relevant minister to meet with concerned residents. I
am happy to convene such a meeting given that the
member for Morwell seems to have gotten nowhere
after nearly a year of requests being made.
The geotechnical advice I have received is that this
issue might be resolved by the construction of a drain to
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direct the stormwater to an area where the permeability
of the ground is such that the water will either properly
drain into the ground or flow to an area that is not
causing difficulty.
I ask the Premier to urgently intervene in this matter,
which appears to have a relatively simple solution but
which has been exacerbated by unnecessary
bureaucracy which members of his government have so
far been unable or unwilling to address. The drainage
issue causes the people of Wallace Street, Morwell,
much distress. I urge the Premier to act to alleviate the
burden faced by these residents.

Planning: zoning reform
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning,
Matthew Guy, and it relates to rural planning zone
reforms. I am always keen to support and promote
legislation that benefits my rural constituents, and I
commend Minister Guy on his rural planning zone
reforms. These reforms assist farmers and rural
communities by giving councils the flexibility to make
planning decisions that suit their local circumstances.
For more than a decade rural communities endured
Labor’s rigid approach to rural planning that often
ignored local growth patterns and topography and
denied local communities the right to make their own
planning decisions. Over the past few years I have been
contacted by many constituents who were facing
hardship and frustration due to Labor’s inflexible
adherence to the 40-hectare minimum lot size in the
farming zone. I have attended meetings in the Macedon
Ranges and Mitchell shires where several hundred
people packed halls to voice their opposition to these
restrictive policies. Labor’s planning policies did not
take into account the often unique needs of farming
families, where up to three generations can live and
work on a property, nor did it take into account the
lifestyle choices offered on the outskirts of larger
regional centres, which have great appeal to many
people.
Minister Guy’s rural planning reforms have been
applauded by rural communities in my electorate, the
Victorian Farmers Federation and Rural Councils
Victoria. Rural communities want their important
planning decisions made not by bureaucrats but by
local councillors who know their own communities,
and these reforms will restore their power to decide the
area’s minimum lot size and encourage suitable
population growth after Labor’s decades of planning
restraints. The action I seek is that Minister Guy
continue to implement planning reforms that promote
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flexibility for rural communities and support local
decision making in planning.

St Arnaud Primary School: Right Choices
program
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Premier. Recently I had
the pleasure of visiting St Arnaud and meeting with the
mayor and CEO of Northern Grampians Shire, as well
as the editor of the North Central News, the
indomitable Ella Ebery, and all of these women
requested that I take up the cause of sustainable funding
from the Victorian government for the Right Choices
program at St Arnaud Primary School. This is a
program in which the whole school gets behind
supporting students and early intervention to build
relationships and provide children with the opportunity
to participate in community activities and become good
citizens.
As well as enjoying support and funding from
organisations including Shire of Northern Grampians,
North Central News, Community AXIS, St Vincent
de Paul and many others besides, the Right Choices
program has been strongly supported for many years by
Sisters of Mercy Angela and Ursula Caine, who have
made extraordinary efforts to raise funds for the
program. The sisters are now distinguished senior
citizens, and they and the wider community feel it is
time for the government to step up and share
responsibility for funding the Right Choices program.
I believe their request is very reasonable so I have
agreed to raise it in Parliament. I have raised this
request with the Premier because the community
believes it requires the attention of a number of
ministers in the government and a number of
government departments, and to date it has not been
possible to achieve a coordinated response. The action I
seek from the Premier and his department is that he
require all of the relevant ministers and departments to
work together to produce a coordinated response that
will deliver sustainable funding for the Right Choices
program into the future.

Responses
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Tonight there were six matters raised for
the attention of various ministers on the adjournment
debate. The first of those was raised by Mr Lenders for
the Minister for Planning concerning a development
called Orrong Towers on Orrong Road in his electorate.
He asked the minister to visit the electorate and give
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clarification in respect of election promises, and I will
pass that request on to the Minister for Planning.
The Minister for Planning was also the subject of a
request from Mrs Petrovich regarding rural planning
zone reforms which included encouragement for him to
continue to pursue those reforms, so I will pass both of
those matters on to the Minister for Planning.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education which concerns planning for
education in the Port Melbourne area, in particular
asking the minister to take note of some suggestions
made by Port Melbourne Primary School, and I will
pass that request on.
There were two matters raised for the attention of the
Premier. One was raised by Mr Viney concerning
drainage behind Wallace Street in Morwell, and
Mr Viney suggested that there may be a simple solution
to that problem. I am well aware of the vicinity in
which the matter he raises tonight arises. It is in close
proximity to problems that were encountered with the
Princes Highway which caused the closure of the
highway. Subsidence and water apparently have
recently caused the Princes Highway to be closed for
some time. I do not know if those two matters are
related; nevertheless the request by Morwell residents
to address that matter is a fair one, and I will pass that
on to the Premier.
I do, however, reject the imputation that the member for
Morwell has been ineffectual in this matter. He is an
outstanding young representative for the area of
Morwell, and I could not let this opportunity pass
without making those comments about the sterling
work he does for the people in his electorate.
The other matter for the attention of the Premier was
raised by Ms Broad, and that concerned the Right
Choices program that is being delivered at St Arnaud
Primary School. Ms Broad is seeking the assistance of
the Premier to pull together the ministers responsible
for that particular program to coordinate a response and
seek some funding for the continuation of the program,
so I will pass that request on to the Premier.
The final matter raised was by Ms Hartland for my
attention, and it concerns the 1000-odd petitioners who
lodged a petition today in the Parliament seeking
restoration of funding for Victoria University. I have
had lots of discussions with Victoria University, and I
will continue to have those discussions. I know it plays
a very valuable role in the electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region, and I am sure it will continue to
do so. While I cannot make any categorical promises
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about restoration of funding to previous levels, I can
give a personal assurance that the department and I are
working closely with Victoria University to ensure the
continuation of the programs needed in the western
metropolitan area.
There is also in my hand a list of 54 responses from
various ministers regarding matters raised by members
of this chamber. The custom has been that I read out the
numbers of those responses; however, I am suggesting
that I seek leave to simply note that this evening there
are 54 responses to members who have previously
raised matters in this chamber, because all those
responses will be printed in Hansard anyway.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 11.46 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have been advised
that the Economy and Infrastructure Legislation
Committee will be meeting this day following the
conclusion of the sitting of the Council.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
urges the Baillieu state government to immediately reinstate
funding for the National Centre for Farmer Health and
guarantee no further cuts will be made.

By Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria)
(166 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
PETITIONS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Following petitions presented to house:

Hooded plovers: protection
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
the attention of the Legislative Council to the plight of
hooded plovers in the Mornington Peninsula National Park.
The petitioners therefore request that the Victorian state
government, through Parks Victoria, establishes a strategy for
hooded plover nesting protection within the Mornington
Peninsula National Park that bans dogs from all ocean
beaches where hooded plovers breed for the period of time
that hooded plovers are nesting until that time that hooded
plover chicks have fledged.

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(808 signatures).
Laid on table.

National Centre for Farmer Health: funding
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the state government’s decision
to cease funding for the National Centre for Farmer Health. In
particular, we note:
1.

the likely closure of the National Centre for Farmer
Health due to the Baillieu government’s decision to cut
its $1 million annual state government contribution;

2.

the detrimental impact this funding cut will have to the
health, safety and wellbeing of farm men and women,
farm workers, their families and communities across
Australia;

3.

that the Baillieu government’s decision to cut funding
for the National Centre for Farmer Health will mean that
the centre will no longer be able to carry out its
important work such as research, service delivery and
community for farming communities across regional
Victoria.

Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Carer Support Programs, August 2012.
Investment Attraction, August 2012.
Ombudsman — Report, 2011–12, Part 1.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
John Beus
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to pay tribute to John Beus, OAM, who, sadly,
passed away on 2 July 2012.
John was born in Holland on 17 April 1920. He fought
in the Dutch resistance against the occupation of
Holland by Nazi Germany. His wife, Ann, was a nurse
whose family was displaced during the war, but she still
managed to assist hundreds of displaced and mentally
scarred people. In 1950 John and Ann emigrated to
Australia and settled in Springvale.
In addition to being a very dedicated worker for the
St Vincent de Paul Society and serving as a magistrate
and justice of the peace, John volunteered for 50 years
at the Springvale Benevolent Society and was a
founding member. Over the course of those 50 years he
demonstrated a tireless dedication, assisted those less
fortunate than himself and touched the lives of the
many thousands of clients who reached out to the
society for a helping hand. John had a great enjoyment
of the friendships he formed with the society’s
members. Many members were from different walks of
life, but through their shared values and focus on those
less fortunate than themselves they developed
friendships that endured to the very end.
Earlier this year at a reception I was honoured to
present John with the inaugural Wes Eggleston
community service award in recognition of his
outstanding community service. He was declared a
living treasure in 2005 by the City of Greater
Dandenong for his community service. John was also
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awarded the senior citizen of the year by the City of
Greater Dandenong and he also received the City of
Springvale award. He was awarded the Paul Harris
fellowship by the Rotary Club of Noble Park in 1999
and received an Order of Australia Medal in 2000.
John was a parishioner for 63 years at St Joseph’s
parish in Springvale. The fact that the parish
overflowed with people paying their respects to him is
testament to the high regard in which he was held by
everyone. I will remember John as a kind, quiet and
generous man who gave so much of himself to assist
others.
In closing I pass on my deepest sympathies to his
children and their families on the passing of their
much-loved father, grandfather and great-grandfather.

Women Showing the Way
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
One of the most rewarding things you can do in public
life is to meet the next generation of leaders. For that
reason I was delighted to take part in the Women
Showing the Way forum in Bendigo last month,
meeting about 200 young women from local Bendigo
schools. I would like to congratulate an inspiring
woman, Cr Lisa Ruffell, the only woman on the City of
Greater Bendigo council, for putting the event together
for a third year.
My fellow speakers were meteorologist Jane Bunn,
Brave Foundation founding director Bernadette Black
and WorkSafe technical inspector Anita Macartney.
Each of us discovered our vocations through our life
experience, most notably in the case of Bernadette
Black. She was a young mother at just 16, but what
seemed to be a disruption to her life plans turned into an
inspiration to help others. Bernadette runs her own
foundation aimed at helping teenage mums-to-be
navigate the journey ahead. She was also named
Australia’s Mother of the Year in 2009.
I know that her story and the stories of each of the
forum speakers inspired the students to look outside the
square and think big when it comes to their futures. It
was wonderful to see so many teenagers realising that
they have the ability to be leaders in their community.
There was even one young woman who was
considering a career in politics after the session. I hope
she makes it and discovers firsthand that the rewards of
public life are worth 10 times the effort you put in.
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Environment: beverage container deposit and
recovery scheme
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Next
week state and national environment ministers will
meet to decide whether to pursue a national 10-cent
refund scheme for bottles, cans and cartons. So next
week we will find out whether this government is
capable of walking the talk. Victoria has traditionally
been the main opponent of a national scheme. If the
Baillieu government supports a national scheme, as it
says it does, and if it is capable of being persuasive in a
negotiation, a national scheme will follow.
Recently I went to visit students in the year 6 class at
Keilor Views Primary School, who were studying
persuasive writing. Their topic was ‘A 10-cent refund
scheme’. Ella-Rose wrote that picking up litter could
help prevent homelessness. She said, ‘Just remember
what you throw in the bin is valuable’. Ali compared
Victoria’s streets with South Australia’s much cleaner
ones and asked, ‘Do you want your road to be full of
litter?’. Alitha did the math: ‘You could get 50 cans or
bottles and get $5 for them, and then they will be
recycled into hundreds of other things instead of being
thrown out and wasted’. Benjamin added, ‘Everyone
would want that extra money’. I want to know: does
this government want the extra money?
Writing at a time when Toyota and Qantas were laying
off jobs, every year 6 student could see the link
between increased recycling and employment in
Victoria. I urge the environment minister to represent
the people of Victoria, who hate litter, ahead of the
bottle companies, who see branded litter as free
advertising. I urge him to be as — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you.

Sheepvention
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My
congratulations to the Hamilton Pastoral and
Agricultural Society for hosting a record-breaking 2012
Sheepvention last week. More than 25 000 visitors
passed through the gates to enjoy the many attractions
on offer, well up on previous years. Sheepvention
showcased a wide range of popular events focusing on
the sheep and wool industries. Patrons had the
opportunity to discuss with exhibitors the latest trends
and innovative ideas in farm management, agricultural
technology, wool production and other farm-related
activities. Sheepvention was also a great opportunity to
see world best practice in sheep husbandry and
continual improvement where record top prices were
achieved for stud rams.
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Australia’s largest multivendor ram sale was held
during Sheepvention and attracted vendors and buyers
from across the nation. This year’s record-breaking ram
sale achieved a top price of $19 500, more than double
last year’s $9000. The 14-month-old faultless Merino
ram was bred at Jerilderie’s One Oak Merino Stud and
was sold to local Glenthompson stud Nareeb-Nareeb,
owned and successfully managed by the Biggs family.
Along with the overall average price being well up on
total gross sales and total gross sales exceeding
$850 000, these fantastic achievements show a growing
confidence in the wool and sheep industry and
hopefully indicate better times ahead for the farming
and wider regional communities.
Congratulations to Sheepvention committee president,
Rob Hartwich, and his hardworking team, including the
many local volunteers who contributed to making this a
successful event for Hamilton, western Victoria and
indeed all of Victoria.

George Robert Crawford
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should all be proud to live in Victoria, this great state.
Two years in a row — that is something quite unusual.
What has happened in two years? What has been
different in this two years? I will tell you one of the
things that has happened in this two years: we have had
a fantastic planning minister, a planning minister with
vision, integrity and knowledge who does not have any
sham public consultations. Again we have been well
rated. A score of over 80 is regarded as pretty good for
a livable city, but we got a 97.5. We scored better than
Adelaide, Sydney or Perth.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Adelaide, Sydney or
Perth — none of those are in Ms Mikakos’s electorate
either; she might not be sure about that. Speaking on
the topic, Music Victoria’s chief executive, Patrick
Donovan, is quoted as saying:
Melbourne’s one of the top music cities in the world, a claim
backed up recently when Music Max [pay television channel]
concentrated on six great music cities in the world and one
was Melbourne …

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Today I
want to pay tribute to a previous member of this
chamber, George Crawford. George was born in
Prahran in 1926 and trained as a plumber. He joined the
plumbers union in 1944, was elected to the committee
of management in 1947 and subsequently filled many
positions at the union, which culminated in his being
branch secretary and general secretary for over
20 years. He was awarded a life membership of the
union in 1989.

Today and every day, as members of Parliament we
should be talking Victoria up. We should be talking
about what a great place it is to live, work and bring up
a family. We should be doing that every single day. My
expectation today and my expectation every day is that
those opposite will be talking up Victoria today and
saying what a great city Melbourne is to live in. The
people of Victoria are blessed with this government.

In the time that George was very active at the union,
many workplace conditions were won for members,
including holiday pay, sick pay, portable long service
leave, the industry-based superannuation fund Cbus and
benefits in workplace health and safety. George was a
very active member of the Victorian branch of the
Labor Party, being a union delegate at state conferences
from 1946 into the 1990s, and he held the positions of
state president and vice-president of the ALP. George
was elected to the Victorian state Parliament as an
MLC for Jika Jika, representing the electorate from
March 1985 to October 1992.

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On the
evening of 1 July I attended, along with my
parliamentary colleague Robin Scott, the member for
Preston in the other place, a celebration to mark the
60th Somali Independence Day. Dr Hussein Haraco,
president of the Somali Australian Council of Victoria,
hosted the event, which included national dancing and
singing. I thank the organisers for a great evening and
the opportunity to meet Australian Somali members of
our Victorian community.

A respected leader, devoted unionist and friend to
many, George will be sadly missed by all who knew
him.

Mr ELASMAR — On Thursday, 2 August, I
attended the Heidelberg Preschool mini-Olympic
games. I handed out medals to the four-year-olds, who
were highly delighted to receive them. The event was
sponsored by parents, who raised $1620 towards
furnishing the new room built from grant monies
already expended. It was a pleasant and memorable
occasion for everyone present.

Melbourne: livability rating
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
stand here proudly today, living in what is the world’s
most livable city for the second year in a row. We

Somali Independence Day

Heidelberg Preschool: mini-Olympics
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City of Darebin: volunteer awards
Mr ELASMAR — On Thursday, 3 August, I
attended the City of Darebin’s mayoral volunteers
award night, hosted by mayor Steven Tsitas. Many
volunteer organisations were presented with certificates
of recognition for their outstanding contribution to their
respective communities. Fiona Richardson, the member
for Northcote in the other place, was also in attendance
on the night. I thank council officers for their efforts in
organising a splendid evening.

Melba Support Services: 40th anniversary
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — On
11 July I had the great honour of joining the member
for Evelyn in the other place, Christine Fyffe, on a visit
to Melba Support Services in the Yarra Valley. It was a
terrific and uplifting experience. We met with Glenn
Foard, the chief executive officer, and with other
members of Melba Support Services, including Tracey,
Ron, Dominic and Cecilia.
I want to explain to the chamber what Melba’s mission
is, because it is a very professional organisation and one
most of us should have a closer look at. Its mission is to
assist individuals with a disability to lead everyday
lives. It wants to achieve this through a commitment to
respecting and safeguarding the human rights of all
people, including their right to be safe, well and free
from abuse and neglect; individuals being recognised
and accepted as valued and contributing members of
their community; and listening to and focusing on each
individual and the choices they make.
One of the things that will be happening with Melba is
the celebration of its 40th anniversary. A
40th anniversary for a disability support service is
remarkable. The work it does is of great value to the
local community. On my visit I met with people who
have real jobs within the community, and I have to say
it was just fabulous. One was working with IGA and
another with a local kindergarten. Melba has produced
a DVD to show how people with a disability can be
fully integrated into their community, resulting in
benefits to not only the person with a disability but also
the wider community. I encourage everybody to have a
look at this DVD and join me in celebrating 40 years of
Melba.

International Youth Day
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Last
Sunday was United Nations International Youth Day,
which is celebrated each year to recognise the efforts of
the world’s youth in enhancing global society. It also
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aims to promote ways to engage young people in
becoming more actively involved in making
contributions to their communities. This year the theme
is ‘Building a better world — partnering with youth’.
Whilst I welcome the Baillieu government’s recent
youth statement ‘Engage, Involve, Create’, to date this
is simply a set of nice words with no real substance
behind them. In fact the government’s actions
contradict its statement, which calls for increased
investment in education and training opportunities for
young people. Since coming to office the Baillieu
government has taken an axe to the dedicated funding
stream for youth mentoring and slashed funding to
TAFE, the Victorian certificate of applied learning and
other education and training programs. Only last week
Premier Baillieu confirmed that his government would
proceed with mandatory sentencing for juvenile
offenders.
If the Baillieu government wants to be serious about
tackling youth crime, then it has to ensure that young
people have an education and a job. Enabling Victoria’s
young people to build a better world requires investing
in their futures and a positive engagement with them.

Olympic Games: Australian athletes
Ms MIKAKOS — On another matter, I wish to
congratulate our returning Australian Olympians on
their hard work and dedication in representing Australia
at the London 2012 Olympic Games. I also take this
opportunity to congratulate the city of London and the
British people for a fabulous Olympic Games.

Potato growers: contract negotiations
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I wish to raise
a matter I raised with the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security, Peter Walsh, in an adjournment item
during the last sitting period. It relates to concerns
raised with me by potato growers from Ballarat about
the cost of production and competitiveness in a global
market, particularly in respect of the McCain Foods
processing plant in Ballarat.
During the winter recess I met again with Ballarat
potato growers, both contracted and uncontracted, and
they again raised their concerns about the costs of
production, particularly energy costs; and no doubt the
carbon tax will multiply that hardship. They also raised
the costs of water and fertiliser. I also met with
representatives of McCain Foods, who raised a number
of issues relating to the cost of processing in Australia
and the fact that they can get fully processed chips from
Belgium cheaper than the cost of producing them in
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Australia. This is alarming given that this is an iconic
Australian company.
What I was looking for from the minister — and I am
very happy to say I have just received advice — was for
the minister, through the Department of Primary
Industries, to support the need for growers to increase
productivity, and I am pleased to see that he has
introduced a Ballarat processing potato growers
competitive project. This is all about increasing
productivity and yield, which is really the only
opportunity that potato growers have to be competitive,
particularly those in the Ballarat area. I congratulate the
minister on starting this project, and I look forward to
seeing results for the Ballarat potato growers.

Gisborne: indoor sports stadium
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — As part
of delivering its election commitment to the electorate
of Macedon, the coalition government has
demonstrated its commitment to delivering sporting
facilities to this growing community with a $3.5 million
funding allocation for an indoor sports stadium in the
2012–13 state budget. The Gisborne indoor stadium
working group and the local community have displayed
hard work and dedication to this project. This is an
important facility for the community. The previous
government would not commit to this project, but this
government is working towards its delivery.
I had a very positive meeting last week with
representatives of the Gisborne netball and basketball
associations; the Macedon Ranges Shire Council and its
CEO, Peter Johnston; Gisborne Secondary College
principal, John Flanagan, vice-principal Janet DiPilla;
and Phillip Trengrove, an architect from the
Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development. There was a strong commitment to the
Gisborne Secondary College site from all parties
present. An understanding was reached regarding
council funding contributions, and user group
agreements for all parties are to be developed and
signed off on.
I am very pleased that this consensus has been reached
through discussion and understanding of the
requirements of all parties involved. The Baillieu
government remains focused on honouring its election
commitments, delivering for the communities we serve,
and listening and working together with people to
ensure positive outcomes.

3409

Women: local government
Mrs PETROVICH — Despite making up over
50 per cent of our population and being major
consumers of local government services, women
represent only 29 per cent of local councillors across
Victoria. The Shire of Gannawarra, one of the
municipalities in my electorate, has no women
councillors, while Greater Bendigo, Loddon and Swan
Hill councils each have only one woman councillor. I
strongly encourage women in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region to consider running for the
2012 local government elections. I speak on this with
some authority: I served as a councillor for the
Macedon Ranges Shire Council for several terms — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Higher education: TAFE funding
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Mitchell Shire
Council has stepped up to defend the interests of the
communities it represents. It is calling on the
Baillieu-Ryan government to reverse its unprecedented
decision to cut almost $300 million from Victoria’s
public TAFE providers. The council has sought a
guarantee from the government that no TAFE
campuses will be closed. It has expressed concern that
the cuts will put up to 1200 jobs at risk and lead to fee
rises, course closures and the eventual privatisation of
TAFE. Council considers that the cuts to TAFE are
particularly ill conceived at a time when there are
increasing job losses in other industries and an
Australia-wide skills shortage.
In contrast, the member for Seymour in the Assembly,
Cindy McLeish, has chosen to defend the government’s
TAFE cuts, claiming that there will be ample
opportunity for all Victorians to undergo training and
that the changes the government announced are better
targeting government investment. Clearly Ms McLeish
does not believe investment in TAFE is well targeted. I
call on the member for Seymour to defend the
community she has been elected to represent instead of
the government’s shocking decisions.

Sheepvention
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — I want to join
my colleagues Mr Ramsay and Mr Koch in
congratulating all the volunteers and producers who
exhibited at this year’s Sheepvention over two days. I
also note the hard work of all the volunteers from
Hamilton and surrounding areas who manned the gates
and the stalls.
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Food and fibre production: western Victoria
Mr O’BRIEN — I would also like to congratulate
Mr Walsh, the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security, on his response to an adjournment matter
concerning our food and fibre producers, particularly
the Growing Food and Fibre initiative that has been
announced, which will provide $61.4 million in the
2012–13 budget, including investment in the new
National (Southern) Red Meats Innovation Centre in
Hamilton.

National disability insurance scheme: Barwon
trial
Mr O’BRIEN — I would also like to join
Mr Ramsay in congratulating the Premier and the
Minister for Community Services, Ms Wooldridge, on
their leadership in resolving negotiations in relation to
the trial of the national disability insurance scheme
(NDIS) in the Barwon region, which is great news for
approximately 5000 people with a disability in that
region. It is of course a trial, and we join the Premier
and other leaders in calling for the commonwealth to
walk the walk as well as talk the talk in relation to
funding the NDIS. We look forward to the Premier
continuing the states’ leadership in that regard.

HM Prison Ararat: expansion project
Mr O’BRIEN — I would also like to congratulate
the Premier and Mr McIntosh, the Minister for
Corrections, on their leadership and tireless energy in
resolving the negotiations that brought to a resolution
issues around the construction of the Ararat prison
expansion at the Hopkins Correctional Centre. This is a
public-private partnership that was negotiated under the
previous Labor government, and it demonstrates that
putting substance over spin and ensuring that the best
outcome for all Victorians is a worthy goal for this
state.

East–west link: government support
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — The
M1 corridor and the West Gate Bridge and the
connections they provide are critical to the Victorian
economy, particularly to my electorate of Eastern
Victoria Region. The West Gate Bridge currently
carries more than 165 000 vehicles per day, and the
Eastern Freeway carries more than 140 000 vehicles per
day. A number of incidents in recent weeks have
brought the M1 corridor to a standstill, reinforcing just
how important this corridor is and how critical it is to
have an alternative to it.
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Labor used to support an alternative to the West Gate
Bridge. It commissioned the east–west link needs
assessment by Sir Rod Eddington, which reported in
March 2008. Former Premier John Brumby is reported
to have said:
I think what is undeniable, in Rod Eddington’s report, is that
the city does need a second east–west crossing …
… one way or another we’ve got to address this issue of a
second east–west crossing…

What is the Labor Party’s position now? It is opposed
to the east–west link. In its battle for the seat of
Melbourne it abandoned any sense of rational policy
decision making in its short-term desperation to retain
the seat. On 17 July the Herald Sun reported
Mr Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition, as saying, ‘I
do not support a tunnel’.
Regrettably the federal government does not support
the east–west tunnel or other east–west connections
either, but fortunately the Abbott federal opposition has
committed $1.5 billion to this project if elected to
government at the next federal election — —
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane should
desist from interjecting.
Mr O’DONOHUE — The Labor Party has
abandoned good policy in the interests of short-term
political gain. It is most regrettable, but the government
is committed to the east–west link.

Jonathan Huang
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
February this year, whilst on an official trip to Taipei as
guests of the government of the Republic of China,
Taiwan, three members of this Parliament, the
Honourable Bruce Atkinson, the Honourable Tim
Holding, the member for Lyndhurst in the other place,
and yours truly, met with Mr Jonathon Huang, world
president of the World Taiwanese Chambers of
Commerce.
As a businessman who lives in Sydney, Mr Huang was
interested to meet three members of this Parliament. He
revealed to us his passion for St John Ambulance in
Sydney. In the past he has shown his support by
donating ambulances, so he put a challenge to the three
of us that if we joined him at the World Taiwanese
Chambers of Commerce Congress in Sydney in April,
he would donate an ambulance to St John Ambulance
Victoria. The three of us travelled to the conference in
Sydney, accompanied by the chairman of St John
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Ambulance Victoria, Mr Cameron Oxley, and a pledge
was made that day.
On Sunday, 7 July, during the Taiwanese Chambers of
Commerce in Oceania conference held at the Windsor
Hotel, a brand new, fully kitted out ambulance was
presented to St John Ambulance Victoria. The CEO,
Mr Stephen Horton, told us at the handover ceremony
that such a gift will do much to inspire the
3000 volunteers of St John Ambulance Victoria. We
applaud Mr Jonathan Huang for this amazing gesture
and thank him for his generosity and support of this
very worthy charity.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That, under section 33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act
2003, the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee is required to inquire into, consider and report no
later than the last Thursday in April 2013 on the causes of the
Yallourn brown coal mine flooding on 6 June 2012 and the
implications for the environment, worker safety and energy
supply of such events.

This was a major interruption to a piece of energy
infrastructure for which no-one seems to want to take
any responsibility. While the government has initiated
its own geotechnical inquiry into the direct causes of
the collapse, there was a long series of decisions made
to configure the mine in this particular way and further
inquiry is needed into those very decisions that set up
the disaster. I propose to go through some of the time
line associated with this.
In 1999 tenders were called to divert the Morwell River
around a proposed expansion of the coalmine. That was
after an environment effects statement had been
completed, but at the time of the calling of those tenders
the tenderers were encouraged to submit alternative
proposals that would be more cost effective. A
particular engineering group came up with an
alternative involving re-routing the river back through
the old workings on an embankment. The alternative
design involved placing 13 million cubic metres of
mine overburden across a diversion of some
3.5 kilometres in length and a 1.3-kilometre tunnel
underneath — in other words, creating a new piece of
land and diverting the river over that land and the
tunnel that was to be part of the operations of the mine.
As was claimed by the engineering group and
TRUenergy, this led to a saving of $80 million to the
coalminer. The cost of the diversion was $120 million,
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and it was officially opened by then Premier John
Brumby in 2005. He cut the ribbon on something that
seven years later collapsed, and while I do not mourn
the departure of Mr Brumby from this place, it is times
like this when I wish he was still here so I could hold
him to account for a project he initiated. TRUenergy
claimed at the time that there would be significant
ecological improvements to the river habitat as a result
of moving the river.
In October 2005 TRUenergy won an Engineers
Australia Australian engineering excellence award for
this el cheapo and, as we now know, risky option. In
winning the award it beat out the Craigieburn bypass,
the synchrotron, the Eildon dam upgrade, the
Melbourne Airport main runway and the Skilled
Stadium eastern stadium development. I certainly hope
that none of those projects suffer the same fate as
Yallourn, but I think the Victorian division of
Engineers Australia needs to seriously look at stripping
its endorsement and award for this project or taking
some responsibility for the disaster that has unfolded.
Of course these disasters are becoming almost
commonplace in the Latrobe Valley. On Wednesday,
14 November 2007 TRUenergy announced there had
been a major subsidence as the La Trobe River fell into
the pit, damaging equipment and halting coal
production. Luckily there were no injuries to personnel.
More recently we have seen subsidence at the
Hazelwood mine which put the Princes Highway out of
action for months. By 18 March 2008 Yallourn could
announce it had put the La Trobe River back where it
belongs in its own riverbed.
Since this collapse we have seen a small drip-feed from
the TRUenergy Yallourn operator — three media
releases since the collapse and little more. There is
certainly not enough information in those press releases
for us to understand what happened, why, how the
events unfolded and what the fatal flaw was in the
design that led to — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mrs Petrovich interjects — —
Mrs Petrovich interjected.
Mr BARBER — I am sorry. I did not see
Ms Crozier’s lips move, but from my left I heard the
interjection, ‘It rained’.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
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Mr BARBER — Well, I am getting old and my
peripheral vision is failing. Mr Ramsay would
understand.
It is an act of God. We do not need this inquiry; it was
an act of God. Certainly by 19 June the government had
conducted an inquiry and absolved itself from
responsibility. This article in ‘ABC news online’,
headed ‘Minister says Yallourn flooding was out of
government’s hands’, reports:
The state government denies the flooding of the Yallourn
coalmine could have been prevented by more thorough
government oversight.

There is some background with which we are now
familiar. The Minister for Energy and Resources,
Mr O’Brien, is quoted as having said:
Certainly we will be investigating to work out the causes of it
and to work out whether the structures that were in place were
up to standards, and if not what lessons can be learnt for the
future.

He said also:
But certainly when natural events of that magnitude occur, I
don’t necessarily know if there’s anything that any particular
department can do to prevent that.

The minister may not necessarily know, but I want to
know and Victorians need to know, because when you
have a power grid based on a small number of big,
dumb and centralised coal-fired power stations, you are
at risk from any catastrophic loss of any one of those
power stations, especially as we now know coal-fired
power can be intermittent and weather dependent.
There could be another case for a change in the way we
provide and distribute power here in Victoria.
The government has already absolved itself from any
responsibility due to lack of supervision, and
Mr O’Brien’s attention will be given to looking
elsewhere, apparently — possibly for some design
fault. For that reason alone the government should
support my move for an inquiry, because this project
went through multiple levels of approval by state and
federal governments over the period when the Labor
Party was in charge.
Some people say we have too much red tape in this
country. Some people want to strip the number of
approval processes required to be gone through. Some
people — Julia Gillard is one of them — would like to
make state governments responsible for approvals
under the federal Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. This development
went through all those processes, won an engineering
excellence award at the end of them, was launched in
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2005 by John Brumby, then the Minister for State and
Regional Development, and collapsed less than seven
years later, shutting down three-quarters of the power
station.
It is not merely a question of what exactly caused the
particular collapse at the particular time but also how
that design fault was allowed to be built in and how,
despite all those ministers for planning and
environment and all the material that was considered,
not just in an EES (environment effects statement) but
in a supplementary EES process, with numerous
consultants reports, engineering studies, environmental
studies and no doubt river flow analyses — this was
supposed to be good for a 1-in-1000-year event,
according to TRUenergy — at the end of all that, it
went wrong. Members of the government do not sound
like they have much of an appetite to know, but the
citizenry might.
When it comes to the environmental impacts — this
project was supposed to create a net environmental
improvement, even though it was moving a river over a
pile of recently moved earth — we are now pumping
dirty water back into the river, and ultimately it is going
into the Ramsar-listed — that is, federally recognised,
nationally significant — Gippsland Lakes. There is no
publicly available information to hand about the quality
of that water — the minister says he is monitoring it —
or the impacts of that.
In fact the Environment Defenders Office has written to
Tony Burke, the federal Minister for Sustainability,
Environment, Water, Population and Communities,
asking whether this would be a controlled action having
a significant impact on matters of national significance.
Soon enough, when Julia Gillard has her way, those
same decisions will be made by state governments, and
we will in effect be asking a question of someone who
is more or less the proponent of the project. My
understanding is that there has been no answer from
Mr Burke yet.
There are already a few takeaways. First of all, moving
rivers is not such a good idea and not an easy thing to
achieve. This is from a government that says it is going
to turn the Latrobe Valley into the new Pilbara with a
massive expansion of coalmining down there. Latrobe
Valley mines are repeat offenders — the Princes
Highway incident, the La Trobe River incident and now
the Morwell River incident. The Victorian government
is not managing it. Minister O’Brien was able to
absolve himself within a couple of days from any
failure of oversight. I do not know whether he wants to
have broader inquiries into whose idea this was in the
first place. Pursuing a continuous or even increased
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expansion of mining in the Latrobe Valley is a bad idea
for reasons that have been argued many times. Here is
one more.
I am hopeful the government will support some further
inquiries into this. I do not think its limited geotechnical
assessment after the fact is necessarily going to answer
the broader question. It is a bit like my favourite
television show, Air Crash Investigation. That is one of
the best things that is on TV at the time of night that I
normally get home. You get to wind down. What
always happens in Air Crash Investigation is that a
plane crashes. There is always a simple, immediate
explanation as to how that happened, but there is also
usually a root cause, and by the end of each episode we
get to find out what that root cause is.
Ms Crozier — Do we really need to hear this?
Mr BARBER — Ms Crozier says she does not need
to hear this.
Ms Crozier — A television program.
Mr BARBER — This is a 1500-watt power station.
Mrs Petrovich — It is not about your viewing
habits.
Mr BARBER — I think you will find when you get
right down to it that all arguments are based on
analogy. In this case it is about the Liberal
government’s stomach for an open public inquiry into
what government members must admit is damaging
infrastructure as part our energy supply. The Liberal
government has constantly claimed that shutting down
Hazelwood would cause the lights to go out. Shutting
down Yallourn did not do that, so there is another
question for this inquiry.
The Liberal government claimed that a 2.3 cents per
kilowatt hour carbon tax would cause the lights to go
out. The Premier, the Deputy Premier and the Minister
for Energy and Resources embarrassed themselves by
claiming that those measures would cause the lights to
go out. Yet when they were faced with a very real-life
disaster, the first thing they did was run to the media
saying, ‘Don’t worry; there is no danger to power
supply’.
When it is a matter of rhetorical political debate,
coalition members will claim it is the end of the world,
but when stuff gets real they suddenly have to take
things a bit more seriously. It is not a student politics
debating society anymore; it is about essential
infrastructure, and that is why I am taking this matter
very seriously. That is why I am initiating a call for an
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inquiry into what happened, and that inquiry should go
back all the way to 1999 and the initiation of this
particular infrastructure project so we can find out what
went wrong.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It has
been a little bit perplexing to listen to Mr Barber’s
contribution, considering that this type of power station
is one that ultimately Mr Barber wants to close down.
He would have us completely abandon the Latrobe
Valley as our major power source and instead rely upon
wind and solar. Certainly I have not come across any
technologies of that sort that can supply the baseload
power that coal is able to supply in such a cheap
manner so as to provide the people of Victoria with a
reliable power source.
During his contribution Mr Barber eloquently pointed
out that this project, the Morwell river diversion, was a
legacy of the previous government. I could always join
in that juggernaut and throw it in with all the other
legacies that coalition members have to deal with. I am
not going to be so cruel this morning, but I could
certainly go down that track if prompted to do so.
In this case we had a massive amount of rainfall,
rainfall that some predicted we would never have again.
Mr Flannery may be one of them; he certainly seems to
be an icon that Mr Barber would worship. Mr Flannery
said we would not have the rainfalls we are currently
seeing; in fact he said it would never rain again, so is it
any wonder that when a massive amount of rain does
fall there are land shifts? When weight increases in the
soil structure around an excavation and loads are placed
on those soil structures, eventually those structures can
no longer cope with the weight.
An investigation looking into this matter is currently
being conducted by the Department of Primary
Industries (DPI) under the Mineral Resources
(Sustainable Development) Act 1990 to determine both
the root cause of the failure and whether there has been
any breach of the statutory requirements on the part of
the mine operator. We are not just going to fly into this
thing and start chucking blame around; we are going to
undertake a proper investigation into what has
occurred.
This is standard practice for an incident of this nature,
and hopefully we will learn from what has happened
and will be able to avoid further incidents of this nature
in the future as well as providing long-term solutions
for future projects that utilise the Latrobe Valley or in
fact any other mining operation in this state. We may
even find that other states can learn from what has
happened at the Yallourn site. They can learn about
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what has happened to our project, see what may have
gone wrong or what could have gone better and then
themselves try to ensure that they do not suffer the
same consequences as we have faced.
The investigation team is comprised of a Department of
Primary Industries lead investigator and an external
expert, and the investigation has been set up within the
department. The external expert is a gentleman by the
name of Keith Seddon, who is a geotechnical expert
with experience in civil construction structures. He can
establish the facts because he knows what he is looking
at, he knows what he is looking for in the failure of the
structures that were in place, and he would also know
what is reasonable to ask of a structure and what was
actually done and whether it was done in a manner that
could have caused a different outcome. He has been to
the site and been able to look firsthand at the issues
behind what happened at the Yallourn operation and
actually get to see how the earth moved and what the
contributing factors were.
This technical investigation will be made public. We
are not going to be hiding anything. It is not going to be
hidden in a cupboard or put under a cloak and made to
magically disappear into the ether; we are going to
make this report public. While there is no deadline at
this time for the report to be provided, it is important to
know that the work being done in this investigation will
be thorough, that it will flesh out all of the issues that
contributed to the incident, that all of the facts will be
gathered, and all of those facts and the information that
has been brought together will then be analysed in a
methodical manner by engineers and experts.
Sometimes the urge besets us here in Parliament to
perhaps go off on a little bit of a political tangent. Let it
never be said, but I get the feeling that when an inquiry
is undertaken sometimes there is a desire by some to
put a political spin upon what is being investigated.
Certainly by getting a panel of experts, by getting a
group of people who have got the knowledge base
necessary to analyse exactly what is going on, we are
going to get the best outcome, we are going to get the
best possible report of the information brought back to
us so that we know exactly what happened and how to
avoid it in the future.
As I said, in terms of experts, we have got the people
from DPI coming in. We have also got people from the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA), and as this is
a major mining operation, WorkSafe Victoria needs to
be involved to ensure that such incidents do not put
workers in jeopardy in the future. Those organisations
have the appropriate expertise and have knowledge
about how to make investigations such as these work.
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They do this sort of stuff on a daily basis. They look
into the facts, they look into exactly what the
circumstances were that caused an issue to arise and
they can make recommendations about how to remedy
those issues.
The fact of the matter is that brown coal generates
93 per cent of the state of Victoria’s electricity. As I
said earlier on, it is simple: the Greens would shut that
down. Ninety-three per cent of our energy production
would go if the Greens had their way. That is
completely unsustainable, and I can tell you now that I
will never support such an act of complete suicide when
it comes to our industrial capacity or our way of life in
this state.
After the initial incident the EPA was satisfied that the
circumstances of the breach warranted what is known
as an emergency environmental discharge under
section 30A of the Environment Protection Act 1970. It
decided this approval needed to be given. It has a set of
stringent conditions to ensure that discharge is
monitored and managed in such a manner as to ensure
that it will not do long-term damage to the
environment. In this case the EPA requires TRUenergy
to use an independently accredited laboratory to sample
and test water that has been discharged into the
La Trobe River three times a week and report these
results back to the EPA. It has to pay for an
independent laboratory to go and take samples of water
three times a week to ensure that there is limited or no
contamination and that there will be no long-term
effects of water being put into — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — They will be checking the
turbidity. I almost have the eyesight of Mr Barber, who
could not see the identity of a member from across the
chamber. But in any case, the water is tested for its
temperature, pH levels, suspended and total dissolved
solids, turbidity, colour, salt levels, nutrients and
minerals.
The results have so far indicated that the water is more
cloudy due to silt being in it; these are the same results
that would be received if there were a flood. The dirt
gets churned up, and it gets a little bit cloudy. A little
bit of mud goes down the river. It is pretty much stock
standard stuff. Basically the water discharged from the
mine has increased the amount of mud and muck going
into the river. The impacts are being monitored. It is
expected that there will be a minor impact on the river
and no impact at all on the Gippsland Lakes. By the
time it gets to the bottom of the river and then to the
Gippsland Lakes, the river returns to its normal, natural
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state. There has been no problem with the mineral
content or heavy metals in the water. I will not say the
word ‘metallic’; it is something else. It is more like the
minerals you would find in a mine. The testing of the
water at this time has shown it to be a little muddy, but
that is all.

approved. A lot of work was put into the diversion, but
unfortunately something along the way went drastically
wrong. We want to make sure that that never happens
again. SMEC designed the diversion and, as Mr Barber
pointed out, won the Victorian engineering excellence
award for urban and regional infrastructure.

The Morwell River bypass pipes are being brought
online. They will enable a proper river flow to be
established. Instead of the water going into the mine
and then being pumped out of it, a diversion will be
made whereby pipes will carry water directly from the
Morwell River to the La Trobe River rather than it
going into the mine and getting pumped out. That will
reduce the possibility of water contamination. I am sure
that once we have that in place we can start looking at
the broader issues of what needs to be done to ensure
that it does not happen again.

At the time of the diversion and the embankment failure
the Morwell River flows were at high levels and the
flooding was further exacerbated by a backup of water
coming from the La Trobe River. A substantial amount
of water was involved. The Morwell River began to
enter the mine on 6 June. Both TRUenergy and the
Department of Primary Industries are studying the
causes of the Morwell River diversion failure, and the
lessons learnt from the incident will be important in
determining how to best manage Latrobe Valley mine
stability in the future.

Mr Barber talked about the energy security of the
Yallourn site. A total of 75 per cent of its capacity has
been returned. TRUenergy has established a reliable
coal supply for its power station, and it can keep three
of its four generators going. It should warm the cockles
of Mr Barber’s heart to hear that coal is being burnt and
is producing electricity for the people of Victoria. Three
out of their four generators are currently working.

It is important to note that the diversion failure was
fundamentally different to the other mine instability
issues that Mr Barber highlighted in his contribution. In
this case the failure occurred in a constructed
embankment rather than being associated with batter
movement, or the movement of soils over one another.
Rather, this is a constructed piece of infrastructure and
is something that was put together by people. In the
cases of the other issues we are dealing with relating to
the movement of soil in the region, that is more to do
with the fact that there is a movement of soil that has
been there forever. Work has been done to dig out the
coal that we need for our energy security, and certainly
there have been some issues that have needed to be
dealt with, but they are totally different to the matter we
are discussing today.

At the moment low flows in the Morwell River are
being managed by directly pumping the water. As I
said, later we will have pipes in place to create a proper
diversion. DPI expects to receive the design approval in
the near future, and, aided by independent technical
experts, it has commenced an investigation into the
cause of the breach of the Morwell River diversion. It is
looking at why this has happened and how it can
prevent it from ever happening again.
Even with only three of the four generators working at
the Yallourn power station, we have been told there is
sufficient capacity to meet a maximum demand that
happens in 1 of 10 summers. Should we have another
instance of there being a number of days in a summer
that are above 40 degrees and everyone switches on
their air conditioners at home, the power network will
have the ability to accommodate the load that suddenly
comes onto the network. We have our power security in
place. We have the ability to deal with any of the
predicted challenges in relation to energy demands in
Victoria.
Mr Barber supplied a brief history of the Morwell River
diversion. It was officially opened in 2005, and the
designers of the river diversion won awards for it at the
time. The plans were peer reviewed by engineering
experts at the request of DPI prior to them being

Over the past three years DPI and the Technical
Review Board established to advise on mine stability
have undertaken fundamental reviews of the three large
Latrobe Valley coalmines. From this DPI has
progressed to more detailed examination of particular
issues within the mines and engagement with mine
management to determine actions to address areas of
concern. We are not just rolling back on our heels
saying, ‘Oh, well, that happened’; we are actually
getting on with the job of being a government and
saying, ‘Right, we need to get this sorted out because it
is not good enough. What has happened in the past is
not good enough; we want a solution to what is causing
disruptions not only to river flows but to traffic flows
on the Princes Highway’.
Although the Morwell River diversion was identified
by the Technical Review Board and DPI experts as an
area of concern as to how the structure could handle
critical loading, the Technical Review Board
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recommended further peer reviews of technical
reports — to have a look at what was going on instead
of just jumping to conclusions. The failure that
occurred on 5 June was not envisaged in any expert
advice. The DPI has been working with TRUenergy
and other agencies to facilitate essential actions and
approvals to ensure that remedial works are designed
and implemented appropriately. The department will
continue to undertake further technical studies where
necessary to improve on current knowledge and support
this work.
I think it goes without saying that we will not be
supporting this motion, as we feel the investigation
currently being undertaken by a professional group of
people who know what they are doing and who have
the ability to look at and fully appreciate and
understand the data will be able to give us a better
outcome — one which is not slighted by any sort of
political agenda and which will provide us with
information that can be used into the future to ensure
that such an incident does not occur again.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I must say that if
the government put Mr Elsbury up to reassure us all
that everything was under control, it failed. With all due
respect to Mr Elsbury, his technical skill in relation to a
complex matter saw him resort to saying that the river
might be a ‘bit more murky’ than normal and that this
was a project put together by ‘people’. Thank goodness
it was put together by people and not monkeys.
This motion is about trying to give the people of
Victoria, through its representatives in this place, the
opportunity to have a review and investigation into a
critical incident that may well have caused significant
economic damage to Victoria. We will be supporting
this motion, and the basis upon which we will be
supporting it might be a bit different to the reasons
given by Mr Barber and certainly quite a contrast to the
position put forward by the government. Mr Elsbury
has essentially said that we should all be reassured by
the fact that the Department of Primary Industries (DPI)
is investigating this matter. Of course the Department
of Primary Industries had a role in overseeing the
project, so what Mr Elsbury and the government are
proposing is that, for whatever reason this incident
occurred, the appropriate people to investigate it are the
people who oversaw it. By almost any standard of
inquiry I think that would be a fairly unacceptable
process.
We see no problem in investigating what occurred. I
think Mr Barber would like to go down the blame game
path in this, but we on the Labor side have nothing to
fear from an investigation. Indeed we have consistently
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in this place argued for the increased use of
parliamentary committees. Whether they be joint
parliamentary committees or Legislative Council
committees, we have consistently, both in government
and now in opposition, supported the principle that
parliamentary committees are a good and useful
process to get progress on matters of complex issues,
and matters of public interest in particular.
The coalmining structures in the Latrobe Valley are
absolutely vital to Victoria’s economic position.
Perhaps unlike members of the Greens and the
government and the Liberal Party, we have a balanced
view about how the issue of coalmining in this state
should be managed and developed. It was a Labor
government that invested in low carbon technologies
for the coal industry. It was a Labor government that
supported comprehensive policies in relation to
sustainable energy. It was a Labor government that
supported programs like hot rock technologies and a
raft of other things.
The Liberal Party in coming to government has just
about killed the sustainable industries, particularly
wind. Labor does not support the position of the Greens
that everything coal is bad. We do not. We believe that
in Victoria a low carbon economy, ironically coal — if
we can get the technologies right to reduce carbon
emissions — may well be part of the solution. And it
will require a significant investment by whoever is in
government to get the low carbon technologies
functional in a way that they can assist this state. Coal
underpins our economic structure in this state, and we
need to recognise that we will be for many years in the
future reliant upon that energy source to maintain our
economic position. That is not to say that we should not
be comprehensively and completely investigating
strategies and technologies to reduce emissions.
In relation to this issue clearly there has been a
significant failure of engineering. I do not believe it is
appropriate for this Parliament to rely simply upon the
Department of Primary Industries — a department
which is under attack from this government, which has
been downsized by this government and which industry
is now saying it cannot rely on to provide the
information and support it needs because of the cuts
occurring in it — to in effect investigate itself.
None of us knows where the cause of this engineering
failure lies. None of us knows whether it was in the
technical work or the construction or whether it lies in
the system of establishing the methodologies in the first
place. If it lies somewhere there or in the supervision of
the project, then DPI may well have been part of the
cause of the problem. Unless there is an independent
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investigation, given the significance of this industry and
this incident to Victoria and to the Victorian economy, I
think it is appropriate that the Parliament have an
opportunity to review what has occurred.
All the technical experts DPI is using to undertake this
investigation would presumably be made available to
the parliamentary committee for advice and the
parliamentary committee could hear those testimonies.
If the government chose not to make those experts
available, the parliamentary committee of course has
the power to subpoena people. We believe this would
be an appropriate process, an appropriate way to
reassure the people of Victoria that this matter is being
properly investigated so as to protect Victoria’s
interests into the future by preventing future
engineering failures of the sort that resulted in this
problem.
It is reasonable to say that the rain incident may have
been a contributing factor, but I would have thought
that the engineering design should have been such that
the mine was capable of withstanding that incident. I
heard Mr Elsbury referring to our having four days
above 40 degrees, but I am not sure whether that has
occurred under this government or not. I am not sure
those opposite have actually had that pressure, but I can
tell you that in our 11 years of government we had such
incidents, because we had 10 years of drought and
increased temperatures. We had those problems, and
we put in place strategies to cope with them.
I find it extraordinary that the government and the
Liberal Party have their heads in the sand around these
climate issues. It is quite extraordinary. It is all very
well for them to say, ‘We didn’t need the desalination
plant and we didn’t need to invest in the northern
irrigation project because it has rained since we were
elected’. I remind them, however, of something they
should bear in mind. I have been reading media reports
about the fact that El Niño is returning. Those opposite
better hope that between now and the next election they
do not need the desalination plant we built, because
they might have to eat their words if El Niño hits and
we go back into the same weather pattern the Labor
government had for 10 of its 11 years in office.
Those opposite might want to keep their heads in the
sand, excuse this incident as the result of a high rainfall
occurrence and say we do not need the desal plant, we
do not need the northern irrigation project and
everything is fine, but you cannot plan for the security
of this state on that basis. You have to plan for the
security of this state by ensuring that we have a
comprehensive and reliable source of energy, firstly
through Victoria’s coal infrastructure and coal
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advantage and doing things about reducing emissions in
that space and secondly through making sure we have
other comprehensive energy options in Victoria —
sustainable energy options, including wind, hot rock
technology and solar.
We need to make sure those things are in place, and
killing those programs — destroying the wind energy
system through planning regulation — is not going to
do Victoria any good into the future. It is unreliable for
this state government to say that the state can depend
entirely on coal into the future when the whole world is
moving to a low-carbon economy. We have to get with
the action. We have to get with the program in relation
to this. The whole world is moving in that direction,
and the Latrobe Valley is happy to move in that
direction. The Latrobe Valley community sees coal as
part of the future and as part of the low-carbon
economy solution, provided governments invest in the
technologies to make sure we can reduce those
emissions.
The decision by the government to use its 21 votes in
this chamber to not have an investigation into a critical
incident which could well have affected the energy
security of Victoria — to not open that to parliamentary
scrutiny — says a lot about where this government sits.
It says a lot about the fact that when those opposite
were in opposition they cried all the time about
scrutiny — all the time. We had select committee after
select committee and the public administration and
finance committee all banging on about scrutiny. The
opposition — the Labor Party — is prepared to have a
further investigation and more scrutiny. This
infrastructure was constructed under the Labor
government. We have nothing to hide about it. We
would like to know what occurred. We would like to
know the cause of this problem, and we do not believe
it is appropriate for a department to investigate what
comes under its own responsibility. You cannot have an
independent inquiry reporting for the department that
was overseeing the project. It just defies all the logic of
scrutiny of government administration.
I suggest the government have a good rethink about this
and decide that for once it will support an inquiry by a
parliamentary committee that it chairs and has a
majority on. The Liberal Party has a majority of
members on this committee, and it holds the chair.
There is surely nothing to fear from an inquiry into an
incident so critical to Victoria’s interests. I call on the
government to rethink its position.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Mr Elsbury, on behalf of the government, reassured us
that all the proper authorities are running the proper
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investigations. He listed the Department of Primary
Industries, WorkCover and the Environment Protection
Authority and described them as the experts. However,
the reason we are here having this debate is that these
and other experts signed off on the original design in
this location against alternative options and they
continued to sign off in the sense that they were the
regulators of the project in the subsequent seven years.
It ended in disaster, and we still do not know why.
I am perfectly satisfied for those agencies to go ahead
and do their investigations, but I want them to know
that a parliamentary committee will be not only
oversighting their forward-looking investigations but
also going back through the chain of evidence to the
original approvals, to all the submissions these agencies
would have made publicly and internally, to the original
approval, to the advice they gave to ministers to
approve this development and so forth. Then we may
be satisfied as to what exactly went wrong, not just in
an engineering and geotechnical sense but in a
regulatory sense — that is, in the sense of the
responsibilities of government to oversight these sorts
of problems and avoid them in the future.
I suppose I could undertake a massive exercise of
calling for documents, conducting FOIs and calling
some of these agencies before various parliamentary
committees, but it would be a lot better if the
government, through a committee it controls, were to
set up an inquiry that reviewed and interviewed these
experts as they go about doing their job. It would be a
simple, easy and contained way for the government to
provide the reassurances that Mr Elsbury wanted to
simply give us here today through his own words. He
told us that there is no risk to power supplies in the
event of a 1 in 10 summer climate event. He is playing
the odds on that one. We have a power supply in
Victoria that is 99.998 per cent reliable, and it is only
on 0.002 per cent of occasions that power is
unavailable. That is a pretty high burden. Some of this
is weather dependent.
Mr Elsbury — I reckon about 90 per cent of your
facts are only made up, but anyway.
Mr BARBER — I am sorry, Mr Elsbury; do you
think I just made up that number?
Mr Elsbury — Where did you get that from? Can
you cite?
Mr BARBER — Do your homework, friend! Since
you represent the government and you purport to
reassure the people of Victoria in regard to energy
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security, get to know the basic elements of the
regulatory environment.
Mr Elsbury — I will do my homework.
Mr BARBER — We could have a wind-up doll in
here repeating words written for it by someone else, but
even if everything that Mr Elsbury said turned out to be
true — and even he does not know that yet because
only time will tell on some of those elements — there is
the question of what option will be selected to fix the
current infrastructure. Are they going to simply pile all
the dirt back up where it came from — this previously
moved fill they decided to divert the river over the top
of — that is, do a patch-up job and leave things as they
are? We know that by doing it that way the proponent
saves itself, I think, almost 30 per cent of its original
costs. Or is the government going to say, ‘No — failed
the first time; don’t trust it a second time. You are
going to need to offer some really extensive
engineering options’.
What does the company’s insurer say about all of this?
I would like to hear from it because if there are
significant costs involved in a safer option, I suspect
this company is going to have its hand out for
compensation. I suspect this incident has already
increased the premiums on coal-fired power stations
and mines in the Latrobe Valley, and I suspect some of
them will be looking at self-insurance. That will of
course impact on their financial stability and their
appetite for risk. There are reverberations all the way
through there that I do not think Mr Elsbury was
willing or able to canvass.
It is already costing us a lot. This power station being
out of business has boosted the wholesale power price.
If Mr Elsbury is wrong and there is not enough power
come summer, we will see huge spikes in the power
price that will dwarf anything the carbon price could
have ever delivered, even in his wildest
exaggerations — I mean 2.3 cents per kilowatt hour!
Wait till Mr Elsbury sees the price spiking at $10 per
kilowatt hour on those hot days in January and
February, and he will understand the financial impact
this can have.
Depending on which patch-up or wholly new option
DPI ultimately decides to approve, there will be a
significant cost to this company as well, and I am
concerned that taxpayers dollars will go into this
without the accountability that a parliamentary inquiry
would quite simply and routinely have delivered. It is
disappointing that the government will not support that.

HEALTH: DIESEL EMISSIONS
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Motion negatived.

HEALTH: DIESEL EMISSIONS
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the minister’s answers to a
question without notice and supplementary question on
19 June 2012 regarding diesel emissions health studies.

When we last met in this chamber, the International
Agency for Research on Cancer, a subgroup of the
World Health Organisation (WHO), had just classified
diesel engine exhaust as a carcinogen. It is now known
without a doubt that diesel pollution causes cancer,
most commonly lung cancer.
Residents of the inner western suburbs live in a cloud of
diesel exhaust, as more than 21 000 trucks travel
through our streets every single day. Our residential
streets look like a truck superhighway, and truck
numbers are increasing rapidly — for example,
night-time truck traffic on Moore Street in Footscray
has increased almost five-fold over 10 years. The
Maribyrnong Weekly reports:
Australia’s largest port is due to double freight traffic from
2.5 million containers a year to more than 5 million by
2025 — about 4 million via Swanson Dock.

The majority of containers from Swanson Dock are
carried through our inner west residential streets on
trucks. Is it the government’s plan that these additional
trucks will also travel on our streets? Each truck spews
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out diesel exhaust, which is then inhaled by families
who are in their homes, walking the streets or at the
local park. Schools, kindergartens and child-care
centres are in a diesel cloud as a result of being located
within metres of truck routes. The residents of the inner
west are exposed to more pollution than the average
Melbournian; their exposure is thousands of times
greater.
Yarraville West Primary School and Yarraville Special
Development School are within 150 metres of
Williamstown Road and its traffic of 1500 trucks per
day, and they are within 200 metres of Francis Street,
which has traffic of more than 5500 trucks every day.
The kids at those two schools are exposed to the
exhaust of a total of 7000 trucks per day within
200 metres of their school. Kingsville Primary School
on Somerville Road has at least 1000 trucks per day
driving past its school fence. Norfolk Street Child Care
Centre is within 100 metres of the exhaust of the
5600 trucks that travel along Francis Street every day.
Merriwa Kindergarten has traffic of around 1000 trucks
per day that are 100 metres from its playground on
Somerville Road. Clare Court Children’s Service has
more than 2500 trucks driving past it every day,
150 metres from its play rooms. Corpus Christi
Catholic Primary School on Geelong Road has
4000 trucks driving past its front door every day, filling
the air with diesel exhaust. Students at St Augustine’s
Primary School are exposed to the exhaust of
2000 trucks that pass their school’s fence every day.
Yarraville Gardens is bordered by two truck routes. If
you were to spend the day in the gardens, you would be
exposed to the diesel fumes of around 4000 trucks. It is
not exactly a pleasant place for a picnic.
Diesel exhaust now belongs in the same potentially
deadly category as asbestos and passive cigarette
smoke. Would we put up with 4000 cigarette smokers
standing on the fence-line of the Corpus Christi
Catholic Primary School? That is the number of trucks
blowing diesel exhaust outside the school. The
government would not sit back and allow 2000 smokers
to puff smoke over St Monica’s Parish Primary School.
That is the number of trucks that pass by each day.
Now we know that diesel exhaust is in the same
category as asbestos and passive cigarette smoke, it is
time to do something about it.
I raised this issue at the last sitting when WHO had just
released its report. The minister said he had seen the
report and was going to respond to it in due course.
Part 5 of the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008, for
which the minister is responsible, allows the minister to
either initiate a public inquiry or undertake a health
impact assessment.
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It is clear that the inner west community has been
exposed to high levels of diesel exhaust from trucks,
and we now know that diesel exhaust is a carcinogen
and causes cancer. The Minister for Health has had
time to look at the World Health Organisation report, so
there is no excuse for him not being ready to respond
today. It is unfortunate that the minister is not in the
chamber; I hoped that he would be here so that he
would be able to respond. On behalf of the inner west
community, I ask that the minister act now to either
initiate a public inquiry or undertake a health impact
assessment looking at truck diesel exhaust and its
impacts on the inner west community and identify
solutions to reduce its impact.
With the construction of the regional rail link now
under way, I believe this is an opportune time to also
investigate the impact of diesel exhaust from the
regional rail link project on communities along the line.
Without electrification of the regional rail link,
communities along the corridor will face increases in
diesel pollution from trains. We now know that diesel
exhaust from trucks and trains is a carcinogen: it causes
cancer. It is time to act to identify the health impacts
and how best to mitigate them. To sit back and do
nothing would be to jeopardise the health of thousands
of people in the west. Will the health minister now act
to protect the western suburbs community from
cancer-causing diesel fumes?
I repeat that I am very disappointed that the minister is
not in the chamber today. He obviously does not have
much regard for people in the western suburbs or else
he would have been here to respond to this issue.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
very pleased to rise to speak to Ms Hartland’s motion. I
know she has previously made a number of comments
on this matter, as we have just heard in her contribution.
Can I reassure the chamber and those who have an
interest in this issue that the Minister for Health takes
this issue seriously and has said so in the past.
As Ms Hartland said, she asked the minister a question
on 19 June, during the last sitting week. Thirteen days
prior to Ms Hartland asking that question a report was
released by the World Health Organisation — so it is a
very recent report — on a change to the cancer
classification for emissions from diesel engine
exhausts. As Ms Hartland outlined in her contribution,
diesel emissions were previously classified as a
probable human carcinogen, or group 2A carcinogen.
The authors of the report held a six-day conference as
part of their inquiry during which they investigated a
number of issues regarding the classification of
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emissions and the probable or potential aspects relating
to cancer.
As somebody who has worked in the health industry
and seen the effects of cancer, I am only too aware of
the suffering that many cancer victims experience
during their treatment. Getting back to the
classification, the recent study classified emissions from
diesel engine exhausts as carcinogenic to humans, or
group 1 carcinogen, following newer studies of US
worker exposure to diesel emissions and lung cancer
risk.
However, the change in the cancer classification for
diesel exhaust emissions does not alter how those
emissions are dealt with from a health protection
perspective. That is a very important point to make.
That is because a group 2A carcinogen is assessed
conservatively — that is, at the same level of potential
health risk as a group 1 carcinogen. So there is still a
degree of risk of a potential toxin being carcinogenic.
As part of living in a modern world we are exposed to
pollutants and toxins as we go about our daily lives. In
her contribution Ms Hartland highlighted some possible
effects of this exposure in her region, but we are all
exposed to various pollutants and toxins as we go about
our daily lives. Population exposure risks associated
with diesel engine exhaust emissions are managed
through a range of strategies, including improved diesel
engine technology, vehicle emissions standards and fuel
standards. Technology has come a long way in that
respect over recent years and it is continually
improving, which is a very good thing. Vehicle
maintenance programs also contribute to improving
those emissions, as do air quality standards and
monitoring programs for those vehicles. As we know,
newer, modern cars are far more fuel efficient than
older vehicles.
National air quality standards are established for air
emissions, including the fine particles and nitrogen
dioxide that come from diesel exhaust emissions.
National air quality standards are set to protect
population health, and those standards are monitored
very closely. In this city we are fortunate to have a
better air quality than many cities elsewhere in the
world. I know that there are many cities in South
America and parts of Asia that have very poor air
quality. We have a high standard of monitoring here in
this country. Victoria’s air quality is continuously under
review, and that monitoring will take into account the
latest evidence in the recent studies about which
Ms Hartland spoke.
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As I have mentioned, the air quality here in Victoria is
far better than in some other cities around the world.
Victoria’s air quality is continuously monitored by the
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Victoria
through its monitoring stations in Melbourne, Geelong
and the Latrobe Valley. Overall I would have to say
again that Victoria’s air quality is good. As
Ms Hartland highlighted, monitoring of diesel engine
emissions in major transport corridors is undertaken by
EPA Victoria, and it shows that these standards are
being met.
With those few words, I would like to take note of
Ms Hartland’s motion and say that the government will
not be opposing the motion.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
also want to say a few words in taking note of
Ms Hartland’s motion. Let me say at the outset that I
share her concerns about the proliferation of truck
traffic, particularly in the inner west on Francis Street,
Somerville Road, Hyde Street, where my electorate
office is located, and other roads in the inner west. As
Ms Hartland is well aware, the former Brumby
government committed to the truck action plan, which
would have taken a significant amount of truck traffic
out of the inner west. It is a shame that it is not
proceeding. The former Brumby government’s plan for
WestLink would have provided a tunnel that would
have allowed most port traffic to avoid those roads in
the inner west, so taking a lot of traffic out of residential
streets in the inner west.
For those who do not understand the geography of the
area, an enormous number of truck drivers have in
effect made the decision to go to and from the port
without going through the West Gate corridor. That is a
concern. It is also one of the reasons a second river
crossing from the west is so desperately needed. It is
not just about commuter traffic; it is about truck traffic
as well. Both the truck action plan and WestLink would
have significantly alleviated problems in the inner west,
and anyone who travels along Francis Street, as I do on
many days of the week, would know that the number of
trucks in that area is significant. I do not know if it is
growing, but it is significant.
It is probably not enough to say, as many have before,
that the area has always been an industrial zone. There
is some truth to that — the inner west has always been
an industrial zone — but there is also an increasing
number of residents in that part of the inner west as well
as increasing container trade through the port of
Melbourne. For a whole range of reasons, road
infrastructure in the inner west that connects to parts of
the west further afield is desperately needed.
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It also leads one to severely question the no-new-roads
mantra of the Greens. It is not simply about putting
more freight on rail; it is often about creating new road
infrastructure to allow business and industry to move
efficiently to the port, to Geelong, to the West Gate
corridor, to the Hume corridor, to the Western Ring
Road and the like. If you have the role that I once
had — and I speak more of my former role as
Parliamentary Secretary for Roads and Ports than my
former role as Minister for Public Transport — and
spend as much time engaged with industry as I was on
this very matter, when the portal study was being done
and there were plans for intermodal hubs at places like
Somerton and others, you would know it is not a simple
thing to convince industry to put all of its freight on a
rail carriage coming out of the port of Melbourne. In
fact the infrastructure at the port of Melbourne would
need to be significantly upgraded to allow that to occur.
As someone whose office is in Hyde Street and
someone who knows that the implementation of the
truck action plan would mean a lot more trucks going
past my electorate office, I happily put my hand up and
said, ‘Better there than on Francis Street and better
there than on Somerville Road’, because Hyde Street
and Whitehall Road are primarily used by industry
rather than residential and commuter traffic.
The other point I make is that it does not help anybody
to hear that they are going to get cancer from trains. In
fact it is terribly regrettable to somehow create the
impression in the minds of residents, whether they be in
the inner west or elsewhere, that they are going to get
cancer from the trains. Diesel trains operate throughout
Victoria. They operate on all of our country railway
tracks and take commuters to Geelong, to Maryborough
and to Stawell. I was very proud of the return of the
regional diesel trains, the great V/Locity trains, to the
town of Maryborough. It was one of the more
enjoyable things I was able to do in my 10 months as
Minister for Public Transport.
Those communities love their trains. I have never seen
happier people than those in Maryborough when the
train was returned there or those in Stawell when the
community heard that the train from Adelaide was
finally going to stop at Stawell again after years and
years of it not stopping there. When you talk to people
in places like Shepparton and Mildura, you find that
they would like nothing more than either more trains or
any commuter train at all.
The regional rail link project, which was commenced
by the Labor government and is supported by the
current opposition and the government, will do
enormous good in terms of separating regional rail from

HEALTH: DIESEL EMISSIONS
3422

COUNCIL

metropolitan rail and providing a better and faster run
for commuters from Ballarat, Geelong and Bendigo as
well as a better metropolitan service for those people
coming from Werribee and other parts of the north and
west.
I find the rhetoric of raising the spectre that that
massive investment in public transport will potentially
cause cancer in people completely unnecessary. It
reminds me of the rhetoric we heard around the time of
the channel deepening project when members of the
Blue Wedges group, in many cases supported by the
Greens party, were running about telling people that the
channel deepening would give them cancer because
toxins would be dredged up, the fish would eat them,
we would eat the fish and we would all die of cancer. I
find that kind of scaremongering unbelievable,
particularly from members of a political party that
places so much emphasis on its public transport
credentials.
I do not consider it good enough to on the one hand tell
members of the Victorian community that they are
members of the party for public transport and on the
other hand turn around and say, ‘But just in case you
were wondering, the new train might give you cancer’.
I do not believe that to be the case.
I must ask: what will the members of our communities
in places such as Seymour, Geelong, Bendigo, Ballarat,
all along the Bairnsdale line and right up to Shepparton,
who for decades have had diesel trains going through
their areas, think when all of a sudden they hear that,
unbeknownst to them, they have had a giant
cancer-causing monstrosity pulsing its way through
their communities?
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — No, Mr Drum, I will not
vote against taking note of the report, which is all that
we are being asked to vote for. In fact the government
has already indicated that its members will not vote
against it, either. I simply make the point that it is one
thing to say that thousands and thousands of trucks
going down Francis Street every day is probably not
good for the health of the local community. I agree with
that and I think that most people would. It is another
thing to say that diesel trains that have operated through
areas of Victoria for decades would do likewise through
the communities in those areas. I consider that to be
wrong. It sends the wrong message about our
commitment to public transport and it is incredibly
disrespectful to those regional communities whose
members have had nothing but diesel trains for years
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and are unlikely to have anything other than diesel
trains for years to come.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise this morning to speak on this motion.
The World Health Organisation (WHO) paper has
certainly raised some very interesting topics that need
to be looked into. It is interesting that it is Ms Hartland
who has raised this particular issue. We do have issues
with trucks in the western suburbs of Melbourne,
including the issue of Francis Street, which needs to be
resolved, and what I believe are about 20 000 truck
movements through the city of Maribyrnong every day.
But it is a little bit perplexing that Ms Hartland is also
against the east–west link tunnel, which would provide
a second crossing of the Yarra River and which
Mr Pakula raised in his speech. It would allow for
trucks to be moved away from the streets that are being
plagued by truck movements, and it would allow for
trucks to be moved in an efficient manner, therefore
causing less pollution with less diesel being burnt.
I am trying to fathom why Ms Hartland is concerned
about the WHO report and yet is not supporting a
practical measure that would act to remove trucks from
our streets. Members of the Labor Party have a bit of a
complex issue about telling us their position on the
east–west tunnel. If we want to reduce the impact of
trucks, be they powered by diesel or any other form of
power available, including liquefied natural gas or even
biodiesel fuel, we really do need a new tunnel
providing access across the river. It would remove
trucks from the streets and would provide truck drivers
with an efficient way of getting to the port of
Melbourne and other ports. It would free up our roads
for local traffic and would allow concerns about diesel
fuel to be mitigated in some way. With that, I have no
problem with taking note of this document.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — There
have been some very interesting comments. I repeat
that I do not believe the Minister for Health is
concerned about this issue, because if he was, he would
have been in the chamber to explain what he intends to
do about the World Health Organisation report. It is
eight weeks since the report came out and it is
approximately seven weeks since I asked him a
question about it. I would have thought it appropriate
for the minister to be here and explain exactly what he
intends to do, including whether he intends to make a
referral to investigate the matter. I consider that I have
outlined a very good case for why there needs to be an
investigation into diesel and why the area where I live
is particularly impacted by trucks.
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I take up Mr Pakula’s point on the issue of regional rail.
The Greens support regional rail in principle, but it
must be noted that the regional rail project has a
number of problems. Mr Pakula obviously did not
listen to what I said about our concerns. We are
concerned about the people who live along Railway
Place in Footscray, Railway Place in North Melbourne
and Buckley Street — that is, the people who will be
living within metres of the regional rail line. We want
to know what the effects of diesel will be on those
people. One of the really easy things the government
could do would be to make the referral and possibly
prove me wrong. I would be quite happy with that, but I
consider that the referral should be made.
On the issue of the east-west link, which Mr Elsbury
brought up, I am not sure that the business case for that
has been proved. If he would like to prove that business
case, I would be very interested to hear it. I would also
like to know how many trucks members believe would
go through the proposed tunnel, especially if it is tolled.
One of the problems that the inner west has now is that
truck drivers will not use the tollways, and that is
mainly why they are using Francis Street, Somerville
Road and Moore Street. We will not get rid of those
trucks quickly unless the government acts. I agree with
Mr Pakula that it seems the government is not
concerned enough about the truck issues in the inner
west in general. It has decided not to go ahead with the
truck action plan, which is most regrettable.
I will obviously be asking the Minister for Health again
when he intends to make this referral, because
unfortunately today we have not received an answer. I
can only presume that that means the minister does not
consider the reports from the World Health
Organisation have enough validity for him to say,
‘Diesel is now classified as a carcinogen and it should
be investigated, especially in a community whose
members are exposed to high levels of diesel every
single day’. Considering the number of schools,
kindergartens and child-care centres I have listed and
the number of trucks that go past them, I would have
thought that the Minister for Health would be
concerned about the health of those children and that he
would have acted very quickly on the report. It is a
great disappointment that this government clearly does
not have any concern for the health of people in the
inner west.
Motion agreed to.
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reference
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I move:
That, under section 33 of the Parliamentary Committees Act
2003, the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee is required to inquire into, consider and report no
later than 30 April 2013 on the economic development
implications of Victorian government procurement policies;
in particular, the committee should —
(1) investigate the procurement policies of the
Victorian government, its departments and
agencies;
(2) assess the impact of those policies on the Victorian
economy, in particular the impact on —
(a) employment within Victoria;
(b) locally based industries; and
(c) the financial position of the state; and
(3) compare Victorian government policies with those
in other jurisdictions.

Government procurement of goods and services is of
critical importance to any modern economy, and the
Victorian state economy is no exception. In Victoria the
state government spends more than $10 billion annually
on the purchase of goods and services. This substantial
purchasing power gives the state government the
opportunity to influence markets. Through
procurement, governments can promote a broad range
of economic benefits to the community such as a
greater level of access to major procurement projects by
local small and medium enterprises, skills and training
opportunities, and innovation and technology transfers.
The motion before the house seeks to investigate
whether the Victorian economy is receiving the
maximum impact from the Victorian government’s
procurement policies. More specifically, the motion
requests that the Economic Development and
Infrastructure Committee (EDIC) investigate whether
the Victorian government’s substantial spending on the
purchase of goods and services is being maximised
with respect to, firstly, employment within Victoria;
secondly, locally based industries; and thirdly, the
financial position of the state. I will speak to those
points in a little while.
The next part of the motion deals with a comparative
analysis of other jurisdictions, but in doing this
comparative analysis I would hope that the committee
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could give consideration to doing a broader
comparative analysis that includes advanced economies
comparable to Australia. It will be interesting to see
what the committee comes up with in an external
comparative analysis.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
It would be very helpful to the Chair if members on
both sides would refrain from having a discussion and
we were to stick to the debate on the motion that is at
hand.

Although there have been a number of inquiries into the
manufacturing sector over the last few years, and
government procurement has featured in these inquires,
I believe a thorough and targeted report into Victorian
government procurement is essential given the
importance of this activity to every economy but in
particular to the Victorian economy. For the record, I
have the utmost faith in EDIC doing a high-quality job
in formulating this report. I make this statement
because I was most impressed with the committee’s
comprehensive report into the manufacturing sector
headed Inquiry into Manufacturing in Victoria, which
was handed down in August 2010. As I have said on
previous occasions in this house, that report was about
350 pages long. It was quite comprehensive and it made
68 recommendations. It was a very impressive report.

Mr P. Davis — I apologise, Acting President, but I
am being sorely provoked by the comments from the
speaker.

Mind you, I was subsequently disappointed that the
incoming Baillieu government decided to ignore this
report and instead launch another inquiry into the
Victorian manufacturing sector through a cost-cutting
body, which predictably recommended the gutting of
the Victorian manufacturing industry — —
Mr P. Davis interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — The Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission.
Mr P. Davis — Who established VCEC?
Mr SOMYUREK — Who critiqued VCEC? VCEC
was not established to formulate the Baillieu
government’s manufacturing policy, Mr Davis. It took
VCEC 13 months to complete its inquiry process, and I
have just mentioned that that inquiry process should
have been completed well and truly before that. During
those 13 months the Australian dollar reached record
highs of $1.11.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — In July 2011 the Australian
dollar was at $1.11.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — It is above parity now.
Mr Ondarchie — Are you claiming that you did it?

Mr Leane — Is that a point of order?
Mr P. Davis — No, it is an observation.
Mr SOMYUREK — I would have preferred, and I
am sure the Victorian manufacturing sector would have
preferred, the Baillieu government to come into office
with a manufacturing plan ready to go and to have
instead utilised those 13 months to create a wider jobs
plan.
Since I am on the subject of manufacturing, I will now
discuss why it is important for the jobs of hundreds of
thousands of Victorians who are employed in that
sector. We on the opposition side believe that retaining
and growing Victoria’s manufacturing sector is
essential to the long-term prosperity of our state, as the
manufacturing sector creates wealth, and does not just
consume it, and energises and connects other sectors of
the economy, thereby creating a substantial multiplier
effect that expands out to benefit the wider economy.
Furthermore, the Victorian manufacturing sector is the
largest employer of Victorian workers on a full-time
basis, with 267 000 Victorians employed full time in
the Victorian manufacturing sector.
At the outset of my speech I explained how the
immense purchasing power of governments can
influence markets and promote certain priorities, such
as local content, skills, innovation and technology
transfers. Through this market power government
procurement is a critical driver of the manufacturing
sector. If the right procurement decisions are made with
respect to skills, innovation and technology,
procurement can also be an influential driver of
productivity. Unfortunately it seems that this
government is yet to work out the importance of
government procurement to the maintenance of
Victorian jobs and to the survival of the thousands of
Victorians who work in the manufacturing sector and
the thousands of SMEs (small and medium enterprises)
in Victoria.
From the start of its tenure the Bracks government
understood the critical importance of government
procurement. Under the Bracks and Brumby
governments, encouraging local government
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procurement was given high priority, as was illustrated
by the introduction of the Victorian industry
participation policy (VIPP) in 2001. VIPP was
introduced by the Bracks government to facilitate the
expansion of local manufacturing by providing local
SMEs access to government procurement opportunities.
The Brumby government subsequently introduced
reforms in 2009 which extended VIPP to include
projects in which large investments of strategic
significance to the whole state are made by the
government.
The success of VIPP is validated by the following
statistics. Between 2001 and 2010 VIPP was applied to
1405 projects valued at over $27 billion; it assisted in
the generation of 27 200 new jobs; it achieved average
local content levels of approximately 85.7 per cent; it
achieved a cumulative total of $618 million worth of
import replacement orders for local industry that would
have otherwise gone overseas; and it encouraged the
local manufacture of new trams for the first time in over
12 years.
Under the Baillieu government the effectiveness of
VIPP as a driver of manufacturing is now under threat,
as the Baillieu government has indicated that it will
drop minimum local content targets in government
procurement. This policy risks the loss of thousands of
Victorian jobs offshore, in particular in relation to
projects of major strategic significance, including
transport, health and public infrastructure.
I will now detail how the government is falling short of
leveraging its procurement power, and I cite two
examples: the value-for-money principle and the
government procurement of motor vehicles. I give a
note of caution that when I use the term ‘government’
in this context, I refer to government in a broader sense,
encompassing government and all its agencies.
The misinterpretation of current procurement policy has
a significant impact on the Victorian manufacturing
sector. During the term of the Baillieu government the
value-for-money principle has frequently been
interpreted as the least-cost alternative, when clearly the
value-for-money principle makes it clear that least cost
should not be the sole consideration of government
procurement decisions. This misinterpretation of
current procurement policy has resulted in government
departments procuring goods and services — goods
such as police uniforms produced in low-cost locations
overseas — without giving proper consideration to
quality and the broader economic value or benefit to the
state from sourcing locally.
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Encouraging local manufacturers to access government
procurement opportunities assists Victorian
manufacturers to compete on a level playing field with
heavily subsidised offshore producers. In summary, the
existing value-for-money policy is vital for the future of
Victorian manufacturers. VIPP needs to be considered
more vigorously as part of the evaluation process of
value for money. I hope the committee will take a close
look at the value-for-money policy and the way it is
being implemented at the moment.
Moving on to my second example, the automobile
industry has been at the heart of Victoria’s
manufacturing strength for decades. The automobile
industry is of critical importance to the Victorian and
ultimately the national economy as it drives jobs,
investment, technology transfers, innovation and skills
acquisition. The multiplier effect that I talked about a
little bit earlier is especially prominent in the
manufacture of automobiles in Victoria, with one
person employed in the Victorian automobile industry
creating a further four jobs down the line.
There are only 13 countries worldwide that have the
capacity to undertake the entire process of vehicle
manufacturing from concept and design right through
to making sales on the salesroom floor, and Australia is
certainly one of those 13. This capability means that our
skills in design and engineering are world class, and the
continuation of vehicle manufacturing is of critical
importance to ensuring that Australia’s engineering
capabilities are maintained. The automobile industry
continues to undergo a massive transformation as it
becomes increasingly a technically driven industry,
with automobile manufacturing driving engineering
innovation in engineering, computer systems,
information technology, material processing, design
initiatives and clean-cut car technology.
Notwithstanding the importance of the automobile
industry to Victoria, demand for Australian-made
vehicles has been in steady decline over the last decade
or so, as imported vehicles have increased their market
share at the expense of Australian-made vehicles. For
the Australian automobile industry to survive in the
longer term, demand for Australian-made vehicles must
increase. As a significant purchaser of vehicles,
governments have a direct impact on the quantity of
locally built vehicles sold in the Australian market.
During 2011 governments throughout Australia
purchased 60 000 new vehicles, but fewer than
one-third of them were built in Australia. In Victoria,
the heart of the Australian automobile industry, where
the three major car manufacturers are based, the
proportion of Australian-built cars was around 63 per
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cent. It was higher than the average, but I contend that
that it is nowhere near enough. When you consider the
importance of the automobile industry to the Victorian
economy, you can see 63 per cent is nowhere near high
enough.
Both the state and the national purchasing figures are
far too low given that local manufacturers offer a
comprehensive range of vehicle options. With the
exception of a very few specialised vehicles local car
manufacturers are able to meet the needs of nearly all
government car purchases. The Victorian government
and its agencies have a responsibility to purchase
vehicles made in Victoria given the broader economic
benefits to the state.
In conclusion, I reiterate that government procurement
is of critical importance to every modern economy. In
the Victorian context the procurement of goods and
services by the Victorian government and its agencies
amounts to over $10 billion annually. This substantial
purchasing power gives the state government the
opportunity to influence and to promote a broad range
of economic benefits to the community, such as a
greater level of access to major government projects by
local small and medium enterprises, skills and training
opportunities, innovation and technology transfers,
measures that will ultimately improve our state’s
productivity and drive our manufacturing sector in the
years ahead.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I regret that due
to the time and the imminent approach of question time
my contribution will be abridged.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Abridged or interrupted?
Mr P. DAVIS — Perhaps I will take the lead from
Mr Pakula — it will be interrupted. I might not be able
to do justice to the contribution made by my eminent
and learned colleague Mr Somyurek in 3 minutes, so I
might extend beyond the interruption of question time.
I note that the motion before the house is somewhat
broader than the proposition Mr Somyurek actually
advanced. I do not want to be perceived to be making
pejorative remarks about the contribution Mr Somyurek
made, because I think some of the points he made were
apposite.
We would all agree that from a parochial Victorian
perspective it would be desirable for Victorian
taxpayers contributions to the welfare of the state to be
able to be directed specifically to the local enterprises
which are active in this state. However, at the same
time we have an obligation — that is, the Parliament
and the executive — to acquit the revenues of the state

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

with great effect. Indeed Mr Pakula and I, and also our
colleague in this place Mr O’Brien, participate in a
process where we examine the estimates on an ongoing
basis to ensure that the government does acquit
expenditure appropriately. That is a pressure, or
tension, if you like, which needs to be taken into
account.
In that context, for Mr Somyurek’s edification, the
Treasurer has given a reference to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee to deal with a major aspect of
procurement which relates to the procurement of
infrastructure — major projects, in effect, which are a
very significant component of the Victorian economy
in terms of driving demand for the contribution of
goods and services. That inquiry is under way, and if
Mr Somyurek is patient, he will see the result of that
inquiry. I invite him to attend the public hearings that
will be held next week here at Parliament House, where
he may be informed effectively about some of the
issues around procurement in the major projects area.
I regret that my substantive contribution will have to
await question time. I will return to the theme
momentarily.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Apprentices: mutual consent arrangements
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills, Mr Hall. I draw the minister’s
attention to the government’s Building Trade Pathways
policy document, which outlines a review of the mutual
consent arrangements for the termination of
apprenticeships. In the past any suspension or
termination of an apprenticeship had to be with the
permission of the Victorian Skills Commission.
Apprenticeships Group Australia recently suspended
75 apprentices in Gippsland without pay. Given that his
government has abolished the Victorian Skills
Commission, did the minister give the permission for
the contracts of these apprentices to be suspended
without pay — effectively sacking them?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The issue raised by Mr Lenders is a
serious one in that because of the workforce conditions
in the Latrobe region — or in fact the greater Gippsland
region, because Apprenticeships Group Australia
extends its operations more broadly across the
region — unfortunately AGA had to temporarily stand
down some apprentices.
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The government of Victoria responded immediately
with assistance by providing an incentive scheme for
employers to place 50 of those apprentices who were
stood down by AGA, and that process is still being
worked through at the moment. Through the
market-facilitation people we have in that region we are
actively seeking to have those displaced apprentices
located with employers so that their apprenticeships can
continue. We are working diligently with them on that.
In answer to Mr Lenders’s specific question about the
Victorian Skills Commission and the permission to
break those arrangements, as I said, at this stage my
understanding is those apprentices have been
temporarily stood down; they have not been dismissed
as such.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer. To cut to the chase of what
I am trying to get to in relation to the Building Trade
Pathways policy document and its reference, which the
example highlights, is it the government’s intention to
significantly change or abolish the current mutual
consent arrangements for the ending of an
apprenticeship?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In answering that question I think it is
important to again put on the record our government’s
commitment to apprenticeship training in Victoria. We
have increased every apprenticeship training subsidy
being applied in this state, so we are committed to
fostering an apprenticeship employment arrangement.
As to the exact nature of that particular question, which
will be a policy issue arising out of the completion of
that discussion paper, that is a matter the cabinet will
consider in due course, but I can assure the house that
we are committed in every way, and we have
demonstrated that, to encouraging apprenticeship
training in this state.

Industrial relations: federal legislation
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is directed to the Minister for Employment
and Industrial Relations, Mr Dalla-Riva, and I ask: can
the minister advise the house of the impact the
commonwealth Fair Work Act 2009 review will have
on workplaces in Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for her question and her ongoing interest in the
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impact on workplaces of Labor’s industrial relations
laws.
In the Victorian government’s submission to the
commonwealth review panel we said we believed there
could have been sensible amendments made to the Fair
Work Act 2009 to lift productivity and competiveness
of workplaces while still guaranteeing a safety net of
fair, relevant and enforceable minimum terms and
conditions. However, it saddens me to say that the
outcome of this review will be a great disappointment
to anyone who understands the importance of our
industries being competitive, especially in the tough
global trading conditions we are seeing.
We have seen today on the front page of the Australian
and also in the Australian Financial Review a survey of
our global chief executives warning that federal Labor’s
industrial relations framework and the carbon tax are
combining to have a lethal effect on business
confidence. For us the critical and crucial policy test for
workplace laws is whether they are contributing to a
stronger, more dynamic, more productive economy
which is able to attract investments and therefore
generate the necessary jobs.
Despite the common-sense advice from business and
the states, the commonwealth is still refusing to
acknowledge the need to bring a more balanced
approach to the industrial relations framework. After
waiting for more than one month for the
commonwealth to release this report of the panel, we
were presented with a document that failed to address
some of the basic flaws in Labor’s industrial relations
model.
We must say that there have been incremental
improvements in two areas. One was a
recommendation to adopt the issue in the
Barclay v. Bendigo TAFE adverse action case. We were
the only state that combined to join that case, which is
being heard now in the High Court. In other words, the
report supported overturning the notion that being a
union official provides blanket immunity against an
employer’s right to enforce responsible workplace
behaviour. It also questioned the damage that is
inherent in the strike first, bargain later principles that
have been established under the J. J. Richards and Sons
case, and we hope that the Prime Minister takes heed of
those two areas.
But let us not pretend that we will see a shift in the
fundamentals. On the whole the review has been a
wasted opportunity. Only yesterday we saw the Federal
Court of Australia rule that the Fair Work Act allows
unions to dictate conditions to contractors. As the
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Australian Industry Group has pointed out, with some
justification, the only people who seem no longer to
have workplace rights under Labor’s law are the
employers. We saw it last week with the irresponsible
action unions took at a car parts manufacturer which
took the Victorian automotive manufacturers to the
brink of meltdown, and as I warned, this would have
had a damaging effect on Ford and Holden.
But let us be very clear. The federal Minister for
Employment and Workplace Relations, Mr Shorten,
could have terminated that dispute with a mere stroke
of the pen, but he chose not to. What we saw was that
the company was pressured into a conciliation session
at Fair Work Australia and forced to settle on terms as
set by the unions. The fundamental question that we
have to ask here is does Mr Shorten serve the interests
of the unions or does he have a higher responsibility to
the Australian people? Equally, do the unions want a
local car industry or do they not? In our submission to
the review, the Victorian government has urged the
commonwealth to consider changes to the Fair Work
Act to better assist employers.

Ford Australia: government funding
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Manufacturing,
Exports and Trade, Mr Dalla-Riva. I refer to the
decision by Ford Australia on 17 July to axe
440 Victorian jobs and to the Premier’s comment at the
time that he was confident that Ford would meet all the
milestones attached to the joint $53 million federal-state
contribution announced earlier this year, including
some $19 million from Victoria. Can the minister
advise the house what these milestones were?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question, and of course Ford is a very
important employer not only in Victoria but specifically
in Geelong and the northern parts of metropolitan
Melbourne. However, as we have always said, the
automotive industry is facing enormous structural
change. We have indicated in our negotiations with
Ford, as we have done with Holden and with other
companies, that we will be providing an outcome for
Ford to remain here until at least 2016 and beyond,
because in our view it has a long-term sustainable
future here, but that does not take away from the fact
that it is under enormous pressure, as I have indicated
here time and again.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
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Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Pakula, as the
former industry minister, would well know that the
negotiations that we have with the automotive
industry — or with any industry — as part of the
agreement are not something that we would publicly
disclose. We have indicated that we gave a substantial
amount of funds to Ford as part of that negotiation and
also to ensure that there is long-term investment in Ford
of $103 million.
What we are about is ensuring that we have a plan for
the automotive sector and we have a plan for the
manufacturing sector. We are delivering on that at a
time when there is enormous pressure being placed on
the manufacturing sector.
I can tell members opposite that while we move one
step forward, we find that Labor and the unions take us
two steps back. Every time we put forward a plan to
ensure that we have a long-term sustainable
manufacturing base here, we find there is an industrial
relations framework, a carbon tax and a union that fail
to recognise the importance of the automotive sector.
When unions are threatening to shut down an entire
automotive manufacturing sector, as I indicated in my
answer to a previous question, you have to ask the real
question — —
Mr Somyurek — On a point of order, President, on
a matter of relevance. The question was specific and
related to milestones. The minister has not sought to
answer the question at all.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s
remarks have generally been apposite to the question
and the issues it raises. The minister has another
1 minute and 44 seconds to respond. The minister
indicates he has finished.
Supplementary question
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that 440 jobs were axed and the Premier said the
milestones would be met, can members of the house
assume that maintaining jobs was not one of those
milestones and, if it was not, why not?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade) — I thank the
member for his question, but he should ask the Prime
Minister that question. In January the Prime Minister
went to Broadmeadows and said there would be an
additional 300 jobs. She was totally wrong. I knew, as
she should have known, there was no such additional
commitment. To go out and make such outlandish
statements demonstrates how desperate the federal
government was. What we have said is that we are
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committed to supporting the Ford automotive
manufacturing company. We have invested
$103 million to ensure that it is here until at least 2016.
We believe this will be a long-term investment which
will support Ford not only in Geelong but also in
Broadmeadows.

Mildura Base Hospital: community advisory
board
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, Mr David Davis.
Can the minister inform members of the house on
developments that strengthen community input into
Mildura Base Hospital?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to respond to the member’s question, and I note
her strong advocacy for Mildura Base Hospital and the
advocacy of Mr Drum, Ms Lovell and Peter Crisp, the
member for Mildura in the Assembly, who is a firm
advocate of health services in Mildura and in the
region.
I am very pleased to announce that the government has
appointed a new and strengthened community advisory
board. Mr Vernon Knight will take over as chair of the
board; Gayle Danson, Marcus Guthrie, Sister Marion
McDonald, Gary Nalder and Ada Peterson join him on
the board, which has the job of holding the hospital to
account and ensuring that the interests of the
community are represented. The board has capacities
under the contract and has the ability to work with the
department and the community to ensure that the very
best services are delivered.
Mr Jennings — So it is an independent board.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is a board that has been
appointed by me, and its job is to do the work on behalf
of the community after an advertising process and an
appointment process. An analysis of the performance of
the Mildura hospital shows that it performs at least as
well, and in many categories better, than equivalent
health services in regional areas.
It is interesting to look at Mildura hospital and see the
large area it services, both over the New South Wales
and South Australian borders and a significant sweep of
smaller towns to the south of Mildura. It is a very
important hospital that we are committed to.
Mr Jennings — That’s the catchment it serves.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is, but let me be clear
about that catchment, Mr Jennings. Under
Mr Jennings’s government many of the smaller
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hospitals ceased performing some procedures,
including services associated with births. Many of those
procedures — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — They do undertake obstetric
services. Those services are now delivered in Mildura.
Under the stewardship of the Labor government there
was a closure of a series — —
Mr Jennings — Name one.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I could go through the list. If
the member will indulge me, I will bring him the full
list. I will give him the comprehensive list.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes, that will be good; it
will help you. The government is committed to greater
transparency and support for the community in
Mildura. The government has proceeded to publish data
from 2011 on the performance of the hospital. That data
was deliberately kept secret by the previous
government. I have to say Mildura hospital is
performing quite well on many measures and at least as
well as regional hospitals. I say to Mr Jennings that at
least we are not hiding the data like he did for 11 years.
The contract that governs the arrangements at Mildura
is available for the community and others to see. In the
forthcoming arrangements that are struck we will be
working hard to ensure that we get the very best deal
for services in Mildura. At heart we will be focused on
delivering our election commitments for additional
capacity in the emergency department. An allocation of
budget money has already been made — $5 million.
There is some additional commonwealth money which
we have welcomed.
Ms Broad interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Certainly the scoping is very
well advanced. Members may need to wait a little while
to see that, but we will be delivering that as soon as we
possibly we can.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Tatts Group: legal action
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Assistant Treasurer, who also
represents the Treasurer in this chamber. As the
minister is aware, Tatts Group Ltd today ends its
lucrative role as one of the operators of the EGM
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(electronic gaming machine) network at the same time
that it is exiting Victoria and launching a $600 million
lawsuit against the state. Can the minister assure the
house that the Victorian government will vigorously
defend the action as well as the one launched by
Tabcorp?

insurance scheme trial being launched in Geelong and
the Barwon region and an expected rollout across
Victoria over the next decade, what action has the
Victorian government taken to ensure that we have
sufficient trained workers to support the workforce
needs of the disability sector?

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I thank Mr Pakula for his question. I must
say I am surprised that he would seek to raise in this
forum this matter of potential litigation against the state.
As I said to the house through the course of the
consideration of the budget back in June, and as I said
to the media earlier this week, the Victorian
government will act in the state’s interest.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — This is very good news for Victoria.
Sterling work has been undertaken by the Premier
along with my ministerial colleague the Minister for
Community Services, Mary Wooldridge, and her
parliamentary secretary. They have done some sterling
work to secure a trial for the national disability
insurance scheme in the Barwon region.

We are in a situation where the potential for litigation
has been raised as a consequence of decisions taken by
the previous government, and we have seen the
announcement by Tatts yesterday that it would seek to
exit most of its involvement here in Victoria.
Tomorrow its EGM licences expire as a consequence of
decisions taken by the previous government. Decisions
were taken in the period of the previous government,
and this government will act to protect Victoria’s
position.

It is really good news not only for people who are in
need of disability services in that region but also for
those across Victoria, because it will set disability
service standards that will benefit all people with
disabilities. It will be even greater news for Geelong,
too, if the federal government decides to locate the
disability transition authority, the transition agency, in
Geelong. The Victorian government is very keen to
secure that and has made $25 million available to assist
with that. I think it behoves us all to take some
responsibility to advocate for the location of that facility
in the great city of Geelong.

Supplementary question
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The minister may be aware that in response to an FOI
application from me, his department, the Department of
Treasury and Finance, indicated that there are some
1780 pages identified as being briefing notes and other
documents on this issue that have been prepared since
his government came to office. Can the minister at least
assure the house that in deciding whether to defend the
action those 1780 pages demonstrate that the
government is receiving its own advice rather than
continuing to hide behind the fiction that the only view
that matters is the one formed by the previous
government?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I can say in relation to FOI documents
that they will be dealt with as all FOI documents are —
that is, in accordance with the FOI act. As I stated in
my substantive response, the Victorian government will
deal with this matter in the interests of Victorian
taxpayers.

Disability services: training subsidies
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Higher Education
and Skills, Peter Hall. With the national disability

The question asked of me by Mr Koch related to
meeting the training needs of people working with
those with disabilities. The way the Victorian
government will support that training is by setting
subsidies to support the training of people who are
eligible.
Again, in a very open and transparent way, on the
department website we have published all the subsidy
levels available for each of the around 2000 training
courses in Victoria. If you look at the areas of health
care and social assistance, you will see that some very
healthy subsidy levels have been set for the vast
majority of those courses. Disability was one of the
priority areas when those subsidies were set. In
particular you can look at some of the areas that will be
particularly relevant to training people to deliver
services to those with disabilities — for example,
certificate IV in disability. Previously the training
subsidy rate varied between $6.16 to $6.93 per student
contact hour; under the new subsidy arrangements that
figure is now $8 per student contact hour — a
significant increase.
Similarly, for certificate IV in aged care $8.47 to $9.53
was the previous rate; that is now $10 per student
contact hour. For certificate IV in home and community
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care $6.16 to $6.93 was the previous rate; it is now
$8.50 per student contact hour. It is the same figure for
certificate IV in mental health. Certificate III in
disability has also seen an increase in subsidy. Perhaps
the only one you could argue is that the rate for the
diploma and advanced diploma of disability was
previously $5.20 per student contact hour; alongside all
other diploma and advanced diploma courses it is now
$5 per student contact hour — but it is very much the
same.
All those examples illustrate the fact that we have
increased support for training people to deliver
disability services in Victoria. It was then somewhat
bemusing to find that in this house this morning
Ms Mikakos gave notice of a motion in which she
criticises budget cuts, including cuts to ‘many courses
that train disability professionals’, and:
so will leave Victoria seriously short of the skill workforce
that will be needed to deliver the national disability insurance
scheme.

I suggest that the exact opposite is the case. The figures
I have quoted here this morning demonstrate that we
have actually increased funding subsidies in those areas
of disability. Obviously the notice of motion given in
this house this morning is factually incorrect and should
be withdrawn.

Planning: Phillip Island rezoning
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. On 31 March 2011 the
minister received a letter written on behalf of the
landowner of the Cadogan land at Ventnor in which he
was asked to rezone the land for development. In May
that year the department advised him and recommended
that he refer the matter to the responsible authority, the
local council. Yet on 3 June his office sent an email to
the department overriding the department’s views and
recommendations and stating that he supported
rezoning the land as requested by the landowner. Is
overriding the views of his department in response to a
request for rezoning by a landowner the minister’s
usual practice?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is
interesting to see the occasional shadow Minister for
Planning roll out this chestnut about a year and a half
after the letter was actually written. The premise on
which Mr Tee has quoted an email from my office to
the department is factually incorrect, or at least he has
certainly taken licence with what I believe was the
wording of the email. Therefore I believe the question
he has asked me is incorrect.
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Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I have the email
here. It says:
The minister is supportive of a rezoning of this land in
accordance with the request from Mr Cadogan’s planning
consultant.

What the minister’s actions mean is that there is a real
concern that developers can simply ignore the local
community, ignore the local council and indeed ignore
the views of his department and deal with him directly.
What assurance can the minister give that his office is
not simply a vehicle for developers to override
community, council and departmental concerns?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Tee’s primary question said my office sent an email
to override. In no way did what he just read do that. It
specifies a point of view, but how does it say, ‘I want
you to override the department’? It does not.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Hang on, Captain Snooze,
you’ve had your questions. Now I am dealing with
Mr Tee’s question.
Let us get one thing clear. The supposed fact about
which the member just asked a question was not one.
Secondly, the member talked about dealing with the
minister’s office directly. Hang on a tick! What did the
office of Justin Madden, the former Minister for
Planning, do when he redrew the urban growth
boundary? We just went through a four-stage process,
yet Madden’s office redrew the boundary for
60 000 hectares. These guys get up here to try to have a
go at me by manufacturing what was in an email, when
they redrew 60 000 hectares in the minister’s office
with the stroke of a pen.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — You’re a bunch of hypocrites.

Planning: Fishermans Bend
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is also to the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy.
Can the minister inform the house what action the
Baillieu government has taken to facilitate urban
renewal opportunities in Melbourne?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I would
like to thank Ms Crozier for her question about urban
renewal, to which of course this government is
absolutely committed.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Without assistance!
I would again like to inform this chamber of some more
action this government has taken to facilitate the largest
urban renewal project in the Southern Hemisphere —
that is, the rezoning at Fishermans Bend, of which this
government is immensely proud. There is 240 hectares
of urban renewal opportunity in the Fishermans Bend
urban renewal precinct. That will see a huge amount of
investment. It is Australia’s first inner city growth
corridor. The area has been rezoned by the Baillieu
government to create an inner city growth corridor —
as I said, the first in Australia. This represents a vision
for our city of creating a new precinct, a new suburb, a
new lifestyle, a new heart of Melbourne that will beat
into the future to create up to $1.5 billion worth of
investment over the next 10 years.
What we have seen in this rezoning is, as I said,
240 hectares of urban renewal to expand Melbourne’s
capital city zone, to expand our central city area to
include Southbank, which is around 110 hectares; the
Docklands precinct, which is around 140 hectares; the
Hoddle grid, which is around 160 hectares; and, as I
said, Fishermans Bend, which is around 240 hectares.
Through the rezoning at Fishermans Bend we will see
around 25 000 jobs created and nearly 50 000 people
calling this area home in the future.
Importantly, Mrs Coote, Ms Crozier and I are working
very hard to ensure that the government gets a new
school in this precinct to which we have committed and
which we will deliver. We are also working very hard
in relation to traffic and transport to ensure the transport
solutions are right for this new urban renewal precinct
that has now been rezoned.
It is important to note the vision in this idea. The Labor
Party said, when we first mooted urban renewal, that
this was a thought bubble. It is the biggest thought
bubble in the Southern Hemisphere if that is the case.
Labor Party members said there would be no
movement in Fishermans Bend for 5 or 10 years. The
rezoning has occurred. Of course, this contrasts with the
tired and boring attitude of the Labor Party and Daniel
Andrews, the Leader of the Opposition and member for
Mulgrave in the Assembly, and the boring negativity
espoused by Daniel Andrews.
Mr Jennings — Daniel who?
Hon. M. J. GUY — You would have a better
conversation with a raccoon than with Daniel Andrews.
He has no idea about urban renewal, that is for sure.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. M. J. GUY — As we on this side of the house
know, you are either in or out with Daniel Andrews. It
all depends on whether you are an old frontbencher
from the previous government or you are out of it.
The reality is 240 hectares, an urban renewal
opportunity — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am worried about
Mr Guy’s health. I am certainly worried about his
larynx. Can we have less yelling and less interjecting?
In fact I would prefer that Mr Guy completed the
answer without assistance from any members of the
chamber.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Thank you, President, for your
concern. I can assure you that I might be short in
stature, but my voice and my larynx are strong in
performance, so you do not have to worry about them.
I just say in conclusion that the urban renewal precinct
we have just rezoned is one of the most important in
Australia’s history. As Labor’s deputy leader in this
chamber has just said about Daniel Andrews, ‘Daniel
who?’, we also say, ‘Daniel who?’, because his
visionless approach is one that is contrasted by action
on the part of this government.

Medical physicists: shortage
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Health. As the
minister would know, medical physicists play a critical
role in delivering effective and safe cancer treatment.
Victoria’s medical physicists are the worst paid in
Australia. The starting wage in Victoria is $30 000 less
than in New South Wales, Western Australia, the
Australian Capital Territory and the Northern Territory.
With a workforce of 54, there is currently a shortage of
20 medical physicists in Victoria. This week Traralgon
lost its only qualified physicist to New South Wales and
another resigned yesterday. This shortage means
extensive waiting times for life-saving cancer
treatment. No physicist means no radiation oncology
treatment.
The government has offered a 2.5 per cent wage
increase which falls offensively short of fixing this
problem. Will the minister continue to risk patients’
lives, particularly country patients, or step up, stop the
long waits for radiation treatment and increase the
medical physicists’ wages to match those of New South
Wales?
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Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! Just before I call the
minister, I acknowledge in the public gallery the former
President and my immediate predecessor in this place,
Bob Smith. Welcome.
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Medical physicists: shortage
Questions resumed.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Ms Hartland for her question, and I want to make a
couple of points that are pertinent to it. The first is that,
as Ms Hartland would be aware, medical physicists, as
part of the particular union involved, are currently
engaged in EBA (enterprise bargaining agreement)
negotiations with Victorian hospitals and health
services. The Victorian Hospitals Industrial Association
is the agent that is doing that work. Negotiations are
occurring, and the EBA process, as Ms Hartland will
understand, as with other EBA processes, is one that I
am not going to enter into the details of.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Let me make some points
with respect to the importance of medical physicists —
and I understand the importance of the group very well.
They undertake a very narrow but important role in the
delivery of cancer services across the state. The
government is — as indeed was the previous
government, to its credit — rolling out cancer services
in country Victoria to make them more accessible to
Victorians. This is a principle we strongly support. I
accept that that means a greater workforce of medical
physicists, and I accept that that means we have to
remain competitive with other states.
I met with Rosemary Kelly prior to the election and had
a number of discussions with her.
Mr Jennings — But not since.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am being quite serious
here, Mr Jennings.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I have indeed had
discussions with her since.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — You know we can verify this.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Of course, and I very much
welcome your doing so. The point I would make is that
there is a challenge with longer term workforce
provision here, and I do not in any way resile from that.
I want to make the point that Victoria’s waiting lists in
this area compare very favourably with those of other
states and that all emergency patients are treated within
24 hours where radiotherapy is required.
In terms of the specifics of the EBA negotiations, I will
leave those to the bargaining agents and the HSU, but
as a more broad point, I accept that there is going to be
a requirement for additional medical physicists in the
workforce, given the increased activity in terms of
radiotherapy.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — If the
minister acknowledges that there is a need for
additional medical physicists, how does he intend to
recruit them? It is quite clear that patients are already at
risk and are not receiving desperately needed treatment.
The exact conditions that we have in Victoria existed in
South Australia in 2004 and led to 869 patients being
undertreated between 2004 and 2006. An independent
review revealed that the health department was warned
for years — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! As I have said on a
previous occasion, a question needs to be framed as a
question. It is appropriate for a member to provide
some context for the question, but there is a very big
difference between doing that and making a statement. I
think this supplementary question is really moving
towards a statement, rather than providing the context.
The member should continue, but I ask her to bear that
in mind.
Ms HARTLAND — I was almost to the question.
An independent review revealed that the health
department was warned for years that understaffing
could cause a major radiation accident, and it did. In
this case the government has been given the same
warnings. The minister is acknowledging that there is a
need. When is he going to step up to the plate and
actually do something about this, because we are
talking about a lack of oncology services, especially in
country areas?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
tried to be reasonable and fair on this issue and indicate
that we do believe there is a longer term workforce
shortage. Ms Hartland is absolutely right. The previous
government was warned about this repeatedly, and I
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think it is broadly understood across the sector that
there is a challenge longer term with the workforce.
Ms Hartland correctly pointed out that the Department
of Health undertook some work last year, and we are
very aware of the longer term challenges there. The
government is supporting medical physicists and their
training by providing $1.05 million for 13 medical
physicist registrar positions and for three 0.5 effective
full-time medical physicist clinical educators to work
across all public radiotherapy services.
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Importantly, a company that was unsuccessful in
getting on the e-services panel was locked out of
providing services to government for up to four years.
The review of the panel undertaken by the working
group found that the previous government’s mechanism
lacked visibility and transparency, and it recommended
a complete overhaul of the mechanisms. Earlier this
year I was pleased to announce that the government
will replace the e-services panel with a new e-services
register.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Technology,
Mr Rich-Phillips. Can the minister update the house on
how the government’s overhaul of the e-services panel
will benefit Victoria?

At the national iAwards last week I was pleased to
release the draft implementation plan for putting in
place the new e-services register. Importantly the
implementation plan for the register will allow
companies to enter and exit the register on a rolling
basis. It is worth bearing in mind that the e-services
market is an incredibly dynamic market with a lot of
small companies being established every year. The
mechanism that had previously existed, which locked
companies out for four years because of a contract,
simply meant that the state was being denied the type of
opportunities and competition it needed in terms of
buying services. It was denied the type of innovation
that new small companies in the technology field
generate. It also meant that those new companies were
denied the opportunity to bid for government work.

Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr O’Donohue for his question
and for his interest in an issue that is of importance to
the technology sector in Victoria as well as for the
provision of services to government in Victoria.

The e-services register will overcome the challenges of
the previous model. It will allow new and innovative
companies to enter the register as they are created, and
it will allow the state to access the innovation of those
companies at the same time.

Last year, following a range of industry complaints
about Labor’s e-services panel, I commissioned an
evaluation of that mechanism to identify ways in which
it could be improved. It is worth bearing in mind that
the mechanism the Labor government had in place
required e-services companies to go through an
extensive and expensive tender process to be appointed
to an e-services panel, typically for a period of four
years. As part of that process they were required to
nominate the hourly labour rates they would charge the
government if they were engaged on projects.

The implementation plan is out for industry
consultation over the next fortnight, and the
government looks forward to receiving strong feedback
from industry as it implements that new register model
from 1 July next year. We look forward to working
with the ICT industry in this state to ensure that it has
opportunities to work with government and importantly
that the government and taxpayers have opportunities to
benefit from the innovation and competition in that
marketplace.

The government is taking significant steps. It has also
allocated money for the physical facilities in a number
of locations around the state. It will be working with
health services and with the education sector to try to
ensure that there is a sufficient workforce. On the
matter of the EBA, that will be negotiated in the normal
way.

Information and communications technology:
procurement process

It is interesting to reflect on some comments made by
Mr Somyurek in his contribution to the debate on a
motion before question time. He complained about
value-for-money assessments being taken as lowest
cost. I can say to Mr Somyurek that that is exactly what
his government’s e-services panel did — it took labour
rates submitted by various bidders and simply evaluated
them on a cost basis. No regard was given to the quality
of work that could be provided or to value for money.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
have answers to the following questions on
notice: 124, 126, 133, 140, 353, 364, 369, 400,
411, 436, 675, 688, 710, 728, 729, 735, 761, 794,
1017, 3578, 3579, 3581, 3582, 3584–790, 3798,
3803, 3808–4014, 4262, 4583–614, 8138, 8155,
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8178, 8197, 8205, 8242, 8243, 8250, 8253, 8257,
8261, 8264, 8265, 8268, 8269, 8308–12, 8314,
8316, 8318, 8319, 8355, 8357, 8359, 8361, 8362,
8383, 8386, 8388–90, 8392–8, 8400, 8402–4,
8460–8, 8471, 8488–96, 8506 and 8507.
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Kingston to statements made in this house by a member
of the Legislative Council. Following that presentation
the member who was the subject of the right of reply
attempted to make a 90-second members statement on
the contents of that right of reply. I subsequently ruled
that the member could not use that procedure to
respond to the right of reply as it was akin to making a
personal explanation.

Right of reply: procedures
The PRESIDENT — Order! I would like to make a
statement in respect of a matter that occurred in the last
sitting week. It concerns the right of reply procedures
that we have in the house.
The most important parliamentary privilege we have is
generally regarded as the freedom of speech of
members of Parliament. The practical effect of this
privilege is that members can speak in this house
without fear of recrimination. However, just as
important is the incumbency upon members not to
abuse that privilege. Members are absolutely privileged
from prosecution in respect of anything they might say
in the Parliament. Provided that their statements are in
accord with the rules and practices of this house,
members are able to express themselves as they see fit.
However, on occasion this right has caused distress to
individuals who are adversely referred to in the house.
There is obviously a clear conflict on the one hand of
this Parliament’s right to, and its need of, the fearless,
open and direct expression of opinions by its members,
and on the other, Victorian citizens’ right to their good
reputation and fair interpretation by members of their
views and actions. In order to address this issue, this
house, like many other houses of Parliament, has
followed the Australian Senate’s lead and introduced a
right-of-reply procedure for persons or organisations
who claim that they have been adversely affected by
statements made in the house. This is detailed in
chapter 21 of our standing orders.
Two of the distinguishing features of the right-of-reply
procedures in this house compared to nearly all of the
other parliaments are, firstly, that the President alone is
responsible for determining whether a right of reply
should be presented to the house. Secondly, our
practice is that a fairly strict approach is taken in
relation to the content of a right of reply. As a matter of
fact, every one of the 13 replies tabled in the Council
have had material omitted or altered in some way from
their original submission. To date, six applications for a
right of reply have not been approved.
Members will recall that on 21 June 2012 I presented a
right of reply from a certain councillor of the City of

I advised the house that members should not be
permitted to make a personal explanation on the same
day as the presentation of the right of reply. That was
consistent with a previous ruling in this house, but there
had been another occasion that was raised by the
Leader of the Government on which there was an
inconsistent position in the proceedings, where on one
occasion in this house a member was able to follow a
right of reply with commentary by way of a personal
explanation.
I said that the personal explanation should not occur on
the same day, and I made that decision on the basis that
to allow an immediate response by the member
concerned could trigger a mechanism for continuing
debate between the member and the citizen concerned
and could well diminish the right conferred by the
house to an aggrieved citizen. Also, I believed that the
house should first be afforded the opportunity of
acquainting itself with the contents of the right of reply
prior to any immediate comment by members or
possible consideration of the right of reply.
I therefore wish to reiterate to the house that I will
continue to deny members the opportunity to make
90-second statements or personal explanations on the
same day that I table a right of reply. However,
members can of course give notice of a motion to take
the right of reply into consideration on the next day of
meeting, or use the statements on reports and papers
procedure, pursuant to standing order 9.10, or indeed
they could follow what occurred on that occasion in
June when matters pertinent to the right of reply were
subsequently raised in the adjournment debate.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Reference
Debate resumed.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Before we were
interrupted by question time I was trying to set the
framework around my response to Mr Somyurek’s
motion. In that context I will restate the observation I
made then, which is that my learned friend

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
3436

COUNCIL

Mr Somyurek — with whom I have a not quite intimate
relationship; I had the privilege of serving with him on
a parliamentary committee during the
56th Parliament — made a useful contribution.
I do not intend to make any pejorative comments about
Mr Somyurek’s contribution, but I need to point out
that it is by omission rather than commission that I take
issue with some of his comments. Mr Somyurek’s
inference was negative in respect of the present
government’s position on the issue of purchasing and
procurement policies. That is a little unfair because, as
Mr Somyurek failed to acknowledge, there is largely a
bipartisan view that ensures that government
purchasing and procurement policies essentially reflect
best value for taxpayers dollars. There may be slight
differences in interpretation around that, but essentially
that is the thrust of all governments.
For a long period there have been various policies in
place to achieve that outcome. Mr Somyurek alluded to
a simple example of that, which was motor car fleet
management issues. If Mr Somyurek had assiduously
read the transcript, or sat at the Assistant Treasurer’s
estimates hearing, he would have noted the Assistant
Treasurer’s comment that currently the Victorian
government vehicle fleet, which is managed by the
government services division, consists of
9100 vehicles. My understanding of what I would
describe as the non-operational vehicles — that is, the
four-wheel drive type vehicles which necessarily are
imported — is that something like an overwhelming
98 per cent of all the sedan-type vehicles are in fact
purchased from Australian manufacturers.
Mr Somyurek singularly uses the example of the motor
car industry when the reality is that it has been a
bipartisan position. Nothing has substantially changed
since the change of government. It is a very substantial
buy for Victorian taxpayers to purchase those vehicles.
This is not just to have that inventory; that inventory is
changing all the time, so there is a driver in terms of the
manufacturing sector and vehicle purchases. I just
wanted to note that point.
The lead speaker for the opposition also talked about
the Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
inquiry, and in referring to VCEC used the phrase, ‘that
cost-cutting organisation or body’. Again I could not,
by way of invitation, encourage Mr Somyurek to
respond to me and acknowledge that VCEC is actually
a process body which deals with issues of productivity
for Victorian governments and which has bipartisan
support, or at least it did have.
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The Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
was created by John Brumby, who was Treasurer at the
time. It also came under the stewardship of Mr Lenders
when he was Treasurer, supported by Mr Brumby as
Premier. I am to a degree perplexed by Mr Somyurek’s
pejorative comments about VCEC because this
government has, like the previous government,
accepted that there is a need to take its advice on
productivity and efficiency issues. I am sure
Mr Lenders would support me in saying VCEC is a
good organisation to which to give references and from
which to receive advice. I just wanted to touch on that. I
will go to particular matters in a moment, but I am just
trying to round up some brief comments on
Mr Somyurek’s contribution.
Mr Somyurek, aside from attempting to make a point
about the government’s motor car purchasing policy,
also wanted to make some adverse comment about the
VCEC inquiry. The VCEC report entitled Victorian
Manufacturing: Meeting the Challenges — Inquiry into
a More Competitive Victorian Manufacturing Industry
is a useful document, as is the government’s response.
In the foreword to the government response, the
Treasurer, Mr Wells, and Mr Richard Dalla-Riva, the
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations and
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade — —
Mr Lenders — Lots of time but it still does not do
much.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Lenders has a certain way
about him. I have to say there is no doubt that losing
office has diminished the Leader of the Opposition. The
foreword states:
The VCEC outlines a forward looking strategy for the
government and identifies 44 recommendations to guide and
implement the strategy through initiatives, regulation and
procurement policy. The VCEC proposes that the ultimate
objective is the improvement of the wellbeing of Victorians
by having more high-performing manufacturing enterprises
operating in a dynamic and internationally competitive
Victoria. This is best pursued through a focus on enterprises
and well-functioning markets and ensuring that any
interventions achieve net benefits for Victoria.
The government is supportive of the general direction of the
VCEC report. The government response identifies a number
of areas for immediate action and a set of broader
competitiveness priorities for ongoing consideration.

That is particularly relevant because of the context of
the motion before the house, which is to establish an
inquiry to do something which is already largely in
train. I alluded to the fact that we already have in train a
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry into
the delivery of major infrastructure, which is a major
Victorian government priority, and it is clear that there
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is a bipartisan view about the need to have a good look
at the way that projects are being delivered.
It is true that the VCEC report recommended a strategy
focus on particular action areas, including ‘framing
government procurement to achieve value for money
and opportunities for competitive local manufacturers’.
That recommendation, amongst many others, was
adopted and supported by the government, and it has
been put in train. There are a number of points that need
to be made around this space, but I am conscious that
time is on the wing. I might come back to this after
lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Mr P. DAVIS — Rather than continue, perhaps I
will press the refresh button and start from the top, but I
probably cannot start without Mr Somyurek, who
moved the motion. I note that he is absent from the
chamber. It is a considerable disappointment that I
cannot address him because the whole point of making
a speech in response is to respond to the mover of the
motion. I feel a little slighted, I suppose.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — No, but I was trying to engage
with him. In the two attempts I have made to start this
speech I have genuinely tried to engage with
Mr Somyurek. His absence speaks volumes about his
disinterest in the subject. Therefore I will make it a
speech to myself, perhaps. No, I will not do that, as
Mr Hall is listening, Ms Pennicuik is listening and
Mr Finn is listening. That is outstanding, so away I go.
Mr Somyurek’s motion seeks to refer an inquiry to the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
on issues relating to Victorian government procurement
policies. I do not discount that Mr Somyurek’s motion
is well intended. I thought that his contribution was
misdirected in the substance of his presentation because
the paragraphs of the motion state that the committee
should:
(1) investigate the procurement policies of the Victorian
government, its departments and agencies;
(2) assess the impact of those policies on the Victorian
economy …
(a) employment within Victoria;
(b) locally based industries; and
(c) the financial position of the state; and
(3) compare Victorian government policies with those in
other jurisdictions.
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What I am a little confounded by is that Mr Somyurek’s
remarks were essentially confined to the manufacturing
sector. What confuses me about that is that the subject
is a good deal broader. Mr Somyurek made little or no
mention in his commentary of matters which are to
hand — for example, the Victorian Ombudsman’s
report of November 2011 in relation to ICT-enabled
projects, which was done in consultation with the
Victorian Auditor-General. It was a very interesting
report because it touched on this broader issue of
procurement in a substantive way. Bearing in mind that
this was essentially a retrospective analysis of projects
that were in train under the previous government, I note
that the Ombudsman and Auditor-General made the
point that the public sector had not learnt any lessons
from experience.
In relation to the 10 projects that were examined, they
failed to meet expectations, most failed to meet delivery
time frames and all ran over budget. The original
budgets for these projects totalled $1.3 billion. The
latest estimated cost, at November last year, was
$2.74 billion — that is, an additional $1.44 billion cost
to government, which is a very substantial sum.
When we are looking at addressing procurement policy
this is clearly material information relevant to this
motion. We have that input, if you like. I will not take
the time of the house to examine this particular report in
detail because it has been done in here before and
members are familiar with the report, but in context it is
a very important report.
Similarly, it is useful to note that the government
responded in December 2011 to the final report of the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
entitled Victorian Manufacturing: Meeting the
Challenges — Inquiry into a More Competitive
Victorian Manufacturing Industry. Again, some of the
matters addressed related to the manufacturing sector
particularly but also of course to the procurement
policies of the state. Rather than elaborate on the detail
of that report, I will simply mention for Mr Somyurek’s
benefit that a good understanding of that report would
inform him as to the direction of Victorian government
policy.
I was a little perplexed, to be honest, that
Mr Somyurek, who takes seriously his responsibility
for the manufacturing industry on behalf of the
opposition, seemed in a sense to be disconnected from
the argument he was seeking to advance. Again I am
trying to avoid being pejorative and I am just taking
issue with the case that he presented. It is a matter of
fact that the Victorian Government Purchasing Board,
which has prime responsibility for establishing the
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parameters around procurement, does account to the
Parliament. Its annual report for 2010–11, which is the
most recent annual report tabled in this house, is
illuminating to some degree about the broader context
of the direction of procurement policy.
Of course this report was tabled before the narrow
report from VCEC about manufacturing, so some of the
direction set out in this annual report will be further
informed by the recommendations from VCEC, which
is important because naturally public policy is
incremental. The whole nature of public policy is that it
is incremental. We do not often see what I describe as
seismic shifts in public policy. We see an established
basis, we build on it and we change direction, often at
the margin. I think it is useful to just allude to the
annual report of the Victorian Government Purchasing
Board and refer in summary to the chairman’s report.
The introductory comments are:
In 2010–11, the Victorian Government Purchasing Board …
moved closer to the development of a new procurement
framework for government, drafting 12 new streamlined
supply policies to direct end-to-end procurement practices.
The policies aim to give departments the flexibility to
establish a procurement environment relevant to their
activities with greater emphasis on organisational
procurement governance and planning. Complexity is to be
introduced as a key driver of procurement process and it is
intended that procurement processes governed by value
thresholds will no longer exist. The policies also emphasise
building procurement capability and professionalism to
ensure sufficient expertise exists for departments to
implement the new framework successfully.

Further in that chairman’s introduction a subheading
reads ‘Taking a broader view of value for money’. This
is an issue that was raised by Mr Somyurek in his
contribution when he talked about how value for
money can be interpreted. The chairman states, and this
is germane, that:
Value for money in procurement is not only about the best
price. It can involve a balanced judgement of a range of
financial and non-financial factors, for example, the mix of
quality; cost and resources; fitness for purpose; timeliness;
risk; and total cost of ownership.
Within departments and agencies, various initiatives aim to
deliver direct and indirect benefits to the Victorian
community and economy. This includes aligning government
procurement of goods and services with opportunities to
deliver economic and other broader government objectives on
behalf of the Victorian community.

That is a useful summation of what we mean by value
for money, because this often gets lost in individual
interpretation.
In her concluding remarks, the chairman said:
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On behalf of the VGPB, I would like to express my
appreciation to the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips, MLC,
Assistant Treasurer, for his support of the VGPB’s
procurement reform agenda and delivery of its strategic
priorities.

That is a useful note on which to conclude my reference
to that report because it relates to this issue of
incremental change and attempts to improve the
delivery of procurement practices, to which I have
alluded. I summarise the government’s priorities in
respect of procurement policy, which include probity
and transparency, value for money — which I have just
alluded to — equity for local businesses and
competitive markets.
In relation to the comments in its annual report, the
VGPB is proposing the introduction of a new
procurement platform that will modernise and improve
the policy framework that governs the supply of goods
and services to departments. The VGPB is seeking to
develop a new procurement framework and, in doing
that, has to consult across jurisdictions, in particular
with the Australian Procurement and Construction
Council. The VGPB is considered a leader in
government procurement reform. It is also undertaking
a period of industry consultation to further support the
direction of this reform, with particular focus on
enabling small business and local industry to
participate. The consultation in this area is being led by
none other than my colleague the member for Morwell,
Parliamentary Secretary for Small Business, Russell
Northe. I cannot think of a more energetic and
interested member to lead that process.
The Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission’s report, to which I have alluded, made a
number of recommendations in relation to procurement
policy. The government response was to support, or to
support in principle, all the recommendations the
VCEC made. I think that is important to note. With
regard to the delivery of ICT projects, which are a
substantial burden for all governments, the
Ombudsman’s report found that of a sample of
10 projects there was a 110 per cent budget blow-out,
totalling more than $1 billion, with failures across
governance and procurement.
I am a little frustrated that I cannot engage — through
the Chair, of course — with the member who moved
the motion and try to tease out some of these issues
more effectively.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I will not be tempted to respond to
the interjections in the chamber because they are
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obviously disorderly, but more to the point they do not
serve to help me to come to the conclusion of my
speech, which I am seeking to do for the third time.
My point in summary is that this is a very broad motion
to which the member has spoken incredibly narrowly,
and he has missed the point entirely. There is a reform
process occurring in the area of procurement that is
being driven by a number of factors. The government
has been informed by its own policy on being elected,
which clearly sets out its aspiration to improve access
for Victorian businesses to opportunities to participate
in engagement with government on commercial terms.
It has also been informed by the inquiry into the
manufacturing sector by VCEC, by the Victorian
Government Purchasing Board’s own initiative to
improve the platform for accountability, governance
and competitiveness in the procurement field, and, as I
alluded to in my first attempt to make this speech
before I was interrupted, by the substantial inquiry that
is being undertaken by the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, very much on a cooperative and
bipartisan basis, looking at the acquisition and
procurement of major infrastructure.
We have seen repeat failures in delivery of that
infrastructure, whether it is in the service delivery area,
ICT, things like HealthSMART and myki, which have
been problematic. We have seen this in terms of the
delivery of the hardware, the recent failure of the
challenge of the public-private partnership (PPP) on the
Ararat prison. We need a better framework to manage
these projects in the future, no matter how complex. I
do not intend to go into the detail of that, because the
committee is midway through its inquiry and is taking
evidence, as I said earlier, in public hearings next week.
We will get to the end of that inquiry, and I am hopeful
there will be a bipartisan view about recommendations
to this place.
I believe the motion before the house to establish a
further inquiry process is in a sense premature, given
that all these things are works in progress end on end.
For that substantial reason I am not prepared to support
the motion. I say that with a heavy heart, because it is
an area in which I have a particular interest. Any effort
to advance productivity and efficiency, reduce the
burden on taxpayers and improve the outcomes in
procurement is worthy, but what this motion asks for is
premature and duplicates a lot of other activity which is
on foot.
There is no upside to the reference at this time. In future
it may be appropriate to review the changes which will
presently be put into effect. The outcomes of the PAEC
inquiry into infrastructure will also inform the
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Parliament, and at some future time it might be
appropriate to further consider this, but given that there
is a policy shift, or if you like a protocol shift, within
government across a whole lot of areas that I have
alluded to, now is not the time for this motion.
Therefore I oppose it.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
speak for around 10 minutes on Mr Somyurek’s
motion 343 regarding a referral to the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee. I note that
Mr Somyurek is not in the chamber. If you are the
mover of a motion, it is strange not to be present when
other members are responding to your motion. I say
again that I will be speaking for around 10 minutes, in
case Mr Somyurek is in some other part of the building
and wants to rush back in time to respond to what we
have said.
The Greens are prepared to support the motion,
notwithstanding the comments and remarks made by
Mr Davis. In his closing remarks he said he had a heavy
heart in not being able to support the motion, but he did
say it could be a motion for the future. I believe it is a
motion that could be put in train now and complement
other inquiries that are going on in the Parliament,
including the current inquiry of the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee into local
economic development initiatives in Victoria. The
EDIC is due to report at the end of June next year,
whereas Mr Somyurek’s motion would require
reporting at the close of April next year, so the two
inquiries could run in parallel. They would be looking
at slightly different but related matters.
Amongst other things, the EDIC’s inquiry into local
economic development initiatives will examine the
range of existing local economic development
programs being carried out in Victorian municipalities;
examine the appropriate role of local government in
generating economic development, including the role of
both local government and state government in
procurement; examine whether the role of local
government in rural and regional areas has different
economic tasks to that of metropolitan-based
municipalities; identify the barriers to local economic
development, including compliance costs for business
and planning delays, operating in local municipalities
and developing solutions to address these barriers; and
examine ways in which municipal councils and the
Victorian government can support local economic
development and investigate best practice. That is what
the committee is doing at the moment, and part of that
is related to procurement policies.
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I note that both Mr Somyurek and Mr Davis mentioned
that there is bipartisan commitment to there being value
for taxpayers money with regard to procurement
policies of the state government. Of course it is
understood that because the state has a sizable budget to
spend on procurement, government procurement affects
employment and industry within the state of Victoria.
Mr Davis mentioned that value for money should not
just be about least cost but also about quality and
broader economic objectives, and the Greens agree with
that.
Mr Davis also mentioned that the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC), of which he is the chair,
is currently holding an inquiry on a reference received
from the Assembly in May last year and that hearings
will be held in Parliament House next week. The terms
of reference for that inquiry ask the committee to
examine the competencies and skills that public sector
managers require for the effective evaluation, decision
making and oversight of significant infrastructure
projects and protection of the public interest; the extent
to which government policies specify these and support
the Department of Treasury and Finance’s application
of these across the public sector; what strategies are in
place for the development of such competencies and
skills; and whether particular significant infrastructure
projects have been developed and implemented in a
manner which aligns with the public interest and
maximises transparency and accountability for the life
cycle of the project. I will come back to the latter — it
is covered in paragraph (d) of the terms of reference.
The committee has also been asked to look at relevant
infrastructure delivery strategies and practices and the
merits of centralisation versus decentralisation of
available skilled experts in the Victorian public sector
during the life cycle stages of public-private partnership
(PPP) projects, including any benefits that may be
derived from greater flexibility. This is an important
inquiry, because a lot of public funds are invested in
infrastructure projects. We could go into the merits of
those projects, such as the desalination project and
myki. Both those projects have huge question marks
over them. I return to the inquiry’s terms of reference,
and to paragraph (d):
whether particular significant infrastructure projects have
been developed and implemented in a manner which aligns
with the public interest and maximises transparency and
accountability for the life cycle of the project …

There is no accountability and transparency. Myki
documents have not been released, the desalination
documents have not all been released and the financial
arrangements of many other major projects remain
obscure to the public.
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I was going to mention the issue of Ararat prison,
which Mr Davis mentioned. That would be a case in
point of a subject this inquiry of PAEC should be
looking very closely at in terms of how that situation
arose. How did that PPP fall in a hole after being
spruiked by government? Certainly the former
government was spruiking the benefits of PPPs across
the state. Members of that government said the risks
would be taken by the private sector and the benefits
would be gathered by the public sector, but in this
example — and in many other examples — that is just
not the case. In this case the private sector has fallen in
a heap, and who is left to pick it up? If the project is
going to be finished at all, it will be the public sector
which picks it up. I hope that members of PAEC get
their teeth stuck into that particular issue.
Mr Davis said he did not want to anticipate any
findings of the committee, but the last iteration of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee completed a
review of the Audit Act 1994. The report of that review
recommended that the Auditor-General have access to
public funds and public assets that are held by private
companies, whether they are in PPPs or in contracts
being carried out for government involving large sums
of public money, as happens in other countries. In
countries such as New Zealand, such as the UK, such as
Canada and even in the state of Western Australia, that
is the case. In terms of his response to that report I think
I can say the current Minister for Finance, Mr Robert
Clark, in principle supports the recommendations of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, but so far
we have not seen a bill to amend the Audit Act to that
effect. This of course goes to the issue of procurement
as well.
I agree with Mr Davis that a lot of issues were covered
and canvassed in the VCEC (Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission) report into manufacturing
he raised. Interestingly enough, one of the key findings
of that report was that the total value of manufacturing
output has been stable over 10 years even though
manufacturing’s share of the economy has fallen
somewhat. Perhaps the doom and gloom of the
situation is overstated. However, work certainly needs
to be done to ensure that manufacturing remains a key
part of the Victorian economy. I think those are the key
messages coming out of that report. It does say, though:
In pursuing this objective, the Victorian government needs to
support the operation of markets, intervene only where there
is an identified problem, and transparently evaluate the
effectiveness and efficiency of interventions.

And its actions should be consistent with the principles
of good policy.
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Of course one of those interventions is government
procurement. All of these things are related but not
necessarily being covered in the way Mr Somyurek’s
motion anticipates. I somewhat agree with Mr Davis
that the motion could have been a little bit broader, but
I still think it is worth supporting. I think that if this
motion were to succeed — and we will be supporting
it — the committee could look at these terms of
reference and ask for them to be broadened. In looking
at the terms of reference the committee could take into
account the activities going on in the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, and it could take into
account the findings of the VCEC inquiry into
manufacturing in doing its work.
There have been some other reports that I think could
be taken into account by the committee if it receives
this reference. For example, there was a report by the
Auditor-General some years ago, I think in 2007,
regarding procurement practices in selected agencies, in
which the auditor looked at 15 particular contracts and
found that in relation to 6 of them there was good
practice but that:
For 9 of the 15 contracts, complete documentation could not
be provided to show that important purchasing practices had
been conducted. It was unclear whether those practices had
been conducted, or whether the agencies were unable to
provide documentation because records had not been kept.
This was particularly the case for evaluations of tenders.

That is a report that could be looked at by such a
committee. I would draw the committee’s attention to
the report tabled by the Auditor-General in October last
year into procurement practices in the health sector,
where the auditor found that:
The department has not provided HPV —

Health Purchasing Victoria —
with sufficient support for the discharge of its full
legislative responsibilities.

The report did find that Health Purchasing Victoria has
quite a big budget and does procure a lot of things on
behalf of the health sector, but it found that there are
problems in those procurement practices. That is
something the committee could be looking at.
There is also a June 2010 report entitled Managing the
Requirements for Disclosing Public Sector Contracts,
for which the auditor looked at 11 departments and
about 1900 private sector contracts valued at around
$34 billion. The report found that six departments did
not disclose the texts, as was required by the disclosure
policies, of 43 of 144 contracts valued at over
$10 million. The total value of these contracts is around
$3 billion, which is 10 per cent of the value of all
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contracts. That report made a number of
recommendations. I am not sure, and possibly no-one
else is, to what extent they have been adhered to by the
departments. That is another report the committee could
look at in terms of government procurement. Also, in
the May 2010 performance reporting by departments of
the Victorian government the Auditor-General found
that they needed to be strengthened and that in
particular the Department of Treasury and Finance
needed to play a role.
I think there is room now for the committee to
investigate the procurement policies of the Victorian
government’s partners and agencies. Issues that have
already been pointed out by the auditor in several
reports could be followed up by the committee and
drawn together, in addition to its looking at the VCEC
report.
The other point that is worthwhile in Mr Somyurek’s
motion is the third point relating to comparing
Victorian government policies with those in other
jurisdictions. I think it would be valuable for the people
of Victoria to see how it is done in the other states and
territories and also in other comparable countries. That
would be valuable information, which I do not think is
before the Victorian public at the moment.
There is good work that the committee could do that
would be parallel to its other inquiry. It would build
upon the work that has already been done, as I have
mentioned, by the Auditor-General and VCEC. With
those few remarks — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — I apologise. I did not realise
that. With those few remarks, the Greens will support
the motion.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thought I
was going to speak after Mrs Peulich made her
contribution. We always look forward to her making a
contribution.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr LEANE — We do. I will speak on
Mr Somyurek’s motion about setting up a
parliamentary committee to investigate the Victorian
government’s procurement processes. I suppose I
understand Mr Somyurek’s frustration. This is an
obvious vehicle that can be used. There are a number of
obvious vehicles that government can use to stimulate
and generate employment in this state. Another obvious
vehicle is in relation to government services and
improving government services through employing
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good public servants. However, obviously that is not a
vehicle that has been utilised by this government,
considering that 4200 public servant jobs have been
eliminated of late.
When this government came to power one of its
commitments was that it would not take the razor to the
public service. It actually has. Another commitment it
made was to be an open and transparent government
with no spin. The worst spin this government has
created, and the worst spin I have heard over the years,
is saying that the public service job cuts that are being
made will not affect front-line public servants. I am not
sure what ‘front-line public servants’ are. I am not sure
that when people take a job they are labelled as a
‘backline player’ or a ‘centreline player’ and can
therefore expect to be the first one to be taken off the
ground. Saying that front-line services will not be
affected is spin. It is the worst type of spin for a
government that came to power saying it would be
open and transparent.
Another obvious way the government can stimulate
employment is in relation to the field of major
infrastructure projects. This government has talked a lot
about major infrastructure projects. They are an
obvious way to stimulate employment. Members on
this side of the chamber and a lot of people in the
Victorian community have resigned themselves to the
fact that this government is never going to build
anything in relation to major projects. Government
members talk the talk but do not walk the walk.
The government creates spin. Two days before the
2010 election Mr Baillieu went to Doncaster and said
that it was a great day for Doncaster and that an elected
Baillieu government would build a heavy rail line to
Doncaster. We know that is not going to happen. He
said a lot of things, including that his government was
going to do these things and that it would be terrific.
We know it is not going to happen.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr LEANE — The jousting across the
chamber — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane!
I will be calling Mrs Peulich next, so if she wishes to
comment on Mr Leane’s contribution she will have
ample opportunity to do so then.
Mr LEANE — I hope the government builds a rail
line, but I know it will not. In recent times government
members have spruiked building an east–west tunnel.
They joust across the chamber, saying, ‘What is your
position in opposition about an east–west tunnel?’. That
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question would be irrelevant if the government built it
now. If the government were building the tunnel and
spruiking it, it would not matter what we thought
because the tunnel would be being built. It would not
matter what we thought about anything, but we will
wait and see in regard to that issue. If major projects
went ahead, procurement would be an important part of
them. All Mr Somyurek is asking from members of this
chamber is something that was asked from members
during the last term of government.
I am sure the Deputy President would know better than
me about issues in relation to the role he played during
the last term of government. I have to say that when a
member of this chamber moved a motion to send a
reference to a joint parliamentary committee — this
was done about half a dozen times — I cannot
remember one instance of members of the previous
government actually voting against one of those
particular types of motions.
In this term of government over half a dozen of these
motions to send a reference to a joint parliamentary
committee to look into an important issue for the
Victorian community must have been moved in this
chamber. Maybe there have been a lot more. Perhaps
one motion was passed, but the others have been voted
down by this government. This new government was
going to be open and transparent. Everything about this
government was supposed to be open and be able to be
looked at.
Ms Pulford — The Baillieutopia!
Mr LEANE — The Baillieutopia! It has just not
made it; it is just not there. ‘Seek and you will receive’
was the message of the last election, but now the
message is ‘hide and seek’. There is a lot more hiding
than receiving. That seems to be what this new, open
and transparent government is doing. It said it would be
happy if someone wanted to look into something, yet
this government has been voting down motions to send
references to joint parliamentary committees that are
controlled by a majority of government members. We
have been lucky: this government has voted with the
rest of the members of this chamber to pass one motion
in relation to this!
I remember Philip Davis during the term of the last
government focusing on the rights and needs — which
were above the executive — of this chamber to
scrutinise legislation. We would hear thundering
contributions from Mr Philip Davis about the right of
this chamber and the importance of this chamber, the
Parliament and where the Parliament sits. We did not
hear that sort of contribution from Mr Philip Davis
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during this debate and we have not heard that sort of
contribution from any government member since the
change of government. No government members have
got up and spruiked the importance and the need of
Parliament to be able to scrutinise the executive.
What government members have done is impede the
Parliament in every way they can. They have used
rule 21-19 and impeded the Parliament from looking
into any issue of concern — any issue they think might
make them look less than fantastic. I have to say that
when these motions were passed during the last
parliamentary term and these references were sent to
joint parliamentary committees, the findings and
recommendations were all productive and all suited to
the purpose the committees are set up for — which is to
recommend better ways to benefit the people we
represent in this chamber.
I strongly support this reference going to the
committee. It is not the biggest deal in the world; it is a
reference to a committee. It is a shame the government
has taken the position it has. I am convinced on form
that this will continue and that any reference by the
Parliament to any joint parliamentary committee — not
just the issue in Mr Somyurek’s motion but any in the
future — will not succeed because this promise of
being a new, open and transparent government is just a
lie. It is just as big a lie as the heavy rail line being built
to Doncaster. It is just the same. I support the motion.
We know it is going to go down and that rule 21-19
will apply. I suppose the government will have to
defend itself somewhere down the track. One day it will
have to answer to something, and we will see how it
goes.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is always my luck to strike you, Deputy President,
during my contributions. I acknowledge Mr Leane’s
desire for my interaction during the debate. Hopefully
some of what I say may be relevant to what he said.
Basically the Labor Party makes one very flawed
mistake — that is, it equates words with action.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — And the Greens, regrettably —
words with action. Mr Leane, Ms Pennicuik and other
members of the opposition want another inquiry.
Ms Pennicuik spent a considerable time itemising and
identifying the various inquiries that have been
undertaken on this very important issue. I will borrow
the four she specifically cited just to make sure that
Ms Pennicuik’s research skills do not go unnoticed.
The reports are entitled Performance Reporting by
Departments, Managing the Requirements for
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Disclosing Private Sector Contracts, Procurement
Practices in the Health Sector and even Investment
Attraction, which was tabled today. I note some
significant reports have been excluded.
If the opposition has not wised up, one of the major
reasons it lost government was waste and
mismanagement and that it equates words, including
public relations and spin, with action. It failed to act on
a whole range of issues over its period of government
and has wasted a lot of money since that time. We have
had debates here on some iconic examples of waste and
mismanagement: its HealthSMART, its myki, its
ultranet, its desal project, its smart meters — the list of
major projects mismanaged by the former Labor
government is endless and is consuming and gobbling
up a lot of precious Victorian resources and dollars.
In fact there was another Auditor-General’s report,
which I think was on transport projects. It reported that
the value for money of transport projects in the public
sector was 30 per cent less than that of those in the
private sector. Clearly the layer of fat in procurement
and in contracting out was very substantial, and the
waste was substantial.
Regrettably the Labor Party not only believes words
equal action but it is also absolutely adept at wasting
money, mostly because its members have never had to
manage a lot of their own. They do not run businesses;
they do not draw on that culture. Most of them have
been drawn from the political offices of their factional
bosses, their heads and their mentors, whether it is from
electorate offices, from being advisers or from the
union movement as paid organisers. When everyone
else is protesting and losing money by supporting stop
work action — misguidedly — their union bosses are
still getting paid, and they are getting paid big bickies.
Sometimes what they get is not officially reported, as
we saw, for example, with the Craig Thomson debacle,
where obviously there was a substantial misuse of
union members money. I am not that naive to believe
for 1 minute that this was a one-off. I believe this is
endemic in the union movement and that there are some
practices that inflate the cost of projects to taxpayers, to
the public purse, that need to be cleaned out. This is
precisely one of the reasons the Premier has taken up
the issue of construction costs through the Council of
Australian Governments.
We have had a lot of inquiries. It is now time for action.
In relation to this motion, that action is being taken by
the minister responsible for procurement, the
Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips. I completely concur
with the chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
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Committee, Philip Davis, who said that it may be
appropriate for PAEC — and it will be appropriate for
it, as a key committee of scrutiny — to oversight the
implementation of a new framework and new
guidelines. That is really the basis of why a coalition
government was elected. It is entirely appropriate that
PAEC and other instruments of scrutiny give oversight
to such changes to see whether or not they are
delivering better outcomes.
The fact that the Labor Party combined with the Greens
is calling for this inquiry at this time shows that they
have not learnt anything. There have been a stack of
inquiries and there is a consultative process on track,
and I will go through that in a moment, in which the
government consults the various stakeholders in order
to make sure it delivers better outcomes, better value
for money and better community outcomes and that
they are implemented fairly and transparently. That
shows that Labor’s notion of process management is
deeply flawed. That is the reason, regrettably, for Labor
always mucking up the management of money and the
administration of government, and it is usually the
reason it loses office.
Another point Mr Leane made is that this coalition
government’s desire is to press ahead with a
well-established fact — that there were inadequate and
flawed procurement practices, which have been
exposed, combined with mismanagement of significant
infrastructure projects, including IT projects — and that
somehow its members have thumbed their noses at it
and have been blockers in this Parliament. Another
inquiry parallel with or on top of the extensive work
that has been done — and we all know that most of the
departments are focused on fixing up these problems, as
is the government — shows that opposition members
are the blockers. To engage in yet another inquiry
means to go back to step 1. It will create more
uncertainty and more delays in rolling out important
reform in procurement. Mr Leane calls it the 21-19 rule.
Guess what? Victorians voted for the 21-19 rule, and in
2010 Victorians voted for common sense.
We might have a majority by only a slender margin, but
common sense fortunately still prevails in this and the
other chamber. It would be absolutely nonsensical —
lacking in common sense — to now engage in yet
another inquiry into procurement, another study, when
the facts are well established, and some of the relevant
reasons have been well documented by various
Auditor-General reports; when the departments are
focused on it; when the minister is focused on it; and
when there is a process in place. And, yes, I completely
agree with Mr Philip Davis that implementation of a
new framework should always be scrutinised. I have no

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

doubt whatsoever that the Auditor-General will do that
in turn.
Ms Pennicuik said she did not know whether the
Auditor-General was going to do that or not, but if
Ms Pennicuik were on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, as she or a member of her party
should be — the Greens have chosen not to be
members of key scrutiny committees of this
chamber — she would know, and she would then lend
her strength and wisdom to that process. The Greens
have opted not to be a part of that process, so they
cannot have it both ways.
Ms Pennicuik — It would be good if it wasn’t
chaired by a government member.
Mrs PEULICH — Ms Pennicuik, the fact of who
chairs the committee should not necessarily be pertinent
to getting an outcome if the processes are respected and
if the bipartisan or tripartisan nature of those
committees is respected. Ms Pennicuik will recall the
process we went through when we looked at the
container deposit legislation. It was a comprehensive,
fair process. Members should contrast that with the
process the Greens were party to, along with the Labor
Party, on a reference committee in recent times on —
what was the name of the inquiry, Mrs Kronberg?
Mr Scheffer — Oh, you know!
Mrs PEULICH — I am trying to block it out! Let
me tell members: Ms Pennicuik, for whom I have often
had and still have a lot of regard — I like
Ms Pennicuik — was not shy about flexing muscle and
using the majority numbers to crunch things through, as
demonstrated in 50 divisions on 34 motions. In this
chamber Ms Pennicuik calls for improved and
strengthened democracy, but when she gets a taste of
power it is a very different game. She crunches it like
the best of them. She loves it! We have also seen that in
the federal Parliament where the Greens have the
balance of power, so let us not be green about the
Greens. They are red at heart. They feign a belief in a
greater, better, more inclusive democracy, but give
them the taste of power and they crunch it. They grind
you into the ground and common sense plays no role.
Now I ask Mr Leane: have I sufficiently quickened the
pulse?
Fortunately for Victorians the 21 to 19 rule — the rule
of Victorians’ common sense — means that the waste
and mismanagement identified by the Auditor-General
in successive reports on key infrastructure projects and
in relation to key expenditures can stop; we can rein it
in. It is important to rein it in to make sure that the
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Victorian community gets better value for money, that
businesses are better supported and that more projects
are delivered for Victorians. Why would we need
another inquiry when there have been so many?
I am referring to some notes, and I wish I had my
glasses on so I could read them. Does anyone have
1-plus glasses?
Ms Pennicuik — Here you are.
Mrs PEULICH — Are they 1s? Thank you. You
can see that I’ve recently lost — —
Ms Pennicuik — They’re very powerful.
Mr Scheffer — That’s cooperation.
Mrs PEULICH — In the main chamber
Ms Pennicuik is entirely cooperative, but given a taste
of power she would probably rip these out of my hands.
They are absolutely illuminating, Ms Pennicuik —
without the green tinge!
The minister, the government, the Premier and the
entire coalition are strong supporters of improving
government procurement practices and creating
opportunities for Victorian businesses to participate in
government purchasing. The priorities that have been
identified by the government in respect of procurement
policy include probity and transparency — and another
report and losing our way in the maze is not going to do
the trick. Another priority is value for money — this is
so that we can stop that waste and mismanagement.
That is what Victorians voted for; that is the 21 to 19
rule.
Another priority is equity for local business. Often
former Premier Jeff Kennett is vilified by the left and
the Labor Party, but the biggest thing he did to support
the Victorian economy and Victorian business was his
policy on contracting out. You speak to anyone in
Victoria and you will see they recognise that as a very
significant boon to economic activity in Victoria. Along
with equity for local business, another priority is
competitive markets.
The Victorian Government Purchasing Board is
proposing the introduction of the new procurement
platform to modernise and improve the policy
framework that governs the supply of goods and
services to departments, responding to the problems
that have been identified by successive
Auditor-General’s reports amongst others. To make
sure we have a best practice model, in developing the
new framework the VGPB has consulted across various
jurisdictions, in particular with the Australian
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Procurement and Construction Council, which is
considered to be a leader in government procurement
reform. To further support the direction of this reform,
the VGPB is undertaking a period of industry
consultation with particular focus on enabling small
business and local industry to participate.
The Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission’s Victorian Manufacturing: Meeting the
Challenges — Inquiry into a More Competitive
Victorian Manufacturing Industry report also made a
number of recommendations in relation to procurement
policy. The government response was to support or at
least support in principle all of those recommendations.
Mr Somyurek was right; it was a good report, and the
government has taken the best of it and is moving
ahead with it. It is not going back to first base. We are
not chasing our tails; we are moving forward.
There is no doubt: Labor failed in the field of
procurement. We know that, as I said before, from a
range of reports. One that stands out in my mind is the
2011 Ombudsman’s report into ICT-enabled projects,
which looked at 10 projects and showed a 110 per cent
budget blow-out totalling more than $1 billion. That is
$1 billion in lost revenue that could have been applied
to produce other benefits, whether they be related to
roads, services or other much-needed community
initiatives. That report also identified multiple
governance and procurement failures.
We do not need to revisit the facts. We know the facts;
we need to implement change. Labor’s proposed
inquiry, therefore, is not only pointless, it will
contribute to even further confusion and greater
uncertainty. It has failed to understand that the next step
is not action, not more words and not more inquiries,
but implementation. There is an appropriate role for
scrutiny of that implementation further down the track
in line with the role of any Parliament, including this
chamber.
This government is focused on improving access for
local businesses to government procurement
opportunities. Ms Pennicuik picked up on the fact that
that is part of the terms of reference that the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee has
recently received for its inquiry. I am a member of that
committee. It is going to be a very comprehensive
inquiry into something that is very important — that is,
what role local government plays in economic
initiatives. One significant aspect of the inquiry is to
determine what role local government plays or does not
play in supporting local economic development. There
are some good examples of where local government
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plays a very good role, and there are lots of very
ordinary and unimpressive examples.

scrutinises itself, that is okay. This is the tone of where
this debate is coming to.

I do not believe there is a need to revisit
well-established facts or to take it back to where we
might have been if Labor were still in office. We need
to progress this issue, and we need to progress the
inquiry we have been asked to conduct. The committee
has five members. It is a comprehensive and important
inquiry, and I believe the workload of the committee is
such that not only is there no need for the inquiry
proposed by Labor but it would detract from the
important work that the government needs to undertake.

You can get up and say, ‘Wow — Mr Philip Davis, that
impartial champion of independence of the Parliament
who votes with the government every time, 21 to 19, is
dealing with an inquiry — heaven forbid!’. The
executive government has steered an inquiry to a
committee it controls — but how dare anybody even
suggest a review? How dare they suggest the house of
review in the Parliament actually refer an inquiry to a
joint investigatory committee on which the government
has the numbers? How dare they! Everything is okay
because this government, this repository of every bit of
wisdom in the solar system, has reflected on its own
internal procedures and devices and therefore knows
what is happening, and it will consistently vote against
any scrutiny whatsoever. It is little wonder. These are
the same people who muzzled Ches Baragwanath when
he was Auditor-General because they did not like the
scrutiny, and they are the same people who every single
time in this place vote to stop any scrutiny.

This motion highlights why Labor lost its way. Labor
members do not have an understanding of government
and parliamentary processes. To suggest that we should
somehow disregard the well-established facts in various
Auditor-General’s reports and other reports that have
been tabled in this chamber, go back to first base,
revisit the whole question and create greater uncertainty
shows that Labor has a lot more to do in its
development of policy.
With those few words I look forward to the
implementation of a more rigorous and effective
procurement framework, and I commend the minister,
the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips, who has been
undertaking that work. I would also like to commend
all ministers who know they can stem the waste by
getting it right and making sure their departments get it
right as well. I have great pleasure in recommending to
this chamber that we should not support this motion,
much as I commend Mr Somyurek’s efforts to focus
debate on some of these very important issues.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I advise
Mrs Peulich and all members that reflections on the
Chair at the beginning of a contribution to debate will
not be tolerated. I am prepared to accept any criticisms
or comments when I am sitting over there, but not here.
I will not accept such comments, whether it is me
sitting in this place or any other Acting President.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly in support of Mr Somyurek’s motion.
Mr Somyurek and others have gone fairly thoroughly
through the importance of doing the scrutiny here and
the jobs nature of the motion, but I want to speak
briefly in rebuttal of what in a sense is increasingly the
tone of this government. I say in all sincerity that that
tone is not dissimilar from the Institutional
Revolutionary Party in Mexico or, dare I say it, the old
Communist Party in the Soviet Union. I will explain
why I say that. It is because there is an unbelievable
arrogance emerging whereby if the government says it

Mrs Peulich, who has left the chamber, was saying that
we on this side should understand the great significance
of the Australian Procurement and Construction
Council and the great wisdom that council has because
it is considering this matter. I attended about six
meetings of that council, including two chaired by that
champion of the Howard administration, the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, Peter Slipper, who
chaired that council on two occasions, and let me assure
the house that I would prefer a joint investigatory
committee of the Victorian Parliament to report on
some of these matters than to rely on these federal
bodies.
In conclusion, because I do not want to take away
Mr Somyurek’s thunder in replying, I will make an
observation about the selective nature of the coalition in
wanting to rely on federal bodies to report to it. When it
comes to anything to do with the Murray-Darling Basin
we see this attitude of: ‘You cannot trust the federal
Labor water minister, Tony Burke. Everything federal
is terrible’. When we deal with anything to do with
cattle in the high country it is: ‘You cannot rely on the
feds. Everything they do is biased’. However, when it
comes to any other form of review that we wish to do in
this place, like on coal seam gas or any other issue,
when we seek to refer such issues to joint investigatory
committees, why would we waste Victoria’s time and
the precious time of the coalition majorities? It is
because you can rely on the feds to provide impartial
advice on coal seam gas and presumably on
procurement.
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On the one hand the coalition says, ‘Don’t go to Tony
Burke’s department for advice on the Murray-Darling
Basin or high country cattle’, and on the other it says,
‘Go to Tony Burke for advice on coal seam gas’. This
house should show some courage. I do not hold it
against Mr Ramsay, Mr Ondarchie or Ms Crozier, or
any members who were not part of the last Parliament.
At least they are not being inconsistent. However, I
would say to the other members of the coalition that
they should remember how they voted in the last
Parliament and remember what they said about the
sanctity of the house of review, about the importance of
scrutiny and how governments should not fear scrutiny.
For those members opposite who were in the last
Parliament, the change is amazing. I am not going to
hold to account the members I named, because they
were not in this house while their colleagues did exactly
the opposite to what they are doing now. If members
opposite are not fearful of scrutiny, they should let it
happen.
The Institutional Revolutionary Party of Mexico
eventually lost government because no-one was
prepared to scrutinise it. The communist party of the
Soviet Union collapsed because no-one was prepared to
scrutinise it. If the great leader says, ‘Jump’, and you all
ask, ‘How high?’, eventually the great leader will get it
wrong and you will all fall in a heap.
I urge members opposite to have a little courage, to
trust their three coalition colleagues who dominate this
committee and give it the reference. If the
all-enlightened and esteemed Mr Rich-Phillips,
Mr Slipper’s successor, or whoever else the coalition is
looking to to provide better advice, can work it out,
presumably the three coalition members of that
committee can work it out too. There is nothing to fear.
It is a little bit of scrutiny from a committee that is
chaired by a government member. Why is it that the
coalition cannot let go and let the house scrutinise
something, or more importantly let the three coalition
members of the committee, who outnumber the
committee’s two Labor members, just have a little look
at it? It might actually make the government look a
little better. I urge the house to support the motion.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I take this opportunity to set the record straight,
particularly in relation to a few matters that were raised
by members of the opposition.
Firstly, Mr Philip Davis challenged the figures that I
quoted in regard to the Victorian government’s
purchase of motor vehicles. During my speech I stated
that 63 per cent of the vehicles purchased by the
Victorian government were built in Australia. If
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Mr Philip Davis were to go back to Hansard, he would
see that on a number of occasions I stressed that I was
using a broad definition of Victorian government or
state government — that is, it included departments,
statutory bodies and agencies. Mr Davis, in attempting
to set the record straight, quoted figures that used a very
narrow definition of state government. He used the
figure that Mr Rich-Phillips has been using for a while
now. Mr Rich-Phillips issued a press release a few
weeks ago, straight after Ford laid off 440 workers. I
think we are comparing apples and pears. It is a matter
of definition.
The source of my figures is the Federal Chamber of
Automotive Industries (FCAI) and the VFACTS
registration reports. Industry will tell you that the
VFACTS reports are almost considered to be the
official source for Australian vehicle sales data. In the
VFACTS reports the sales data attributed to state
governments includes vehicles purchased by state
government departments, statutory bodies and agencies.
Mr Davis also objected to me criticising the Baillieu
government for holding a Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission inquiry into the manufacturing
sector. According to Mr Davis, I broke some sort of
unilateral, bipartisan and tacit agreement on the sanctity
of VCEC — namely, that we in opposition should be
supporting VCEC no matter what it does. The fact of
the matter is that VCEC is not the appropriate body
through which the Baillieu government should be
creating its manufacturing policy. The Liberal Party,
having been in opposition, should have come into
government armed with a manufacturing policy. I say
to Mr Davis that there has never been bipartisan support
or agreement that VCEC should be the policy
development arm of the Liberal Party.
Mrs Peulich made the comment that this report will
potentially waste taxpayers money and duplicate other
reports that have looked into procurement, including
manufacturing reports. I am critical of there being too
many manufacturing reports. Manufacturing reports
have looked at procurement, but what I see is a more
comprehensive, targeted inquiry into procurement.
Talking about waste — how hypocritical! Three
months before this government assumed office, the
Economic Development and Infrastructure Committee
(EDIC) handed down a 350-page report in which the
committee made 68 recommendations. There were very
senior people on that committee. They travelled the
world, and they came up with 68 very good
recommendations. However, about four months after
the report was handed down, the Baillieu government
totally disregarded that report and engaged in producing
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yet another manufacturing report. I have read the
resulting VCEC report and it duplicates the EDIC
report. You cannot get worse waste than that. In four or
five months, you have two manufacturing reports. That
is the embodiment of waste.
I do not understand the incredulity of members about
my proposal to ask the people’s representatives —
parliamentarians — to review or investigate an
important issue like procurement. After all, the policy
development and scrutiny mechanisms of this
Parliament are a committee system. Why the
incredulity? I cannot understand it.
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HOUSING: GOVERNMENT
PERFORMANCE
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I thank
Mr Jennings for his gesture. I also thank Mr Scheffer,
who very nearly had to start off on my behalf as I was
called away to a meeting; however, this has worked out
well. It is my pleasure to commence debate on this
motion. To begin, I move:
That this house condemns the Baillieu-Ryan government’s
poor performance in relation to the provision of public
housing for the most vulnerable people in our community and
notes that the government —

In conclusion, the procurement of goods and services is
a very big issue, not only in Victoria but in all advanced
economies across the world. It would be a worthwhile
inquiry to have. With that, I commend the motion to the
house.

(1) has provided no new funding to build new housing since
coming to office in 2010;

House divided on motion:

(4) plans to introduce fixed-term tenure; and

Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Motion negatived.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Statements on reports and papers
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By leave, I
move:
That statements on reports and papers be taken at 5.00 p.m.
this day.

Motion agreed to.

(2) refuses to rule out privatisation of public housing;
(3) threatens to increase rents;

(5) has cut funding to the social housing advocacy and
support program, placing Victorians that are homeless or
at risk of homelessness in an even more precarious
position;
and notes that the public consultation period on the
government’s Pathways to a Fair and Sustainable Social
Housing System ended on 31 July 2012, and calls on the
government to provide certainty to public housing tenants by
clearly stating its intentions in relation to asset sales, tenure
and rental increases.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! I cannot hear the member moving her motion. If
the Minister for Health and Mr Ramsay could have
their conversation either elsewhere or more quietly, it
would be appreciated.
Ms PULFORD — This motion condemns the
Baillieu-Ryan government’s poor performance in
relation to the provision of public housing in Victoria.
Public housing is the source of accommodation and
shelter for the most vulnerable people in our
community, so this is an incredibly important
responsibility of government.
The motion has five points that I wish the house to
observe. These are that the government has provided no
new funding to build new housing since coming to
office in 2010; refuses to rule out privatisation of public
housing; threatens to increase rents; plans to introduce
fixed-term tenure; and has cut funding to the social
housing advocacy and support program, which removes
an important support for people who require assistance
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to enter into public housing or to maintain a tenancy
that is at risk of coming undone.
The motion also notes that the government has recently
undertaken consultation in relation to its discussion
paper, Pathways to a Fair and Sustainable Social
Housing System, and so I invite government speakers in
this debate to provide some clarity as to the
government’s intentions for those people who would be
affected by the proposed changes.
We have now had two budgets since the change of
government, and not one dollar has been directed
towards new dwellings. The population of Victoria
continues to increase, and with it the demand for public
housing. The target for upgrades to existing dwellings
is the lowest it has been in decades. This is
demonstrably not a priority for the Baillieu-Ryan
government, and it should be. There are some
6500 additional housing units that have been built in
Victoria in the last four years or so, and, as members
will recall, many of these were funded by the
commonwealth government’s stimulus package. There
were certainly large amounts of money targeted
towards public housing in the federal government’s
response to the global financial crisis, but the Baillieu
government has not taken any steps to improve access
to public housing for people in Victoria.
The government has been consulting with the public in
relation to its discussion paper entitled Pathways to a
Fair and Sustainable Social Housing System, and there
are three main elements causing concern amongst
public housing residents in Victoria. The first, as I
indicated, is a proposal to introduce fixed-term tenure.
Because public housing in Victoria over the last decade
has become highly targeted, there is a high proportion
of people living in public housing who are social
security beneficiaries — some 90 per cent or so. It is
not a matter of any contention that we are talking about
many of the poorest and most vulnerable people in our
community.
The second area the government wants to have a look
at, as flagged in the discussion paper, is a change to the
rent threshold. For decades the standard rent threshold
in Victoria has been fixed at 25 per cent of income, but
it would appear that the government has plans to
change that. Anglicare Australia recently released a
report entitled Rental Affordability Snapshot, covering
almost 15 500 properties. A number of locations across
Australia were surveyed to assess the availability and
affordability of rental properties in the private rental
market for people on low incomes.
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Anglicare found that of the 15 429 properties listed for
rent on realestate.com.au on Friday, 13 April — not a
particularly auspicious date — only 2 per cent were
affordable to single-parent working families on
minimum incomes. No properties were affordable for
singles on a minimum wage or those on income
support, including the Newstart allowance, the
parenting payment, the youth allowance or the aged
pension. Anglicare’s Rental Affordability Snapshot
defines ‘affordable rent’ as that which takes up less than
30 per cent of the household income. This is a survey
that Anglicare has been doing for a number of years,
and Melbourne, the Latrobe Valley and Ballarat were
considered in this year’s snapshot taken as recently as
April.
We know that for many people there is nowhere else to
go when access to public housing is denied, and for the
government to introduce fixed-term tenure is an
incredibly concerning prospect for those people. I invite
government speakers in this debate to provide some
suggestions as to how fixed tenure would work when
the current occupants of public housing are
overwhelmingly on fixed social security incomes and
have very limited options in the private rental market,
as the Anglicare report clearly indicates.
The third area that the government has flagged in its
discussion paper is that of stock transfers. I would ask
that the government rule out wholesale sell-offs of
public housing to the private sector. This is the question
that people living in public housing would like
answered, and the opposition seeks an answer to this
question from the government today. There are around
68 000 public housing dwellings in Victoria, many of
which have multiple residents living in them. Around a
third of these dwellings are in regional Victoria. Some
of those residents have experienced, and are
experiencing, great disadvantage, and the government
needs to provide some answers to their questions.
I was going to say it is the latest breaking news of cruel
punitive funding cuts by the Baillieu-Ryan government,
but that changes on a daily basis. One that has recently
come to my attention is the proposed cut in funding for
SHASP (social housing advocacy and support
program). I met with PACT Community Support, a
local organisation in my electorate. It is one of nine
providers of advocacy support to public housing tenants
in Victoria that are funded under SHASP, which
provides support to around 6000 Victorian households
a year. Their clients are people who are experiencing
homelessness or are at immediate risk of homelessness.
Last year PACT Community Support, the provider that
assists people in the Grampians-Wimmera region in my
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electorate, provided assistance to 800 clients — that is,
800 households. I am told they include many people
who are fleeing domestic violence at home and that it is
not uncommon for a single parent and some dependent
children to be counted as one of those 800 clients. We
are talking about thousands of people in PACT’s area
of provision of SHASP services. Across the state there
are vastly larger numbers of people across
6000 households.
The Baillieu-Ryan government’s proposed cuts to
funding for SHASP advocacy services are of the order
of 30 per cent. The government has said that it aims to
reduce homelessness, that it wants to keep children safe
and that it wants to make the public housing system as
effective as it can be. The government has said also that
there will be no cuts to front-line services. If the people
who work as advocates for those trying to establish new
public housing tenancies or who are at risk of losing
existing public housing tenancies are not providing
front-line services, then I need a new dictionary. They
look pretty much like front-line service providers to me.
I have spoken to people who are undertaking this work
at PACT. They do hands-on case management work for
people who — for reasons of injury, illness, disability,
precarious employment, unemployment, mental illness
or drug or alcohol addiction — are overrepresented in
the community of people in Victoria who are
experiencing homelessness. I would have thought that
these people could do with a hand rather than a funding
cut from government.
The proposed cuts will have an immediate impact. By
way of example, as one of the organisations that
provide SHASP services across Victoria, as I said, last
year PACT provided assistance to some
800 households. The numbers are similar each year,
and I am told that it provides assistance to 800 to
1000 households year in and year out. If the
government proceeds with the proposed funding cuts, it
will mean that in future many hundreds of those people
will not be able to be assisted. As I said, currently
across the state 6000 households are being assisted with
complexities involved in their tenancies. The proposed
cuts will mean that around 2000 of those households
will miss out in 2013–14.
The proposed cuts to this funding are an incredibly
nasty act of this government that has said there will be
no cuts to front-line services. It has said also that it
wants to support vulnerable people in our community,
yet some of the people who are at greatest risk of
homelessness will pick up the phone to speak to
someone at the advocacy service and that service will
not be able to take the call. With 30 per cent of its
funding gone, the advocacy service will not have the
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capacity to provide the same level of service that it has
provided. It is a disgrace. The government needs to
review this urgently, before it is too late and we see the
consequence of additional people experiencing
homelessness in communities right across Victoria. The
government needs to plug this gap and find the funds
that are needed to allow these services to continue this
important work.
Not only is the government failing to invest in new
public housing dwellings but it is undertaking a review
that is frankly terrifying. It introduces concepts of
tenure and rent increases to people who are least able to
meet those challenges. We know the private rental
market is incredibly tight for people on fixed incomes.
Finally, the advocates assist people in places such as the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal and in
departmental offices by filling in the forms required by
the department to get that foot in the door to housing
for people who cannot live where they have been
living. They are in a whole range of circumstances,
many of them tragic. Some of them have just had
awfully bad luck and are in need for reasons completely
beyond their control. These are exactly the people for
whom the government needs to be providing support.
In the debate today the government needs to take the
opportunity to provide certainty to people on the three
questions that have been flagged in the review. I invite
future speakers in the debate to do that. The
government needs to step up in the next budget and
provide funds for additional dwellings, improve the rate
of upgrades to public housing stock and restore funding
to advocacy services. In the scheme of things it is a
modest amount of money that provides far greater
benefits than any saving the cuts could make to the
budget bottom line. Keeping people in housing is
critical so that kids can go to school and the grown-ups
can continue to deal with the demands of their daily
circumstances.
The government has failed. I am disappointed that the
Minister for Housing is not here to join in this debate. I
would welcome her participation in the debate at some
point this afternoon. I urge the government to lift its
game in this area, and I urge the house to support the
motion.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to speak against Ms Pulford’s motion 377,
which is about public housing. I thank her for the
opportunity to talk about public housing in the state of
Victoria. What I am surprised about is the sudden
epiphany of Labor Party members on community and
social housing. Where were they for 11 years of
mismanagement? I have to ask: when they were in
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government, why did they not care? Why did they not
do their jobs? As for Ms Pulford, I like her, and I know
she cares. But I know, and I suspect that she knows,
that the Bracks-Brumby-Lenders governments let down
Victoria in the area of public housing. I suspect she
knows that.
Let us talk about Ms Pulford’s motion. Let us talk about
Labor’s track record in public housing. I refer
specifically to the Victorian Auditor-General’s report of
April 2012, Access to Public Housing. Here it is, a solid
document. I suggest my friends opposite read it because
it is a bit of a revelation. It may well be the cause of this
epiphany today. It is a scathing report, and it highlights
Labor’s history of poor financial and asset management
over 11 years. The Auditor-General was critical of its
lack of effective and efficient strategic planning and its
poor financial management, not a term that is
uncommon in relation to 11 years of the
Bracks-Brumby-Lenders governments — 11 years of
poor financial management and poor asset
management.
People know that the best way to get good value out of
your assets is to ensure that they are utilised and
optimised — something new to the Australian Labor
Party. The key recommendations of the
Auditor-General’s Access to Public Housing report of
April 2012 included the need to develop options for a
better operating model and better asset management
along with the need to develop long-term plans for
public housing. It was a scathing report, but there were
a lot of truths in there about Labor’s mismanagement of
public housing. It was an indictment yet an indicator of
its capacity to manage finances and assets. It was some
revelation for the people of Victoria — but we knew,
and the people of Victoria knew in November 2010 as
well.
There has been a history of inaction. Labor was warned
by the Auditor-General in 2004 and again in 2007
about the maintenance liability. Again in 2012 the
Auditor-General was very clear in his indictment of the
Australian Labor Party and the
Bracks-Brumby-Lenders governments when he said:
… the division lacks basic information, such as accurate
property condition data, to inform decisions. These failings
expose a serious deficit in asset management skills within
DHS, which must be addressed.

He also said:
It is unclear why the division has not introduced longer
term strategies to address this acute situation given that it
has developed over at least a decade.
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On financial management and the structural deficit the
Auditor-General said:
In its 2007 report, the board —

that is, the housing review board —
noted that the division’s underlying financial position has
been deteriorating since 1998–99.

Who took government in 1999? It has been
deteriorating ever since, and today we get this
epiphany, this sudden revelation, this sudden desire to
care, now that the ALP members are in opposition.
Where were they in government? Where were they in
the Labor strongholds of the Northern Metropolitan
Region — Heidelberg, Epping, Preston, Northcote,
Brunswick, Collingwood and Richmond? Were they
caring for people in social housing back then?
Silence — that is what we had.
Most damning, the Auditor-General found that despite
these reviews — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will take up Ms Mikakos’s
interjection — she who is apparently of the Northern
Metropolitan Region. She is now trying to defend her
government’s inaction over 11 years. She will get her
chance today, and she had better tell the truth because
Victorians know how the Labor government let them
down over 11 years. Today is Ms Mikakos’s chance to
put her hand on her heart and say, ‘We are sorry,
Victorians; we let you down so many times’. Here is
her chance today. Today we will find out if opposition
members are genuine or not and whether they tell
Victorians the truth.
If Ms Mikakos is criticising the Auditor-General’s
report, she should come out and do it in her
presentation today. In that report the Auditor-General
said:
Despite these reviews, neither the board, the division, nor the
government —

the Bracks-Brumby-Lenders governments —
developed or acted upon any long-term strategies to address
the deteriorating financial position.

That quote comes from page 11 if Ms Mikakos wants
to look at it. There it is right there. Asset management
under Labor put the housing portfolio at risk. The
Auditor-General found that the lack of asset
management has placed at risk approximately
10 000 properties which have significant maintenance
required.
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I have been blessed to be appointed chair of the Carlton
community liaison committee (CLC) in relation to the
public housing estate in Carlton. The former
government chair was none other than Ms Mikakos,
who somehow by chance found herself in the Northern
Metropolitan Region — by accident no doubt. Maybe
the Navman was not working that day or maybe she
lost her Melway, but she found herself in the Northern
Metropolitan Region and was the former government
chair of the Carlton CLC. After a couple of meetings to
get to know the people, they said this to me: ‘Nobody
has cared about us for the last 10 years’. They also said
to both the minister and me: ‘Finally someone is here to
listen to us’. Ms Mikakos asked me early in my
parliamentary life to hang my head in shame. Today it
is her turn in her contribution to stand up and apologise
to the people of Carlton, because I have got to know
them quite well. You know what — they know me,
they do not know Ms Mikakos.
The bottom line here is that Labor’s mismanagement
has put the housing portfolio at risk. The tragedy is that
each dollar of taxpayers money — taxpayers who
require return on their investment — that was
squandered by Labor’s poor management could have
been used to make a difference to the housing stock.
The Bracks and Brumby governments did not do it.
They blew it. There is a tangible cost of the
mismanagement to Victoria’s public housing tenants, as
identified by the Auditor-General. Ms Mikakos can feel
free to criticise if she wants, but the Auditor-General
said it in his report.
On coming to government the current Minister for
Housing, Ms Lovell, acted quickly to address the
deficiencies in the management of the housing division.
Firstly, at her initiative an independent, third-party
review of the finances of the housing and community
building division of the Department of Human Services
was commissioned, including a detailed review of
program expenditure.
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things as reducing the days vacant before re-tenanting
and conducting maintenance more quickly as the
tenants move on. Did those opposite do their job? They
failed to do it, and now this minister is doing it.
The Minister for Housing also called for an audit of
vacant stock that resulted in approximately
1000 properties being returned to tenancy, and she has
commenced the development of a new housing
framework to ensure that scarce public housing
resources are allocated to the people in most need of
assistance and to set a pathway to increase the stock of
social housing to ensure that public housing in Victoria
is financially sustainable. Ms Mikakos might want to
write that down. I agree that it is a term foreign to her
and the Bracks-Brumby-Lenders governments; she
might want to write it down.
An evaluation of the Nation Building program has
commenced. These projects were 1000 behind target
when the coalition came to government due to the
mismanagement of the former government. The
program will deliver more public housing than was
originally contracted with the commonwealth, and
Victoria is now leading the way. The coalition is getting
on with the job of fixing the mess left behind by Labor.
Let me address public housing funding and
privatisation. The Baillieu coalition government has
announced investment to the value of $400 million in
its first 20 months in government — 20 months, versus
11 years. I repeat: we have announced $400 million in
our first 20 months. By the end of 2012–13 the
coalition will have delivered over 5000 homes. Labor
disposed of 8000 properties in its 11 years. Labor
transferred approximately $155 million worth of public
housing to housing associations in 2008 without
consultation. There was not even a sham public
consultation; it was done without consultation. Maybe
they could have got the former Minister for Planning,
Justin Madden, involved. We understand he is good at
consultations.

Secondly, the minister directed that a comprehensive
property condition audit of the housing portfolio be
undertaken. Get it going! The Auditor-General’s report
confirmed the need for this to be done, and Labor did
not do it for so many years. Here we are, and today the
Labor Party has had an epiphany! I do not know what
they are drinking down at West Melbourne, but
suddenly they have woken up to the fact that there are
people who need our support.

In 2008, $155 million worth of public housing was
transferred to housing associations without talking to
anybody — surprise, surprise! Labor then promised to
transfer 2600 more, valued at $475 million, at the end
of the 2010 election. Far from Labor’s notion that the
coalition government has not invested a single dollar in
social housing, as I said, this government has invested
$400 million in its first 20 months in government.

Thirdly, one of the minister’s priorities was to better
manage the vacant stock to ensure that houses did not
sit idle and were used in the most efficient way to
support those who need housing. This includes such

I turn to the Norlane regeneration project. Last week the
coalition government secured a pilot of the national
disability insurance scheme for Barwon. Despite
political resistance from Canberra, we have done it.
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There is a better deal on the table for the people of
Barwon. The Norlane initiative invests $80 million in
320 public and affordable private homes to uplift an
area neglected by Labor.
It is interesting to be a member of Parliament
representing the Northern Metropolitan Region of
Melbourne, which I share with my colleague and friend
the Honourable Matthew Guy. The clear message out
there all the time is, ‘Labor neglected us, because its
members thought we were the Labor heartland. They
ignored the north of Melbourne’. Labor ignored them.
A consistent message I am getting in the Northern
Metropolitan Region is, ‘They ignored us, because we
are the Labor heartland; they did not care about us’. In
the Assembly seat of Broadmeadows, to which the
present member travels from Brighton by train every
day to visit his electorate, the government has invested
$160 million in the Westmeadows initiative, because
the coalition is getting on with the delivery of this
major development in one of the most disadvantaged
areas in the country. It is in the Northern Metropolitan
Region, and some of those opposite should go and visit
the area.
Mr Finn — Part of Westmeadows is in Western
Metropolitan Region.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Some of it is, Mr Finn. I
agree with you that some members in the Western
Metropolitan Region of Melbourne, together with their
coalition colleagues in the Northern Metropolitan
Region, are doing some good work out there. I agree.
The Westmeadows initiative will deliver 144 public
homes, including 34 independent living units.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Let me take up the
interjection of Ms Mikakos. All she says is, ‘That’s
rubbish!’, but ‘that’s rubbish’ is a term best applied to
the 11 years of the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments. This project will deliver 144 public
homes, including 34 independent living units and
220 affordable private homes, as well as a 120-bed
aged-care facility for our older Victorians, which will
be delivered by Baptcare.
Heidelberg is regarded as part of the Labor heartland
ignored for so long. In Heidelberg $160 million has
been announced for the first stage of the Heidelberg
redevelopment, including the replacement of
600 properties badly neglected by Labor. This
redevelopment will see the first major renewal of public
housing in that area since the time of the Olympic
Games in 1956.
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The other day the minister and I visited Barb, a public
housing tenant, in Heidelberg Heights, and she was
delighted when we visited. She has gone from an old
1950s cold, dark, grey home into a beautiful, bright,
warm, new place, and she is delighted. She said she was
delighted that this coalition government cares about the
people of Heidelberg. She has lived there for a long
time. She was born in Preston, as I was, and she has
lived in that area for a long time, and here we are, a
coalition government, developing solid responses for
the people of Heidelberg, an area that would have been
regarded as a Labor heartland.
It is interesting that in the other place today
Mr Carbines, the member for Ivanhoe, had something
to say about that place. He should have a good hard
look at himself before he starts talking about things in
West Heidelberg. He has a severe case of sour grapes,
because he knows that his own party neglected that
community, and it has taken the coalition government
to recognise and invest in the needs of families living in
Heidelberg West, Heidelberg Heights and Bellfield.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — We could ask about Craig
Langdon, that great supporter of the ALP. We could
ask what he has to say about how well he was treated as
the Government Whip by the people of the ALP, but
there is no loyalty in the ALP and there is certainly no
loyalty to the people of the northern and western
suburbs. There is no loyalty to people who need public
housing. The long-awaited Olympia project is a
fantastic outcome for the local community that will see
people living in modern, energy-efficient homes with
no net loss of public housing. It has been praised by the
local council. The mayor was in the room and said,
‘This is fantastic for local government’. The former
member for Ivanhoe, Cr Craig Langdon — —
Mr Finn — I thought he was the mayor.
Mr ONDARCHIE — He is not the mayor; Tom
Melican is the mayor. The former member for Ivanhoe,
Cr Craig Langdon, spoke to the minister and me in
front of the media and in front of Barb, the public
housing tenant. He congratulated the coalition
government on the work it is doing in housing in the
Heidelberg area. Cue the sounds of crickets opposite,
because they did nothing! Mr Carbines’s reaction
shows that he would rather his constituents continue to
languish in decaying homes neglected by Labor for so
long, and isn’t that a shame! Mr Carbines said the new
chair of the Olympia Community Liaison Committee, a
lady called Michelle Penson, would not know where
Heidelberg was. What an interesting comment about a
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fine upstanding citizen! Michelle Penson was the last
mayor of the former City of Heidelberg, and she is a
fine citizen. In a political sense Mr Carbines is such a
new boy. He lacks integrity, and the people of West
Heidelberg know that he is letting down his
community, and it is a shame.
In housing the big difference between the coalition
government and the former Labor government is that
the components of our developments are self-funding
as part of a prudent asset management plan. We will not
wait for the commonwealth to provide a stimulus
before we act.
In terms of selling off public housing, the Labor legacy
is damning. I refer to former ministers, including
Bronwyn Pike, the former member for Melbourne in
the Assembly, Ms Broad, a member of this place, and
Mr Wynne, who is perhaps inappropriately named in
terms of disposals. In terms of disposals he should have
been called Mr Lost, not Mr Wynne. He oversaw the
disposal of approximately 8000 homes between 1999
and 2010. In his four years as minister the member for
Richmond, Richard Wynne, disposed of
4494 properties — nearly 4500 public housing
properties. He turfed them out the door, yet those
members sit here today — the two who are here —
claiming they are completely disgusted about public
housing in Victoria. I ask you, Acting President: should
the motion today not be that they stand in front of a
mirror and have a good hard look at themselves?
The level of disposals by the previous Labor
government effectively wiped out the commonwealth
stimulus investment in public housing. The program to
build 4600 homes was wiped out by Mr Wynne’s
disposal program, by the member for Richmond
chucking out public housing, and those opposite sit here
in this state of fake epiphany today, claiming they care
about people in public housing. Richard Wynne
announced before the last election Labor’s plans to
invest in 4000 dwellings over four years. As my
children say sometimes, Mr Finn, ‘Yeah, right!’. Sure it
was going to.
This was just one in a long list of sudden revelations
before the 2010 election about things Labor was going
to do. After 11 years of failure Labor members
suddenly decided when it was election time that there
were things they were going to do, and we know this
was not right because no extra funding was attached to
this announcement. There was no extra funding, so we
can assume it was going to be delivered through base
funding. I wonder. In stark contrast, after 11 years of
Labor mismanagement, by the end of this financial year
this Baillieu coalition government, having come to
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government 20 months ago, will have delivered over
5000 new properties in its first two and a half years. I
encourage those opposite to have a good, hard look at
themselves before they rise to speak to Ms Pulford’s
motion.
In terms of privatisation, Labor keeps stirring up fear in
the community, claiming that the coalition is going to
sell off public housing to private developers. Nothing
could be further from the truth. The real story, which
Labor conveniently fails to mention, is that in 2008 the
Labor government transferred ownership of
$155 million worth of public housing to the housing
associations. Over 1100 public housing homes were
transferred to the community housing sector. That
happened without any consultation. How dare those
opposite stand here today and accuse this government
of a lack of action when after 20 months we have got
on with the game and got on with fixing what they
failed to do in 11 years?
I remind you, Acting President, that prior to the 2010
state election the then Minister for Housing, Richard
Wynne, was boasting about his plan to transfer
2600 more properties worth another $475 million, and
that process was criticised by the Auditor-General, who
commented that the properties to be transferred were
already managed by housing associations, meaning that
leveraging opportunities for housing associations to
borrow against those assets would not have been
effective. Maybe those opposite are taking some
financial guidance from this presentation today. They
can write it down if they want, but these were more
missed opportunities. The data is damning.
Here is an opportunity to talk about rent and tenure in
public housing. This government, this Baillieu coalition
government, under the stewardship of the Minister for
Housing, the Honourable Wendy Lovell, is developing
a new framework for social housing. No policy
decisions have been made yet. The minister made it
clear that public housing tenants on aged pensions and
those with severe or profound disabilities or mental
health issues will continue to enjoy long-term tenure, as
they do now.
The minister and I attended the public housing forum in
Collingwood, and the minister was there the whole time
and met the Collingwood public housing residents.
How many members of the Australian parliamentary
Labor Party were there? The minister and I were there
the whole time and met with all the residents. There
was a lot of emotion in the room, and the people there
got a chance to talk to the minister, and she and I got a
chance to hear them. How many members of the
opposition were there? None! None were there.
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An honourable member — Did you invite them?
Mr ONDARCHIE — It was well advertised. There
were plenty of public housing tenants there, but nobody
from the Labor Party turned up in Collingwood, in
Northern Metropolitan Region.
Ms Mikakos — How do you know?
Mr ONDARCHIE — In your own electorate,
Ms Mikakos. You weren’t there.
Ms Mikakos — How do you know there was
no-one there from the Labor Party?
Mr ONDARCHIE — You weren’t there. You were
not there. Labor’s hypocrisy on tenure in public
housing knows no bounds. In 2002 it was Labor policy
to review the tenure every five years. Labor increased
rents twice, in 2004 and in 2007, and on not one single
occasion did it consult. Not once did it consult with
public tenants about that. Those opposite should hang
their heads in shame. It is enough for the Labor Party to
tie up parliamentary time with these false allegations
and these false motions when they will not have a look
at their performance. Not only did they mismanage
public housing in Victoria but they are now recklessly
engaging in scaremongering about rent and tenure.
They are doing that for their own political gain, but the
by-product is that there are people out there who are
frightened of the result. They did that. Public housing
tenants are frightened and nervous as a result of Labor’s
political game-playing.
Mr Leane — When are you going to do your law
and order reform?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Enough is enough,
Mr Leane. While you sit here in opposition, deny any
responsibility and take no account of your
mismanagement over 11 years you are frightening
people in public housing in Victoria, and that is
unacceptable. How dare you! Your mismanagement of
public housing has failed those Victorians who are most
in need. As in other portfolios, in housing we are faced
with the challenges of fixing the mess left by Labor.
Mr Finn — Again.
Mr ONDARCHIE — As Mr Finn rightly points
out, again, as is the case for many other portfolios,
fixing the mess that was left in the state by Labor. You
can point to the government and say the government
has to fix the mess, but the mess is not for the
government, the mess is for the people of Victoria, and
that is the responsibility of those opposite, and they
failed.
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The housing framework is being developed in response
to the recommendations outlined by the parliamentary
inquiry into the adequacy and future direction of public
housing in 2010. Those frameworks are being
developed right now. There is a critical need for a
housing framework, given the recent Auditor-General’s
report. Here it is. I am not sure if those on the other side
of the house have read it. They should read it, because it
is a report card of their performance.
If I could paraphrase the Auditor-General, pages 1
through to 29, I would almost say shame, shame,
shame. How dare they put people in this predicament in
public housing! How dare they sit here today
scaremongering recklessly and making them nervous!
It is not fair. The Auditor-General says the
government’s capacity to continue to provide public
housing in the future has been put at risk due to Labor’s
mismanagement — that is the Bracks-Brumby-Lenders
governments.
There is a need to put housing on a sustainable footing
so we can continue to provide public housing to
Victorians in need. Encouraging economic and
community participation is one of the hallmarks of this
government’s approach to social housing. That is
evidenced by our innovative policies to build five work
and learning centres, one of which is in Carlton in
Northern Metropolitan Region, and three youth foyers,
one of which is in Broadmeadows in Northern
Metropolitan Region.
Recently, a number of peak bodies, including the
Victorian Council of Social Service, issued a joint
statement in which they commended the Victorian
government’s commitment to developing a social
housing framework. They commended the Baillieu
coalition government on committing to developing a
social housing framework. There are many complex
issues which must be addressed. Our focus is on
innovative policy responses to ensure that we can grow
social housing in Victoria and ensure that public
housing is available to the people who most need it, so
that the people who are most in need can get access to
public housing.
A very thorough community consultation phase has
recently been concluded. I was there; the minister was
there. The government will carefully and scientifically
consider the submissions and the feedback which it
received.
Ms Pulford talked about the social housing advocacy
and support program — SHASP, as she called it. This
Baillieu coalition government is committed to the
delivery of SHASP services that focus on case
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management and supporting people to maintain their
tenancies, so while the opposition runs around
recklessly scaremongering and frightening people, we
are committed to SHASP.

it is inexcusable that the people who were elected by
the people of Victoria to do their job did not do it. Why
did they not do their job? Why did they fail the people
of Victoria?

The department has been working with providers to
minimise the impact on direct case management
support and is working on a revised case management
model for SHASP. This government wants SHASP
providers to be able to focus on support for homeless
Victorians and advocacy for social housing clients.
Currently, SHASP providers are providing some
services that are not advocacy or support services, such
as the management of community meeting rooms and
facilities on housing estates. Agencies have advised our
minister, the Honourable Wendy Lovell, that this costs
them around $800 000 to $900 000 per annum out of
their funding agreements.

The review of this sector is long overdue. In 2012–13
the Baillieu coalition will spend over $200 million on
homelessness services. If you want to find out about the
homeless, you should go and meet with them. I have
done it. I have been out there. I have been chatting to
lots of them, and it is tough. It is tough that people do
not necessarily know unless they get out there and talk
to them. There are some genuine, salt-of-the-earth
people out there, really caring and nice people with
good ideas, and this government has spent $200 million
in this budget on homelessness services. In 2011 we
committed $76.7 million to the Victorian homeless
action plan 2011–2015.

The management of community facilities will be taken
back in-house by the Department of Human Services
(DHS) to allow SHASP providers to do what they are
commissioned to do. This will relieve those agencies of
those burdens and allow them to concentrate on
advocacy support services. This $800 000 or $900 000
will be invested back into support services.

The Baillieu coalition government’s focus is on
prevention and real outcomes. There is $30.1 million
for three 40-bed youth foyers. One of them is in
Broadmeadows in Northern Metropolitan Region. They
will focus on providing accommodation to assist young
people to engage in work and in learning opportunities
and to help them make a better life for themselves. Is
not part of our reason for being to help that next
generation? There is $25 million over two years for
innovation action plans that focus on developing
partnerships and innovative programs to break that
cycle of homelessness, to do something about breaking
this nexus and to revive opportunities for Victorians.
That is our reason for being. Our reason for being is not
to satisfy our federal government mates with things like
carbon tax, on which the opposition has been
completely silent.

It is important to note that the government’s focus in
terms of homelessness programs is on outcomes, not
throughput, so its focus is on achieving outcomes for
Victorians, not process. We need to ensure that we
minimise the administrative costs of delivering these
programs, so we can concentrate on front-line services.
Ms Pulford touched on it. SHASP providers have also
revealed that some agencies have been subcontracting
services and activities out to other organisations, which
incurs an additional administrative cost, thereby
reducing the capacity for direct assistance to clients, so
they are subcontracting out to other providers, adding
margin to margin and it is reducing the capacity for us
to provide that direct assistance to the people who need
it most.
The Minister for Housing, the Honourable Wendy
Lovell, has directed the department to continue to work
closely with the sector, and officers from the
department are meeting with the sector regularly. Those
discussions will continue.
We are getting to the point of it. After 11 years the
former Labor government failed. It failed to develop
and deliver an effective homelessness plan. The
homelessness policy under Labor was about churning
people through without focusing on real outcomes. It
built its stats by churning them through and not
providing them with outcomes. That is inexcusable. But

Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Ms Mikakos will get a
chance to make a submission today. I would really like
to hear her say that she supports the people of Northern
Metropolitan Region, that she supports jobs and
working families and that she denounces the carbon tax.
Here is her chance. But I am tipping that she will not do
that. I am tipping she will not speak against the carbon
tax because she cares more about political endeavour
than about the people of Victoria, and that is
unacceptable.
Let me talk about the housing framework. Since I have
been in this house Ms Mikakos has spent her time
talking about what we have done or making claims
about what we have not done. Why does she not spend
some time talking about why her former government,
the Bracks-Brumby-Lenders government, failed
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Victorians? Now is her chance to put her hand on her
heart and initiate her own apology to the people of
Victoria. We have the time.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — We could be finishing at
5 o’clock? I am prepared to finish my contribution at
2 minutes before 5 o’clock to let Ms Mikakos do that.
That is no problem at all.
This government is committed to genuine consultation
in relation to the housing framework. Every effort has
been made to provide public housing tenants and
interested members of the community with
opportunities and support to participate in the public
consultation process.
The minister and I were in Northern Metropolitan
Region meeting with public housing tenants and
providers. How many members of the opposition were
there? Zero — they were not there. They were sitting in
their parliamentary offices, working on their next
flawed media releases. They were not there talking to
the people.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is time to get out of your
office and get amongst the people. The director of
housing wrote to all public housing tenants telling them
what the consultation process was all about. The letter
was published in nine languages other than English and
was available on the DHS website and through DHS
housing offices. So far about 2000 copies of these
discussion papers have been sent out to interested
people. Over 1000 submissions have been received in
response to these discussion papers. Over 90 per cent of
those responses have come from public housing
tenants, Mr Leane. We are talking to them; we are
consulting with them.
We were at the meeting. There was a lot of emotion,
fear and anger in the room where the meeting was held
primarily because of the work the Labor Party did to
make people scared and worried. The minister stood
and listened to it all. She went around the room and
talked to all the people. I was there too. Nobody from
the ALP was there. Where was Ms Mikakos? She
should have been working there with the people.
Ms Mikakos — I didn’t get invited. How about you
invite me to something for a change? You should ring
me up and invite me to something for a change!
Mr ONDARCHIE — Ms Mikakos asked to be
invited. Not only does she want to be invited to meet
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the people of Northern Metropolitan Region but she
wants to be introduced to them, because they do not
know who she is.
The summary of the discussion papers and feedback
form has been available on the DHS website and
translated into 11 languages. Maybe we need to
translate those documents into very simple English so
that my friends opposite in the chamber can read them.
What is really disappointing is while we are talking to
people and consulting with them, there is no action by
those members opposite. It is symptomatic of their
11 years in government; they were 11 years of inaction.
They sit in this chamber, they are incredulous and they
claim they care about people in public housing. Where
were they for 11 years? For 11 years they were in
denial.
Copies of the summary discussion paper and feedback
forms and prepaid envelopes are available from the
housing framework information line which we
established to assist people who have queries about the
discussion papers. Hard copies of the feedback forms
have been made available to people who do not have
access to the internet. They are also being made
available at public consultation forums like the one the
minister and I attended. Ms Mikakos was not there.
Eleven consultation sessions for public housing tenants
and interested community members were held in
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria in June
and July 2012.
To be fair, I will say that maybe those members
opposite were a little busy fighting off their friends in
the Greens in the lower house electorate of Melbourne.
Maybe that is why they were a little busy — they spent
more time worrying about their own party than caring
about the people of Victoria. They were not there.
Ms Mikakos will get the opportunity to stand in this
chamber and tell us how many public, well-advertised
DHS consultation forums she attended. I know what the
answer is, Mr Guy. It is zero.
Information about these sessions was advertised in local
newspapers — Ms Mikakos should try to read one —
and distributed to tenant groups and communities. The
dates and venues for the sessions were advertised on the
DHS website. Interpreters were provided to help
tenants; interpreters were in the meeting room to pick
up what was going on. Three round table discussions
were held with key stakeholders in the area of housing,
and eight consultation sessions for local services
providers have been held. We have been talking to
people. The former government acted without
consultation.
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This government is committed to reforming the system
we have inherited that is simply in crisis. What the
former government did was unforgivable. The first
thing Labor members should do when they stand to
speak in the chamber today is to say sorry for their
disregard of public housing tenants. We understand it.
Mr Leane — That is about the seventh time you’ve
said that.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I have said it seven times,
but when are you going to say it? We do all of this
understanding that the importance of any decision we
make about the system, whilst it is in crisis, will have
an impact on individual tenants, but no decisions have
been made yet. We need to review what we have
received from those people — over 90 per cent of them
are public housing tenants. We will consider the
feedback and form some views about how to fix this
mess left to us by the Bracks-Brumby-Lenders
government.
The former government never consulted or talked with
tenants before raising rents twice — in 2004 and then in
2007. Labor left the housing system in crisis. The
coalition is seeking to make the system better by once
again making it sustainable.
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would say to Mr Leane, in 20 months in government. In
20 months in government we have already done it.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — And those opposite could not
do it for 11 years! Woe betide Victoria if it ever gives
you a go again, because you are going to make a mess
of it again.
A $4.8 million social housing development continues in
Norlane, 77 000 vulnerable Victorians have been
helped with long-term housing and a $160 million
development will create new homes — and jobs — in
Westmeadows. Again we are relying on the great work
of the Auditor-General in providing the report entitled
Access to Public Housing. It is a damning report on the
mismanagement of housing by the
Bracks-Brumby-Lenders Labor governments. The
members of those governments failed Victorians and
they failed public housing tenants. They were out there
scaremongering, and the open dialogue by the minister
has made them frightened. They should be ashamed of
themselves. The first thing opposition members can do
in their contributions today is stand up and say, ‘We
made a mess of it, and we’re sorry’. Thank goodness
the Baillieu coalition government is here to fix public
housing.

Mr Ramsay interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — That was the preamble. Let
us look at some of these projects. Just this week I
attended, along with the Minister for Housing and the
Minister for Health, the start of the construction of a
$180 million wellbeing precinct in Carlton. I know that
Ms Crozier also joined the Minister for Housing to talk
about an innovative social housing project for Port
Melbourne. And the Olympic spirit has returned to
Heidelberg, with the minister’s announcement of a
10-year project to advocate and provide for public
housing tenants in Heidelberg.
We have also driven the waiting list down. Under
Labor the waiting list for public housing soared to
41 212 applications. The Bracks-Brumby-Lenders
governments were prepared to just leave families
languishing on the waiting list while doing very little to
assist them with housing. We have introduced active
management of waiting list applications. Housing
officers are now working with applicants to ensure that
those most in need of public housing are attended to
sooner. We have assisted more families with housing
and have reduced the waiting list by more than 10 per
cent. In June 2012 the waiting list stood at just over
36 000. We have already brought the number down, I

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I will
make only a brief contribution to this debate. I think I
am in something of a unique situation. I grew up on a
housing commission estate in Morwell. Most of my
aunts lived in the Heidelberg village, and at least one of
them still lives in Office of Housing accommodation in
Melton. I also worked at the Office of Housing
high-rise blocks in Williamstown for five years. I go
and visit residents there quite regularly, so I get a sense
from them of what their concerns are about their daily
living, the cost of living, their rent and so on.
While I am happy to acknowledge that the
Auditor-General’s report did expose huge failures in the
previous government’s handling of the Office of
Housing accommodation, I remind those opposite that
they are now in government and it is now their
responsibility to step up to the mark and actually do
something. It is an indictment of the previous
government that there are 36 000 people on the waiting
list. Thirty-six thousand people need housing, and
unless that is addressed quickly and thoroughly I am
concerned that that list will just grow.
Mr Ondarchie talked about consultation. I went to at
least one of those consultation meetings. I also went
around to estates and spoke to various people I know
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who live in Office of Housing accommodation. When it
first began, the consultation was in English, but it was
bureaucratic gobbledegook. The only access people
actually had to the papers was via the internet, so if you
did not have a computer, you were not able to be
involved in that consultation process. I am glad to see
that the government has seen sense and changed that
process, but I would have thought that right from the
very beginning the government would have understood
that, considering the number of languages spoken on
most estates, it needed to conduct the consultation in
multiple languages, and it needed to use plain English
that was simple and straightforward, not bureaucratic
gobbledygook.
I have real concerns about the way the government is
dealing with the public consultation process in relation
to the discussion paper entitled Pathways to a Fair and
Sustainable Social Housing System. Does it mean a
sell-off? Does it mean rental increases? What exactly
will the government’s end game be on this? I am also
concerned because in the previous Parliament I saw
vicious campaigns run against people who live in
Office of Housing accommodation that denigrated
them. When there were new projects to be built smear
campaigns would be run along the lines of, ‘You don’t
want these kinds of people living in your
neighbourhood’. As someone who lived in a housing
commission house, I do not consider that I have two
heads, and I do not consider that my family does either.
I think there is a real problem with this government’s
perception of who lives in Office of Housing
accommodation.
Mr Ondarchie talked a great deal about the SHASP
(social housing advocacy and support program). He
said that everything was fine and dandy, that it was all
going very well and that the government had looked
closely at it and was supporting a homelessness
program. I am concerned about this because I have a
document dated 6 August, obtained from the Victorian
Council of Social Service (VCOSS) website, saying
that the SHASP campaign had been launched by
Victorian housing groups because they were concerned
about the cuts. I will read from the document. It has
been written by Heather Holst, the acting CEO of
HomeGround Services, which is a member of the Save
SHASP Campaign group. If the government is
supportive of this program, why is it that these
organisations — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! I ask members if there could be a little less chat
so we can hear Ms Hartland’s contribution.
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Ms HARTLAND — I am not sure the government
actually wants to hear it, so I presume that is why there
is so much talking.
Mr Elsbury interjected.
Ms HARTLAND — I sat in silence during the
contributions of other members. It is Mr Elsbury’s side
of the house that is making the noise, as usual.
Mr Elsbury — You are trying to make a point that
is factually wrong.
Ms HARTLAND — What part is factually wrong?
Mr Elsbury — That opposition members were
making the noise.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! Mr Elsbury!
Ms HARTLAND — This is factually correct, and
you might like to hear it. I refer to a guest blog on the
VCOSS website by Heather Holst, acting CEO of
HomeGround Services, a very reputable organisation
and a member of the Save SHASP Campaign group. It
states:
Recently announced cuts to one of Victoria’s most successful
homelessness prevention initiatives — the social housing
advocacy and support program (SHASP) — will put
thousands of Victorians, including children, at risk of
becoming homeless.
To urge the state government to restore funding, the Save
SHASP Campaign has been formed by the 11 Victorian
service providers of the program — Advocacy and Rights
Centre, Bethany Community Support, HomeGround
Services, PACT Community Support, Quantum Support
Services, Rural Housing Network, Salvation Army Social
Housing Service, UnitingCare Harrison, WAYSS Ltd,
Wesley Mission and Wombat Housing and Support Services.
Individuals and organisations are invited to join and add their
voices to the campaign.
The cuts have come at a time when SHASP services are
already at peak capacity. The campaign partners believe that
it is neither sensible nor economically responsible to create
the conditions for more tenancy breakdowns and
homelessness flowing from our public housing system. The
result in personal trauma and taxpayer cost far outweighs the
money saved in the short term.
Our agencies have written to the Victorian housing minister,
Wendy Lovell, Premier Ted Baillieu, the Secretary of the
Department of Housing and other policy stakeholders to seek
an urgent review in consultation with service providers and
commit to SHASP as an integral part of Victoria’s housing
and homelessness system.
SHASP provides direct support services and referrals to
public and community housing tenants who are at risk of
losing their homes. The program was trialled as an innovation
project under the Kennett government in the 1990s and then
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continued and expanded under the subsequent two state
governments. SHASP is provided in every part of the state
and is delivered through partnerships and collaboration
between 11 different support providers. The Minister for
Housing has made this cut as the main component of the
savings required in her portfolio, anticipating that it would not
affect front-line case management services. Unfortunately,
there is no way that such a large cut can avoid falling on case
management.
The 30 per cent cuts this year —

and this is from a government that is supposed to
support this service, yet has cut it by 30 per cent —
and the further 10 per cent cuts next year will reduce the
availability of desperately needed support services to around
2600 households — representing nearly half of the
6000 households who were helped in the last 12 months.
Without the smart and innovative response provided by
SHASP, many of these households will inevitably lose their
housing and become homeless.
SHASP plays a critical role in making our public housing
system more efficient and financially sustainable, with a
reduction in the statewide eviction rate by more than half in
the six years it has been operating. There seems to be a view
by government that other services also work in this same area
and can pick up this demand, but our experience is that,
although some tenants are supported by specialist programs
such as mental health, family and disability services, no other
program provides the broad spectrum of support aimed at
retaining housing that SHASP delivers.
These front-line service cuts will create additional demand for
homelessness, health, family violence and child protection
services and expose men, women and children to trauma
through housing crisis and homelessness.
There is a clear and direct connection between homelessness
and frequent use of high cost government services. There are
also lifelong consequences for people exposed to violence
and trauma. Vulnerable groups like families, youth, women,
older residents and children are exposed to even greater harm
when they become homeless.

I repeat that this is on the VCOSS website, and it is
dated 6 August. Mr Ondarchie just stood here for
almost three-quarters of an hour, lecturing us on the
greatness of this government, yet it is quite clear the
government is cutting a most important service. I am
not saying this; VCOSS is saying it.
Let me repeat some of the organisations in this
campaign team: the Advocacy and Rights Centre,
Bethany Community Support, HomeGround Services,
PACT Community Support, Quantum Support
Services, the Rural Housing Network, the Salvation
Army Social Housing Service, UnitingCare Harrison,
WAYSS Ltd, Wesley Mission and Wombat Housing
and Support Services. This is not the Greens saying
this; this is organisations on the ground, delivering
front-line services, saying, ‘This government has
abandoned people who are at risk of homelessness’.
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That is what I would like one of the government
speakers to talk about, because it was certainly not
addressed in Mr Ondarchie’s contribution.
I do not believe the previous government did enough on
the issues of homelessness or housing, and I am yet to
see this government stepping up to the mark and
actually doing something about the 36 000 people who
are on the current waiting list and who desperately need
housing. In relation to this current consultation I think
tenants have a right to be fearful that this is going to be
an excuse to sell off more Office of Housing properties
and land and that they will be forced into the private
rental market, which is incredibly tight at the moment
and which most people cannot afford. I would like this
government to be realistic about the fact that it is
dealing with people’s lives. Families that become
homeless end up splitting up. Then the cost of the care,
especially for children, is much higher than the cost of
providing a service that would have enabled the family
to live together. This government needs to step up, and
it needs to stop blaming the previous government.
Members opposite are the government now; they are
the ones providing the services.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — In recent
weeks the papers have carried a number of stories
expressing concern over the decision of the Minister for
Housing, Wendy Lovell, to progressively cut around
$3 million from the social housing advocacy and
support program. As Ms Pulford and Ms Hartland have
explained, the social housing advocacy and support
program provides a range of services for social housing
tenants to assist them with advice on financial
problems, on issues they may have with their
neighbours, on getting repairs done to their homes, in
lodging complaints they may have with the Department
of Human Services and in organising appeals they may
wish to make against decisions that have been made in
relation to their housing. The DHS website, as we have
heard, lists some twelve community organisations that
act as service points to deliver the program.
The social housing advocacy and support program has
been in operation for around six years and was of
course an initiative of the previous Labor government.
It was part of the group of programs that came under
the rubric A Fairer Victoria, which designated Labor’s
overarching program that coordinated and improved
services for Victorians who needed special assistance.
The Baillieu government’s announcement that it would
cut the funding to the social housing advocacy and
support program has naturally been met with dismay by
the community sector. The 12 community organisations
that deliver the service around Victoria have been very
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vocal, and local papers have run with some strong
criticism of the government and the minister herself for
what seems an inexplicable decision. The Salvation
Army, Wesley Mission, HomeGround Services,
UnitingCare Harrison, the Tenants Union of Victoria
and many others, which Ms Hartland listed in full, have
called on the government to urgently rethink these
funding cuts.
The organisations are seeking a commitment from the
government and from the Minister for Housing that the
services will be fully restored and maintained as an
integral part of homelessness and housing services in
Victoria. Those organisations say that the program has
been extremely positive in enabling social housing
tenants to overcome problems and to maintain their
tenancies, which means that they have more secure
housing. It also means that costs to the welfare sector
and to the state are reduced. They say that the
program’s achievements have been well documented
by DHS and that in the six years the program has been
operating the eviction rate in social housing has more
than halved.
Last month the Age reported that leading welfare
agencies had launched what it called a ‘scathing attack
on the Baillieu government’ and that Wesley Mission
Victoria, HomeGround Services and the Rural Housing
Network ‘slammed the decision to slash millions of
dollars from the social housing advocacy and support
program as short-sighted and illogical’. And of course
that is the question: what has motivated the government
and the minister to take this unnecessary, extreme and
counterproductive step?
Victorians have been watching the government now for
long enough to know that there are no answers to these
questions because this government has shown itself
time and again not to be motivated by public interest or
long-term economic benefit. This lack of logic or
thought for consequences cannot be better expressed
than through the remarks of the minister herself as
reported in the same Age article — namely, that cuts of
around $3 million by next financial year would not
affect the level of direct support the program provides.
It defies belief that the minister thinks a program that
relies so heavily on face-to-face service delivery will
not be affected when around half of its budget is cut.
The Age article reports Heather Holst from
HomeGround Services as saying that the number of
households helped each year would fall by around a
third from 6000 to 4000. Under this minister’s budget
cuts, around 2000 at-risk households each year will be
unable to find the help they need to keep them in secure
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housing, and yet the minister says that the level of
direct services will not be affected.
The latest information I have seen shows that over
80 000 Victorians receive some form of assistance
relating to their housing from the Victorian government
on a range of matters, including homelessness,
transitional housing support, family violence, property
inspection and maintenance services and referrals to
support providers. It is not as though this is the only
service that the Baillieu government is hopping into.
The same people affected by the cuts to the social
housing advocacy and support program are also
affected by increased hospital waiting times, cuts to
home-care services, cuts to special schools and cuts to
household utility bill concessions, all courtesy of the
Baillieu government.
Behind the worrying cuts to the social housing
advocacy and support program, the government and the
minister are manoeuvring to undermine public sector
housing delivery support in this state. They are, as
usual, doing this in the guise of making access to social
housing fairer, more cost effective and less wasteful of
public resources. For evidence we need look no further
than the Pathways to a Fair and Sustainable Social
Housing System public consultation paper that the
minister released in April this year.
To be fair, the paper asks some good questions and
identifies some challenging issues, but it is also
profoundly concerning to anyone who cares about the
future of social housing and housing equity across the
state. The paper says, for example, that the current
tenure and eligibility policies create few incentives for
tenants to build their independence and transition out of
public housing. It goes on to say that the lack of
incentive for present tenants to move on has meant that
these tenants are living in social housing for too long.
That means new tenants who need the services cannot
access social housing, and they miss out. The
assumption behind this is that social housing is not seen
as one of a range of viable ongoing housing options but
simply as a transition to private housing.
The whole point of establishing housing associations
that the previous Labor government introduced and
funding the construction of new community housing
developments was to provide a form of social housing
that was an ongoing and viable housing option. The
objective of housing associations under the act is to
grow social housing by leveraging government funding
and the value of their existing properties to expand the
quantity and quality of affordable housing for
low-income Victorians. Community housing was never
intended as a residual and transitional housing option.
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Housing inequality has always been a serious problem
in Australia and in Victoria, and successive
governments, state and federal, have privileged private
home ownership — effectively the privatisation of
housing — to the detriment of universal models of
social housing that promote social equality. One
consequence of this is that it is very difficult for people
who experience socioeconomic disadvantage to find
secure housing, and the reforms Labor made through
the establishment of housing associations were to work
towards turning this around.
Another problem with the push to home ownership is
the massively rising levels of private debt that
individual purchasers now sustain and the level of
funds that are drawn away from more productive uses
into the buying and selling of real estate. Therefore
Victorian Labor, in partnership with the federal Labor
government, provided a major funding boost for social
housing that did a great deal of good for people looking
for affordable and secure housing. We made a new start
on rethinking the role and viability of social housing.
That was an exciting initiative, and under the leadership
of the then Minister for Housing, Richard Wynne, the
Brumby government invested $500 million to build
4500 new public and community housing dwellings.
The former Labor government was also delivering on
major renovations to over 3000 units of existing public
housing stock, and on a program of 19 neighbourhood
renewal projects in areas with high densities of public
housing. That is the measure that the present Baillieu
government needs to match. If, by the end of its term,
the government can deliver an achievement of that
level, it will be in business. We do not need the paltry
kinds of excuses Mr Ondarchie made in his
contribution.
Labor grew social housing stock by developing
substantial grants to housing associations so they could
build new accommodation. Labor integrated service
provision so that social housing tenants could have a
better housing experience, and part of this was the
social housing advocacy and support program.
None of those very significant and important initiatives
made public housing perfect. They absolutely did
not — far from it — and Mr Ondarchie has milked this
fact to great effect, or what he thinks is to great effect,
for himself and his team. However, these initiatives
represented a major gearshift in housing policy in this
state, and many of us were hopeful there would be
bipartisan support and we would see long-term benefits
delivered. Labor recognised that the mainstream
housing market could not provide appropriate housing
for those experiencing socioeconomic disadvantage, or
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those who needed long-term support services, and it
recognised that state intervention and ongoing funding
is necessary.
Back in April, ahead of the May budget, Victorians
heard that the government was looking at opening a
round of privatisations as part of what was described as
a shake-up of the public sector in a bid to make savings,
and as usual the government invited us to wait and see.
It refused to rule anything in or out, including the sale
of state-owned assets. Richard Wynne expressed the
community’s fears that the Baillieu government was on
its way to raising rents, selling social housing stock and
cutting funding, and he noted the total failure of the
Baillieu government to invest real money in social
housing.
These are legitimate concerns and the community will
be watching to see how the minister and this
government tackle the challenges they have identified
in their own discussion papers. In my view, the
government has to ensure that the state continues to
play a direct role in both policy development and in the
administration of social housing.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I share
some of the disappointment of my colleagues in hearing
from Mr Scheffer that he does not value private home
ownership. That was the message I got from his
contribution, that somehow the aspiration to own your
own home is not something you would actually want to
achieve. I would prefer people to be able to access a
home of their own, rather than having to rely on
government housing forever. In fact, it would allow
more people to access government housing, but I ever
so slightly digress.
Ms Hartland, during her contribution, said that it was an
indictment of this government that 36 000 people were
currently on the public housing waiting list. If a list of
36 000 people represents an indictment of this
government, what was it when there were
41 000 people on the waiting list? What was it when
there were 41 000 people waiting to gain access to
public housing? That is what it was like under Labor.
There was a 41 000-person waiting list for those hoping
to gain access to public housing.
In its first 20 months in government, the coalition has
reduced that number by 10 per cent. We have got it
down to 36 000, as of June 2012. There we have it. We
have got a reduction, because we are more efficiently
using our resources. We are getting people into vacant
homes, homes that were sitting completely idle, and we
have used the resources that we have.
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Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — I will take up Ms Mikakos’s
interjection about Brunswick Street. That building is
not ready yet, Ms Mikakos! You do not put people into
a building that is not ready. Members opposite might do
things by half measures, but we do not. We wait until
we have an occupancy certificate before we move
people in. It is a practical completion and handover that
needs to happen before we can allow people to move
in. Would you have them move into concrete boxes?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! Mr Elsbury, through the Chair.
Mr ELSBURY — I apologise, Acting President. I
got a little bit hot under the collar at that particular
moment, but I was provoked into it. Ms Mikakos’s
interjection was about the Brunswick Street building,
and basically it is not ready. It is not ready to be moved
into. In any case, in its first 20 months in government,
the coalition has made $400 million worth of
investments in public housing across the state — that
includes $80 million in Norlane, $160 million in
Westmeadows and $160 million for the first stage of
Heidelberg. There are other projects that I will not be
mentioning that are of a minor nature. These
investments have been welcomed by people in public
housing accommodation.
This situation did not happen overnight. As I said, there
has been a 10 per cent reduction in the 20 months since
we took office. Under Labor 41 000 people were
looking for a home, and now there are 36 000 people.
Labor was warned twice about this by the
Auditor-General — once in 2004 and again in 2007. It
was warned about issues with the maintenance of the
housing stock. The Auditor-General’s report of March
2012 entitled Access to Public Housing states:
It is unclear why the division has not introduced longer term
strategies to address this acute situation given that it has
developed —

over the last decade.
Since at least 2006 —

I do not think the coalition was in office then. We made
it in at the end of 2010. The report states:
Since at least 2006, other departments, including the
Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) and the
Department of Premier and Cabinet, have also been aware of
the deteriorating state of public housing, yet this has not
spurred action.

What a disgrace! There was no action, even though the
Treasury and the Premier’s department knew what was
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going on in the public housing system. The report goes
on to say:
There are no clear long-term objectives for public housing.
Long-term objectives are important to guide management of
an asset base with a long life span that requires substantial
lead times for redevelopment or renewal. Now that public
housing is nearing a crisis, it will be all the more challenging
to address.

And that is exactly what we are finding. We are finding
that there is a massive challenge to address the many
shortfalls in our public housing stock, not only in the
quality of the stock but in the quantity available to us.
The report continues:
The current operating approach is not working, and cost and
demand pressures are unlikely to abate, so change is
necessary. New directions must explore innovative options
for providing public housing and should consider the future
role of the division, so that access to public housing can be
better managed and sustainable into the future.

Under its ‘Findings’ section the report has the following
subheadings: ‘An unsustainable operating model’,
‘Planning for the future’, ‘Poor asset management’ and
‘Poorly informed decision making’. Basically, here we
have the report card of Labor’s very poor attempts at
trying to manage public housing. Labor members can
be as bleeding heart as they want, but they failed. They
failed the people who are most in need and who needed
their help to provide public housing.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — I am missing something here. An
investment of $400 million into the sector is somehow
a bad thing? I am struggling with this.
The Auditor-General’s report goes on to say:
In its April 2006 report, the board found that the division’s
financial position was unsustainable over the forward
estimates period, given current policy and revenue settings.
The board determined no immediate risk to financial
operations as the public housing program was able to be
funded using short-term measures. In its 2007 report, the
board noted that the division’s underlying financial position
has been deteriorating since 1998–99.

There has been a deterioration since 1998–99. In the
period between then and now there has been a
deterioration. What happened during that period? Who
was running the show? Sometimes it is better not to ask
the question. But certainly there was a great big whack
of 11 years of Labor attempting to manage public
housing stock. It is unbelievable.
I will just go back a little to say that the housing
program was able to be funded using short-term
measures. The report says that these short-term
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measures included deferring capital construction and
acquisition, disposal of stock — and certainly Labor
was good at that — and deferring renewal maintenance
and physical improvement expenditure. Each of these
measures basically moved the problem into the future.
Nothing was actually done in the there and then; instead
it was moved into the future.
Between 1999 and 2010, 8000 properties were disposed
of by the Labor government. When Ms Broad and
Mr Wynne, the member for Richmond in the other
place, were the ministers responsible for those
particular portfolios, 8000 properties were disposed of.
Mr Wynne was the champion of disposal, wiping out
almost 4500 of those properties. Ms Pulford, who put
forward this motion but who is not in the chamber,
suggested that the federal stimulus on public housing
was as a result of the global financial crisis. Why would
the federal government focus on this particular area if
everything was hunky-dory? Perhaps it was the case
that federal Labor members were just trying to cover
their backsides because their Labor colleagues in the
states could not manage this thing? They could not
organise it — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Pursuant to an order of the house made this day
I interrupt business to move to statements on reports
and papers.
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membership comprises a majority of government
members, as they should do. This means that when a
matter needs to be decided, the vote of the government
party usually carries the decision, and I think every
member of a joint investigatory committee accepts this.
The discipline the system imposes is that members have
to work to ensure that the evidence for their case is
presented and included in the final report and in the
recommendations to government. This is not always
easy, but personally I think this is where the interesting
work lies. The job is to persuade the committee of your
view on the basis of the evidence. Sometimes you
succeed; sometimes you do not.
The interesting thing about the Legislative Council
committees is that they are structured so that
non-government members have a majority on the
references committees and government members have
a majority on the legislative committees. Many of the
recommendations in the final report of the Environment
and Planning References Committee, Inquiry into
Environmental Design and Public Health in Victoria,
were made on the basis of a vote that was carried, in
accordance with the rules, on the casting vote of the
chair. But in each case the prevailing view was argued
for and based upon a judgement of the available
evidence. This is a good report that does not deserve the
kind of overreaction that we have witnessed in some of
the contributions made earlier this year.

Business interrupted pursuant to order of Council.
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Environment and Planning References
Committee: environmental design and public
health in Victoria
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I would just
like to comment on the report entitled Inquiry into
Environmental Design and Public Health in Victoria.
By way of preamble I would like to reflect for a
moment on the committee that we have established,
because it has been the subject of discussion in this
house on previous occasions. The Environment and
Planning References Committee was established during
the life of the previous Parliament, and the present
reference is therefore the first.
The Victorian Parliament’s committee system plays a
critical role in ensuring that the public has the
opportunity of providing direct input into the
underlying policy issues and legislative program of the
Parliament. While joint investigatory committees
generally operate in a bipartisan way, their chairs are
nearly always members of the governing party and their

In his capacity as Labor’s shadow Minister for
Planning, Mr Tee wrote to organisations that provided
evidence to the inquiry. I wish to expand on a response
that was received from the chief executive officer of the
City of Whittlesea, Mr David Turnbull. In general
terms Mr Turnbull is satisfied that the
recommendations:
… reflect the significant public health evidence base provided
through a broad range of expert stakeholders and academics
and acknowledge the need for health impacts to be reflected
in the state planning policy framework …

He goes on to say:
The recommendations are generally consistent with and build
on the broad intent of the City of Whittlesea submission.

Mr Turnbull acknowledges the concern expressed in
the minority report in relation to:
… the general imposition of increased central regulation,
impositions on key stakeholders and a lack of validation of
proposals and costings.

But he adds that while there is some truth in this, the
committee’s brief:
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… did not allow for a comprehensive assessment of all issues
raised — —

Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am seeking clarification on Mr Scheffer’s
contribution. He is reading from a letter which has
emanated as a result of the committee’s report and
which I suspect has been sent back to the committee.
That letter has not been tabled before the committee, so
I am not sure how he is able to talk to that letter in the
house today when the committee has not seen it.
Mr SCHEFFER — On the point of order, Acting
President, I said quite clearly in my contribution that
Mr Tee, in his capacity as shadow Minister for
Planning, wrote to a number of stakeholders, and this
letter was received by Mr Tee in that capacity.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I think that is enough clarification.
Mr SCHEFFER — All this is confirmation of the
soundness of the committee’s inquiry. But the most
interesting aspect of Mr Turnbull’s letter relates to his
disappointment that the inquiry process does not allow
for those who provided evidence to respond to the
recommendations. Mr Turnbull believes successive
state governments have failed to facilitate stakeholder
input to inform the way the government should respond
to committee recommendations. He believes a
government, through relevant departments, should
facilitate discussion and negotiation over the merit,
modification and negotiated implementation of
recommendations made by parliamentary
committees — and that is my summary, not
Mr Turnbull’s words.
Mr Turnbull concludes by expressing his
disappointment that this final report is ‘likely to have
little impact on the way the state government manages
the complex issues of urban design and public health’
and that this ‘undermines the process of calling for
submissions for future inquiries when final reports may
well be cast aside’. I am confident that the report and its
recommendations will be considered seriously by the
government in conjunction with departmental officers.
I commend the report to the house, and I hope that the
government honours the work of the many
organisations, such as the City of Whittlesea, which
provided evidence for the inquiry, that it objectively
examines the links between the evidence provided and
the recommendations made and that it is able to pass
over the intemperate remarks made in the minority
report.
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Department of Planning and Community
Development: report 2010–11
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
was going to talk about the Department of Planning and
Community Development’s annual report for 2010–11,
but now that there have been some comments on the
Environment and Planning References Committee’s
environmental design and public health in Victoria,
perhaps I will speak about that report. I am just doing a
quick re-evaluation. I will not, because the rebuttal by
Mr Scheffer is an act of damage control to cover up the
disgraceful conduct of the non-government committee
members in the way they rammed through what should
have been a broadly bipartisan committee.
With some compromise on some of the key
recommendations, the report could have produced a
blueprint for a decade, just like other blueprints that
have been delivered by other all-party committees that I
have been involved in during my nearly 17 years of
parliamentary service. These have had significant
impact on the development of services in particular
areas. One that comes to mind is the Inquiry into
Planning for Positive Ageing report tabled by the
Family and Community Development Committee, on
which I had the privilege of serving with the
Honourable Caroline Hogg. The recommendations in
that report had a landmark effect on the delivery of
services for older persons and planning for positive
ageing, with many of those issues being canvassed in
subsequent reports as well.
The report I would like to comment on tonight is the
Department of Planning and Community
Development’s annual report for 2010–11. With respect
to that annual report I want to take the opportunity to
touch on sport and recreation development. The
department provides a snapshot of the fantastic work
being undertaken by the Victorian coalition
government, particularly the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, the Honourable Hugh Delahunty.
The department outlines the funding support given to
over 94 sport and recreation organisations which
undertook projects, provided services or developed
strategic advice targeting increased participation
through volunteer and community involvement. The
coalition government also provided grants for
community, sport and recreation facilities throughout
Victoria, including projects in South Eastern
Metropolitan Region such as the redevelopment of Lum
Reserve Tennis Club in Wheelers Hill and a
contribution of some $21 million towards the
redevelopment of the Noble Park Aquatic Centre, just
to name two examples.
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Whilst we have seen investment in sport and recreation
by the Victorian coalition government, there have been
recent media reports on the Olympic gold medal
performance of the Australian team which have
highlighted the budget cuts to the Australian Olympic
Committee and the Australian Sports Commission by
the Rudd and Gillard Labor governments. The national
sport and active recreation policy framework, produced
in June 2011, outlines that a key objective of sport and
recreation is to ensure that Australia continues to excel
in international sporting competitions, with success
being measured by an increased number of medals at
the Olympic Games, the Paralympic Games and the
Commonwealth Games and by the maintenance of
Australia’s relative high position in the overall medal
tally at these events.
I do not share the view that an increased number of
medals, whilst being a very important indicator, should
be the paramount indicator of success, and I certainly
do not wish to take away from the successes of the
United Kingdom in staging the 2012 Olympic Games. I
congratulate the United Kingdom on the outstanding
medal tally which is typically associated with being a
host country. It will hopefully be an inspiration to
young people and sustain the United Kingdom for
many decades to come.
I would also like to congratulate all of the athletes
across all sporting codes who represented Australia in
the United Kingdom. Our medallists and qualifiers have
all made us proud. I am the mother of an athlete who
aspired to go to the Olympics — an aspiration which
may be reignited — and who represented Australia at
the world youth and junior championships, attaining a
placement of, I think, 10th in the world as a
16-year-old. If I were the mother of a son or a daughter
who successfully qualified for the Olympic Games as a
clean athlete who did not use performance-enhancing
drugs and who did not achieve anything else, I would
be the proudest mother of all. Any athletes, able-bodied
or not, who manage to qualify for the Olympic Games,
do us proud irrespective of whether they win Olympic
gold, silver or bronze.
We must not forget those who helped the athletes to get
to the Olympics, being the coaches, volunteers, family
members, friends, supporters, the nation and of course
the taxpayers, including those in Victoria. For those
Olympic athletes the years of effort and endless hours
invested in them have been rewarded. However,
standouts like Trinidad and Tobago 19-year-old
Keshorn Walcott, who defeated all expected finalists to
win his country’s first ever Olympic gold medal in a
field event, truly encompass the Olympic ethos, the
spirit of the games and the capability of young,
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enthusiastic, talented athletes. Olympic success depends
on many factors, some of which are within the athletes’
control but many of which are not. Having the
resources and facilities that foster the Olympic dream is
paramount to ultimate success and sporting glory, and I
look forward to making future contributions on those
issues.

Environment and Planning References
Committee: environmental design and public
health in Victoria
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I also rise to
make some comments on the Environment and
Planning References Committee’s report on its inquiry
into environmental design and public health in Victoria,
which was tabled in this chamber on 24 May. As is the
norm, on that day members of the committee were
afforded the opportunity to make comments on the
report, as are all members of the chamber in sessions
such as this on a Wednesday afternoon.
Since 24 May we have witnessed government members
of the committee continuing to take up that opportunity
to speak, several times each, on this report.
Unfortunately, essentially in all of those contributions
they have made accusations about the workings of the
committee. There have been personal attacks, and there
has been a general attempt to undermine the credibility
of the report.
All the standing orders that apply were complied with
in the work of the committee. Again today in this
chamber we have had two separate instances of the
continuation of that behaviour.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — All that I can say is that it
demonstrates to everyone why the work of the
committee has been problematic and difficult.
As I said on 24 May, my purpose is to deal with the
issues that were before the committee and the issues I
have covered in terms of the content of the report. My
purpose today is also to go through some of the issues
and consider how the stakeholders have received the
report.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — Mrs Peulich has had ample
opportunity in the committee hearings and in this
chamber to speak.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
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Ms TIERNEY — Enough. We need to hear what
the stakeholders have to say.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — Important stakeholders have
received this report warmly, unlike Mrs Peulich. They
are organisations such as the Planning Institute of
Australia, Doctors for the Environment Australia, the
Heart Foundation, the Public Health Association of
Australia, the Victorian Council of Social Service and
COTA Australia, an organisation that advocates on
behalf of older Australians. They have congratulated
committee members on providing a landmark report
and demonstrating the strong link between urban design
and public health. They have asked for the
implementation of the report’s key
recommendations — that is, they have asked the
government to go ahead with those recommendations.
Those organisations have written detailed letters to the
Minister for Planning and the Minister for Health,
encouraging them to adopt the views of the committee.
They have asked that recommendations 3, 12, 14, 20
and 22 be adopted. They say that those important,
practical recommendations are cost effective and they
would have a very positive effect on Victoria if they
were adopted.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Enough, Mrs Peulich!
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Victorian Law Reform Commission:
guardianship report
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
great pleasure in speaking on the Victorian Law
Reform Commission’s final report on guardianship. As
members can see, it is a hefty tome. I have spoken on
this report before but it is important to understand the
ethos of the review. I would like to quote from the
preface by Professor Neil Rees, the chairperson of the
commission. His preface is dated 31 January 2012 and
in it he states:
Victoria has been an Australian and world leader in the field
of guardianship law. Legislation passed by the Victorian
Parliament in 1986 has been the model for similar laws in
other states and territories, as well as other countries.

Further on he states:
This report represents an opportunity to improve the lives of
many people, some of whom are the most vulnerable
members of the community. I encourage everyone with an
interest in guardianship laws to read and consider the many
recommendations for reform.

The report has some excellent recommendations in it.
After the report was released the Attorney-General,
Robert Clark, said on 18 April:
The report rightly recognises that decision-making capacity is
not an all-or-nothing concept. People with impaired
decision-making capacity may be fully capable of making
some types of decision themselves, while needing various
levels of help with other decisions and activities.

He went on to say:
Ms TIERNEY — I do not think Ms Kathy Bell, the
CEO of the Heart Foundation, Dr Eugenie Kayak, the
Victorian representative of Doctors for the
Environment Australia, Mr Steve Dunn, the president
of the Victorian division of the Planning Institute of
Australia, Dr Bruce Bolam, the president of the
Victorian branch of the Public Health Association of
Australia, Ms Carolyn Atkins, the acting CEO of the
Victorian Council of Social Service, and Mr David
Craig, the acting CEO of COTA Victoria, would
appreciate what has occurred in this chamber in the past
few minutes. I know that these people and their
organisations are credible and are great advocates on
the issues that were presented to committee members.
We have also had the Obesity Policy Coalition write to
us saying that it is supportive of the report. That
coalition includes Cancer Council Victoria, the World
Health Organisation Collaborating Centre for Obesity
Prevention at Deakin University and VicHealth. All
these people support this report, and all we ask is for
the government to get on board.

The coalition government intends to draw on the report’s
recommendations, together with the recommendations of the
parliamentary Law Reform Committee’s 2010 report on
powers of attorney, giving priority to reforms that will make it
easier for individuals and their families to provide for their
current and future needs, while strengthening and enhancing
the last-resort and protective roles of VCAT and the office of
public advocate.

One of the aspects highlighted in the report is the
uncertainty about responsibility for medical treatment,
including what the areas are. In chapter 13 of this
comprehensive report the Victorian Law Reform
Commission considers the various acts that will be
affected by the guardianship issue. They are the
Medical Treatment Act 1988, the Disability Act 2006,
the Mental Health Act 1986 and the Guardianship and
Administration Act 1986. These acts are relevant to
guardianship issues.
As I have said, there are many technicalities, and
people are unaware of what is needed. The commission
makes recommendations for reform of the law
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concerning the authorisation of medical treatment for
people with impaired decision-making capacity. The
current law is very complex, largely because it is
sometimes necessary to consider a number of
overlapping statutes, as I have outlined, as well as the
common law in order to determine the legal rules that
apply when a person is unable to make their own
decisions about medical treatment.
I think that the community at large still has some
problems with a medical power of attorney. It is good
to have it clarified, particularly for people who are in a
vulnerable situation. It is very important that the carers,
the service providers and the individuals themselves are
well aware of who is responsible for making what can
ultimately be life-or-death decisions for very vulnerable
Victorians.
As I said, Victoria has been the leader in the field of
guardianship, medical treatment and responsibility for
the most vulnerable in our state. This is another area in
which we are taking the lead nationally. It is important
to concentrate particularly on chapter 13 of the report to
see some of the issues that are dealt with.
Five minutes is such a short time in which to deal with
something like this, which is really important. In the
very short time I have left, I point out that chapter 13
deals with matters such as the current law, substitute
decision-makers, the powers of guardians, the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal’s powers, the powers
of the person responsible, the types of treatment
covered and consenting to a medical procedure. It goes
into detail on the Medical Treatment Act and addresses
the issues of withholding consent and refusing
treatment and carrying out medical treatment without
consent. It addresses other jurisdictions, including the
distinction between minor and major treatment for the
purposes of consent. It addresses tribunal reviews,
community responses, automatic appointments, minor
medical procedures and the definition of medical
treatment.
Members can see how comprehensive this report is. It
is a very good guide for anybody who is taking on this
very responsible position. I suggest that people have a
close look at this report.

Environment and Planning References
Committee: environmental design and public
health in Victoria
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I too wish to
make some comments on the Environment and
Planning References Committee report on
environmental design. I do so following the
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contributions of Ms Tierney and Mr Scheffer, who have
outlined some of the positive comments that have been
made by stakeholders and those who made
submissions, in stark contrast to some of the public
comments that have been made by the Minister for
Health and others on the other side of the chamber. I
think they have delivered a slap in the face to those who
have put in the time and effort to address a really
important issue.
These are not just my concerns. I note that the mayor of
the City of Boroondara has written to the Premier and
expressed concern in light of recent media reports. He
said:
In light of recent media reports, I am concerned that some of
the good work contained in the submissions may be lost.

The mayor attached a copy of the council’s submission:
… highlighting a number of recommendations that we
believe are important considerations in improving community
health and wellbeing through good design.
The City of Boroondara recognises that there are significant
opportunities to promote health and wellbeing through
environmental planning and design, and ask that you give due
consideration to the recommendations contained in our
submission.

What has happened is that the council has gone over the
head of the Minister for Planning, noting his offensive
comments — offensive to those who put in
submissions — and noting the offensive comments that
those in this chamber have made in relation to what is
an incredibly important issue and what are some very
sensible recommendations. But again those are not just
my thoughts. We have heard from Ms Tierney and
Mr Scheffer. I have also received a letter from the City
of Melbourne which states:
The City of Melbourne believes it is time to make the
investment to integrate health into our planning
mechanisms … It is therefore imperative that the commitment
to the parliamentary inquiry and the recommendations made
in the final report are maintained, particularly those
recommendations that can provide the driver and catalyst for
action at the local level so we can create communities that
provide the best possible outcomes for its people.

Again we see from the City of Melbourne that these are
incredibly important issues that go to the health and
wellbeing of the community. We see from the City of
Melbourne, one of the biggest stakeholders, its belief
that these recommendations could go a long way
towards delivering better and healthier communities.
We see from those who made submissions, like the
City of Boroondara, that their constructive engagement
stands in stark contrast to those opposite, who have
done nothing but belittle those who have made
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submissions, who have done nothing but attempt to
humiliate those who contributed positively to this
inquiry by disparaging their recommendations, by
displaying disparaging, bullying and harassing
behaviour, all of which serves to do no justice to the
members opposite, no justice to this chamber or to the
committee process.
I also want to reflect on the views of Australian
Medical Association (AMA) Victoria, which in a letter
reflecting on the committee report and
recommendations said:
As to the recommendations of the committee, AMA Victoria
supports initiatives which address the public health
consequences arising from environmental design …
AMA Victoria supports legislation which expressly includes
the protection and promotion of public health and ensuring
environmental sustainability as important considerations in
the planning processes for built environments (such as in
recommendation 12).

Here we have another submitter reflecting positively,
and trying to add positively, to make a contribution to
this debate so that we as a community and as a
Parliament can move on. Yet those opposite seem to be
stuck, unable to get outside of their petty prejudices and
hostilities and their outrageous, intemperate bullying
antics, which do not — —
Mrs Petrovich — On a point of order, Acting
President, on a number of occasions during this debate
Mr Tee has reflected on the behaviour of members of
the committee. I think he is reflecting on a member or
members and should withdraw.
Mr TEE — On the point of order, Acting President,
I am at a loss as to who the member is referring to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I do not believe Mr Tee referred to another
member. Mr Tee’s time has now expired.

Department of Primary Industries: code of
practice for the welfare of horses
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the draft Code of Practice
for the Welfare of Horses, which falls within the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986. Having
been a horse owner nearly all of my life, I am very
pleased to see this report coming through the
Parliament. It deals with all facets of equine
management, welfare and veterinary science. This code
replaces the code approved by the Governor in Council
on 15 December 1987 and is a much more up-to-date
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and appropriate, modern approach to equestrian
management.
As I have said, it talks about hooves, teeth, training,
veterinary care, feeding regimes, responsible horse
ownership, saddlery and, even at the end point of many
of our beloved friends’ lives, euthanasia. I have seen
both sides of the equation. The majority of horse
owners love, respect and treat their animals with every
care. Often the joke in equine society is that the
husband will be sleeping under a $20 doona while the
horse will have a $300 rug. The care and money that is
spent on these animals is often disproportionate to
income, and I think people who do look after their
animals in this way are to be commended. However,
unfortunately I have also seen the other side of that
where through ignorance or abject neglect animals have
died or suffered in the most inhumane and terrible
ways. This code of practice recommends the basic
needs of horses, irrespective of the husbandry system,
including:
readily accessible food and water to maintain health and
vigour;
freedom of movement to stand, stretch, turn around, walk
forward, lie down and roll;
regular exercise;
social contact with other horses or people —

as horses are herd animals and they do love contact —
accommodation that neither harms nor causes undue strain or
discomfort;
protection from disease, and regular inspections to assess the
need for attention to feet, teeth and parasite control;
rapid identification and treatment of injury and disease.

Many of the points in this code of practice talk about
the behavioural needs of horses and such matters as
design of facilities, stocking density and about the
responsibilities of horse owners so that they can have
an understanding of the nature of the animal. A person
responsible for the supervision of horses must also have
the capacity to recognise signs of ill health. It is good to
know that at the back of the report there is a clear and
simple diagram which describes for people who own
horses what is an appropriate condition for a horse to be
in. This will enable people to recognise signs that
perhaps their horse is not being fed enough. It is terrible
that many people do not understand that having a
skinny horse is perhaps a sign that the animal is not
getting enough to eat. Some people just put another rug
on the horse.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mrs PETROVICH — Yes. Most of those would be
very well looked after, Mr Finn.
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door to so many, and Victoria University, along with
many other TAFE and tertiary providers, has
transformed a generation into thinkers and doers.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mrs PETROVICH — I would say this report
would argue that. The report also addresses the issues
of identification of the animal, which is something that
I think has been discussed in Victoria for many years,
such as microchipping and the way horses are branded,
and the responsible breeding of horses. We have a
variety of breeds and breed associations in Victoria and
a range of domestic uses for horses. Many people get
great recreational enjoyment from horseriding in a
variety of disciplines, but it is good to ensure that we
breed fit-for-purpose horses and do not breed horses
that are no good for anybody.

Victoria University’s mission statement says that the
university is about:
… empowering students from diverse countries and cultures,
socioeconomic and educational backgrounds, to be successful
lifelong learners, grow their skills and capabilities for the
changing world of work, and be confident, creative, ethical
and respectful, local and global citizens …

That statement is indicative of what we on this side of
the house stand for and of something to which we
believe everyone is entitled.

Victoria University: report 2011

Victoria University’s roots were put down in 1916
when the Footscray Technical School was established.
It was established to equip the west’s growing industrial
workforce, and within 50 years it grew into the
Footscray Institute of Technology. The foundations of
this education provider have been built on trade training
and equipping people due to a skills shortage, a
situation similar to the one this state is facing now.
However, there is one major difference. At that time
there was not a Liberal-Nationals government
significantly cutting funding to TAFE providers, one of
them being Victoria University.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on Victoria University’s annual report for 2011,
and I might add that I am truly delighted to speak on a
report of such a prestigious university that has
developed through the growth of Melbourne’s west.
The university’s vision is to empower a diverse
community of students to grow their capabilities and
transform their lives. Now in its 96th year of operation,
Victoria University has truly done that, and its many
students are testament to that vision. I congratulate the
university’s chancellor, George Pappas, and
vice-chancellor, Professor Peter Dawkins, on their
direction and making plans for a better university and
TAFE for the students who are based in the western
suburbs.

Victoria University alone has suffered a $29 million
slash in TAFE funding. Mr Baillieu is not only cutting
the total TAFE funding by $290 million but he is also
cutting short the ambitions of so many Victorians. We
must also remember that we cannot just take this issue
at face value and assume that the effects stop at the
humble students who seek an education. This
government’s decision has significant ripple effects not
only on the students and the staff who will lose their
jobs and their families who will face a loss of income
but also on the skills shortage, which will be higher
than ever in this state. Institutions such as Victoria
University no longer have the tools to teach the
important trades that will keep Victoria moving and the
economy developing.

It will come as no surprise to members to learn that
Western Metropolitan Region is one of the most
socioeconomically diverse and marginalised areas in
the state, yet Victoria University’s enrolments continue
to increase as more and more people of all ages receive
much-needed education to transform not only their lives
but also those of their families and future generations.
Education is one of the most important things a person
can receive, yet not too long ago — now a fading
memory — post-secondary education was only
available to the elite few. Education has opened the

I do not wish to dampen the great work and the future
direction of this education provider with a reflection on
the current state of vocational training funding in the
state under the coalition government. Victoria
University aims to help students grow, and I hope this
institution will enable many prospective students from
Melbourne’s west to continue to do just that. I
commend the report to the house.

I commend this report. It is a very user-friendly
document and should make a difference to those who
are thinking of becoming responsible horse owners.
This is a good starting point for people to look at to
ensure they have a guideline. It is also good for people
to join a pony club or the Horse Riding Club
Association of Victoria if they are looking for that
advice.
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Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust: report
2011–12
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to say a
few words on the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust
annual report for 2011–12. I have to say up-front to the
house this afternoon that I love the MCG. I just
absolutely adore the Melbourne Cricket Ground. Over
the last 35 years I have been there many times, and I
have never failed to be in awe of this place that is an
icon of Melbourne and, I think it has to be said, of
Australia. To many people in places overseas —
perhaps in India, Pakistan, the West Indies and even the
UK — Australia is known because of the MCG and
what happens there. It is always a joy to be at the MCG,
but it has to be said that sometimes it is not always a joy
to leave. Those of us who are Richmond supporters will
sing that in unison after recent weeks.
It is interesting to note that 2011 was a highly
significant year for the MCG Trust, being the
150th anniversary of the appointment of the initial
MCG trustees in 1861. As I read this report I thought of
what this report would have read like back in 1861. I
would bet it would have been very different to what it is
now. Just looking at the ground itself, we see that it is
not just a ground, it is an edifice. It is a magnificent
construction that is the highlight of Melbourne for
anybody. The current MCG is very different to the
MCG I first visited in the mid-1970s. In fact it is
completely different. I recall that back in those days we
used to park ourselves on the second deck of the old
southern stand, where the wind and the rain used to get
us if it was coming from the wrong direction. The
Richmond cheer squad would sit behind the goals, out
of the rain sometimes because it was under the roof. We
would sit up there and have a few blue or green cans.
You cannot do that anymore at the MCG, and that is
probably a pity. I am sure Mr Leane would agree with
me that that is something that perhaps has gone missing
from our lives.
To see the MCG as it is today compared with what it
was is to see a transformation of quite extraordinary
proportions. I recall the old smokers stand. Could you
believe that we would call it the smokers stand? Could
you believe that today, in 2012, we would have a
members stand of a major sporting stadium called the
smokers stand? These days you would be taken out the
back, put up against a tree and shot for calling
something anything to do with smoking.
I have to say I actually miss that old stand. It had
character. I did not go there very often. It was a very
rare visit for me, because I am basically a southern
stand man — I went there every time. But it was always
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great to see the old smokers stand, and I do miss it. It is
a great pity that it was not allowed to survive the
redevelopment, but progress is progress, and sometimes
there is not much we can do about it. Of course we now
see the statues and the stands that have been rebuilt: the
new Ponsford stand, the new Olympic stand, the new
southern stand — the Great Southern Stand, which of
course was the first part of the development. I
understand the possibility of redeveloping that again is
being looked at, but even the insides of the new
southern stand are being renovated almost on a daily
basis.
One of the great highlights for me is the many statues
that are popping up around the MCG — statues of
champions, of cricketing greats, of sporting greats, of
football greats. I cannot let the opportunity pass to
suggest to the trustees and the committee of the MCG
that they might like to erect a statue in honour of the
player who has kicked more goals than anybody else on
the MCG, and that of course is a great champion of the
Australian Football League, Matthew Richardson. It
would be more than appropriate if a statue of Richo
were erected to commemorate his great feats on the
MCG. As I say, the MCG is a place to behold, I love it,
and come the middle of March next year I will be there
again.

Auditor-General: Obsolescence of Frontline
ICT — Police and Schools
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak to the Auditor-General’s Obsolescence of
Frontline ICT — Police and Schools report 2011–12.
It is the role of ICT across the public sector to manage
information so that each agency has the capacity at
any given time to provide up-to-date data to this
house and to the people of Victoria — in other words,
to provide a snapshot of how well or otherwise an
agency is performing its role within the structures of
the public service.
Information technology is a proverbial open mouth,
always screaming for more funds and always running
behind as the sector continues to evolve at a rapid pace.
Hardware and software are planned obsolescences
within the IT industry. We cannot control the
information technology, but we can manage it better. I
have noticed there are many and varied hardware and
software programs across all agencies. There is no
rationalisation of technological equipment, and maybe
this is a good thing, but I suspect that it is a costly and
expensive option.
This report demonstrates the lack of coordination and
protection of this expensive asset. More funding is
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needed to ensure that obsolete hardware and software
are replaced. The Victorian Auditor-General’s
recommendations are worthy of support. Investing
more in ensuring agencies have the logistical tools and
opportunity to improve their reporting mechanisms
would be a sensible approach by the commonwealth
government. It is time that agencies addressed the
problem of obsolete technology and began to give
proper consideration to replacing and renewing
outdated technology, because without proper risk
management being applied our schools and police force
will suffer the consequences.
The people of Victoria will not be best served by
agencies burying their collective heads in the sand. This
matter is urgent and the Department of Treasury and
Finance must recognise it is an important issue and
provide leadership and guidance in a systematic
approach to refreshing and renewing vital technology
tools across the entire public sector.

Family and Community Development
Committee: opportunities for participation of
Victorian seniors
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution supporting
the work of the Family and Community Development
Committee and its report on its inquiry into
opportunities for participation of Victorian seniors. The
Family and Community Development Committee is a
very good committee, and it has produced a thorough
and comprehensive report. It is an excellent report. I
have seen a few committee reports in my time in
Parliament, and it is one of the best, if not the best, in
terms of ease of access to information. It has a very
good executive summary, glossary and a key list of
recommendations, which will no doubt be given serious
consideration by the government.
I must confess that in the time since it has been handed
down I have not had the opportunity to read the whole
report cover to cover, but the bits I have been able to
delve into provide an excellent summary of some of the
issues facing our seniors, who make up a significant
part of the population. The report recognises the notion
of a senior or of an ageing community as something of
an aged concept, in that a lot of people are now living
longer, living healthier and also contributing to society,
particularly on a voluntary basis, throughout the course
of their lives.
After their working lives have finished many people are
going on to informal and other careers or extending
their traditional careers. That of course creates great
benefits for our society, and the first thing we should
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acknowledge — as this report does — is the great work
of our seniors. However, it also creates challenges for
us in terms of planning for these communities, in terms
of cost provision, health provision and access to the
sorts of facilities that the rest of us take for granted.
Having said that, one of the first parts of the report is
about identifying seniors. The report says that at the
start of the 20th century a person’s average life
expectancy was mid-50s. In the 1970s a person could
expect to reach their mid-70s, and in 2012 a person can
expect to reach their mid-80s. In that regard there will
be a lot more people who will be what was traditionally
called ‘elderly’. This reminds me of a phrase about
access issues, which is something the report touches
upon, particularly in relation to buildings, which was
said by an advocate for disability groups — that is, one
is only temporarily abled in life. You start your life by
needing assistance — for example, you are assisted by
a person who wheels your pram. People often
encounter accessibility issues in their life, which is what
this report touches on, particularly in regional areas.
There is an acknowledgement in the report about the
important role members of our community play when
informally caring and volunteering; for example, in
sporting organisations, religious organisations,
emergency services, age-related organisations, special
interest organisations and community organisations.
Senior Victorians ought to be commended for their
civic participation and leadership. In this regard I am
reminded of the Regional VolunteerFest in Horsham,
an organised event I attended recently, which
commemorated and acknowledged some of the
excellent work that our volunteers do in various
organisations.
In relation to that issue, a relative of mine, my
grandmother’s sister, Belle Baker, received a
commendation in relation to her work. She is over
100 years old and has continued to engage in flood
recovery assistance in a hospital by securing
200 subscriptions in relation to flood recovery funds. I
still recall her words, which are relevant to the main
topic of this report, to her assembled guests at her 100th
birthday party, which was two years ago. She thanked
everyone quite efficiently and then she proceeded to
scold people in the room by saying, ‘All you
50-year-olds out there think you are old, but you are
only halfway there. Stop complaining and get on with
it!’. I think everyone who was there remembers that.
That is the sort of attitude we need to encourage in
people.
As a government we need to plan for our communities.
I know there was some discussion earlier about
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planning, including environmental planning and
sustainable planning. There are recommendations in the
report. There is a specific chapter that deals with the
very difficult problem of transport in regional
communities. I endorse certain people’s words,
particularly those who say people living in regional
Victoria have inadequate public transport for their
mental, dental, legal and financial appointments. Most
towns have community cars. I encourage the
government to consider this report seriously. I
commend Georgie Crozier and her committee for their
excellent work.

Bushfires royal commission implementation
monitor: final report
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Today I
will speak on the Bushfires Royal Commission
Implementation Monitor — Final Report, July 2012. In
the time that is available to me I will flag some of the
issues that the monitor has reported on. They are things
that have probably not been done. There is a lot to be
said about the 67 recommendations of the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission. A lot has been
achieved in good time by the previous government and
the current government. A lot of good work has yet to
be done.
Firstly, there is an underpinning of this monitor’s
report. It is the final report but the monitor is continuing
to be engaged and monitor. That is part of the problem.
A lot has not been done.
I will go through multiple quotes. When in opposition
the current Premier and Deputy Premier unequivocally
said they would deliver every single recommendation
of the royal commission lock, stock and barrel. I can
provide all of the relevant quotes, but they said there
was no time for delay, there was no time for dithering,
it had to be done and it was all urgent. But over the last
19 months we have seen a lot of the royal commission’s
urgent issues suddenly becoming a lot less urgent. I will
go through and touch on five issues.
The first issue is about powerlines. The bushfire royal
commission’s recommendation in this regard is quite
explicit. When the previous government wanted time to
consider this issue it was criticised for not caring about
what was going on. The present government has said it
will deliver every recommendation lock, stock and
barrel. Lo and behold, the powerlines are not
underground, and every possible excuse has been made
in relation to why something that has such a huge
economic impact at a time of rising energy bills needs
to be slowed down. It is a very different story from the
case that was put forward when the recommendations
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were made by the royal commission. Unequivocally —
members should trust me — Mr Baillieu and Mr Ryan
said they would deliver all of this. Now suddenly the
delivery is slow.
The second issue that Mr Comrie, the monitor, refers to
is the issue of refuges, which is complex. I do not
believe for one moment that there is anything simple
about how refuges are handled. There might be a good
refuge in the community with 20 places. If 25 people go
to the refuge, then obviously that is a problem. There
are issues about making homes safer and less fire
prone, and all of them incur expenses. Issues in relation
to neighbourhood safer places are quite challenging
when there is not a neighbourhood safer place in the
community. How do you do it?
The issue I have with this report is — and this is all
highlighted — the government is way behind in relation
to refuges and neighbourhood safer places. The answer
we get to our questions all the time is that there is
someone else to blame. Local government is to blame.
These things are difficult; I am not pretending for one
moment they are not. But this government said these
things were simple and that it would deliver all of them
when it came into government. But 20 months later
excuses are still being given.
We have some great champions of burn-offs in this
place, particularly Mrs Petrovich and many others who
spent the time during the period of the last Parliament
attacking the previous government for being too slow in
relation to burn-offs. During the last two summers we
saw those targets not being met. It is a bit rich to blame
the government for the first of those summers, because
the government had just come into power, it was in
caretaker mode and there was a transition. But by the
second of those summers, the number of burn-offs
came nowhere near the target.
The excuse the government gives instantly when it is
asked is, ‘It is raining’. That is not new; it happens. We
have seen the Mallee burnt and reburnt to achieve the
target of 5 per cent of public land being burnt, but we
do not see any real effort. This activity is all budget
driven, and there is not an effort to strategically burn
land around Cockatoo or in the Dandenongs or the
Otways. It is not a strategic decision — to burn and
reburn the Mallee is a budgetary decision.
When in opposition Mr Ryan was the champion of all
of this, and he is suddenly finding very rational
reasons — and I am not disputing them — as to why
the 5 per cent target is not appropriate. He is asking,
‘Are there more effective ways?’. But he and
Mrs Petrovich and others were silent about that issue
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when in opposition. When I asked a question of
Mr David Davis about this issue last summer, he did
not even know about it, which was quite a concern
because he is a senior minister in the government.
The penultimate area I will turn to is the warnings. We
have seen much reporting — the monitor’s report,
obviously, in both the Age and the Herald Sun today
and on the Jon Faine radio program — about warnings.
These things are not simple. But again what we are
seeing is a pattern: ‘It is someone else’s fault’; ‘It is the
federal government’s fault’; ‘It is not the state
government that is in any way responsible’. Today the
Premier quite disgracefully attacked the member for
Yan Yean in the Assembly, Danielle Green, over this
particular matter. I know what she was doing on the day
of the bushfires, Black Saturday. She was putting her
life at stake defending people. I know what the Premier
was doing as well, and I know whose place I would like
to be in.
The final thing I will touch on is the fire services levy.
For 7 years The Nationals ministers called for it during
the Kennett government, and for 11 years when Labor
was in government The Nationals called for it. Now we
have met the first deadline, failed the first deadline and
we are nowhere near it. This is a classic thing for The
Nationals — to promise a fire services levy delivery in
two different governments, and never deliver. I
commend the report to Victorians to read. It is a good
report. There is a lot more to be done out of it.

Auditor-General: Obsolescence of Frontline
ICT — Police and Schools
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Following
my good colleague Mr Elasmar, I would like to make a
statement on the report generated from the
Auditor-General’s office.
An honourable member — The MCG?
Mr LEANE — I was tempted to do the MCG. The
report centred on front-line ICT particularly for police
and schools. I am interested in the auditing work done
in the education department. It struck me that the role
that ICT plays in our schools is an enormous one,
which we see on a weekly basis when we visit different
schools. The degree of information technology
particularly in primary schools strikes me as just
amazing, when you think about how far it has come in
such a short time. It makes you wonder how far ahead it
will go in the time ahead of us.
Recently I was at the opening of the new federally
funded building at Croydon Primary School. The
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school representatives said that with some extra federal
funding they recently installed a number of interactive
whiteboards in all the classrooms. This is an amazing
educational vehicle which assists in teaching our young
people. It allows them to easily engage in activities and,
to a degree, have fun. That seems a bit of an oxymoron
when you are at school, but they can actually have fun
using the type of equipment which has been supplied at
the school.
As we all know, there is also a big role for laptop
computers, iPads et cetera in both primary and
secondary schools. The infrastructure and equipment
required for each student is quite extensive and
expensive, but it is very important. This is the way
young people need to be educated for the future,
because they are not going to go back to the way we
wrote things out in longhand or muck around too much
with long division and all that sort of stuff. There is a
new world, and young people are catching up.
It is funny that if you ever want to work out how to use
an application on your iPhone or a new program on
your computer, the best person to go to is any relative
who is around 10 or 11 years old. They are the best help
desk you can find. ICT is an exciting thing and it should
be supported in schools. We are moving into an
exciting era. It is a sad reality that your kids always
know more than you do when they get older, and that is
the way it works out forever. We look forward to the
next era and ICT providing for kids in the future to be
educated. I hope we are still around to see it.

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

Patterson Lakes: water charges
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Water, Peter Walsh. It concerns the Patterson Lakes
precept rate and is to do with the charges levied by
Melbourne Water, which is a matter of great concern to
the residents of Patterson Lakes.
There has been consternation in the community for
some years about the water quality of the Quiet Lakes
as well as some of the increasing charges anticipated by
Melbourne Water for providing water of primary
contact quality. In fact it has been championed in the
past by Mrs Peulich in this house and by Ms Asher,
now the Minister for Innovation, Services and Small
Business, that this is an unfair arrangement and that the

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

agreements that were entered into by Melbourne Water
when the suburb of Patterson Lakes was established
should be reviewed to remove the onerous burden on
the residents.
In this chamber Mrs Peulich called on me when I was
Treasurer to ‘ensure that these residents are not
financially punished by some inappropriate
determination for price rises’. She also said that I
should ‘advise the member for Carrum that it was her
responsibility to ensure that these residents are not
financially punished’.
These are honourable things for a member of
Parliament to say, but now in 2012 I am interested in
whether Mrs Peulich and Ms Asher still have the same
view: that it is the responsibility of the member for
Carrum in the Assembly — a different member for
Carrum now, Donna Bauer — to make sure that these
rates — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, I do not think the member is able to direct an
adjournment matter to the member for Carrum or any
member other than a minister.
Mr LENDERS — On the point of order, Acting
President, I am seeking action from the Minister for
Water and referring him to comments by other
members of Parliament.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Lenders is seeking action from the Minister
for Water. I ask him to continue.
Mr LENDERS — I am pleased that Mr Davis is
defending his Liberal Party colleagues, but what I am
seeking here is action from the Minister for Water to
deal particularly with statements by Mrs Peulich and
Ms Asher that it is the obligation of the member for
Carrum to make sure that these precept rates do not go
up under Melbourne Water’s watch. The precept rates
will probably go up in the order of 400 per cent under
the water plan. It is nothing to do with the desalination
plant and nothing to do with carbon tax. It is all to do
with how the waterways of this part of Melbourne are
being managed.
What I am hoping is that the Minister for Water will
actually sit down with the residents of Patterson
Lakes — some 400 of them were at a general meeting
not so long ago and are very concerned about this —
and perhaps bring Mrs Bauer along with him.
Mrs Peulich said it was the responsibility of the
member for Carrum to ‘ensure that these residents are
not financially punished’. I would ask the minister to
bring along the member for Carrum, and perhaps also
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Mrs Peulich and Ms Asher, who had views at the time,
and sit down with the 400 residents and explain why
the precept rate is going up at the level it is and also
hold Mrs Bauer to the obligations Mrs Peulich said
were in place for the member for Carrum: that it was
her responsibility to stop these rates from going up.

Caulfield Racecourse Reserve: governance
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the attention of the
Premier. It is in regard to Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve, which the Minister for Health, who is in the
chamber, would recall was the subject of the Select
Committee on Public Land Development inquiry in
2008.
I direct this to the Premier because it concerns a letter
that I know has been written to the Premier by Cr Jim
Magee from the City of Glen Eira, who was recently
elected chairman of trustees. He said:
The trustees are appointed by the Governor in Council on the
recommendation of the minister for Crown lands, the
Hon. Ryan Smith. The trust is comprised of six nominees of
the Melbourne Racing Club (MRC), three councillors of the
City of Glen Eira and six nominees of the minister.
Those arrangements appear to date back more than a hundred
years.

During the inquiry the committee found that:
… The day-to-day management of the Crown land is in the
control of the Melbourne Racing Club under delegation from
the trustees.
… Evidence indicates the trustees’ practice has been to meet
once a year … Their meetings are not open to the public,
minutes of meetings are not made public nor is there any
public release of financial statements.

Mr Magee as chair was concerned about these issues.
He wrote:
The Department of Sustainability and Environment publishes
‘Committee of Management Responsibilities and Good
Practice Guidelines’ … The trustees received a copy of the
guidelines and advice from the Office of the Victorian
Government Solicitor … on 24 February … that in his
opinion:
It is clear that members of the general public could
reasonably form the view that the nominated trustees
may experience a conflict between their private
obligations to the club and their duties as trustees, which
could influence their decision making in relation to
reserve tenure issues.
…
The majority of trustees have decided not to accept the advice
or guidelines.
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Caulfield Racecourse Reserve is Crown land with a
commercial value of approximately $2 billion. The land
is used for a range of purposes, including
racing-related, recreational and commercial purposes;
however, as was discovered in the public land inquiry,
the land is not used much as a public park, which was a
clear purpose of the original trust deed. It is also not
clear whether or not the trustees are governed by the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
My request to the Premier is that he investigate the
governance arrangements of Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve with a view to ensuring that the Crown land is
subject to appropriate governance arrangements and
that the process for establishing leases over this land
meets all government requirements. As I said, it is not
clear if and how the trustees are governed by the Crown
land act and whether the 100-year-plus arrangement in
place is consistent with modern ideas of good
governance and the avoidance of conflict of interest.

Roads: Essendon Airport retail precinct
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter this evening for the attention of the Minister
for Roads. I think it would be safe to say that one of the
great success stories of recent years is the retail and
DFO development at Essendon Airport. Despite the
economic downturn and despite the effect of the carbon
tax and other policies of the federal government that are
impacting deleteriously on various aspects of the
economy, the DFO and retail development at Essendon
Airport is booming. It is a commercial boon for the
north-western suburbs of Melbourne and is a hive of
activity, particularly on weekends. I am often a
customer there; you get some great bargains there,
which is always very handy. It is also a great jobs hub
for our part of Melbourne.
As is often the case in these sorts of circumstances,
there is a downside, which is the traffic bedlam which
often surrounds this particular development. On public
holidays, weekends and particularly leading up to
Christmas the mayhem that occurs surrounding this
development is quite extraordinary. To attempt to get in
or out would add perhaps an hour or more to a trip
there, and it has to be said that that end of Bulla Road is
not built for the traffic load it is currently carrying.
There is no doubt that the DFO and commercial
development at Essendon Airport is here to stay. People
are voting with their feet, and they are most certainly
voting with their cars. I believe we must address a
major problem that has developed over recent years. I
ask the minister to direct VicRoads to institute a traffic
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review of the area leading to and from the DFO and
commercial development at Essendon Airport.
This is an issue that affects many thousands of people. I
have spoken to a number of people who travel vast
distances to visit this particular commercial
development. Such a review and an improvement of
traffic conditions surrounding the development would
be a major plus for many thousands of people right
across the western suburbs and even people in
Mr Ondarchie’s area of the northern suburbs. People
travel from places as far away as Thomastown as well
as from places such as Werribee and Point Cook. The
development has a large catchment area. I ask the
minister to direct VicRoads to investigate what can be
done, and we will see if we can get a better deal in this
area for the people of the north-western suburbs.

Seaspray: caravan park
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — The matter I raise
tonight is for the attention of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Ryan Smith. It
concerns the new caravan park at Seaspray, a project
costing some $4 million which will see a new caravan
park located a bit back from the foreshore and the
foreshore where the existing caravan park is located
restored to open space foreshore.
I recently met with a number of Seaspray residents who
were very concerned about a lack of transparency
around the project, particularly the impact on the local
community hall. It would appear that in 2008, under the
previous government, the draft plans for the $4 million
project were presented to the community and there was
general community support for the project. However, in
the time between those plans being presented to the
community and the current construction period, the
plans have changed. This has resulted in a significant
amount of the car parking in front of the community
hall being taken up by the project, in particular by the
caretaker’s residence and office.
The community has become divided about a project
that is generally well supported, and I think that is very
unfortunate. The action I am seeking from the minister
is that he visit the community and see whether he can
intervene to get some common sense prevailing and
some changes, particularly the restoration of some of
the car parking in front of the community hall. The
impact of the project as it stands will mean that people
in Seaspray coming to use the hall, especially those
with disabilities or others requiring easier access, will
be required to park some distance from the hall. This is
unfortunate and somewhat unnecessary, given the
amount of land available.
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I ask that the minister undertake this intervention in part
because it would appear that the community’s
representations to Mr Philip Davis and the local lower
house member, the member for Gippsland South, Peter
Ryan, who is also the Deputy Premier, have been to no
avail. I met with the residents, and I think they are
reasonable people wanting to find a compromise and a
solution. I think a compromise and a solution can be
found by reverting to the original plans, which would
see the entrance and the caretaker’s residence set back a
bit from the hall. At the moment the fence line between
the front of the hall and the project leaves only
3 metres, which would make it almost impossible for
vehicles even to come to the front of the hall, turn
around and exit to the car park a bit further away.

describe this case, which I witnessed firsthand, to give
members an idea of the work that these volunteers do.
On the afternoon of Tuesday, 27 March 2007, an
anonymous report from a concerned local was made
about a horse with an untreated injury to her eye, poor
body condition and a foal at foot. Project Hope
representatives visited the Kyneton property, and the
smell at the gate told them that things were not good.
They soon found a number of dead and severely
malnourished horses and called in the RSPCA (Royal
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals) to
assist nearly 50 horses which had been starving on the
60-acre property. Sixteen were dead, and 10 of the
remaining 30 horses were at high risk. Several had to be
euthanased due to their extremely poor condition.

I spoke to people who had no idea that the plans had
been changed until construction started. As I said, I ask
that the minister intervene, consult with the community
and rectify what is a fairly straightforward problem.

The RSPCA located the absent owner, and after lengthy
negotiations the owner agreed to surrender 24 of the
horses. Within days the Project Hope team had moved
them to appropriate facilities to begin the long road to
rehabilitation and re-homing. Five years on, the group
still has contact with these horses and is ensuring that
they have suitable ongoing foster homes.

Animal welfare: funding
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security, and it relates to the range of
measures the coalition government is putting in place to
boost animal welfare in Victoria. I commend the
minister, who, with Treasurer Kim Wells, launched the
$1.6 million Animal Welfare Fund last week.
Hon. D. M. Davis — It was puppy love.
Mrs PETROVICH — It was puppy love. This fund
will offer assistance to animal welfare groups across
Victoria, including animal shelters, organisations
promoting responsible animal ownership education,
community cat or dog foster care networks, and groups
that provide relief facilities and services during an
emergency.
An example of one such group doing this important
animal welfare work is Project Hope Horse Welfare
Victoria, a well-known and respected equine rescue
organisation. This group originated in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region in 1973 when Val
Collingwood of Wallan wrote to Rider magazine
regarding the number of neglected horses in Australia.
Her letter struck a chord, and the organisation grew
from there, relying on donations and the work of
dedicated volunteers. Over the years this group has
rescued and rehabilitated countless horses from
appalling neglect.
One of the most distressing cases the group has been
involved in occurred in Kyneton, and I will briefly

This Animal Welfare Fund will offer much-needed
assistance to groups like Project Hope by easing the
burden of fundraising, allowing them more time and
energy to devote to their animal welfare efforts. I ask
that the minister continue to support legislation, funding
and education programs aimed at protecting abused and
neglected animals in Victoria and promoting
responsible pet ownership.

Ballarat Community Health: funding
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Health, and it is my lucky day because
he is in the chamber, so hopefully I will be able to get
an answer on the spot.
An honourable member — I wouldn’t count on it!
Ms PULFORD — You can’t blame a girl for trying.
My adjournment item relates to Ballarat Community
Health, an incredibly valuable service in my electorate
that provides alcohol and drug services, mental health
services, counselling, refugee services, clinical and
allied health services, general practice clinics and health
promotion. The matter I wish to bring to the minister’s
attention relates to the health promotion component of
Ballarat Community Health’s services. It provides
services in six locations across five local government
areas and many diverse communities. The health
service was told of a significant cut to its integrated
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health promotion funding effective from the start of this
current financial year. The planned reduction in funding
is 26 per cent this financial year, with an additional
13 per cent the following year, something which I
believe is occurring across all Victorian health
promotion work. This is in addition to a 10 per cent cut
to the integrated health promotion budgets of women’s
health services.
The Victorian government’s health website quotes the
Ottawa Charter for Health Promotion, which defines
health promotion as:
… the process of enabling people to increase control over,
and to improve, their health. To reach a state of complete
physical, mental and social wellbeing, an individual or group
must be able to identify and to realise aspirations, to satisfy
needs, and to change or cope with the environment. Health is,
therefore, seen as a resource for everyday life, not the
objective of living. Health is a positive concept emphasising
social and personal resources, as well as physical capacities.

The charter recognises that health is influenced by more
than genetics, individual lifestyles and the provision of
health care, and that political, social, economic and
environmental factors are also important contributors to
health. We are currently faced with something of an
obesity epidemic. Smoking remains no. 1 on the list of
preventable causes of cancer, and there are daily
reminders in all of the communities we represent in this
place of the high cost of drug and alcohol abuse.
The Baillieu-Ryan government on this occasion has
decided to slash funding to a body that conducts
programs to raise awareness of and provide information
to the community on healthy living. I ask the minister
to review this decision and restore funding to
preventive health, because it is the right thing to do and
because it also makes budgetary sense. The long-term
cost of cutting funding to these important programs will
far exceed any savings.

Local government: green light plan
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Local Government, and it relates to the green light plan.
Under a funding partnership agreement with the
Baillieu government the Great South Coast program
was to replace 7660 streetlights with energy-efficient
bulbs across municipalities including the Colac Otway
and Corangamite shires, the city of Warrnambool, and
the Moyne, Southern Grampians and Glenelg shires.
The federal Labor government has contributed
$1.4 million for the project, and the Baillieu
government promised $1.6 million through its green
light plan,
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The municipalities that make up the Great South Coast
indicated that they are fully committed to the program,
which it is said will save the Great South Coast councils
almost $10 million by 2030 and pay for the initial cost
outlay in four to five years through electricity savings.
However, the state government has broken its promise
to provide this money and reneged on its support for
local councils in their efforts to lower costs and
decrease their impact on the environment.
Ratepayers in these municipalities have now come to
the realisation that what the government has essentially
done is drop its commitment like a hot light bulb and
hand regional Victorians in these municipalities a bill
for $1.6 million. This issue is being played out in the
wider community. It is a cost issue for communities
about which there has been ample discussion. The
Colac Herald of 27 July has the headline ‘Ratepayers
facing bill from broken promise’. The Portland
Observer of 30 July has the headline ‘Green lighting
tick despite dim decision from state’. The Age of 3 May
has an article by Josh Gordon with the headline ‘Green
programs to be cut’. This additional cost burden is
simply not sustainable for local government,
particularly for rural councils with a low rate base.
I request that the minister take action and honour the
promise made by this government to immediately
reinstate state government funding for the green light
plan to all local government areas in western Victoria
that had committed to the green light plan.

Housing: government policy
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter this evening is for the Minister for Housing, and
it relates to the Baillieu government’s release of its
Pathways to a Fair and Sustainable Social Housing
System discussion paper. This paper explains how
public housing now houses the most vulnerable in our
society: 55 per cent of residents in public housing in
Victoria are elderly singles or single parents with
children. The paper also refers to how the ageing
population will put further demand pressures on the
public housing system. With almost 38 000 people on
the waiting list, the government is not investing in
public housing as the previous Labor government did.
In fact the budget papers, which I would urge
Mr Ondarchie to look at, indicate a 2 per cent cut in
social housing investment in 2012–13 compared to
2011–12 and a 1.5 per cent cut in housing support and
homelessness assistance.
In comparison, the previous Labor government invested
more than $500 million over a two-year period to build
new homes and deliver more than 4500 new social and
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public housing dwellings in Victoria. This was on top
of the $1.5 billion stimulus package delivered by the
federal Labor government. This funding resulted in
many social housing projects in my electorate, in
suburbs such as Reservoir, Fitzroy, Richmond, Carlton,
Melbourne and Broadmeadows. These are projects that
I am proud of, even if I do not get invited to their
openings by this government.
This discussion paper spells out the government’s
agenda. It refers to Britain’s Cameron government
recently making changes to limit tenure for public
housing tenants. It also refers to their ‘big society’
policy, which is code for ‘small government’ forcing
disadvantaged people to rely on charities. I question
whether the government’s agenda in putting out this
paper is to move towards American Tea Party-type
policies and shift people away from social welfare and
support from the state to reliance on philanthropy and
charity. It looks like that is the plan.
The paper refers to the reduced rental revenue that has
arisen and to people staying in public housing for
longer. It mentions what the Auditor-General referred
to as ‘people with complex needs’. It talks about how
private rental is so much higher than public housing
rent. So the government is planning to put up rents and
limit tenure to get people to drop off the waiting list.
Given that the script Mr Ondarchie was given, which he
went on with for 43 minutes, did not address any of
these points, I ask the Minister for Housing to address
the concerns that public housing tenants in my
electorate have expressed to me and to categorically
rule out increased public housing rents, fixed-term
tenure and the wholesale privatisation of public housing
stock in this state.

Aged care: federal funding
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health and
Minister for Ageing, Mr Davis. It relates to the federal
aged-care funding shortfall that was highlighted earlier
this week. I am pleased that in relation to the specific
area of palliative care the state government provided an
additional $34 million in last year’s budget, and last
August the Minister for Health launched the policy
document Strengthening Palliative Care — Policy and
Strategic Directions 2011–2015.
On Monday night’s Q&A program on the ABC the
federal Minister for Mental Health and Ageing, Mark
Butler, spoke of the important role that aged-care
facilities play in the palliative care area, especially for
the frail and the elderly. This was only a day before
Leading Age Services Australia (LASA) released a
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report revealing that the industry was going to be facing
huge reductions in funding. That organisation examined
changes to the federal government’s aged-care funding
instrument and predicted that aged-care providers
would face a revenue reduction of more than
$750 million over the next two and a half years.
I want to again commend the Minister for Health for
the initiatives and support he is giving to this very
important area within health care. This is in contrast to
the actions of the federal Minister for Mental Health
and Ageing, who is obviously ripping money out of this
area — that significant amount of $750 million.
Firstly, I ask the minister if he is aware of the media
release that was put out by LASA following the Q&A
program on Monday night — on which the federal
Minister for Mental Health and Ageing appeared —
which highlighted its concerns about the federal
government’s funding cuts to this area. The action I
seek from the minister is that he do what he can to
protect the elderly and the frail, especially around
palliative care services in this area, and that he do what
he can to address the inaction of the federal minister
and the federal government in relation to that funding
shortfall.

Schools: education maintenance allowance
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon. The matter I raise concerns
the state government’s decision to scrap the school
contribution of the education maintenance allowance
(EMA) and increase the payment to families, which is
causing widespread concern in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region.
I recently discussed this issue with the Echuca South
Primary School council president, Maree Loader, and
the Yarrawonga College P–12 school council president,
Carolyn O’Dwyer. Ms Loader informed me that
Echuca South Primary School calculated that it will
lose $16 000, which will have an enormous impact on
this small primary school. The school’s specialist
programs, such as those involving netbooks, may have
to be cut back, and camps and excursions are now in
jeopardy. While the school has a dedicated group of
hardworking parents, Ms Loader said it would be
impossible for it to raise anything close to that amount
because it already struggles with fundraising activities
and there is a limit to how much more pressure the
school can place on families or expect the wider
community to contribute.
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Ms O’Dwyer from Yarrawonga College P–12 said that
the finance unit of the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development had confirmed that next
year the school will be more than $42 000 worse off
than the funding levels for this year. Ms O’Dwyer
indicated that the loss of school-based EMA funding
will directly affect the programs and services provided
to her school’s students. Without this funding the
school will no longer be able to provide parents with
assistance for uniforms, book lists at the beginning of
the school year and payments for camps and excursions
during the school year.
Parents who receive the EMA have in the past been
able to rely on the school to deduct costs for their
children’s education from the school-based payment.
While both schools are doing their utmost to
communicate the effects of these changes, there are
genuine concerns that they will be unable to recoup
money from the families, which will result in a black
hole in the schools’ budget. Both school council
presidents informed me that they were concerned that if
families find themselves struggling to pay for everyday
living expenses, they will be forced to use the money
for other necessities rather than for their children’s
education.
Given that at the last election the Liberal-Nationals
coalition promised it would ensure that children had the
best start in life and a safe and caring environment in
schools and that learning and support in classrooms
would be key to the provision of education, my specific
request to the minister is that he restore the EMA to
schools so that they have the funds necessary to support
students in a caring environment.

Responses
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Eleven
matters have been raised today in the adjournment
debate. The first concerns a matter raised by
Mr Lenders around Patterson Lakes and the charges
levied by Melbourne Water. I have absolutely no doubt
that the member for Carrum in the Assembly and the
various members for South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, including Mrs Peulich, will strongly advocate
on behalf of their local communities. I think it is a bit
rich of Mr Lenders to raise matters when he is one of
the architects of the desalination project, which for the
next 27 years will mean Victorians will pay more
through their water bills. Up to $2 million a day in
additional costs will be passed on in water costs to
Victorians through the water agencies for metropolitan
Melbourne, so it is important that people understand
that Mr Lenders is one of the architects of that project.
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Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
specific matter I raised in the adjournment concerned
the precept charge. As I outlined, the precept charge has
nothing whatsoever to do with normal Melbourne
Water billing; it is an issue regarding the canals of
Patterson Lakes, and so I would ask you to hold
Mr Davis to answering the question and ask that he not
give a general political narrative on an area about which
he was not asked.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, I know Mr Lenders is very touchy about his
involvement in the desalination plant and matters
related to it, but his matter clearly relates to charges that
relate to water — —
Mr Lenders — No, it does not. Precept charges
have nothing to do with usage.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — They are charges that are
paid by people in particular areas.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s
response to the adjournment item does stray from the
issue that was raised, so I ask the minister to focus on
that issue, which is the precept charge at Patterson
Lakes, rather than broader water issues.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — President, as you know there
are charges that are laid by a number of authorities. The
key thing here is that I know local members will
advocate strongly for their local community. I will
certainly pass the matter on to the Minister for Water,
but it is relevant that charges can be levied from other
sources.
I also note the matter raised with me by Ms Pennicuik
for the attention of the Premier relating to various
matters around the Caulfield Racecourse and the old
deed. Ms Pennicuik and I are both very aware of these
matters, having both been members of the public land
committee during the last Parliament. It was clear that
the deed required not just racing as a purpose, but also
public recreation, and the public land committee made a
number of recommendations around that. I think there
has been a significant response in that regard.
In terms of the specific matters that were raised
regarding Jim Magee, the chair of the board of trustees,
I am informed that he may not have consulted with all
of his trustees; he may have stepped out and made a
number of comments on his own without the full
support of the trustees. It is important that we are
consistent in meetings as well as in the public
environment. Not to detract in any way from the
broader issue of greater public access to the parkland, I
think there is — —
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Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — If one wanted to talk about
governance, Mr Magee may not have set the highest
standards, as Ms Pennicuik outlined in her matter. But I
will certainly pass this matter on to the Premier. I will
also take the liberty of passing it on to the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, who is directly
responsible for the trustees and the land.
Mr Finn raised a matter with me about roads,
particularly the roads around the Essendon DFO.
Mr Finn and I have a long history relating to Essendon
Airport and its development. We both remember a time
in the early 1990s when Labor was determined to close
it. I remember in the early 2000s I moved a motion in
this chamber to support Essendon Airport, and Labor,
consistent with its party policy — and to my knowledge
its party policy remains the same — was determined to
close it and level the area to make it available for
housing.
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Philip Davis, to strongly advocate on behalf of their
local communities — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am simply being quite
clear, given the comments of Mr Viney, that I know
Philip Davis and Peter Ryan to be very strong
advocates for their local community. I am also aware of
the determination of this government to see economic
development, growth and jobs. It is a fact that the
previous government did not act on these matters, and
there was no development in this particular case. I
would imagine, without being familiar with the details
of this specific issue, that there would be a process in
operation that is determined to get a good outcome for
the community and to see that economic development
happens in a way that it did not under the previous
government. It is with enthusiasm that I will pass this
matter on to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, who I know will be interested to take it up as
requested.

Mr Finn — Turn it into a block of flats!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Nonetheless, the
commonwealth, which is responsible for airports, has
allowed retail development to occur on that site. There
is no doubt about the economic significance of
development to the area and the jobs that it has
generated. Equally people will be aware that an inquiry
of this Parliament back in the early 1990s looked at
precisely the issue of commonwealth land and state
planning regimes being out of sync and the need to
align the two. This is a classic case in point.
Development has occurred without dovetailing properly
with the road and other planning requirements that are
necessary for the smooth movement of people.
As requested by Mr Finn, I will pass this matter on to
the Minister for Roads, Mr Mulder, who I think will be
very keen to look at this issue, and seek some response
to this matter. I agree with Mr Finn on the importance
of the retail activity surrounding Essendon Airport, but
equally I understand his point about access and traffic.
Mr Viney raised a matter for me for the attention of the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change
concerning the new Seaspray caravan park. He talked
about the process of this particular proposal and its
impact on the community hall. I note that he referred to
plans that were discussed in 2008 or thereabouts and
that these plans appear to be different, he indicated,
from the ones that are proposed now. I note that there is
enthusiasm by local members, including the member
for Gippsland South in the Assembly, Peter Ryan, and

Mrs Petrovich raised a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security concerning animal
welfare, and she told a story which can only be
regarded as heart wrenching. I pay tribute to her
personal commitment to animal welfare, particularly to
horses, and to her longstanding interest in riding and the
welfare of horses. The members of the groups she
referred to are exemplary members of the community
and deserve to be strongly supported, and I welcome
the support provided through the agriculture minister’s
good offices for these groups. I have no doubt he will
want to continue that support as he too has a personal
commitment to animal welfare, as does the Treasurer,
as we know from his strong advocacy on behalf of
puppies and his focus on protecting vulnerable dogs.
With some enthusiasm I will pass this matter to the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security, and I note
again the commitment of the member in raising this
matter.
Ms Pulford raised a matter for me concerning Ballarat
Community Health and adjustments to its integrated
health promotion funding. It is true that in difficult
economic times the government has to make some
difficult choices. We are aware of the challenge that is
presented to it in these times. I strongly support the role
of community health centres and services around the
state, and I pay tribute to the broad range of work that is
undertaken at Ballarat Community Health. Ballarat
Community Health, like a number of other community
health centres, receives funding from a number of
sources — commonwealth, state and private — and I
note its budget in the last financial year was about
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$7.5 million. The government obviously strongly
supports prevention activities, and these occur through
integrated health promotion as well as through other
mechanisms. Health promotion is a critical focus for the
government, and it occurs both in specific communities
and through agencies like Ballarat Community Health.
Ballarat Community Health has an important role in
raising a whole range of health promotion issues, and it
does a very good job. It is true that there is a modest
reduction in its integrated health promotion funding this
financial year, and we will work with the sector, in
particular that agency, to ensure that we support it in
every way. I am determined to make sure that
community health centres have access to Health
Purchasing Victoria, for example, to enable them to
lower some of their costs. I think in the longer term a
lower cost structure will help provide a broader range
of health promotion services. The government has
sought to avoid any reductions in direct service
delivery, and that is achievable in this case.
I note the matter raised for me by Ms Tierney for the
attention of the Minister for Local Government
concerning the green light plan and opportunities for a
reduction in power costs through green lighting. I will
pass that on to the Minister for Local Government and
ensure that she is able to respond. Mr Finn’s point that
we have not heard a bleep out of Ms Tierney in terms
of opposition to the carbon tax is pertinent as that tax
will impose additional costs on councils and
communities around Victoria.
Ms Mikakos raised a number of matters with me for the
Minister for Housing. I am not quite sure where to start
in the long list of issues she raised, which was
something of a repeat of a speech she gave on a motion
that was the subject of a debate in the chamber this
afternoon. I am not seeking to debate or refute those
issues. I will pass the matter to the Minister for Housing
for her attention as requested, but I want to put on the
record that some of the extravagant and, frankly, bizarre
claims made at the end of the member’s contribution
may be responded to in the negative. The government
has no plans to do some of the outlandish things which
were listed at the end of the contribution.
Another matter Ms Mikakos raised concerns the
Australian Unity development of the Carlton Wellbeing
Precinct. This is a project that has broad support across
the community — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I was fortunate enough to be
at the sod turning on Monday afternoon. It is a very
good project, and it has bipartisan support, which we
welcome. I make the point — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I was listening to what
Ms Mikakos said. This is an interactive process at this
point — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have asked for order
several times.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — With the President’s
indulgence, and in direct response to the matter raised
by Ms Mikakos, I might very briefly say something
about the precise aspects of aged care and the
contribution I made yesterday. I have a number of
serious concerns about the future of projects like the
very good Australian Unity project that we are talking
about. That project will be put at risk unless the
commonwealth government provides certainty and
predictability — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You have raised a matter
related to aged services, concerning the Australian
Unity’s Carlton Wellbeing Precinct. I am indicating I
attended the opening of that on Monday afternoon, and
I am indicating — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You actually mentioned the
precise project, the Australian Unity Carlton Wellbeing
Precinct, in relation to aged care — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, you actually mentioned
it in your adjournment matter. I have it carefully written
down here. I take notes as we go through, and that is
what you said.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise Ms Mikakos
that this is not a conversation. She has raised a point in
her adjournment matter, she has sought an answer from
the minister and the minister is providing an answer. In
fact Ms Mikakos is expanding the scope of the
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minister’s answer by her constant interjections. It is not
a conversation.

work that has been done. It is a high standard of
analysis of what is a very complex area.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I will wind up by saying
briefly that one of the points amongst a number that I
made, aside from my strong support for the project, is
that large projects of this nature require significant
financial contributions from major banks and major
project developers, and that requires certainty and
predictability into the future. That certainty and
predictability has been put at risk by the commonwealth
government’s failure to be very clear about aspects of
its changes to the ACFI (aged-care funding instrument)
formula — that is, its changes to the funding of
residential aged-care and other related services. A key
point I made was that unless that is cleared up we will
actually experience much greater difficulty in attracting
large players — large construction firms and large
financiers — to the development of projects of the scale
of the one in Carlton to which Ms Mikakos referred.

Ms Crozier has correctly raised this matter and pointed
out the impact of this, and she has sought from me an
action. Let me explain what we intend to do. We have
certainly taken up the matter with the commonwealth
minister. I raised this at the meeting of health ministers
recently — indeed on Friday. At our request it has been
agreed that a meeting of ministers for ageing or aged
care, as they are described variously in different states,
will be held with the commonwealth minister in the
very near future to discuss these changes.

Ms Crozier raised with me a matter concerning the
aged-care funding shortfall, and she drew my attention
to the news releases in recent days by the Victorian
branch of LASA (Leading Age Services Australia). It is
very clear that LASA, the relevant industry association
for aged-care service providers, is increasingly
concerned about the impact of the commonwealth
government’s changes to the ACFI formula made
through Minister Butler, the federal Minister for Mental
Health and Ageing, and related changes in the
commonwealth package that was brought down
recently.
My concerns here are similar to those I outlined to
Ms Mikakos. It is clear that the changes to the ACFI
formula will result in a significant reduction in funding
for the aged-care sector. LASA has calculated that there
will be a $750 million shortfall, and aged-care service
providers will face that in the next two and a half years.
I note that LASA has undertaken some independent
financial analysis of the changes that the federal
government is implementing.
I make the point that these changes have been
implemented from 1 July. We are now at the point
where the exact nature of the changes is still murky and
hard to tie down, but again they are changes required by
the aged-care sector to get the very best result for their
communities. We need to understand those changes. It
is clear that the changes to the ACFI formula will result
in significant funding shortfalls, and those shortfalls
will hit country and regional providers and
not-for-profit providers harder than others. LASA has
done analysis across the country, and I pay tribute to the

There is a clear impact on state health and community
service systems as a result of the changes made by the
commonwealth to the aged-care funding instruments
and those impacts are potentially quite serious. We will
take this up with the commonwealth. We will do it in a
way that looks after the interests of Victorian seniors,
giving them the maximum number of options but
seeking to manage the cuts that appear to be embedded
within the changes to the aged-care funding that have
been introduced by the commonwealth to the tune, it
seems, of more than $750 million over the next two and
a half years.
Ms Darveniza raised with me a matter concerning the
education maintenance allowance, claiming that
funding to schools had been reduced. I am sure that
funding in aggregate to schools has not been reduced. I
note the Echuca and Yarrawonga examples to which
she drew attention. I will pass the matter she raised on
to the Minister for Education, but I want to assure
communities that funding in the aggregate for schools
has in fact increased.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Pursuant to standing order 4.13, I raise a matter relating
to responses to adjournment matters. A minister is
required to respond to an adjournment matter within
30 days. There are two outstanding adjournment
matters that have been raised by me for Mr David
Davis on 5 May and 8 December last year, and there
are eight outstanding adjournment matters that have
been raised by me for the Premier. I have raised a series
of adjournment matters for other ministers which I will
not mention now because while Mr Davis might be the
Leader of the Government in this place, he does not
represent those ministers in this place.
The reason I raise these matters and ask Mr Davis for
his comment is that I am at a bit of a loss to know what
more to do. On 11 October last year I raised a similar
matter with Mr Davis, who assured me he would get
the responses for me, as he periodically assures
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members when questions on notice are asked or when
matters are raised on the adjournment. He says, ‘Well,
basically I’ll answer them’.
Those matters that on 11 October last year Mr Davis
said he would get responses to related to one for the
Premier that was raised on 10 February 2011 that still
remains unanswered. In October last year Mr Davis
said that he would get a response for me. There is
another one that was raised for the Premier on 2 June
2011 to which Mr Davis said he would get a response,
and he has not done so. There is one that was raised on
5 May last year for Mr Davis himself. In this house he
earnestly said that he would get a response to that. He
wrote it down, as he is doing now, and said, ‘Trust me;
I’ll get you an answer’. I still have not got that
response. There is a series of other matters that were
raised after 11 October last year, so they are a separate
issue.
I am asking Mr Davis to provide an explanation partly
about the ones that have passed 30 days — that is, since
11 October last year — but particularly the three,
including one for himself, that he said to me in this
house he would get a response to. It was not just to me
that he said that. If he wishes to check Hansard, he will
see that the President actually pressed him on this, and
he assured me and the house that I would get responses
promptly. That was on 11 October 2011. I ask
Mr Davis about the 11 general outstanding matters that
have been raised for him and the Premier, but
particularly the three matters to which he promised to
get responses to me for which I am still waiting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
have followed up each of those matters, but I will do so
again and I will seek to get those responses for
Mr Lenders as swiftly as I can. I am happy to do that
and to be very clear about that for Mr Lenders.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Under
standing orders I can take note of the answer with no
time limits on my contribution and no need to give
notice. I move:
That the Council take note of the explanation.

I will not take up any more time of the house than I
need to, but I say to the minister that it is 10 months
since the minister, under the scrutiny of Parliament,
said he would get those responses. The 30-day time
frame for adjournment responses was an issue he voted
for in the last Parliament — I will not mention who
moved it, because that would be reflecting on the Chair,
Acting President — and he spoke to it as a measure of
accountability. It is now 10 months since he got up in
the house and undertook to provide those responses.
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The point I make, in taking note of the explanation, is
that it sets a fairly poor example for other ministers
when the Leader of the Government cannot deliver two
responses from the Premier — he has managed one of
the three that he promised at the time; I will give him
that — and he cannot manage to provide a response to a
matter that was raised for him. I just give notice to the
house that I will be watching these matters in particular.
I am disappointed that the Leader of the Government in
this place treats the house with so little respect that
again and again he comes in and says he will deliver
but does not make an effort to respond even to a matter
raised in his own portfolio of health.
Motion agreed to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
The house now stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.54 p.m.

CONDOLENCES
Thursday, 16 August 2012
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Thursday, 16 August 2012
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.30 a.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
George Robert Crawford
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have the sad duty of
advising the house of the death on 7 August of George
Robert Crawford, a member of the Legislative Council
for the Province of Jika Jika from 1985 until 1992. I ask
that members rise in their places for 1 minute as a mark
of respect for Mr Crawford and his passing.
Honourable members stood in their places.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Planning: Yarrambat and Diamond Creek land
Petition to the Legislative Council:
This petition is of materially impacted stakeholders of
201–219 (5 acres) and 175–199 (40 acres) Ironbark Road,
Diamond Creek, adjoining 40–60 (14½ acres) Pioneer
Road, Yarrambat, and 221–233 (8 acres) Pioneer Road,
Yarrambat. These Victorian petitioners draw to the urgent
attention of the house that the outstanding urban
reticulated infrastructure and associated planning
anomalies/irregularities and errors for the above acreage
lands remain uncorrected. The lands’ promised closest fit
zone translation in year 2000 should have been
residential 1. Instead, they were back-zoned into
environmental rural and consequently now rural
conservation, the most restrictive of all zones. As
continually pointed out, this occurred against applicable
provisions in legislation, e.g., the Water Act and others,
which protected the lands’ distinctive prepaid-for
infrastructure (directly and indirectly), capacity and
capability.
Failure of equitable correction caused wrongful omission
from the new Diamond Creek urban growth boundary (UGB)
and/or other new growth strategies. It threatens to now omit
these lands from the new Yarrambat township structure plan
boundary. The first three properties have/had a unique dual
supply of reticulated urban infrastructure. They adjoin the
boundaries of both suburb/township which enables inclusion
as urban within the Diamond Creek UGB or Yarrambat
township structure plan (or related). The petitioners’ lands
were gazetted by the Governor in Council (that is cabinet) in
the 1970s as an extension to both the Plenty Yarrambat Urban
Waterworks Trust district and urban district before the works
could begin and the properties charged. The trust’s
obligations and duties were transferred to the MMBW,
Melbourne Water and then YVW.
Failure to acknowledge and act on the above facts is
inequitable, unreasonable and unsustainable, making it
increasingly costly and difficult to correct. See latest petitions
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tabled in this house — Water Amendment (Entitlements) Bill
2009 on 10 December 2009 and 3 February 2010 and the
UGB inclusion on 26 November 2009 and 2 June 2011, the
latter to this Baillieu government. Also note continual
submissions/presentations to new processes including
correspondence to all levels of government, ministers and
MPs to date — new Water Amendment (Governance and
Other Reforms) 2012 Bill, OSISDC parliamentary inquiries
on Livability Options and Growing the Suburbs, the
Ministerial Advisory Committee on Improving the Planning
System, inclusion in the UGB as an anomaly, logical
inclusions in the UGB, logical inclusions in the UGB and the
growth corridor plan. The new planning zone reforms now
further threaten our lands’ situation.
The petitioners reiterate that new livability objectives,
conservation, green wedge, open space, landscape, utility
need or other new (or old) community aspirations should not
be used to exclude any of the above listed lands from the
UGB, ‘just’ planning corrections or fair decisions. All
aspirations can be equitably included in the overall
development plans of any residential area. This ensures equal
urban land values, irrespective of final site-specific land use.
Alternatively, entitlements and lands capabilities can be
equitably transferred to achieve the above. It is therefore
unacceptable to confiscate or erode them in any way via new
legislation, strategy or policy including new reformed zones
and new Melbourne metropolitan strategy as residential
growth.
Prayer
The petitioners request that the Legislative Council urge the
Premier of Victoria, the Honourable Ted Baillieu, and the
Victorian state government urgently to:
ensure the above lands are not adversely impacted by the
Water Amendment (Governance and Other Reforms)
2012 Act and that all the stakeholders’ rights and
entitlements remain fully preserved including via
savings provisions in the 1989 Water Act, 1994 Water
Industry Act, Planning and Environment Act and all
previous, subsequent and interrelated acts;
ensure other new bills, legislation, policies or strategies
do not adversely impact on these lands;
include them in the UGB and rezone to residential one
(or township) and their equivalent in the proposed
reformed zones irrespective of final site-specific land
use;
ensure their protection in their entitled urban water and
sewerage district boundaries (and catchments) and
inclusions in all servicing strategies for residential
development and land use;
ensure reinstatement/honouring of the lands prior year
2000 planning and infrastructure provisions;
compensate where necessary, investigate the matters and
meet with stakeholders for facilitation.

By Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan)
(4 signatures).
Laid on table.
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 —
Government Response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the Review of the
2009–10 and 2010–11 Annual Reports.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notice of motion given.
Mr ONDARCHIE having given notice of motion:
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Ondarchie’s
motion is obviously a comprehensive motion. I am
concerned about point 7, which is the one about
members familiarising themselves with their electorates
and so forth. That could perhaps be one of his debating
points in the debate but ought not be part of the motion.
At the moment the motion will stand, but Mr Ondarchie
might look to revise it in the days ahead.
Further notices of motion given.
Mr RAMSAY giving notice of motion:
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I appreciate
Mr Leane’s enthusiasm for the project and his
encouraging the government to build it; however, I
suggest that we have heard the interjection on a number
of occasions now, and it has probably outlived its
usefulness.
Mr RAMSAY having given notice of motion:
An honourable member — I hope that was not a
prop.
The PRESIDENT — Order! So do I.
Further notices of motion given.
Notices interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Mr Leane
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane will take
leave of the chamber for half an hour for using a prop.
The basis of that is that I have called him to order a
couple of times on the issue of a particular interjection
and he has then sought to reflect on the Chair by using a
prop to convey the same interjection. It is not on.
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Mr Leane withdrew from chamber.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices resumed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Ondarchie
for indicating to me that he will remove paragraph 7
from the first motion he gave notice of today, which
was the one I had some concern about. The motion that
appears on the notice paper will have all of its other
parts, which were certainly in order, but he has agreed
to take out the part that reflected on members of the
opposition. I thank him for that, because it ensures that
the standard of our motions remains high.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
28 August 2012.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Gaming: machine monitoring fee
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Today is the start of the new venue-operated model for
electronic gaming machines, the first day after the end
of the duopoly and the beginning of what I think is a
better structure for the operation of electronic gaming
machines in the state of Victoria. Unfortunately for
many operators, especially smaller regional clubs, the
transition is going to be much harder than it should be
as a result of the massive hike in the monitoring fee —
$64 per machine per month rather than $29 — imposed
by Minister for Gaming, Mr O’Brien.
I have had correspondence from many venues, most of
which do not want their names released because of the
retributive attitude of this government. A sample of
their comments include that the monitoring fee for
gaming is unfair and poorly timed; that the fee, as
another venue says, is grossly unfair; that the fee, as
another says, is a kick in the guts to their club; that the
fault, as another says, lies entirely with the government;
and that the hike, as yet another comments, shows a
complete disregard for clubs and a lack of transparency
in the way the Baillieu government is managing the
gaming changes in Victoria.
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The minister took no notice of me when I warned that
the cost of his failure to intervene in the legacy fee
dispute between Tatts, Tabcorp and Intralot would
ultimately be borne by clubs. Perhaps, given the
reaction of clubs, he will start listening now.

National disability insurance scheme: federal
policy
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — In public life
we sometimes see things we wish we had not seen,
things that paint us all in a bad light. The recent
performance of Prime Minister Julia Gillard on the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) is certainly
one of those things. Personally speaking, it left me
angry and disgusted. Never did I think we would see
the leader of this nation lower herself to playing cheap
politics with the future of people with disabilities, their
families and carers. Does the Prime Minister have the
first idea of just how much these people need the NDIS
and just how important the NDIS is to so many
thousands of vulnerable Australians? Perhaps just as
importantly, does she realise how grossly offensive her
actions are?
We all know Ms Gillard is in political trouble, we all
know she is as popular as piles, and we all know her
tenure as Prime Minister could end at any tick of the
clock. Perhaps what we did not know were the depths
to which she would sink in an attempt to give her
flagging public image a boost and to try to show her
caucus colleagues that she is not the political basket
case most of them are convinced she is. We know all
that, but to use those with disabilities as a pawn in some
sort of tawdry game of self-promotion is beneath
contempt. Victorians with disabilities, their families and
carers deserve so much more than a Prime Minister
who exploits their very real human problems for her
own political advantage. It does not get much lower
than that. Australia deserves better.

City of Frankston: Keep Australia Beautiful
awards
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to take this opportunity to congratulate the
Frankston City Council on its wins in the recent
2012 Keep Australia Beautiful Victoria sustainable
cities and clean beaches awards. Frankston City
Council won awards in both the clean beaches and
sustainable cities categories. Frankston foreshore
received the prestigious award for Clean Beach of the
Year for the second year running. Frankston City
Council can take pride in this award. It is testament to
its ongoing commitment to the maintenance and
preservation of this pristine and beautiful waterfront.
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Also under the clean beaches category, Frankston City
Council received the award for Community
Government Partnerships for its hosting of the
Asia-Pacific Ironman Championships. In the
sustainable cities category, Frankston City Council’s
environmental education and volunteer support officer,
Debbie Coffey, received the Dame Phyllis Frost award,
with Frankston City Council also receiving the Energy
Efficiency Award for its warm mix asphalt trial.

City of Kingston: Keep Australia Beautiful
awards
Mr TARLAMIS — On a related matter, I would
like to congratulate the City of Kingston on receiving
two awards in the Clean Beach of the Year category of
the 2012 Keep Australia Beautiful awards, those being
the Friendly Beach Award and the Pam Keating
Environmental Sustainability award. Both awards were
received for Victory Park in Chelsea. After
comprehensive community consultation, Kingston City
Council undertook an extensive upgrade of Victory
Park. The upgrade included the use of recycled and
energy and water-efficient products, and turned the
park from barren land into a family-friendly space
enjoyed by locals and visitors alike.

City of Casey: Keep Australia Beautiful awards
Mr TARLAMIS — On another related matter, I
would also like to congratulate the City of Casey on
receiving the 2012 Keep Australia Beautiful
Sustainable Cities Pam Keating Environmental
Sustainability award for Selandra Community Place, an
8-star, zero-energy display home in Cranbourne East
which features interactive displays, DVD animations
and take-home information cards which encourage
sustainability.

Olympic Games: Australian athletes
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
will on a future occasion join Mr Tarlamis in
congratulating those councils on some wonderful
achievements. I just hope that Mr Tarlamis learns the
actual boundaries of those municipalities — I was a bit
concerned that he had sent the results of a Carrum
survey out throughout the Frankston Assembly
electorate.
I turn now to the matter on which I wish to speak, and
that is to commend the United Kingdom on its
outstanding staging of the 2012 Olympics Games. Of
course it would be remiss of all of us not to also
congratulate all the athletes who represented Australia
in the United Kingdom across all sporting codes — our
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medallists and qualifiers have made us all very proud.
We must not forget those who helped along the way to
get our athletes to the Olympics, being their coaches,
volunteers, families, friends and supporters, and of
course the taxpayers and the nation. Hopefully their
efforts and the endless hours invested in our athletes
have been rewarded. The Australian Olympic team
finished the games with 7 gold, 16 silver, and 12 bronze
medals, for a total of 35. Whilst the tally is
disappointing to many, it is still an achievement of
which we should be very proud.
Two memorable moments for me, apart from the entire
games and being able to now get to bed a little earlier,
were Sally Pearson’s reaction after waiting for what
must have seemed like an eternity to see if she had won
the 100-metre hurdles, and Anna Meares winning the
cycle sprint gold medal and, subsequently, the
graciousness of her great rival, Victoria Pendleton, at
the medal ceremony — that truly encompasses the
Olympic ethos and the spirit of the games.
I would like to congratulate all of the athletes and say
that we hope that the Olympic Games return to
Melbourne at some time in the future, and I hope I am
still alive when it does.

Melbourne electorate: by-election
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to congratulate Jennifer Kanis on becoming the
member for Melbourne in the Assembly after a
well-fought campaign. I am sure, like all members of
this Parliament, she will find her community service to
be very rewarding.
The Greens ran a positive campaign in the Melbourne
by-election on issues the Melbourne community cares
about, like public transport, school funding and
planning for our city’s future. The voters came to us in
droves, with many people voting for the Greens for the
first time. The Greens’ vote went up and Labor’s vote
went down, and, for the first time ever in a state
election in Victoria, we won the primary vote.
I thank everyone who worked so hard on this
campaign. Our primary vote has grown and will
continue to grow, and if the same swings are repeated
in the next federal election, we will retain the federal
seat of Melbourne, where Adam Bandt has also
achieved much for his electorate. Cathy Oke will
continue to represent the people of Melbourne as a City
of Melbourne councillor, and she will build on her
fantastic record of achievement.
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Smoking: regulation
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Today
I am pleased to note with great enthusiasm the High
Court ruling on tobacco and plain paper packaging.
This is a very good result for Victoria and Australia,
and indeed it has international significance. I have
indicated in this chamber before my support for the
steps taken by Nicola Roxon, the former federal
Minister for Health and Ageing and now federal
Attorney-General, to outlaw the advertising and
packaging that has comprised so much of the approach
of big tobacco companies. I think this is a very good
result. I am pleased that the federal Parliament saw fit
to support this approach in a bipartisan way, and I am
very pleased that the High Court has made the decision
it has.
This will be one further step. It is a significant step in
the campaign against tobacco and a further step in the
tobacco control measures that we can take. There will
be further steps taken in Victoria and other states in the
forthcoming period, but the High Court’s ruling has
national and international significance. It is a very good
outcome.
As a community, we are lowering our number of
smokers. In Victoria the number of smokers is now
below 15 per cent. The task is to make that number
lower again. Every time a person is discouraged from
taking up smoking by the restriction of advertising it is
a win for the community. It is a win for those
individuals, but it is also a win for the community. The
costs that are generated by tobacco smoking are
significant, and the impact on public health is
extraordinary. These steps are reasonable and sensible,
and I am very pleased with the High Court’s ruling.

George Robert Crawford
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — George
Robert Crawford was born on 13 January 1926 and
died on 7 August 2012. He was elected to Parliament
after 41 years membership of the Plumbers and
Gasfitters Employees Union of Australia, and he spent
30 years as a full-time official of that union, holding the
positions of both Victorian branch secretary and general
secretary for over 20 years.
George was a giant of the labour movement. He joined
the ALP in 1944 and quickly rose to become a member
of the Victorian state executive. He held this role from
1960 to 1975 and also in 1979. He progressed through
the ranks to become vice-president of the ALP from
1965 to 1969 and state president from 1969 to 1971,
1971 to 1973 and 1983 to 1985. He had been a delegate

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 16 August 2012

COUNCIL

to the ALP’s national conference since 1965. George
was elected to the Parliament of Victoria in the seat of
Jika Jika on 2 March 1985. He held that seat until
2 October 1992.
George was a champion of the battler. He cared about
the type of world our kids are growing up in. He was a
peace movement activist and a champion of people’s
civil liberties. It is instructive to reflect upon his
inaugural speech to the Parliament. It gives us an
insight into the type of man he was. He touched upon
the dislocation suffered by indigenous Australians and
their struggle for land rights, and he talked about decent
workers compensation for those who have been injured,
issues of occupational health and safety and the role he
had played in the peace movement.
He was proud of his role in the struggle against the
Vietnam War and was a vocal critic of the
government’s ‘all the way with LBJ’ approach to
foreign policy. George was also proud to have been
associated with the establishment of friendly relations
with the People’s Republic of China, a fact that
continues to underpin our Australian economy even
today. George was a tireless campaigner against nuclear
proliferation and the selling and processing of uranium.
George Robert Crawford was a man who genuinely
made a mark on this world, and even for those who
may have sometimes disagreed with him there was
universal respect for the compassion and conviction he
brought to the debate. Our condolences go to Peg, his
wife, and the substantial Crawford family. Vale,
George Crawford.

GippsTAFE: Leongatha campus
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to
bring to the house’s attention some good news from
GippsTAFE. A media release on the GippsTAFE
website entitled ‘Funding decisions by the Victorian
government make VCE more accessible to adult
learners’ states:
As a result of recent changes to government policy, the
Victorian certificate of education (VCE) is now more
accessible to adult learners looking to return to study.
Previously, any person over 20 years of age who had
previously completed a TAFE certificate would have been
forced to pay the full fee amount for VCE without access to
valuable government subsidies.
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There is more good news on the TAFE front. Some
members, including members on the other side of the
house who represent Eastern Victoria Region, have
predicted doom for the Leongatha campus and its
Waratah Training Restaurant. However, I am pleased to
inform the house that GippsTAFE has advised that the
Leongatha campus will remain open. The acting chief
executive officer, Ian Carroll, is quoted on the
GippsTAFE website as saying:
‘The number of courses GippsTAFE continues to offer
remain extremely broad’….
‘GippsTAFE will continue to provide courses in a diverse
range of skills, including finance and business, education
support, health and community services, general education for
adults, sustainability and environment and in several service
industries.’

Moreover, GippsTAFE has confirmed that the Waratah
Training Restaurant will remain open. Its website says:
GippsTAFE has confirmed that its Waratah Training
Restaurant in Morwell will stay open and continue its
important role as a provider of hospitality courses.

Hon. P. R. Hall — Very good news.
Mr O’DONOHUE — It is very good news. I
congratulate GippsTAFE on this. It will be pleasing
news to the community, despite the predictions of some
members opposite.

Hazeldene’s: processing plant
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — Last Wednesday
I was delighted to join the Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan,
and the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security,
Peter Walsh, to officially open a new processing plant
at Hazeldene’s chickens, after a $38 million capital
investment by the Hazeldene family.
Hazeldene’s directly employs well over 600 people and
indirectly employs more than double this number, and
its importance in the Bendigo region is growing by the
day. Minister Ryan said that the Victorian government
was happy to support Hazeldene’s with its capital
investment and was also happy to offer assistance
through the Victorian Business Flood Recovery Fund
for damage incurred at its prairie facility in the 2011
central Victorian floods, during which over
300 000 chickens were lost.

Bendigo: business forum

The release goes on to say:
This is exciting news, especially for those who left school
early and are now looking to change their career, progress in
their current career or return to study.

Mr DRUM — I was also delighted to join Minister
Ryan and Minister Walsh later that day at a joint
Department of Business and Innovation and Bendigo
Business Council forum. Representatives of nearly 100
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of the Bendigo region’s leading businesses came
together in the one room to discuss a series of issues
and then had an opportunity to ask the two ministers to
comment on those issues. It was a fantastic opportunity
for those businesses involved.
I also know that the Bendigo Business Council was
delighted to have the Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan,
attend and speak at a dinner later that night. Many of
the businesses were delighted to ask the Deputy
Premier a whole range of questions in relation to how
they can best promote their area, region and businesses.

Western Metropolitan Region: storm damage
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — It has come
to my attention that nearly eight months after the
Christmas Day storm that wreaked havoc in my
electorate there are still problems, with up to
30 families continuing to live in temporary
accommodation and hundreds living in damaged
homes.
I would like to congratulate the member for Keilor in
the Assembly for continuing to offer support for the
families who have not been able to put this event
behind them. The storm, which was declared a
catastrophe by insurers, saw 112 000 claims lodged. It
is saddening that family homes within my electorate
have still not been repaired. The family home is one of
the most important things in maintaining a family
routine, so when families are displaced for so long it is
not surprising that reports are emerging of depression
and family break-ups that have occurred as a result of
the distress. It is truly appalling.
I would like to take this opportunity to remind the
government and the Minister for Community Services
that, despite her advice that there is nothing left to be
done, hundreds of families are still suffering in the west
due to either being displaced or living in a damaged
home. I hope the government understands my
constituents’ pain and proactively helps these families. I
also urge the insurance companies to continue to work
through these claims as quickly as possible and to
understand the chaos that these families are enduring on
a daily basis.
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worthwhile and important work, and I want to highlight
a couple of them.
First of all, I read an announcement in the press this
morning that Wodonga TAFE has just signed a contract
worth almost $10 million with the Australian Defence
Force to deliver training in nursing and paramedics
over the next three years. This is a very substantial
contract which will mean an increase in jobs and
business opportunities for people in that region. I
believe Wodonga TAFE won the contract over 10 other
organisations which were shortlisted. We are
encouraging our TAFE institutes to go out there and
win business.
I note that Advance TAFE has opened a new facility at
the Bairnsdale campus in the last few days. It is a
first-class facility which will assist it in the delivery of
programs in that area. I also read in the Shepparton
News this morning that GOTAFE will not be cutting
courses and there will be no job losses for the
remainder of this year. It is all go up there at GOTAFE.
I congratulate the chief executive, Paul Culpan, and the
chair, Michael Tehan, on their great leadership of that
organisation. I know all our TAFE institutes are
working hard on transition plans at the moment. They
have challenges ahead, but there are lots of good news
stories as well.

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 June; motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Normally when a member gets up to speak on a bill
they say how their party is going to vote, but I rise to
say that the Labor Party’s decision on how it votes on
this bill will depend on where this debate goes and the
government’s response to it. The bill seeks to do a
number of things, and I will not go through them
because they are clearly stated in the minister’s
second-reading speech and my colleague Ms Neville,
the member for Bellarine in the Assembly, has clearly
outlined the Labor Party’s position on all these issues.

TAFE sector: achievements
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — My colleague Mr O’Donohue
congratulated GippsTAFE on some of its recent
announcements. A number of other TAFE
organisations throughout the state are also doing some

On the issue of firewood, you may recall, President,
that on five occasions last year I raised adjournment
matters with individual ministers about various parts of
the Liberal Party’s policy. I will not say this is the
coalition’s policy because it was not; it was the Liberal
Party’s policy. Ms Lovell, as the spokesperson at the
time, put out a press release which mysteriously
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disappeared from the Liberal Party website but was
given to me by an irate constituent from east Gippsland.
The five adjournment matters I raised essentially came
down to how dysfunctional the policy document is,
seeking to be all things to all people.
In the end there are issues for local government, for
roads, for small business, for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and the Premier, if
my recollection is correct, in relation to some of the
administrative inaccuracies of the bill. Of course at the
time the various ministers who bothered to answer
adjournment matters were fairly contemptuous. Some
of them were courteous; I think Mr Walsh was
courteous, but I cannot say any more than that.
It is charitable to say this was a botched policy. This
legislation in effect irons out some of those glitches that
were raised through that series of adjournment matters.
Public policy is never an easy matter, and here we
obviously have a couple of strong competing interests
on how to regulate this. As I am sure my colleagues
from the Greens party would advocate, there are strong
issues about the environmental impact of taking
firewood out at all. Then my colleagues in The
Nationals would probably hold the view that firewood
is a resource which regional communities should have
greater access to. This is not an easy policy debate.
Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I am not disagreeing with
Mr Hall; I am saying it is a complex policy debate. A
number of people in regional Victoria are concerned
that a scarce resource is being pillaged — as they
would describe it — by people from Melbourne getting
trailer loads of firewood and commercially selling it in
other areas. You also have a number of small
businesses in regional Victoria which rely on firewood
sales, and their businesses are being completely gutted
by the government’s decision to deregulate the practice.
We also have occupational health and safety issues
around how people get the wood, road safety issues
with trailers and the issue of whether it is the
responsibility of the municipality or VicRoads. There
are multiple issues. Then there are many farmers who
have diversified their farming activities to include
mini-plantations, for want of a better term, and have
suddenly found that their entire business venture has
been undermined by these government decisions. None
of these issues are easy.
Coming to the critical point of my contribution to this
debate, many of the aspects of the legislation would
have a lot more credibility if there were some scrutiny
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of the implications for the groups to which I have
referred as well as the numerous others I could name. I
now formally move a reasoned amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘this house refuses to read this bill a
second time until the proposals contained in the bill have been
referred to the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee for inquiry, consideration and report’.

When the member for Bellarine moved this reasoned
amendment when the bill was being considered in the
Assembly, the government was concerned and said that
there needed to be a specific time line. I flag that from
my perspective I will entertain an amendment to put in
a time line for when the committee must present that
report.
Mr David Davis, who represents the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change in this house, is not
here at the moment. I point out for Mr Davis, who, after
his contribution to the adjournment debate last night,
has shown that he is a great fan of parliamentary
business going for a long time, that there are a lot of
clauses in this 43-page bill, and I certainly have a lot of
questions on this 43-page bill. I can ask those questions
here in the chamber during the committee stage. I am
glad Mr Davis is now in the chamber. I will certainly
get Ms Lovell’s press release and I will certainly go
through the five adjournment matters that I raised and
the responses to them. I will go through the clauses of
the bill, I will go through Ms Lovell’s press release and
I will go through a series of media commentaries and
seek from Mr Davis some clarification of what this bill
actually means.
This is a role for the Parliament. I am very happy to do
it in the committee of the whole of this house. We have
all the time in the world that we need to do this. If we
are still considering this bill at midnight, I will be
relaxed about that, because these are questions that
need to be asked.
The more pertinent point I make about this bill, though,
is that the opposition’s reasoned amendment proposes
that the procedure of the bill be considered by a joint
investigatory committee of the Parliament. That
committee has three government and two
non-government members. It has the capacity to go
through this bill — that is, it has the capacity to deal
with the issues associated with the bill, to conduct
hearings and to call witnesses and to prepare a report —
and ultimately that committee has a majority of
government members. In the end the committee may
find that a lot of the issues are addressed. Members may
still disagree on one or two of them and opposition
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members may vote against them, but the committee
will at least bring those issues to light.
This policy is just a shemozzle, and it has been from the
day that Ms Lovell put out the press release in East
Gippsland. May I say that putting out the press release
was futile. It did not win the seat for the Liberal Party;
The Nationals are smiling over this seat. The press
release was so powerful that it was taken off the
website lest anyone hold it to scrutiny, but it is being
held to scrutiny.
What we have here is a bill reflecting a policy by
which the government is trying to be all things to all
people and a bill which is administratively complex.
The only review of the policy is an internal
government review. As I said in my comments on
Mr Somyurek’s motion on government procurement
policy yesterday, if people do what happened in the
Institutional Revolutionary Party in Mexico and the
Communist Party in the Soviet Union and in the end
everything is internal and is done behind closed doors
inside the government party room where a small
number of people review themselves — —
Mr Finn — Sounds like the Gillard government!
Mr LENDERS — Ultimately, Mr Finn, you start
making mistakes. I will not reflect on the forensic
abilities of Ms Lovell and the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change, Mr Ryan Smith — or Mr Peter
Ryan, for that matter, as that is a bit of a stretch. I will
leave that to others. What I will say on the institutional
aspect is that where a complex piece of legislation
which is being proposed to be put in place to deal with
a bungled policy in a complex area is not subject to
scrutiny, within months the government will be
bringing to this place another set of amendments to this
bill. The government will look goofy.
I say to government members here that if they have
absolute confidence in the forensic ability of their
process, which was to be the do-all and fix-all
administrative process before they even got to the
complex policy but which got them into this mess in the
first place, they are very, in fact exceptionally,
courageous in a Yes, Minister sense.
I will not go on anymore in terms of my contribution to
the second-reading debate on this bill, but I urge the
government to consider this referral to the
parliamentary committee. Again, without offering
gratuitous political advice to the government, let me be
so bold as to suggest that if it were to let one of these
bills through to one of its government-controlled
committees on a time line of its choosing, then it may
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have a skerrick of credibility when I, another Labor
member or a Greens member start going on about
parliamentary scrutiny and the functioning of the
Parliament.
I am not sure what government members are afraid of,
unless they do not trust the three government members
on this committee. The government could allow a bit of
scrutiny above and beyond the internal party room and
cabinet scrutiny it has applied to this legislation. That
scrutiny did not work when Ms Lovell put out the press
release in the first place. This is a complex policy area
with very divergent views. It is hard enough to deal
with without also having administrative glitches over
the top, which I guarantee the government will
experience.
I urge the house to support the reasoned amendment. If
the reasoned amendment is not supported and the old
21-19 rule applies, I flag to the minister that I will have
a lot of questions in the committee stage that would
more appropriately be asked at and dealt with by the
joint select committee to which I am recommending
this bill goes.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Here we
go again. Only a few months later we are back
discussing firewood as the government has another stab
at regulating this area — in fact to fix the problems that
it created. Firewood, as has been noted, is an important
resource to people. It is also quite pleasurable to burn
firewood and to sit by the fire and watch it burn. Henry
David Thoreau noted that when you use firewood it
warms you twice: once when you cut and pack it and
the second time when you burn it.
Offering free firewood seemed like a good idea to the
government at the time, but it has created a free-for-all
with some real impacts, not just to the environment but
also across the whole system of regulation. There used
to be a fairly simple system of getting a permit from the
Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE)
to collect firewood in designated areas, but the
government now comes to us with 43 pages of
legislation that is needed to attempt to re-regulate the
issue of firewood collection from public land.
The government has moved from the free-for-all
approach that created an open season on firewood
collection, but in the process it has created more
problems for itself. Some of those problems are made
clear in a press release issued by DSE. This press
release is in the form of a community service
announcement, but if you look through it, you realise
that this is DSE trying to cope with some of the
problems created by this government’s policy
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approach. In this example, issued on 7 August in the
north-eastern region, it says:
Firewood collectors across the north-east region are being
reminded that the next opportunity to collect firewood on
public land will be during the spring season commencing
September 1.
The reminder follows a number of incidents across the state
where trees have been illegally felled on public land.

Alan Dobson, land and fire regional manager for the
north-eastern region of DSE, noted that it is illegal to
cut down standing trees for firewood. He is quoted in
the press release as saying:
Only fallen timber can be collected …
People collecting firewood on public land outside the
designated seasons are committing an offence …

The press release continues:
The maximum penalty for illegally felling, cutting or
removing forest produce is a fine of up to $7042 and/or
12 months imprisonment …
Mr Dobson said the firewood seasons combined with
specified designated collection areas and limits helps ensure
that the collection of firewood from public land is undertaken
in a sustainable and equitable way.

Absolutely! This is why we need to regulate, and
regulate well, the collection of produce from public
land. The media release goes on to note that the
department is conducting targeted patrols and
recommends that people who purchase firewood first
check that the firewood merchant they buy from
displays and demonstrates a commercial forest produce
licence. Licensing is an area where we could get some
better regulation, and I will come back to that in a
moment. In putting out this seemingly
community-minded press release, the DSE is really
pointing to the problems that have been generated by
the government’s new approach to firewood since it has
been in office. Underlying that — and it goes to the
reason the Greens will be supporting Mr Lenders’s
reasoned amendment and the Labor Party’s inquiry into
firewood regulation — are the ecological impacts of
firewood collection in and of itself.
If we go to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment website, we find a detailed literature
review on this subject put together for the department
by the University of Melbourne — Ecological Impacts
of Firewood Collection — A Literature Review to
Inform Firewood Management on Public Land in
Victoria, with the listed scientific authors. It goes on for
many pages discussing issues such as the different
forest types, ecosystem processes relating to wood
removal, soil and nutrient processes, carbon cycling,
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soil and water quality, habitat for mammals, birds,
reptiles, amphibians and invertebrates, the impacts on
flora and fungi, fire consideration, the habitat quality of
logs, the harvesting operations themselves and how
they work, and so on and so forth. I recommend to
anybody that they read this document and learn more
about the issues.
Our native ecosystems evolved through a process in
which coarse woody debris — large logs on forest
floors — form part of the nutrient cycle and habitat of
animals. Because eucalypts form hollows naturally,
they rot out from the centre. Large numbers of creatures
have evolved to live in those hollows, whether they be
hollows still up in the trees or hollows in branches that
have landed on the ground. The scientific research is
very clear that there is a direct relationship between that
habitat — the availability of coarse woody debris on the
forest floor — and the existence of populations of
animals that depend upon it as well as their ability to
survive predators and to breed and so forth.
Inevitably, if I read the Labor opposition’s reasoned
amendment correctly, the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee would have the opportunity to
take submissions from members of the public who want
to talk about the ecological impacts of this bill and this
particular regulatory regime that the government is now
patching on to the earlier attempt it had at it. Naturally
we can get some information about the economic value
of that firewood. In commercial terms we know how
much is licensed to be collected; we know the retail
value of that. We know that much of it comes to
Melbourne. I used to live directly opposite a firewood
merchant. He sold firewood in winter and ice in
summer: he had a good, year-round business.
We also know there are farmers, particularly in
northern Victorian, who want to be in the commercial
tree-growing business, providing a product in the
firewood market. I have met quite a number of them,
and I have also read their submissions and their
economic documents. There is no doubt in my mind
that in certain areas, some of which are marginal for
farming, some of which experience high levels of
salinity and some of which have had their irrigation
water rights removed, firewood growing could provide
a good supplementary farm income for people who find
that part of their farm would be suitable for this
business. But they need a stable and long-term
regulatory and market environment and incentives,
because in the tree-growing business you are by nature
planting trees, investing in them and then harvesting
them at the end of a decade or two, with the best
firewood species often also being slow growing. It is
extraordinarily difficult for these farmers to set up a
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viable industry in this area when people can get the
same wood or something similar free from the bush and
when the government keeps changing its view on how
it wants to manage this industry.
Mrs Petrovich — You shut down the logging
industry.
Mr BARBER — It is clear Mrs Petrovich has not
heard the calls of those commercial tree growers
despite the fact that there are many areas across her
electorate in the northern part of Victoria that would be
suitable for commercial tree growing. Those tree
growers have made their submissions known to the
government, and as part of the mix going into this
inquiry the government should listen to and encourage
submissions from those groups. I am not suggesting the
inquiry would be ‘way out’ in terms of its scope, but
this is a bill that has been put forward to regulate
firewood collection on public land. The bill amends
some objectives in the act — that is, the Forests Act
1958 — which relate directly to the question I am
raising, which is the provision of firewood through
long-term growing on public land.
It is a cause that I will continue to support and promote
at any opportunity. I have heard the call from those tree
farmers and potential tree farmers, and it is time the
government also heard the call, had another look at the
impact of firewood collection on public land and saw
that there is a win-win opportunity here if it wants to
get the regulatory settings right. From the number and
frequency of bills that it keeps bringing back to this
Parliament, from the known events that are happening
out there in the bush and from the Department of
Sustainability and Environment’s plaintive press
releases attempting to encourage people to do the right
thing, it is clear that the government has got it wrong,
and for that reason we will be supporting Mr Lenders’s
amendment.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak on the Forests Amendment Bill 2012, and from
the outset I would like to say that this is the culmination
of the delivery of an election commitment to the people
of Victoria. It acknowledges the fact that many people
in Victoria either do not have access to alternative fuel
sources or simply choose to use wood as a heating
method. We are committed to assisting those
communities in the collection of domestic firewood and
making things as simple as we can by abolishing some
of the red tape around the permit system, which I think
goes back to 1956. This bill seeks to address some of
those issues.
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Under the permit system there have been some
inconsistencies in approach. In some areas there was a
process of collection through designation on maps, in
other areas there was a system of permit-holders having
to go to a depot, having first purchased a permit, and
then purchasing their wood supply from the depot. This
bill will clear up some of those inconsistencies. In fact
22 different approaches across the state were identified.
This will put in place a single system, which I think has
in the first instance seen some issues around collection
which have highlighted some of the complexities that
existed under the permit system. Many of the issues
which have arisen in the northern region have been
raised by me, by councils, community members and by
staff from the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and parks, who I have spoken to around
what is happening on the ground.
There are always those I call the 10 percenters; no
matter what system is in place, they will not do the right
thing. The bill before us today will assist in the
implementation of penalties for and in fact prosecution
of those people, the 10 percenters, who are not doing
the right thing. As I said earlier, I doubt the practices
that have emerged are new. Perhaps they have been
going on, but because of the nature of the permit system
which existed historically they previously went largely
unnoticed.
The system introduced by the bill will provide better
environmental outcomes by managing clearly-defined
coupes and ensuring that those who do the wrong thing
are prosecuted. Enforcement will now be possible
through this bill. It will ensure that people are not out in
the forest doing the wrong thing, that hollow trees are
preserved for our wildlife and that areas are designated
appropriately.
During the last 12 months or more, the wet, the rain that
we have had, has caused some significant issues around
access to our forests. Some of the most damaging
activity in forests is caused by heavy vehicles going
into them in the wet season. In the wet season people
have felt exasperated because of the short supply of
wood. This is because people could not access some of
the coupes. People across northern Victoria have told
me this. It has been difficult because access to the forest
in many areas has not been easy. It has not been
possible to access some of the areas that we would have
liked to because they have been wet and flooded.
Today I would like to address the issue of roadside
collections. It is very important to put on the record
what we are doing in relation to collection in forests
which does not include roadside collection. We have
two types of roads in Victoria: local roads, which are
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managed by our local governments, and major roads,
which are managed by VicRoads. For a whole range of
reasons I think it is fairly easy to see why there are
some difficulties around timber collection on roads
managed by VicRoads. This government has a
philosophy of empowering local governments to ensure
that they have greater control. They will have power to
make decisions about how timber is removed on
roadsides and whether they want to go that way.
One issue that has been raised with me is about signage
in some areas, including designated areas. We are
working very closely with DSE staff. Today I have a
copy of a sign with me which says:
Video surveillance cameras may be installed in this firewood
collection area. Authorised officers conduct regular patrols of
the forest. Please ensure you abide by collection rules, as
significant penalties apply.

3495

will establish a process for designating firewood
collection areas in state forests and those regional parks
where firewood collection is currently allowed. It will
provide the flexibility to ensure that firewood supply
can be managed over the long term and that local needs
and unforeseen circumstances will be able to be dealt
with. It will create a series of offences aimed at
encouraging appropriate collecting behaviour, deterring
illegal commercial firewood collection activity and
providing checks and balances to ensure that firewood
collection is sustainable in the future and is undertaken
in a socially and environmentally responsible manner.
It will enable a person who is unable to collect firewood
for themselves to nominate another person to do so on
their behalf.
Elderly people or disabled people in the community can
advocate for either another person or service clubs to
collect wood for them.

One of the keys of this signage is this statement on it:
If you suspect illegal activity, contact DSE customer service
centre on 136 186.

We want people to have some ownership of this
program. It is about the community. If people are doing
the wrong thing, they are going to make it much more
difficult for those people who rely on that service.
One thing that Mr Lenders talked about was the basis of
commerciality. The daily amount of timber that can be
collected is approximately a 7-foot-by-5-foot trailer
load, and the total amount is 16 cubic metres a year.
Having used firewood as my main source of heating
until fairly recent times, I know that amount of
firewood will not heat a home for a whole year. There
are two different markets. There is enough of an
opportunity for commercial sellers of firewood to have
plenty of the market share. There will still be people
who choose not to go into forests to collect their own
wood and who find it much easier to hook up a trailer
and go to a wood yard or ask their wood merchant to
deliver wood to them.
Education is relevant when it comes to signage. We
have a very good website which assists people. There is
no doubt that people would still have to top up their
collected wood with, as I said, commercial supplies.
This bill goes a long way to lifting the burden on
Victorians who have no alternative to get wood or who
simply have a preference on how they get wood.
It will be good if I put on record the overview of the
legislative scheme. I know it has been done a number of
times. The premise of the bill is to abolish the need for
domestic firewood permits. It will establish two
firewood collection seasons in each financial year. It

Mr Lenders interjected.
Mrs PETROVICH — There are always
alternatives, Mr Lenders. I think one of the issues in
country communities and many other communities is
that people like to help each other. I have seen this
many times. Service clubs still play a very important
role across the state.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mrs PETROVICH — You are right, Mr Lenders.
It is actually voluntary. I could continue to talk about a
range of things, but I think many of them were covered
in debate in the lower house. We have talked about the
collection of a maximum of 16 cubic metres of
firewood per financial year per household. A lesser
amount of wood can be collected in particular regions
specified by the Secretary of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment. This is all about
ensuring we use fallen timber. Timber cannot be cut.
Standing trees cannot be damaged. We do not want to
collect wood that is hollow or has moss or fungus
growing on it. I think the collection of up to 2 cubic
metres of firewood a day is very reasonable.
I look forward to the committee stage, because I think
many of the issues that have been raised with me in the
Northern Victoria Region and in other areas as well as
in the house today can be addressed. I think it will be an
enlightening committee stage. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I must say
from the outset that I thought I would never see the day
when I would find some common ground with my
Greens colleague Mr Greg Barber, but I think that day
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has actually arrived, and I will refer to that in the
summary of my presentation. Firstly, I am happy and
proud to speak to this bill, which delivers on an election
promise. I would like to briefly outline the purpose of
the bill and the impact it will have and then refer to
some of the comments made by Mr Lenders and
Mr Barber. I apologise because some of this has been
stated already, so I will be quick.
For the record, the purpose of this bill is to insert a new
legislative scheme in the Forests Act 1958 to provide
for the collection of firewood for domestic purposes
from areas of the state forest. In essence the bill will
abolish the need for a domestic firewood permit and
will establish two firewood collection seasons in each
financial year, as my parliamentary colleague
Mrs Donna Petrovich has already stated in her
contribution. This will protect the time-honoured
tradition of the Victorian community having
accessibility to an energy source that provides not only
an important fuel but an essential one that is widely
used in rural areas and provides a cheap source of heat.
It also reduces the fuel load in forests that have little
environmental use for that wood and thereby reduces
the ongoing danger of a possible high fire risk to those
areas.
It also removes some of the restrictive red tape and
regulation burdens that permeated the culture of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment during
the Labor-Greens alliance of government, and still
does. Much more work needs to be done to remove the
green ideology within the DSE bureaucracy. The bill
will also establish a process for designating firewood
collection areas in both state forests and regional parks,
which should satisfy the Greens rants about wholesale
slaughter of forests and abusive collections by mad
firewood marketeers who are more concerned with
profit than protecting habitats of native marsupials.
They ignore the fact that the bill limits the amount that
can be collected to 2 cubic metres per person per day,
with a maximum of 16 cubic metres per household per
year. Regardless, this will not stop the rhetoric and
hypocritical bile that spills from the Greens saying that
the environment will be ruined and that any human
activity should be locked out of all forests and parks,
with a death wish on anyone who dares intrude on this
mystical wonderland.
The bill creates collection rules with a balance of
sustainability of forest resource but provides for a more
affordable energy option, particularly for a
demographic that cannot afford electric or reticulated
gas heat, particularly given the introduction of the
carbon tax and the increases that will cause in the cost
of heat to every Victorian. If those rules are broken,
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new offences are activated for the collection of
firewood outside a defined firewood collection area and
breaches of the firewood collection rules inside a
firewood collection area during a firewood collection
season. It sounds a bit of a mouthful, but it goes to what
Mr Lenders said in relation to the oversight of and
compliance with the rules in relation to firewood
collection. I see that he is not even listening to my
remarks, so I assume it is a bit of a one-sided debate.
There is self-obsession on one side of the debate.
The legitimate investment by land-holders in
agroforestry — and I think this is where Mr Barber and
I have finally found some common ground — is an
important investment, and it requires important
government initiatives to foster that investment.
Mr Barber — Such as?
Mr RAMSAY — It should not be compromised, as
offences in this bill will also relate to selling wood
collected under the scheme, accepting payment or
reward for collecting firewood on behalf of another
person or breaching the volume limits of collection per
year. At another time and in another place I will be
more than happy to talk to Mr Barber about what
incentives and support we might provide to encourage
more commercial investment in agroforestry.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — In fact, now that he has
mentioned that, it is pleasing to see that the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, Ryan Smith, will be
visiting my electorate next week to talk with the Otway
agroforestry group about the important work it is doing
and where the government might be able to assist.
The policing of the firewood collection is enhanced by
having two short collection periods — from
1 September to 30 November and an autumn season
from 1 March to 30 June — which keeps collection
away from the winter period when environmental
damage due to vehicular movement is high, and also
the summer period of high fire risk. It is important to
note that these two short collection periods will
hopefully satisfy the concerns Mr Lenders raised in
relation to the oversight and compliance that will be
required to make sure those working under the new
rules actually abide by them.
At the end of the day the secretary still has the
responsibility and ability to retain control of the
firewood resource in state forests and can close a
firewood collection season if there is a demonstrated
risk to the resource due to external forces. As in the
famous statement by astronaut Neil Armstrong, ‘One
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large step for mankind’, this bill is one small step
towards removing the shackles of regulation imposed
on firewood users. But a much bigger task is before us
as we reform the archaic, costly burden of regulation of
native vegetation laws that have hamstrung the
productivity of our food producers and provided
significant fire risk to our communities. Worst of all,
those regulations make no sense if the real target was
both to preserve the native vegetation in our forests and
on private land and to have willing stakeholders do that.
That would not actually affect the productivity but
would provide the purpose.
The Victorian community is looking to us as
government members to help drive the environmental
reforms that are strangling rural businesses in this state.
This bill is a sign that rational common sense underlies
striking the right balance to provide outcomes for both
humanity and the environment. My hope is that we
have the strength of conviction to continue to challenge
the nonsense that the Greens have inflicted on us over
decades.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — It is a delight to
join in this debate. The reason it is a delight for me
particularly to join in this debate is that this bill reflects
some advocacy — which Mr Lenders I am sure would
acknowledge — I pursued throughout the course of the
previous Parliament. In the end Mr Lenders resorted to
trying to make pejorative commentary around my
representations to the Parliament about access to
firewood. I think Mr Lenders has studied many — —
Mr Lenders — I think it was your personal needs in
national parks rather than the general policies.
Hon. D. M. Davis — That is ungenerous.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I think Mr Lenders is conflating a
couple of issues in that interjection. I will come back to
the fact. The fact, as members will recall, is that over a
long time — and I am sure the Leader of the
Opposition well understands this, because I notice he
has picked up the theme in recent times; indeed since
he has been the Leader of the Opposition he has
adopted pretty much my position — I have been
advocating for better access to firewood for rural
Victorians. I think that is a fair view to have, given that
many Victorians are not in a position to enjoy the
benefits of reticulated natural gas and that therefore
their cooking and heating options are very limited.
They may be best served by using firewood to maintain
their comfort.
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Over the last decade more has probably been said about
firewood in this house than was said in the preceding
hundred years, to be frank. The legislation before the
house, which in effect creates a legislative scheme for
the collection of domestic firewood that does not
require a person to hold a domestic firewood permit, is
a reflection of a policy position taken to the election by
the coalition. That policy position was informed by a lot
of contributions, particularly from rural members, over
a period of time and came to the fore in the Assembly
electorate of Gippsland East, where the local campaigns
of both the Liberal and Nationals parties were strongly
in support of a policy to free up access to firewood and
to relieve the burden of bureaucracy relating to
obtaining permits.
I cite an example. I recall that about four years ago,
whilst in Mallacoota on one of the community visits we
make — the so-called constituent surgery visits we
make to the towns around our large electorates — I was
flabbergasted that there was no access and there had not
been access for some weeks to the firewood permits
which would ordinarily have been available through the
Department of Sustainability and Environment. There
were no permits held in that office, so you could not
have got them there, because the office was never open
under the administration of the previous government.
Under the permit system, permits were generally
supposed to be available through one or other of the
local supermarkets, but the supermarkets could not get
access to the permits to make them available to the
community. As a consequence the communities of
Mallacoota, Genoa and all points to the east of Orbost
had little or no access to obtaining a firewood permit,
which meant that if community members were to go
out collecting, they would be in breach of the law.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I am not sure that they ran out of
fishing licences, but they ran out of firewood permits.
That was but one example of the unnecessary burden of
bureaucracy in the regulation of firewood collection.
The scheme introduced by this legislation is in my view
worthy of support. I heard some commentary, which I
think was from the Leader of the Opposition, about
ironing out the wrinkles in the policy announcement
made prior to the election. As a former minister and
indeed a former Treasurer, Mr Lenders would well
know that often behind the simplicity of a media
statement announcing a policy there are layers of
complexity, in terms of the regulatory framework,
which have to be addressed. Thus it is that this
legislation puts into effect the policy commitment of the
coalition.
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I will segue a little to a further discussion on the
collection of wood, referring now to wood that may be
for use other than just as domestic firewood. It may be
that there is a very significant issue afoot relating to the
regulation of both firewood collection and the
collection of wood more broadly — that is, forest
harvesting. This issue falls into the same basket.
Many members would know, anybody who has been
listening to Jon Faine on ABC radio 774 this morning
would know and others in touch with the forestry
industry would know that a significant problem is
arising at the present time in the Central Highlands —
namely, the illegal activities of those who can only be
described as ecoterrorists, people who are wearing
balaclavas and illegally accessing worksites where
there is a high degree of risk of personal injury.
Mr Barber — Especially if you get bashed.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Barber, you invite yourself
into this. Mr Barber will stand up for illegal terrorism in
the environmental debate. That is what he will defend.
His interjection shows entirely the disconnect in his
views between an act of principle and an act of
advocacy. I will defend anybody’s right to argue their
case, and I will defend anybody’s right to
representation of their views, but I will absolutely deny
the right to industrial thuggery, which we have seen in
industrial disputes, which we are now hearing being
advocated by people on Mr Barber’s team and which
Mr Barber has just entered the debate to defend — that
is, acts of eco-thuggery. These involve people putting
on a balaclava, going onto a worksite and intimidating
workers who are going about their lawful business.
The forestry industry is highly regulated and has very
high risks in terms of industrial workplace safety. The
forestry industry is one of the industries that has for a
long time been working very hard to reduce the number
of workplace safety incidents. One of my very good
friends, with whom I went through school and
agricultural college, died in a forestry accident within a
year of graduation, and I know personally how fraught
that industry has been over time.
That people could want to advance their policy by
campaigning against the workers, who are simply going
about their lawful business, is a disgrace. It is an
absolute disgrace that Mr Barber would defend that
action, and I think he should be ashamed of himself. I
say to Mr Barber and other members of the house that it
is absolutely appropriate for people who have a
difference of view with the government on its policy to
advocate on the issue, but it is totally inappropriate for
them to resort to intimidation, harassment and
interfering with the lawful right of people to go about
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their work and to go about it safely. The activities in the
Central Highlands by environmental vandals, in the
form of ecoterrorists who are abusing the goodwill of
the community by trying to advance their cause by
intimidating people who are in a high-risk work
situation, are a disgrace.
I am pleased to support the bill before the house. I am
conscious that we have many other matters to deal with
today, but I would like to simply say: let us stick to the
principles of public policy debate and ensure that
people in this state have confidence in the regulatory
regime and can go about their work — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — Their trade — in an orderly
fashion without the intimidation we are seeing at the
present time in the Central Highlands.
I look forward to the swift passage of this bill. Then we
can see firewood collection permits phased out for all
time. People who live in rural areas have a much higher
awareness of the need for access to low-cost heating. I
make the point advisedly that many of the people who
depend on firewood are in a very low socioeconomic
category. Indeed we know a high proportion of
pensioners in rural areas depend on firewood for their
heating in winter. This policy is a very good policy to
support rural Victorians, and I look forward to its
introduction following today’s passage of the bill.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 17
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr

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

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Pairs
Darveniza, Ms

Amendment negatived.

Davis, Mr D.
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Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms (Teller)
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Noes, 17
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr

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

Pairs
Dalla-Riva, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I seek
leave for Mrs Petrovich to sit at the table.
Leave granted.
Clause 1
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
number of questions about clause 1. I am seeking
clarification from the minister on these questions,
which will certainly assist with some of my questions
on other clauses that I am seeking answers to. During
the second-reading debate at least two, if not three,
government members said that this bill was about
reducing the regulatory burden and cutting red tape in
regional areas. My first question to the minister is: has
this bill been subjected to either a business impact
assessment or a regulatory impact statement?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — My
information is that the decision made by cabinet was
that a business impact assessment was not necessary on
this occasion.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In
opening the batting on this bill, in my comments on the
second-reading speech I referred to Ms Lovell’s press
release of November 2010, about which I have raised
five adjournment matters. I got some answers from the
various ministers to whom those matters were
addressed, including Mr David Davis. This highlights
my point that when ministers respond to adjournment
matters it actually helps to inform members of the
house so that they do not have to ask those questions
during the committee stage of bills.
My starting point is that both Mrs Petrovich, definitely,
and Mr Philip Davis made the comment that this bill
would reduce red tape. I, for one, do not accept
assertions that have been made by the Baillieu-Ryan
government that bills it has introduced will reduce red
tape, and I do not think those assertions are enough for
anybody in the community to believe that will be the
case.
On almost every piece of legislation for which I have
been the lead Labor speaker in this house — in fact on
every piece of legislation for which I have been the lead
Labor speaker — the response from the Baillieu-Ryan
government has been, in one form or another, the same:
this government has not had a regulatory impact
statement prepared. At least Mr Hall has had the
decency to say, ‘You do those only on regulations’, and
Mr Rich-Phillips has had the decency to say, ‘We did
not do it because it is a revenue bill’. And of course you
have the Hall doctrine that if a bill was an election
commitment, then that is cool.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Davis has said that this bill is
an election commitment. I do not like to embarrass
Ms Lovell; in fact, I do like embarrassing Ms Lovell,
but I will not seek to do so on this occasion. I could
spend a fair amount of time going back through her
press release and the five adjournment matters, but for
the purposes of not boring the house with something I
have already done, I will not. However, I will say to the
committee that it is not sufficient for the government to
simply assert it is cutting red tape and to then just
expect the community to accept that it is.
I am not interested in prolonging this debate for the
sake of it, but I am happy to table the vast number of
clips from the Weekly Times and other newspapers
which are concerned about some of the paperwork. I
will simply assert that there are a lot of people in the
community who think that a lot of red tape will come
out of this, so I say to the minister: if there is no
regulatory impact statement or business impact

FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
3500

COUNCIL

assessment, on what basis do Mrs Petrovich and
Mr Philip Davis assert there is no red tape beyond a
government press release?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As the
member understands, this was a coalition election
commitment. This bill seeks to implement that election
commitment and to do it in the most effective and
appropriate way. This is obviously a bill about which
the member has a different view, and that is his
absolute entitlement. But we believe it is a bill that
regulates this area effectively and does so in a way that
will be fair and will provide for a sensible regime.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! With the
indulgence of the house, may I suggest that during the
committee stage Mr Lenders speak from the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition’s place so that I can see when
he is trying to get my attention.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Deputy
President, this will excite Mr Guy unbelievably — he
speculates on my leadership ambitions all the time —
but in deference to you, I am happy to do that.
Hon. D. M. Davis — I promise that I will make note
of it.
Mr LENDERS — I expected Mr Davis to
comment, but I will not seek to hold him to that
commitment. Exploring this issue further, Mr Davis
says it was a coalition election commitment. If you
assume that the test is that if it was a coalition election
commitment, then it is a different standard to others, I
put to the committee that I have seen no reference on
the website of The Nationals in which a detailed policy
is articulated. This is not a criticism; it is just a fact.
However, there is a Liberal Party press release in the
name of Ms Lovell that was distributed in East
Gippsland but not put on either the Liberals or The
Nationals’ websites. So I ask Mr David Davis: why is a
coalition government election commitment contained in
a press release that is not on either the Liberal or
Nationals’ websites? It is not a Nationals’ press release;
it is a Liberal member of Parliament’s press release,
distributed in one electorate, and it is the only evidence
I have found of a coalition election commitment. I
would be delighted to be enlightened as to how this is
suddenly a coalition election commitment when it was
contained in a single press release from Ms Lovell in
Gippsland East.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
it was widely understood throughout country Victoria
that the coalition policy was to provide a different
regime for firewood collection that made it much easier

Thursday, 16 August 2012

and which allowed people in country communities to
have greater access to firewood in a regulated way but
in a way that still honoured a policy commitment made
by the coalition — that includes the Liberals and The
Nationals. This was, as I say, broadly understood
throughout country Victoria and was certainly
something about which many coalition members spoke.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — This is
a committee stage debate on clause 1. I find the new
test quite an extraordinary one. Mr David Davis asserts
that it was a coalition election commitment. I am not
disputing that Mr Drum, as a member of The Nationals,
would support it; I am not trying to pretend anything in
those areas — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — No, I am not. I am just trying to
forensically — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — As the other Mr Davis
indicated earlier in the chamber, this was much
discussed in this chamber during the last Parliament by
a number of speakers on the then opposition side. They
made it very clear — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis
can make a quick point by way of interruption but not a
speech.
Mr LENDERS — I want to explore this. The
rationale for not doing a business impact assessment or
a regulatory impact statement is it was coalition policy.
I do not accept that premise. On that basis one could
argue that bills lobbed into the Supreme Soviet are the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union’s policy or bills
considered in the National Assembly of Mexico are the
policy of the Institutional Revolutionary Party and
should not be scrutinised.
Let us assume that that is the rationale: that
21 government members in this chamber are
comfortable voting for what is coalition policy.
Mrs Petrovich talked a lot in her second-reading
contribution about northern Victoria, and good on her
for being passionate about northern Victoria and good
on the Greens for giving her the chance to be
advocating for northern Victoria in this house.
Mrs Petrovich talked about her area, but the only policy
I saw before the election which was specific — and this
bill does not actually reflect all of that but let us be
gracious and say it does — was a press release from
Wendy Lovell, now Deputy Leader of the Government
in the Legislative Council, and Liberal Party
spokesperson on country Victoria in Gippsland East.
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The press release was not on the Liberal website or The
Nationals website. It was not a coalition election policy.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — So does
Mr Barber, so I will give Mr Barber the call next.

If the rationale for why this house should rubber-stamp
legislation without any regulatory impact statement or
business impact assessment is that it is coalition policy,
the thinnest skerrick we are asked to deal with today is
a press release from a now Liberal minister in one
electorate and an assertion from Mr David Davis that
people spoke of it in this house.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
respond to Mr Lenders’s comments. This was coalition
policy. It was broadly understood throughout country
Victoria, and a very clear number of coalition members
spoke about this in country Victoria. I believe it was
very much accepted that the coalition would take these
steps, and this is obviously the detailed implementation
of that policy. I can say clearly that very few in country
Victoria had a different view than the coalition would
provide greater and simpler access to firewood
collection.

Mr Philip Davis said that firewood was spoken about
often. I would dare say a house committee in this place
100 years ago would have talked about nothing but
firewood when the building was cold, but the fact that
someone has spoken of something in this place does not
make it a policy position of a political party. It is a fact
that Mr Philip Davis and others spoke in adjournment
debates about it being a problem, but there was not a
solution put up in this place. The only policy we have
seen in this place was put by Ms Lovell in Gippsland
East to a local paper. It did not make the website of the
Liberal Party or the wesbite of The Nationals, but on
the basis of that we now have a coalition policy that we
are meant to check.
Deputy President, I have more technical questions to
ask but I will stop with this: we know the government
has 21 votes and will use them ruthlessly, but it would
be nice if we had something a bit more substantive as to
why we are doing this other than an assertion that this is
somehow or other a mandate issue and the fact that
Philip Davis talked ceaselessly about hiking and
camping through East Gippsland and not having any
firewood at night. I do not think that equates to a
root-and-branch approach — —
Mrs Peulich — A pun!
Mr LENDERS — It is a pun. I do not think it
equates to a root-and-branch approach that deals with
16 cubic metres here, 4 metres there, 2 metres there and
a whole range of other very technical areas in this
legislation. One press release was sent out slagging off
the Labor government and one government member
talked about how stressful it was to be hiking in a
national park and to have to find some firewood.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I will call
on the minister but I will get some clarification from
Mr Lenders. I think he ended on the point that these
was his concluding remarks in relation to — —
Mr LENDERS — I want to make some more
remarks in relation to clause 1.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane
has indicated that he would like to make a comment on
this particular aspect of clause 1, and I will give
Mr Barber the subsequent call.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I will just
say that if the government states that an unadvertised
government policy is so important for it to implement, I
very much look forward to it building the Doncaster rail
line, which was a trumpeted policy, and I very much
look forward to it making the teachers the highest paid
in the country.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
question for the minister. Leaving aside the pejorative
question of red tape, the minister finished his last
answer by suggesting that this new system would make
it simpler presumably for both the government to
administer and for a person seeking to access some
firewood to do so.
I have some questions about the totality of the operation
of the bill and how this new system will make it
simpler. As I understand it, and it is even referred to in
the second-reading speech, if you wanted to get some
firewood, you got a permit through the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) or an agent. As
it says in the second-reading speech, those permits
typically contained information on where and how
much firewood could be collected and under what
conditions, so your set of instructions came with the
permit. The second-reading speech then goes on to say:
In the absence of permits, these and other matters will now be
dealt with in legislation, either in the relevant acts or in
regulations. In this way, the Victorian community will have
clear, legislatively defined, expectations of the scheme.

If I no longer have to turn up to a DSE or other
authorised office and obtain a permit and I can simply
go to the right places at the right times and collect
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information about the right way to collect my firewood,
how do I obtain that information?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the mechanism by which the community
will be advised of these matters is through websites,
bulletins and signage.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Bulletins
of what type, distributed in what way and to whom?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that they will be fact sheets in offices, on
websites and in media releases.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Just to
expand on the idea of signage, signage where and
saying what?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Signage indicating zones and the mechanisms.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Signage
in the bush, on site, saying that this is a place from
where you can collect firewood?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the signage will on the entrance to
relevant locations and will be A3 and A2 size.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Following on from Mr Barber’s points and on another
matter on clause 1, as Mr Davis is presumably saying
that the Department of Sustainability and Environment,
and not Parks Victoria, is putting up the signage on the
entrance to sites, does that mean that the signs will be
on every single track, local road, main road and
bushwalking path? I would be very interested to know
how this will be done so that a person does not
inadvertently break the law and potentially get a penalty
of 50 penalty units.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I draw
Mr Lenders’s attention to page 9 of the bill where
clause 5 inserts new section 57V into the Forests Act
1958, which lays out the identification of firewood
collection areas.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
happy to leave that until we get to that clause. I will
leave it with the statement that a firewood collection
area is big and there are many access and egress routes
in multiple forms. As a courtesy I give the minister
notice that I will ask far more forensic questions about
that when we get to that clause, so that he and his
advisers have time to prepare.
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Still on clause 1, there is the issue that was raised by
Mr Philip Davis in his contribution to the
second-reading debate — that is, that part of the policy
intent of this bill is to deal with the areas where there is
no reticulated natural gas. He said that was policy.
Again I am intrigued to know where the policy
appeared or whether it was a thought bubble of
Mr Philip Davis. Let us assume that there is a coherent
hidden policy on the purpose of this bill that the
community has not seen. A purpose of the bill is to
offer greater access to firewood in areas where there is
no reticulated natural gas and therefore there is an
understandable cost impact on families in those areas.
My question to the minister is: if that is a purpose of the
bill, could I, as an elector from Carnegie in his
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region, go to
Bruthen in Gippsland and collect my 2 cubic metres of
firewood?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
answer is yes, but the bill does contain mechanisms by
which in certain circumstances access is restricted to
classes of people, and they could be geographically
based.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer that constituents of his in
Southern Metropolitan Region, whether they be in
Brighton — —
Mrs Peulich — And yours!
Mr LENDERS — And mine as well — and yours, I
might say, Mrs Peulich. Certainly residents of Brighton,
Malvern, Camberwell, Toorak, Sandringham or
Armadale could go out and collect firewood in those
areas without any permit. Provided they stay within the
limits, they could collect as much firewood as they like
and take it out of regional Victoria and back to
Melbourne. I am just clarifying what the minister said.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Not as much as they like.
Mr LENDERS — Within the 2 cubic metre,
4 cubic metre or 16 cubic metre restrictions provided by
this legislation, they would have exactly the same rights
as an aged pensioner in Bruthen.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am trying
to get the minister’s response, not Mrs Peulich’s.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have indicated, the bill does contain mechanisms to
limit collection in circumstances that are decided, and
they could be geographically based.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — How will
that work? The minister has said that there will be signs
in the bush designating areas for firewood collection.
Will those signs also designate the class — no
redheads, for example — or geographic reach of people
who are authorised to collect firewood from that
particular collection area?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
answer is yes, and new section 57V(4) deals with that
matter.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
understand that that section will permit this activity.
What I am asking is whether a residency test, if you
like, will be set up and will then be part of the verbiage
on the signs that will be nailed to trees out in the middle
of state forests. Is that the intent?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — That is
a matter for the implementation as it proceeds, and
those decisions will be made area by area.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — But by
this bill the government is giving itself the power to do
it, so I am asking whether that is the intent.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that if there is a restriction of that nature, that
is required to go on the sign.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So it
might be, for example, that I am on holidays in East
Gippsland where I am staying in a commercial camping
area and I hear that there is a place up the road where
you can get firewood for free and that it will be marked.
When I get there I will see — if I am smart enough to
check the fine print on the sign that will be nailed to a
gum tree — that the sign says, ‘You are not eligible to
collect from this area unless you are a resident of East
Gippsland shire’. Therefore, having read that fine print,
I will have discerned that I am not eligible to collect
firewood because I am on holidays and I am not a
resident of East Gippsland, for example.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed the mechanism would ensure that the wood
would be available for those who live in the area and
have a need to access the wood.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I asked
whether we are talking about a residency test. In
relation to firewood permits issued under the old
regime, which is about to be changed by this bill, what
do those permits typically cost? Pardon my ignorance.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed the amount is between $10 and $30 per cubic
metre.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Following up on Mr Davis’s answer to Mr Barber’s
question — and I am paraphrasing what Mr Davis
said — in responding to Mr Barber’s hypothetical of
the geographic test, Mr Davis referred to those who
needed the wood. I listened very carefully — he said
those who needed the wood. My question is: who
determines who needs wood? I quote the minister.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — On a
geographic basis it would be done by the secretary, if
there is a shortage of supply.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept
that part of the answer. Using Mr Barber’s hypothetical,
the secretary determines the need. As a courtesy, I flag
to the minister that I will ask a question later in the day
about this issue. Using the hypothetical example of
what would happen if a resident of Sale was keen on
firewood — I am not mentioning Mr Philip Davis —
and was aggrieved, for example, by the secretary saying
that only people living in East Gippsland shire were
entitled to the wood, how does that person appeal? I
will ask the minister this question later. The minister’s
use of the word may have been inadvertent. If he says it
was inadvertent, I will accept that. However, the
minister said it would be on a geographic basis and
whether the person needs the firewood.
Unless the minister backs away from someone needing
the firewood, I invite the committee to consider the fact
that we are talking about a whole new level of
regulatory burden. I can understand the secretary
determining East Gippsland shire, Wellington shire
et cetera, but with Mr Davis’s comment about where a
person lives and whether they need the firewood, the
need becomes quite a subjective test. I am interested,
from an administrative law point of view — the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal’s
position — how the secretary determines need.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — If I can
be clearer in explaining that, it is on a geographic basis.
The secretary would do that on the basis of supply of
firewood for those who need it, particularly in parts of
the state where the firewood resource is limited.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — If the
minister says he inadvertently used the word ‘need’, I
am happy to drop off on this inquiry. However, the
minister has again repeated the word. To make it
simpler for the minister, what if there is an issue of
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need and we have to make a determination about one of
Mr Davis’s or my constituents from Camberwell or
Carnegie who has gone to a campsite at Bruthen and is
looking for firewood? The test becomes: what is need?
Is need financial affordability? Is need an objective test
about who needs warmth? Mr Davis has twice now
used the word need. If the secretary has to determine
the meaning of need, that is a test. It concerns me that
we are being asked to support legislation where we
have a whole new quasi-judicial process being inserted
into what was already a complex system. I invite the
minister to clarify ‘need’.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
Mr Lenders is overstating the way I have phrased this.
Those who need firewood means those in an area who
are seeking to access it. Anyone can collect firewood in
a particular area. If the secretary sees a need in a
particular geographic area of the state where the
firewood resource is in some way limited, it may be
appropriate to allow access to a certain location.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
just not the case. When we get to section 57U the
minister will see that it is described as ‘a class or
classes of person’. However, I think we can wait until
we get to that point to go over that issue. Mr Davis said
that the permits currently cost between $10 and $30 per
cubic metre. Is there a concession available for people
who display an appropriate card? Could they get free
firewood?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not think any permits are being issued now, but
previously the lower end of that $10 to $30 range
would have been the concession cost.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It seems
to me that if your objective were to give free firewood
to people, then you simply could have made the permits
free. They could have been made free in areas that do
not have natural gas reticulation or made free to certain
classes of person. The previous situation was that you
went to your local DSE office or authorised office and
got a permit, and with that permit you got all the
information you needed to ensure that you could
comply with all the relevant laws when collecting
firewood in certain places at certain times. Now you
have to jump on a website — and the minister should
bear in mind that not everybody is on the internet these
days, particularly elderly people and people in remote
areas where the internet connections are so bad it is not
worth being on it — and inform yourself of the
right-place, right-time methods of collection, and there
are 43 pages of regulation across several acts you will
have to comply with. You may get that from your fact
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sheet — helpfully so — and you will also need to go to
the location if you cannot otherwise find out or
determine whether you are a class of person who is
eligible.
For the sake of abolishing the requirement for a permit,
that seems to put a large informational burden on a
person who just wants to fill up their trailer. You
transfer the risk to them, because if they fail to collect
the right information, then they are risking prosecution,
whereas they could have reasonably relied on the
permit in their hand and the information it contained as
their defence if they had done the wrong thing.
You need a permit for many things, such as going
fishing. If I blow into town, I expect to be able to get a
temporary fishing licence if I do not have an annual
fishing licence. You need a permit to have a cat, and
you need a permit to cut open a council footpath to
make a driveway — you need a lot of permits for
things. Some permits are harder to get; some are easier
to get. If it was all about cutting red tape, then
government members could have brought in great slabs
of different permits that they wanted to abolish, but this
was not about abolishing red tape. This was simply
about giving free firewood, and the government seems
to have chosen the most complicated mechanism
possible.
I want to ask about some intervening factors. In
between the old system and the bringing in of this
legislation it has been alleged — it has been written
about in many regional newspapers and in the Weekly
Times — that there have been raids by commercial
merchants in bushland areas. It is clear from the
observations of some people that other people who are
commercial, or at least commercially oriented, have
been collecting large amounts of firewood and, in the
view of some, taking it back to the city. Clearly this bill
is also a response to that in the way that it is structured.
Can the minister tell me what evidence has been found
for this, whether there have been prosecutions in
relation to this and whether there has been any
difficulty in bringing those prosecutions that the
government now seeks to address in this bill? I am
asking the minister for some facts and figures.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
not informed of any raids that have been verified or
seem to have occurred. As I understand it, the
management of these things has proceeded as is
normal. I am not aware of any prosecutions that have
occurred in the recent period to which you refer.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
object of the bill, as outlined in clause 1, is to amend a
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range of acts. There is no reference in there to
economic dislocation. Again I will use the hypothetical
example of a town such as Bruthen, where the owner of
the local general store — assuming there is a general
store in Bruthen — may get a commission for the
selling of existing permits. I am using a few examples
for Mr Davis, and I am picking Bruthen because I am a
Gippslander from way back. If you went into the
general store in Bruthen, you could purchase a permit.
Obviously some of that gets remitted to DSE, but a
portion is kept as a commission. In Gippsland East
there are plantations that some people have grown with
a view to selling firewood, and individual farmers have
planted trees to grow firewood.
There is nothing about this issue in the objects clause of
the bill. Is there any economic compensation for these
regional jobs? Again, to assist Mr Davis, this was one
of the adjournment matters I raised with his colleague
Ms Asher, the Minister for Innovation, Services and
Small Business, when we originally saw Ms Lovell’s
press release. What is the government’s policy on
compensation for these small regional businesses which
will lose commissions from the selling of firewood
permits and face losses from the capital investment they
have made in planting trees and selling them in what
was a market for firewood, at a time when permits cost
money?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — If I can
get to the essence of that, I think what the member is
asking is whether there will be some disadvantage to
commercial firewood producers. I think that is the
essence of what he is asking. My understanding is that
these are different markets. Some people will wish to
purchase firewood for convenience purposes. Others,
for a whole range of reasons, including social reasons,
seek to go and collect firewood, and some wish to
collect their own firewood for reasons of longstanding
traditional practice.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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which will impact on councils’ ability to take on new
clients. Will the minister reverse this decision?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I am
pleased the member has asked the question, but the
premise of her question is wrong. HACC funding has
been increased, commonwealth funding has increased
and state funding has increased. HACC funding has
increased in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
clearly not what councils are reporting. The minister
needs to get out and have a discussion with the
Municipal Association of Victoria and local councils,
which are reporting significant cuts in funding. The
City of Ballarat has estimated that it will lose up to
$36 000 in HACC funding as a result of this cut, and it
already has 55 people on its waiting list and could see a
further 35 people added. The City of Kingston is facing
a $142 000 cut in HACC funding, which will limit the
council’s ability to take on new clients. Can the
minister guarantee that no senior Victorian will miss
out on HACC services because of the government’s
cuts to home and community care services?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — If I
can just again inform the member that funding has not
been cut to HACC; funding has been increased.
Funding will increase this year compared to last year,
and it is likely there will be further growth in the period
beyond 1 January. Let me take one of the examples the
member has put forward. HACC funding for Ballarat
Health Services has in fact increased this year. It has
gone from $2.6 million to $2.7 million. That is an
increase. I want to be quite clear about this with the
member: when I went to school, the second number,
this year’s number, was considered a bigger number
than the previous year’s number.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria).
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Housing: Carlton redevelopment

Seniors: home and community care

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — It is
a pleasure today to ask a question of the Minister for
Housing, who is also the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development, the Honourable Wendy
Lovell. I ask the minister if she can inform the house of
any recent announcements in relation to the Living
Carlton Consortium’s Carlton housing estate
redevelopment?

Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Ageing. The minister
has spoken on many occasions about the benefits of
keeping senior Victorians living independently at home
and how HACC (home and community care) services
are important in this regard. Despite the spiralling
ageing population, the government has made a cut to
statewide funding as well as a 2 per cent indexation cut,

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for his question and his ongoing

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3506

COUNCIL

interest particularly in the Carlton housing estate, where
he chairs the community liaison committee (CLC). It
was my very great pleasure on Monday of this week to
officially mark the start of construction of the
$180 million wellbeing precinct at the Carlton housing
estate. I was joined in marking this occasion by my
ministerial colleague David Davis, the Minister for
Ageing, and of course the wonderful Craig Ondarchie,
a member for Northern Metropolitan Region, as well as
by the team from Australian Unity and members of the
Living Carlton Consortium.
The Carlton housing redevelopment is part of a plan to
deliver more and better public and private housing in
Victoria. This is a nine-stage redevelopment, including
the wellbeing precinct, and it is being delivered through
a development agreement between the Victorian
government and the Living Carlton Consortium. The
redevelopment will also see 192 old public housing
flats replaced with 246 new public and social housing
apartments, approximately 690 new private apartments,
new streets, pedestrian and bicycle paths, new public
parks, community gardens, playgrounds and
landscaping.
The first stage of the aged-care and wellbeing centre is
due to be completed by the end of 2013, and it includes
161 high and low-care beds and day respite services.
Some of its facilities will be open to the public,
including medical suites, a seniors gym, a hydrotherapy
pool, a cafe and a community meeting room. The
retirement living buildings, which are due for
completion by the end of 2017, will include
181 independent living units and facilities for older
persons. Public housing tenants who are eligible for
commonwealth-funded beds will also be able to apply
for a place in the aged-care centre.
Construction of the wellbeing precinct is expected to
result in 200 construction jobs, which will benefit
Victoria, and when it opens in 2014 the aged-care and
wellbeing centre is expected to generate approximately
150 new jobs in aged-care, hospitality and cleaning
services. The wellbeing precinct presents a real
opportunity for some of our public housing tenants to
secure employment, and the Carlton work and learning
centre that we have established on the Carlton estate
will play a critical role in supporting and preparing
public housing tenants to apply for jobs in construction
and in the aged-care and wellbeing centre.
I look forward to seeing the project unfold and to
working with Australian Unity on employment and
training opportunities for public housing tenants. This is
just one way the Victorian government is working to
deliver better public housing in this state and to support
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vulnerable Victorians. I commend the work of
Mr Ondarchie as chair of the CLC. Many tenants from
the estate were present at the sod-turning ceremony on
Monday. They were all telling me how wonderful it
was to have a CLC chair who is actually there on the
estate, interacting with them. They could not name the
previous chair of the CLC.

Apprentices: training
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, and it concerns reports run by the ABC’s 7.30
program over 7, 8 and 9 August regarding training
rorts. It particularly focused on a company called Skill
Training Victoria, which is based in Bendigo, with
regard to rorts in apprenticeship training. For example,
it was reported in relation to the training of one of the
apprentices by this company that the company was just
using staged shots and he actually was not undergoing
training. I am wondering if the minister has investigated
this and if he knows how many apprentices are caught
up in these rorts.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her question.
She will know, because I have said it many times in this
house, that a priority of mine is to in-build quality in
terms of the training that is being delivered around this
state, and I have made a number of efforts to improve
the outcomes of training and ensure that it is of the
quality that people expect from the investment they
make.
By way of background in answering this particular
question, there are 1100 registered training
organisations in this state. Of those, 593 are registered
with the federal registration body, the Australian Skills
Quality Authority (ASQA), and 507 of them are
registered with the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority (VRQA). About half of those
1100 have contracts with government to deliver
supported, subsidised training. When there is any
breach or notification or suggestion that there is a
diminution in standards, it can be pursued either
through the regulatory authority and/or through the
department if we have a contract with the organisation.
In this case, Skill Training Victoria, the company that
was under investigation, has been pursued and
addressed and investigated by the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority. As soon as
notification of these reports was received, VRQA
contacted the company. It has had several meetings
with the company since the airing of those reports, and
it is requiring the company to substantiate and respond
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to some of the claims that have been made. That is a
process that is happening now and will continue to
happen, and we will pursue that. I note that when
Senator Chris Evans, the federal Minister for Tertiary
Education, Skills, Jobs and Workplace Relations, was
down in Victoria last week he suggested that VRQA
was not doing its job properly enough and was not
diligent enough in this area.
Over the last 12 months VRQA has overseen the
deregistration of 75 training organisations in Victoria.
A good number of those deregistrations were related to
them not reaching their appropriate standard. If you
compare that with ASQA in respect of its efforts, only
three organisations have been deregistered by ASQA
for the same reasons, so I am confident that VRQA is
capable of pursuing this matter and acting appropriately
with it. I have been in contact with it. While I am not
interfering with its investigations, I need to be satisfied
that they are being done thoroughly and done properly
because I do not want to see the quality of training in
any way compromised here in Victoria. It is a matter I
take seriously, and it is a matter that we will be
pursuing right to the end.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
noted that the minister said he felt confident about the
activities of VRQA, but on the 7.30 report one of the
spokespersons said they were shocked and had no idea
this was going on, and also that it was very difficult for
them to know if any of this sort of rorting was going on
unless it was reported to them by students or parents.
Previously in the Parliament I have said in relation to
the bills that were introduced by the government with
regard to changing oversight and regulation of
vocational education and training (VET) that I was
concerned VRQA did not have the resources or the
wherewithal to properly police this, so it seems that
when they say they were shocked, they did not know it
was going on.
The report also says that the 7.30 program has been
inundated with reports of the same thing happening
across the VET sector, so I want to know whether the
minister is in contact with VRQA and whether it is
looking at the rest of the VET sector to make sure that
these rorts are not being carried on there, that students
are not being trained and coming out without
qualifications.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I said that there are 507 registered
training organisations in Victoria that are registered by
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VRQA, so there are 507 organisations whose training
activities VRQA needs to monitor. It does it on a
regular basis with an audit of the activities of the
organisations as per their returns to VRQA, but equally
it has the opportunity of proactively being out there
investigating, auditing in person on the premises. It will
not be able to be out there every single week with
507 providers, nor do I think anybody would
reasonably expect it to, but certainly on a risk basis
VRQA will be responding to any deficiencies.
I think it is important in answering this question to say
that we would encourage people to report any
behaviour or activity that they think is substandard.
Yes, there is a responsibility on the regulatory authority
to be out there actively auditing bodies, but equally it
would be helpful if people reported things, and I think
that is a way in which we can mutually better address
this issue.

Higher education: Auslan programs
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question without notice is directed to the Minister
for Higher Education and Skills, Peter Hall, and I ask:
given the concerns expressed by hearing-impaired and
deaf groups earlier this year, could the minister advise
the house what further consideration the government
has given to facilitating the delivery of Auslan training?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — This is an important matter — that is, the
delivery of Auslan training to Victorians with hearing
impairment or who are deaf. I know the matter has been
raised by members in this chamber. I know
Ms Hartland and Mr Leane in particular raised this
matter with me on a number of occasions earlier this
year.
I have indicated in my various responses to this that I
see this as a serious matter, and I committed to finding
a resolution to the problem because I do not want to
leave people with hearing impairment without the
proper resourcing that they need. Kangan TAFE’s
announcement that it no longer intended to deliver
Auslan training at the diploma level caused some
understandable concern amongst the deaf community
here in Victoria.
Since the last sitting of Parliament I have required that a
review be undertaken and work done with the various
groups representing deaf communities in Victoria for an
appropriate review of training for people to deliver
Auslan in Victoria. That review was conducted by the
Centre of Excellence for Deaf and Hard of Hearing
Students in partnership with an organisation called
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Grant Thornton Australia. That final report was
delivered to the department on Thursday of last week,
9 August.
The report indicated that the lower take-up of Auslan
courses in recent years and the limited number of
training providers offering the course means that it is
not suited to delivery through the Victorian training
guarantee. The Victorian training guarantee is the
market-driven system which was put in place by the
previous government and supported by us, but again,
taking note of the commentary at that particular time,
we need to have proper oversight to make the sure the
market is effective. Where you have no provider or
where there is a collapse of providers in the sector,
obviously there is clear evidence of market failure, and
that has turned out to be the case this time.
While these sorts of matters would be normally pursued
by the new market monitoring unit that has been
established within the department, it might take some
time for the market monitoring unit to do that. I wanted
to avoid any gap in delivery, so on this occasion I
commissioned this inquiry by the Centre for Excellence
for Deaf and Hard of Hearing Students.
As a result of the findings and the significant social and
economic impacts of this decision, the government will
initiate a competitive tender for the delivery of a capped
number of Auslan places for commencement during the
first half of 2013. The actual scope and the scale of the
Auslan training tender will be developed in conjunction
with key stakeholders, and that tender is expected to be
released in mid-October.
I am pleased that we have recognised here the
importance, firstly, of Auslan training; and secondly,
that the market-driven system, because there are only a
very limited number of potential providers here, simply
did not work on this occasion, and that is why we will
go back and tender for the delivery of the number of
training places in Auslan that the deaf and
hearing-impaired people think is appropriate.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms HARTLAND (Western
Metropolitan).
Questions interrupted.
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of our processes and procedures. We welcome you and
trust you will enjoy their stay in Melbourne. If anyone
asks you — as they might — your football team is
Melbourne.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! My apologies. I
realise the Chair should not be provocative.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Housing: Urban Communities contract
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Housing. I
refer the minister to her announcement that Urban
Communities Ltd has been appointed to manage the
152-unit vacant social housing project at
160 Brunswick Street, Fitzroy. Can the minister
confirm that a contract of engagement was signed
between the Office of Housing and Urban
Communities by the time of her announcement?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) — I
thank the member for her question, because it is the first
time since 13 March she has bothered to ask me a
question on housing. I think it is about time.
Our department has been in negotiations with Urban
Communities for some time regarding its management
of this facility. There has been no official
announcement about Urban Communities signing the
contract. Yes, by the time it was announced — I guess I
am announcing it now — it most definitely has been
signed.
Supplementary question
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Is it not
a fact that no contracts had been signed between the
parties by last Friday despite the minister’s claim to the
contrary to both the media and the Victorian public at
that time?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
My department has informed me that the contracts were
signed by last Friday.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS

Aged care: federal funding

The PRESIDENT — Order! I draw the attention of
members of the house to some visitors in the gallery
from Thailand. They are a group involved in
government administration. They are meeting with a
number of our parliamentary staff to understand some

Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Health and Minister
for Ageing, the Honourable David Davis. Can the
minister advise the house of any impacts the
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commonwealth government’s changes to aged-care
funding will have on older Victorians?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Ageing) — I am
pleased to answer this question. I think a number of
members heard me make points in the chamber last
night. Some of the points I will make now will be
similar to those but slightly broader.
It is clear that the commonwealth’s plan, which has
been implemented and in operation since 1 July, has a
number of deficiencies. Whilst there are a number of
points in the package that are welcomed, including
additional funding for dementia, and I have been quite
public about that, it is also clear that the rejigging of the
ACFI formula, or the aged-care funding instrument
formula, is going to have a significant effect on many
services — public, private and not for profit — across
the state.
The industry association, LASA — Leading Age
Services Australia — has indicated in its analysis,
undertaken by the Centre for International Economics,
that in the next two and a half years there will be a
$750 million revenue shortfall as a direct result of the
changes the federal government has introduced. Those
changes will see lower payments for not-for-profit
services, lower payments for for-profit services and
lower payments for government services as people are
assessed by the aged-care funding instrument that the
federal government has modified.
I have sought to engage with the commonwealth
government on this. There is a great deal of confusion
about the impact of these changes. The commonwealth
needs to do two things.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
Mr O’Brien asked David Davis a question, as he is
entitled to, on state administration. Mr Davis is the
Minister for Ageing. I am seeking an answer in relation
to state administration. The question related to
commonwealth funding affecting non-government aged
care. Is Mr Davis asserting that as Minister for Ageing
he has responsibility for relations between the
commonwealth and non-Victorian government-funded
services? If he is, I welcome the opportunity to ask him
about how those services are going.
Mr O’Brien — On the point of order, President, this
issue of the relationship between commonwealth and
state funding has been dealt with in other rulings when
points of order have been raised. This is a situation
where commonwealth funding has impacts upon the
state’s delivery obligations. In response specifically to
the point of order, my question was not directed at any
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particular provider but rather the impacts on older
Victorians, which is the minister’s portfolio
responsibility. That is where my question was directed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank Mr Lenders
for the point of order. Aged care is one of those
particularly difficult areas because it involves a
partnership, in many ways, between three levels of
government, not just one. In that sense there is some
need for ministers to convey information to the house
about what is happening at the other two levels of
government where it is pertinent to the state’s role in
the delivery of services.
In that context, what I was hearing from Mr Davis was
some discussion about federal grants to community
organisations, but I felt that it was in the context of
Victoria’s response or activity in this area. The point of
order has been well made, but on this occasion I do not
uphold it because I think this is an area which involves
three levels of government. I am not sure the member
can make a jump from there to saying that the minister
is now assuming responsibility for federal actions per
se. The minister’s information is contextual to Victorian
state administration.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The question was very much
about the impacts on Victoria. As I said, the impacts
will be on older Victorians who will receive less
support from the commonwealth, whether they are in
services that are run by the Victorian government or
with providers that are the responsibility of the
Victorian government or in the not-for-profit or the
for-profit sectors. The point I made at the health
minister’s meeting last Friday was that there are a
number of impacts across into the acute health system
as well.
Mr Lenders — In the meeting or at the press
conference?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, in the meeting. We
moved a motion and we have established that there will
be a meeting of aged-care ministers — or ageing
ministers, as they may be defined around the different
states — with the federal minister to look specifically at
the impacts of the commonwealth changes on state
administration and state responsibilities, including acute
health. As we know, if aged-care places are not
available when they are required, very often people will
fall back into acute health systems, so it is very much
the concern of state ministers as to how this will
impact. I welcome the federal minister’s preparedness
to engage on this matter, and we have sought to be
constructive.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
3510

COUNCIL

I want to make the point and be very clear here that
there is a significant impact. LASA has gonged or rung
the bell on what is going on with the changes to the
ACFI formula. It is going to have a very significant
impact on older Victorians. The viability of services
will be directly impacted, particularly smaller services,
particularly rural and regional services which may have
lesser resources, in some cases, to stand up to direct
reductions in funding, which is what is occurring
through this system. LASA’s analysis — which I
welcome, and I think the organisation has been
responsible — —
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I want to be quite clear.
LASA has done a clear and solid analysis. It has put
this on a firm footing. There are reductions in funding,
and it is going to have a significant impact.

Building industry: future
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. The building industry is
the second biggest employer in Victoria. Building
Commission data shows that activity in the Victorian
sector appears to be in free fall. An example is that the
number of building permits which were approved in the
six months to May 2012 is a full 30 per cent less than
for the corresponding period in 2010. Organisations
like the Housing Industry Association and the Property
Council of Australia are urging and almost begging the
government to recognise that a problem exists and to
provide some support. Will the minister admit that the
building industry is struggling?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to answer, but it is a rather peculiar question.
He is asking the minister for an opinion rather than an
answer in terms of state government action, and
obviously questions are not supposed to seek an
opinion as such. On that basis I will allow the minister
to answer with him being cognisant of the remarks I
have just made with respect to the way the question has
been worded.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
not sure where to start. The Victorian housing market
went through a levelling off, if you like, from around
early to mid-2010. That is when it began — early to
mid-2010. I might add that we are still doing more than
30 per cent of the national permits for 24.9 per cent of
the national population. If you want to retrospectively
apportion blame to the Baillieu government for a
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levelling off — and I would not say a slowdown,
because we are still doing more than 30 per cent of the
national permits in terms of outer growth areas
construction starts — then I find that quite perplexing.
Secondly, what is the Baillieu government doing to
stimulate growth in this sector that Mr Tee has asked
me about? Let us put a couple of things on the table. On
Tuesday we brought into this chamber a ratification
motion for 6000 hectares of the urban growth boundary
(UGB), which represents hundreds of millions of
dollars of investment in the industry about which
Mr Tee has come into this chamber and asked what is
happening in relation to the slowdown. I might add to
this chamber that the motion was opposed by Labor in
the upper house but, bizarrely, on 21 June it was not
opposed — it was passed — by the Labor Party in the
Legislative Assembly. They oppose the UGB in this
chamber and they do not oppose it in the lower house.
You have members such as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition writing to me asking for logical inclusions,
and you have this guy asking to oppose it.
Mr Tee — On a point of order, President, I did ask a
question about the building industry, and we are getting
an answer which relates to a debate in relation to a
green wedge rezoning. I just ask you to ask the minister
to come back to the issue.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane — sorry,
not Mr Leane.
Mr Drum — Close.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yes, you were close.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The good thing is that
Mr Leane is now adding water to the red cordial.
Mr Tee’s question gave me some difficulty in that it
was worded as seeking an opinion. I had trouble with
that. I might also add, which I did not take up earlier,
that it crossed my mind and the mind of the Clerk
whether he was asking the right minister the question
and whether the question was relevant, in terms of
material, to the minister’s actual administration and
responsibilities.
In that context it is very difficult for me to ask the
minister to talk about areas that are outside his purview.
In fact, the information he is providing obviously has
some relevance to the ability of the building industry to
actually have commencements of projects and so forth
because they need planning approvals, development
approvals. The minister is going to that sort of
information, which is clearly within his administration.
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I think he has taken the view that that is what he needs
to discuss in his answer, because some of the matters
that the question encompassed are, certainly in my
view, probably outside his administration. I cannot
uphold the point of order and I invite the minister to
continue his answer.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I will just refer to the
following: the Queensbridge tower, which I approved,
$200 million plus, approved by the Baillieu
government, opposed by Labor; the Falls tower, a
$190 million-plus investment, approved by the Baillieu
government, opposed by Labor; the Fishermans Bend
urban renewal project, $1.5 billion worth of
construction investment, approved by the Baillieu
government, opposed by Labor.
The legislation dealing with VicSmart planning permits
is before this Parliament, so I cannot comment on that,
but members know the reality. There is the urban
growth boundary expansion, representing a further
stimulus to the biggest construction project in Australia
at this point in time — that is, the Melbourne growth
areas — supported by the Baillieu government,
opposed by Labor. Growth areas infrastructure charges
were brought forward to this Parliament to speed up
investment in growth areas — brought forward by the
Baillieu government, opposed by Labor. Growth
corridor plans were brought forward by the Baillieu
government to speed up investment — brought forward
by this government, opposed by Labor. Outer urban
rezonings in Ballarat, Geelong, the Latrobe Valley, Surf
Coast shire and other areas were brought forward by the
Baillieu government, opposed by Labor. It beggars
belief that the opposition would ask such a stupid
question.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — There appears to
be a disconnect between the minister’s assertions and
the views of the business community, which does not
believe that the minister recognises there is a problem,
let alone that he is doing something about it. I am happy
to arrange a meeting with the minister and the business
community so that we can have an opportunity to put
all ideas on the table and address the crisis that is
costing thousands of Victorians their jobs. Will the
minister attend?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The supplementary
question also troubles me. Perhaps I am in a state of
confusion today. It concerns me in that I am not sure it
is a response to the minister and is apposite to the
original question asked. To be promoting a meeting and
seeking the minister’s attendance at that meeting is a
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matter that is quite different to the information sought
in the substantive question. The Clerk suggests it might
even border on hypothetical; I am not sure about that. I
will let the minister respond, but I note that it is
important to make questions without notice a bit tighter
in terms of their direction. Supplementary questions in
particular must be apposite to the question originally
asked.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I never
would have thought that after only two years of being a
minister I would start to feel sorry for the Labor Party.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is not arrogance, Mr Lenders;
at this point in time it is genuinely feeling sorry for the
Labor Party because of the quality of its members’
questions. We have had seven weeks off, and those
opposite are coming back to us with such questions.
I meet with the industry on a regular basis. To show
how generous we have been to our now very
beleaguered opposition, I suggested that the
metropolitan planning strategy policy group meet with
the opposition, an invitation that the opposition took up.
I am glad those opposite have accepted one of our
invitations to a meeting.
It is very clear that the Labor Party has absolutely no
idea what it is doing in relation to the construction
industry. It is opposing everything and then coming into
this chamber and claiming there are issues I need to
deal with. I meet with industry regularly. Once industry
members learn Mr Tee’s name, I am sure they will
come to his meeting.
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take the opportunity
to welcome some visitors to the gallery today. We have
a visiting delegation from the Parliament of Ireland led
by Senator Denis O’Donovan, the Deputy Chairman of
the Senate of the Parliament of Ireland. Members of the
delegation will be meeting with some members of the
friends of Ireland parliamentary group at lunch today,
and they are presently accompanied by one of the
co-chairs of that group, Mr Frank McGuire, the
member for Broadmeadows in the other place. The
other co-chair is Mr O’Brien. They will be hosting
lunch today. I will also have the opportunity to meet
with the delegation at lunch tomorrow. I welcome the
delegation — we hope you enjoy your stay.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! As a delegation from
Ireland you must barrack for Melbourne, because
Melbourne has a very strong connection to Ireland
through Jim Stynes, a famous Irishman who
distinguished himself greatly, not just on the football
field here, as you may well be aware, but indeed as a
very distinguished Victorian. Earlier this year we held a
state funeral for him, which is obviously a significant
honour bestowed by the state. It was in recognition of
the contribution that one of your countrymen had made
to our state and particularly to the youth of our state
with some of his programs. His connection with the
Melbourne Football Club was legendary.
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Questions resumed.

Aviation industry: jobs
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister responsible for the Aviation
Industry, Mr Rich-Phillips. Can the minister update the
house on recent job creation announcements in the
aviation industry?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister
responsible for the Aviation Industry) — I thank
Mr O’Donohue for his question and his interest in
developments in employment and investment in the
aviation industry in Victoria. We have had a number of
very positive announcements and developments over
the last month which highlight the confidence that the
aviation and aerospace sector has in the Victorian
economy and in the industry sector.
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that are being created at Tiger Airways over the coming
12 months.
At the same time I was pleased to join with CAE
Australia earlier this month for the launch of its new
Hawker Beechcraft King Air B350 simulator at the
Ansett training centre near Melbourne airport. CAE has
become an ever larger investor in Victorian aviation
over the past 12 months. Already the operator of
substantial simulator training business in Victoria, CAE
has recently acquired Oxford Aviation, which is the
largest flying training operator in Australia and is based
in Victoria. Again, it is a very strong endorsement of
confidence in the Victorian economy that we have CAE
undertaking this major investment in Oxford Aviation
and also installing this new King Air flight simulator in
Victoria.
This creates a great export opportunity for the aviation
industry in Victoria. It is the only facility of its kind in
the Asia-Pacific region. It has the potential to service
more than 20 clients in the Asia-Pacific region,
including the Royal Australian Air Force and the Royal
Flying Doctor Service, as well as a number of private
operators of that aircraft in the region. Currently they
need to go to the United States for their training
requirements. With the installation of this facility here
in Melbourne they will be able to undertake that
training onshore.
This is a major boost for the aviation training market in
Victoria. Along with the Tiger Airways announcement,
it represents a strong vote of confidence in the Victorian
economy.

My Future My Choice: funding
At the beginning of this month I was very pleased to
join Andrew David, the chief executive of Tiger
Airways, at Melbourne Airport for the announcement
of a substantial increase in Tiger Airways’ employment
in Victoria. As part of a rapid expansion of the Tiger
network through the course of the rest of 2012, Tiger
Airways is adding more than 100 jobs in Australia, of
which more than 70 will be located here in Victoria.
We will see new jobs created for flight crew in terms of
captains and first officers, new jobs created for cabin
managers, new jobs created for cabin crew and new
jobs created in engineering and in management.
This highlights, firstly, Tiger’s confidence in the
Victorian economy. Tiger is one of two major airlines
based here in Victoria. It is fantastic to see the
expansion that will be taking place in Victoria over the
coming 12 months. It also highlights confidence in the
aviation industry in Australia. The Victorian
government is very keen to welcome the 70 new jobs

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health who is also
the Minister for Ageing. The minister would be aware
of correspondence sent to him within the last week, and
copied to the opposition, regarding Mr Ryan Naughtin,
a young man with an acquired brain injury (ABI) who
had been admitted to the Austin Hospital with
pneumonia. Can the minister assure the house that
Mr Naughtin’s discharge plan has not been
compromised by the reduction in funding to the My
Future My Choice program, which has been inflicted
on us by the Baillieu government?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. I am not aware of the
details of that specific case, but I am happy to find
some details for the member on the specifics of the
case. I note that ABI is a very significant challenge in
the community, and the government is determined to

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 16 August 2012

COUNCIL

provide good support for people. Discharge planning is
an important aspect of how we manage our major
health services. I can state that the Austin has had a
significant increase in its budget. I do not know the
specifics of the program the member has raised within
the Austin, but I am happy again to take that on notice
and to find out some further details about that program.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
note that the minister is going to seek further advice.
When he seeks that further advice I ask him to
guarantee to the chamber and to the community that if
he finds his department or the Department of Human
Services (DHS) intervened to direct Mr Naughtin’s
discharge into an aged-care facility rather than to
Yooralla, which had indicated that it had an appropriate
place available for Mr Naughtin, he will take some
action to ensure that a remedy is found for
Mr Naughtin, and that the appropriate action and
remedy is found within his department for directing
such an outcome.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
indicated, I am not familiar with the exact details of the
case the member has laid out, and obviously health
services operate in their own way and with their own
systems. We want to see good discharge planning in
operation across the state. It seems from what the
member is saying that this may also involve DHS, and I
am happy to investigate the points he has made and to
follow them up. If there is further information he
wishes to make available, I am happy to receive that.

Planning: Docklands
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, the Honourable
Matthew Guy. Can the minister inform the house what
action the Baillieu government has taken to enhance
community planning power and invest in new
community infrastructure at Melbourne Docklands?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
Mr Elsbury for asking a question that is very important
to all Victorians — that is, the development of the
Melbourne Docklands. Docklands is around 48 per cent
complete. It is an urban renewal precinct that was
foreseen many years ago and begun under the Kennett
government, complementing what had begun in
Southbank under a former Minister for Planning, Evan
Walker.
Such urban renewal projects are setting up Victoria,
Melbourne in particular, with a bold and visionary inner
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city urban area that has density, services and new
communities into the future that will transform our city
from simply encompassing the Hoddle grid as a place
for business and include areas outside of that grid, as I
said, such as Docklands, Fishermans Bend in the future
and of course Southbank. These are areas of urban
renewal that genuinely make Melbourne the greatest
city in the world, which is why we are the world’s most
livable city.
I had a lot of pleasure in joining the Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, Robert Doyle, in handing back from the
state government to the City of Melbourne much earlier
than anticipated the planning powers of the responsible
authority in relation to the Melbourne Docklands. That
complements the Baillieu government’s return of
planning powers to local governments in areas such as
Waterfront Place in Port Melbourne, which both
Mrs Coote and Ms Crozier had advocated for both
before and after the election; Tooronga Village in the
Hawthorn area, with Mr Davis advocating very
strongly in that area; and parts of Chapel Street. Of
course all wind farm applications now go to local
government first. That is a very significant step. It is
about recognising local government and handing those
planning powers back to councils in the first instance.
Mr Elsbury asked a very important question related to
the expansion of local infrastructure and services in and
around the Docklands area. Docklands is no longer just
a development site, it is a suburb. It is an extension of
the CBD and an area of urban renewal that is home to
thousands of people, as Mr Ondarchie says correctly, in
the electorate of Northern Metropolitan Region.
I again had pleasure, with the Lord Mayor, Robert
Doyle, in launching a $300 million community
infrastructure plan for Docklands joint-funded by the
City of Melbourne, developers and the state
government. It will bring forward a range of
community infrastructure projects for the Melbourne
Docklands region that really will make it a livable area,
a livable part of our greater CBD into the future.
The community infrastructure vision is one which will
see a boating hub, a place of worship, an oval and
sporting facilities, a recreational swimming pool, a
library and community centre, exhibition and
performance spaces and running and walking tracks.
These are some of the headline projects that will
complement the City of Melbourne’s investment in the
Alma Doepel, which will form a key part of the
Docklands community infrastructure vision into the
future.
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None of this has come about through hope; it has come
about through work. The City of Melbourne, through
the Lord Mayor, Robert Doyle, and the Baillieu
government, have put in a lot of time over the last
12 months to make sure we get this vision right. The
Baillieu government has put its money where its mouth
is for library and other facilities to ensure that
Docklands is a livable precinct in the future.
For our Irish guests who were here earlier, one of the
key features to note is the investment in the Jim Stynes
Bridge. The Jim Stynes Bridge will link the CBD to
Docklands along the north bank of the Yarra. It will
open up the north bank of the Yarra. It will see
Docklands be what it should be — an extension of our
CBD. It will be a residential and commercial mixed-use
extension that will truly be a part of Melbourne’s future
in the way that was envisaged 20 years ago.
Hon. D. M. Davis — On a point of order, President,
or a point of clarification, I understand Ms Mikakos
asked me about the City of Ballarat earlier in question
time. I misheard that as Ballarat health. I apologise
for that. If you would like, I can indicate clearly that
the figures for the City of Ballarat are $3.86 million
for the last financial year and $3.987 million. I
apologise for that mishearing.
Ms Mikakos — On the point of order, President, did
the minister also mishear me asking about the City of
Kingston, which is reporting a $142 000 cut?
Hon. D. M. Davis — The City of Kingston figures
are $11.617 million, increasing to $11.926 million.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has
clarified that, and I thank him for making sure that the
record was corrected on this occasion.
I indicate that one of the difficulties for ministers is
when there are interjections or a high level of babble at
the same time that a member is trying to put a question.
I actually missed a matter, and Mr Lenders had the
courtesy to provide me with some information during
the course of Mr Tee’s question. That information
suggested there was a relevant point in relation to
Mr Guy’s responsibility for the Building Commission
that I had not picked up in the question. That happened
for exactly the same reason — there was a fair bit of
background noise at that time, and it simply makes it
difficult. When members are asking questions, as a
courtesy to the minister, as a courtesy to Hansard and as
a courtesy to the Chair, other members need to be quiet.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I move:
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That the house take note of the minister’s clarification on the
next day of meeting.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I will accept that the
clarification is an extension of Mr Davis’s earlier
answer because he has sought to correct the record and
ensure that the record is accurate. In that context, I will
accept that motion. In effect I am accepting that the
figures quoted in the clarification are part of the
substantive answer given previously. Therefore the
question is:
That the minister’s answer to Ms Mikakos’s question be
taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

Motion agreed to.

Sitting suspended 12.53 p.m until 2.02 p.m.
FORESTS AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Committee
Resumed discussion of clause 1.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — When
debate was interrupted due to the commencement of
question time we were discussing clause 1. In particular
I was exploring with the minister the issue of whether
there was any compensation to assist with the economic
impact on those small businesses that make
commissions out of the sale of permits. I was using as
an example a place like Bruthen or another small town
somewhere in East Gippsland. I was also exploring
plantations, which Mr Davis partially addressed.
I could share with the minister the responses to these
questions that I received from Ms Asher, the Minister
for Innovation, Services and Small Business,
Mrs Powell, the Minister for Local Government,
Mr Walsh, the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security and Mr Smith, the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. I did not get a response from the
Minister for Public Transport. I would be very cautious
in my answers if I were Mr Davis, in case I were to be
inconsistent with some of those answers.
I will leave timber communities up in the air; however,
I invite discussion on small businesses. It is a fact that
small businesses throughout Victoria previously made a
commission on the sale of firewood permits. I have
spoken to a number of small businesses about this.
Those commissions were often 1 per cent and
sometimes 2 per cent. It may not sound like a lot of
money on permits that cost $10 to $30, as Mr Barber
spoke about before; however, for a small business, that
cost can add up to between $8000 to $10 000 a year. If
you are a small business in regional Victoria —
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Mr O’Donohue would be well aware of this as some of
these places are in his electorate — you have suddenly
lost a considerable income stream.
I know Mr Davis gets very excited about amounts of
1 per cent when a government policy decision affects
hospitals. He loudly demands compensation in that
instance; he sends a leaflet out to every house in his
electorate saying that compensation for federal
government policy decisions is required. I will put
another policy issue to him: there has been an economic
effect as a result of this government’s policy
decision — it is not that different to the federal
government putting a carbon tax in place — yet there is
no compensation for those small businesses that are
losing $8000 to $10 000 a year because of having lost
their commission.
One of the objects of the bill is better governance of the
state. I invite the minister to comment on whether the
government has any view on compensation for those
small businesses that have lost $8000 to $10 000 in
commissions. Should small businesses expect the same
response from Mr Davis’s government as he expects
from the federal government in compensation for the
carbon tax?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
make a couple of points in response to the member’s
commentary. The first is that there would have been a
modest stream of income, but there were also
administrative costs associated with that. I understand
that in many cases the administrative costs would have
comprised the major part of what would have been
received. This policy provides access to wood without
those administrative costs and without the costs to
people seeking wood, and in that sense there is a clear
benefit. The business costs, as I understand it, would
have been very modest.
In terms of the carbon tax, I think that is a very long
stretch. I know the member is determined to defend his
federal colleagues and that he strongly supports the
imposition of a carbon tax on hospitals, the police and a
whole range of other state services, including education
facilities; however, I will leave that all aside. Suffice it
to say I do not think the carbon tax is a very good
analogy for what the member is suggesting here.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am not
going to enter into a debate on whether or not I support
a carbon tax. My position on that is clear, but this is not
the time to debate it.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
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Mr LENDERS — Mr Davis, last Tuesday you led a
debate on a government policy position which puts an
impost on a person, or in this case a legal person — a
health system, not a natural person — and in fact you
voted for a motion last Tuesday — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I voted against it; you voted for
the motion asserting the principle that if a government
policy decision has an impact on a health service in this
case, it is the obligation of that government to
compensate that person for its policy decision.
Mr Davis may talk about trifling amounts for these
businesses — —
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Davis, you referred to ‘small
amounts in administration’. I have had detailed
discussions with two small businesses and, as is so
often the case with this government, people do not want
their names attributed to their comments because they
feel they will be victimised. Mrs Petrovich looks
askance, but let me assure her that there are a number of
people in regional communities who would be
whistleblowers in a normal environment but who are
fearful of retribution. You do not need to take my word
for it, but I will assert it because it is fact. I have now
spoken to two business owners who have told me quite
clearly that they are losing in the order of $8000 to
$10 000 because the commissions of 1 to 2 per cent
they earnt on the sale of firewood purchases are gone.
I have also had put to me that it is not just the
commissions that are gone but also the customers. The
person who goes into the small corner store to buy
firewood might also, if it is a licensed premises, buy
half a dozen stubbies, or they might buy a loaf of bread
or a carton of milk, or they might get some tackle for
fishing or whatever. To a minister of the Crown in the
Victorian Parliament in Spring Street $8000 to $10 000
may not sound like a lot of money, particularly to a
minister who comes in here and is talking about
ambulance services and the 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 cents or
$1 a year increase in premiums, but to a number of
small businesses it means a lot. We are talking about
$8000 to $10 000 for a small business.
My point on the objects clause is this: is there a
compensation package for these businesses that have
lost money? I am asking a question. I am not
advocating for it but I am asking a question of a
minister who has just this week made an extraordinary
amount of noise and expressed moral outrage over
others being compensated for a policy decision of a
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government. My request to the minister for a comment
is: is it government policy that these businesses be
compensated for a policy decision of government, or is
it not?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It will
not surprise the member that I reject his description of
the motion on the carbon tax, which clearly had
relevance to the commonwealth imposing an additional
burden on Victoria and on a number of health services.
I know he is prepared to toady up to the Prime Minister,
Julia Gillard, and undertake whatever is required — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister was concerned about straying from the bill,
and I think he now is.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Mr Lenders introduced these
matters.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Indeed, but he
introduced them by way of analogy, and I do not think
he was in a pejorative debate. I will allow the minister
some leeway, but I do not think he needs to go down
that path.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is very clear that the
member supports the imposition of the carbon tax — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — He supports the impact on
health services — yes, I noticed the silence then. The
carbon tax is going to have a significant impact on
health services. However, I do not think it is a good
analogy for the situation that Mr Lenders points to here.
I have nothing further to add beyond what I have
already said: that there would have been administrative
costs associated with those arrangements that existed
before. It would not have been purely profit for the
business in the way that Mr Lenders has outlined. The
government certainly believes that providing firewood
to people without cost is a worthwhile step, and that
was a policy decision that was endorsed by the
Victorian people. I know it might not fit Mr Lenders’s
view of the world, and he is absolutely entitled to his
divergent view, but the government is bringing forth
this bill to fulfil its election commitment.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
conscious that I am eating into Mr Barber’s time on
clause 1 but this will possibly be my penultimate issue
on this clause, depending on the answer. I go back to
my earlier point about a regulatory impact statement.
Mr Davis dismisses a small business which has lost
$8000 to $12 000 worth of business depending on who
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you talk to. He says, ‘But there would have been these
administrative costs as well’.
Again we have this strange dichotomy from this
government. It will not do a business impact
assessment because it claims it is government policy or
coalition policy. For argument’s sake, let us concede
that it is and put that aside. But the government will not
do a business impact assessment.
I can imagine the cacophony we would have heard
from those opposite if the Labor Party when in
government had brought in legislation that was going to
take $8000 to $10 000 from the income stream of a
small business without having done a business impact
assessment or prepared a regulatory impact statement.
It would have been about the big hand of government,
about stifling small business and about making big
businesses small businesses. We would have got all the
normal guff.
Here in the middle of Melbourne we have an assertion
from a minister of the Crown — and by definition that
involves economic resources, support, salary, comfort
and all the rest of it — that for a small business that is
going to lose $8000 or $10 000 it is just a case of, ‘Oh,
well, there are these administrative costs’. On
administrative costs for small businesses, if I am a
small business operator and I want to sell a loaf of
bread and get my mark-up on it, there is an
administrative cost and I make a choice. Similarly, if I
am a small business operator and I want to sell
firewood permits, I make a choice and decide whether I
wish to sell that product.
Here we have the big government in Melbourne, whose
members talk about a small business in some small
country town that does not rely on the sale of
permits — it has more than permits, obviously — but
nevertheless sells permits that give it a turnover of
$8000 to $10 000, which is a large amount of money
for many a small business. I hope that Mr David Davis,
who comes from the party that claims to represent small
business, actually understands that cash flow of $8000
to $10 000 a year is not insignificant for a small
business. For him to just brush that aside by saying,
‘Oh, there’ll be some administrative complexity for the
business’, that is saying to the business, ‘Don’t trade
because there is administrative complexity’.
Mr Howard, a former Prime Minister, brought in the
GST, which introduced administrative complexity for
businesses. Every state and federal government has
brought in administrative complexity for businesses,
but business operators make the choice about whether
they will do that business. Is Mr David Davis now
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suddenly saying, ‘Well, I think it’s administrative
complexity, so they shouldn’t be in that business’?
I will step away from my analogy; I think that that
debate has concluded from my point of view. However,
I will not step away from the little asides made by a
minister in Melbourne who is making a judgement
about whether a business operator in East Gippsland
should or should not be trying to get $8000 or $10 000
a year in commissions from the sale of firewood
collection permits on the basis that it is administratively
complex. I would have a greater regard for small
business operators making that decision themselves
than for a minister in Melbourne dismissing their
arguments on the basis that he considers it a bit
administratively complex for them. It is not. They made
money out of it. It has been an important part of a
regional community. A balance has to be found
between free firewood and what is proposed by this
bill. I am not disputing that, but to just dismiss it is to
recall the ‘toenails of Victoria’ analogy made by a
previous Premier amplified loud.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not accept the figures provided by the member
opposite. Mr Lenders has not been prepared to source
those, and I do not accept that people would not be
prepared to talk about them. I simply do not accept his
figures, and he has not substantiated them. I should
point out that the handling fees by the small businesses
in this case were $1 a permit. I am informed that the
$8000 to $10 000 income that Mr Lenders has
described is not feasible in the way that he has
described it.
Nonetheless, I do consider that there is a deeper issue
here — that is, that the coalition went to an election
with this as a very clear policy, which was endorsed
very strongly by country Victorians. Mr Lenders may
not have accepted that the people of country Victoria
have a view on this and have expressed that view. To
be fair, obviously the democratic process is a matter of
balancing many different points, but in this case there
was that very clear policy. It was widely understood
and widely supported in country Victoria. I know that
Mr Lenders may not wish to accept that point — and
that is his prerogative, of course — but I consider it a
pertinent point that a decision has been made by the
people to put in place a system under which there is no
charge for those permits.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — This is
a debate, and I will try to narrow it. Mr Davis can make
his assertions about the will of country Victorians and
talk about whether they knew or did not know, and we
can have a political debate. I have never disputed or not
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accepted what the electorate did. We on this side may
be grieved by it and we may be disappointed by it, but
that is what the people did. We accept that.
I want to go back to the basis of this. We are having a
debate here, so let us just put it into the perspective of a
Parliament. The government has come to the legislature
saying, ‘Let us change the law of the land’. The
government has not checked this proposed law. If we
had a regulatory impact statement, we might have some
more basis for agreeing to this bill. I have my primary
sources who have told me the percentages made out of
permits, the bread sales lost, the tackle gear sales lost
and all the other sales lost. That is what business
operators are telling me. Mr Davis will not convince me
that that is not what I have heard from business
operators, because it is what I heard from them. That is
my factual assertion.
The fact is that those business operators feel intimidated
in Mr Baillieu’s Victoria — or, more to the point,
Mr Ryan’s Victoria, because The Nationals in this place
are more vindictive than the Liberals. That is the view
of country Victorians; they have said it to me. The basic
rule of whistleblowing is that if someone gives you
information, you are not going to disclose it if they will
be victimised, unless they have protection. I will assert
that and Mr Davis will disagree with it, which will not
take us anywhere.
Where this is relevant to the Parliament is that the
government has chosen not to have a regulatory impact
statement prepared because essentially it claims to
know everything. It is the government’s grand policy.
We could go back to before the lunch break and the
start of this debate to see how well established the
policy was and how courageous government members
were about having it on the government’s website, but
let us put that aside. Mr Davis asserts that the
government has a mandate to introduce this legislation.
We in this house have sought to have the bill referred to
a committee controlled by the government to establish
some facts through conducting some hearings.
Government members have voted against that without
even explaining why they did so; none of the three
government speakers explained why that was. Now
Mr Davis has asserted that the figures on the economic
impact of the bill are wrong.
I put it to the committee that if two people are providing
figures and they disagree with each other, on any
understanding at common law or using common sense
the status quo will prevail. I am saying that the
government’s figures have no basis because it has not
had a regulatory impact statement prepared or a
business impact assessment done, and Mr Davis asserts
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that my figures are wrong. The obligation on the
government is to actually establish a case.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr LENDERS — It is not good enough for
Mr Koch to say grumpily from the side bench, ‘Oh,
that’s not right’. Small businesses are losing money
because they will not get the 1 per cent or 2 per cent
from permits. Mr Davis asserts that that could not be
right. Let us get some spreadsheets and do some maths.
Let us report progress and come back with some
modelling.
Small business operators have asserted to me that they
will lose the 1 per cent or 2 per cent from the permits
and that they will also lose on bread, fishing tackle, soft
drinks, Crownies or whatever else they might have
sold. They have asserted that they are losing that
business because of the decision to introduce this
policy. For a minister of the Crown to just arbitrarily
dismiss those assertions and say, ‘We have a
mandate’ — well, Juan Perón used that same argument.
I do not intend to contest with the minister who is right
and who is wrong. I will step back from that because
that is not assisting us in getting through discussion of
clause 1.
I will make the comment that the minister cannot come
into this chamber and assert that he knows facts when
he has not had a regulatory impact statement prepared
or a business impact assessment done. He cannot just
assert that this legislation will not disadvantage a subset
or class, which I think was the term Mr Barber and
Mr Davis were using, of Victorians by taking away
some of their livelihood. The minister can defend the
policy on the basis of utilitarianism — the greatest good
for the greatest number — and he can do all that, but he
is avoiding it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — There
may be one matter on which the member opposite is
correct, and that is that we may just have to agree to
differ on certain matters. As I have said, I do not accept
the figures put forward by Mr Lenders. I do not believe
the impact will be as great as he has put forward. The
key thing here is that the government does have a
mandate, and this was discussed heavily before the
election. I am informed also that the previous
government was proposing to discontinue many of
those agencies across the state in any event. That is
something I was unaware of until this point, but I am
informed that that was indeed the case.
Mr Lenders interjected.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — To be honest, I am not
convinced about the purity of the member’s position on
business impact statements and other analyses given the
north–south pipeline and given the desal plant.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I would not, in his case, be
casting stones from within a glasshouse.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — If the
minister can tell us that there was a $1 handling fee for
authorised persons to issue permits under the old
system, can he tell me how many such permits were
issued under that system and what the total revenue to
DSE has been in recent years from firewood sales?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the revenue was around
$58 000 to $60 000 per year — the agent revenue.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In terms
of revenue to DSE for firewood itself, is the minister
able to tell me that figure? The purpose of this policy is
to give people something for free that they used to pay
for. I would like to know how many dollars are
associated with that too.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I do
not have a precise figure. I understand there were
significant administrative costs associated with the
scheme, but it was of the order of hundreds of
thousands received each year. It varied.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — There is
no regulatory impact statement and there is no business
impact assessment. This involves of the order of
hundreds of thousands of dollars. I believe there is a
significant administrative burden. I think I am fairly
quoting the minister on both his responses. Government
has come to uncosted policy and assumptions and
estimates of the order of hundreds of thousands of
dollars. We believe that a regulatory burden has been
taken away. It is a challenge as we go through the rest
of the clauses to start exploring the regulatory burden
that has been added or taken away.
I find it extraordinary that the government has come to
the legislature at a time when the Treasurer of Victoria,
Mr Wells, and the Premier, Mr Baillieu, have gone out
and announced these spanking new policies of
regulatory burden reduction. They have gone to the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry and made all these commitments about the
process of this government which is actually going to
keep the regulatory burden down. When you drill down
to it, the estimations of costs and the assertions that
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regulatory burden has been reduced have come from
two government backbenchers and the minister at the
table. If this matter had been referred to a committee, it
hopefully could have been explored by members of that
committee asking expert witnesses, who would
hopefully have been doing something more than
estimating and guessing, as we are getting at the table
today.
Sadly, at this stage, I will move that we report progress
to enable the minister to better inform himself so that he
can come back to the committee stage to answer some
of the legitimate questions that Mr Barber, Mr Leane
and I have asked. This government approaches the
legislature and asks it to change the law of Victoria
when the minister prosecuting that change is making
wild guesses at figures and then politically pointing the
finger and accusing others of not knowing what they
are talking about. The opposition is not seeking to
change the law, the government is. The onus is on it to
provide information. I move:
That progress be reported and leave be given to sit again.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
government will oppose the member’s motion. I see
through exactly what the member is seeking to do. He
is seeking to grandstand here. However, the key point is
that this will remove regulatory burden, it will remove
costs and it will provide a benefit to members of the
country communities of Victoria. It will lower costs for
them. I regard the Leader of the Opposition’s capacity
and right to claim some high moral ground in these
areas as poor and weak because of his own history in
government. I strongly make the point that this was a
government election commitment. It was a policy, an
election commitment, and I am making it very clear
that the government seeks to implement that election
commitment through this process.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support this motion to report progress. We
are not grandstanding in any way; we are simply
applying the usual rule we apply to any bill: in God we
trust, all others bring data. So far the case that is being
made is rather a weak one, though I am sure that the
government having the numbers will mean we will be
back here in a minute exploring some of the same
questions.
Committee divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr

Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
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Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr (Teller)
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

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

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

Pairs
Darveniza, Ms

Kronberg, Mrs

Motion negatived.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I offer
the minister the opportunity to give us some more
clarity on this question of the revenue raised from the
sale of firewood. We were told earlier that permits
typically go for $10 or $30 a tonne. The minister has
now said that the revenue collected from these permits
is in the hundreds of thousands of dollars. That seems
like a rather small number given the amount of
firewood that is collected in this way. Just to be clear: is
it correct that revenue from permits in recent years,
before the bringing on of this new system, was in the
area of some hundreds of thousands?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes, I
am informed.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I think
the minister said that revenue at a dollar a permit paid
to small businesses was $8000 or $10 000. That implies
eight or ten — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — No, no. That was over here.
We did not say that.
Mrs Petrovich — It was incorrect.
Mr BARBER — Okay. In terms of the
commissions earnt, you said the businesses or other
outlets that issue permits get a handling fee of a dollar a
permit, and you said that revenue from that in total
across the state had been in the realm of, I think it
was — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — It was $50 000 to $60 000.
Mr BARBER — That implies 50 000 to
60 000 permits being issued at $1 each, and if they are
being charged $10 a tonne minimum — —
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Hon. D. M. Davis — It is not per tonne; it is per
permit, and it could be little or small.
Mr BARBER — Okay. Thank you.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Further
to clause 1 — I will raise this in clause 1 rather than
through all the subsequent clauses of the bill — a lot of
activity is required from the Secretary of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment. He has
to make a series of determinations through here about
classes of people, about regions and subregions and
about signs and what is on signs, and presumably
important things such as what the font is and all sorts of
things. There is a lot of determination, and there are a
lot of clauses in this bill with penalty units attached to
them. My question to the minister is: does DSE have
the resources to administer this new regime?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that DSE believes it is able to manage these
matters adequately.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Again I
note we have got no information here in the Parliament
other than assertions from government members that
they know everything. As I understand it — and I am
sure I will be corrected — DSE has a requirement of
400 staff to be gotten rid of under the sustainable
government initiative. I am sure the Parliamentary
Secretary for Sustainability and Environment,
Mrs Petrovich, will inform me if the figure is wrong,
but for argument’s sake — until undoubtedly I will get
rebuked for not knowing facts — let us say the figure is
400. If DSE as a department is having cuts imposed on
it by the sustainable government initiative and the
minister assures me that DSE can manage its
requirements, I am seeking some more advice. We are
being asked to put in place legislation which has some
fairly onerous penalty units for individuals for breach of
the legislation, so I am seeking something more from
the minister than an assurance that DSE will be able to
manage. Firstly, how many staff will be removed under
the sustainable government initiative?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that this will be managed within the existing
arrangements. I think the sustainable government
initiative is well beyond the purview of this bill, beyond
the purposes of the bill as we are looking at it here. In
that sense I do not propose to discuss the sustainable
government initiative other than to say that DSE has
indicated that it sees no difficulty with the broad range
of government policy settings in terms of being able to
administer the act satisfactorily.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased that the parliamentary secretary is sitting next
to the minister, given that the illustration I am going
discuss happened in her electorate. I just do not accept
Mr David Davis’s proposition that he does not wish to
discuss the sustainable government initiative. Here we
have an executive government proposing to the
legislature that we change the statute law of Victoria.
We have increased a series of penalties. We have
introduced, I would submit, an incredible level of
complexity — and we will go through that as we go
through the various clauses. The parliamentary
secretary has not disputed my figure of 400 staff being
shed, which makes me think I probably underdid it and
the figure is probably higher. I will stick to the figure of
400, which is my memory of what the figure was.
Leaving that aside, we have just recently seen in the
Border Mail and on the ABC in north-eastern Victoria
reports of the number of doggers being reduced.
If Mr Davis is not familiar with doggers, they are the
DSE people who hunt dogs. We could go through a
long discussion on hunting wild dogs but let us just
agree that he should take my word for it: that is their
job. We have heard statements from various ministers
and the Premier that no front-line services are going,
but we know that in north-eastern Victoria four doggers
have now been reduced to two. They are DSE staff who
provide front-line services. I think one of them left due
to a promotion and one due to maternity leave, but I
would stand corrected on that. However, we have gone
from four to two doggers.
DSE is not replacing front-line services in regional
Victoria at the moment because of the sustainable
government initiative and the job cuts. The minister
comes in here and says DSE has assured him — and I
am sure the officials in the box probably have — that it
can meet its obligations under this bill. I will explore
this in further clauses because this is clause 1, which is
general, but I guess I will put to the minister that he is
putting a new obligation on DSE at a time when very
onerous obligations are, correctly, being put on the
department to deal with the bushfire response and a
range of other policy initiatives of the government and
a range of other things the government is doing, such
as, presumably, herding cattle out of the high country
and other important things on its agenda.
The government has got a lot of obligations on DSE at
the moment, and here it is putting some more on. It is
cutting 400 staff out of DSE and the minister is coming
into the house assuring us that DSE can do all of this. I
do not think it is an unreasonable question to link the
performance of new legislative requirements the
government is putting on a department with the
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question of the impact of the sustainable government
initiative, where on one example that I have put to the
minister, of the doggers in north-eastern Victoria, we
have seen a 50 per cent reduction in staff doing the
same work. I invite the minister to explain — or I will
give him notice that we will do it during debate on the
later clauses, when we are talking about the signage that
will go up in various parts of the state where people can
collect firewood — how the DSE, which has cut its
doggers by half in north-eastern Victoria, is going to
find the people to put up all these signs, at this stage
sight unseen?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that doggers are actually employed by DPI
(Department of Primary Industries). They are not DSE
staff, so the premise of the question is flawed. The
second point I would make is that I am not informed,
genuinely, of the detail of sustainable government
initiatives at DSE, but I am informed that the
government’s current policy settings are such that the
DSE believes it can adequately manage this bill and
implement the new provisions as required.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for enlightening me about the doggers
being in DPI not DSE, but I do not think it takes away
from the argument that DSE, under the sustainable
government initiative, is going to lose 400 staff, and I
think for the minister to simply assert, because he is the
minister, that he thinks it will be all right in relation to a
policy that has not had an RIS (regulatory impact
statement), has not had a business impact statement and
which he is not prepared to have any forensic scrutiny
of at a parliamentary committee, does not wash with
me. It does not wash with me that he is putting new
requirements on a department that pertain to the
liberties of the citizen — there are some pretty savage
penalty units in here. The starting point is, ‘Trust us’.
That concludes my contribution on clause 1, but I
advise the minister there will be more forensic
questioning on the later clauses so that I as a legislator
can get my head around what this law actually means to
citizens in this state, this law that we are being asked to
vote for and which this minister seems to be having
trouble explaining.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
not going to be verballed by the member. I am simply
stating that I have been informed by DSE officials that
DSE believes it can manage this. That is not anything
out of the ordinary. The advice is to that effect. The
member might not like that but that is the effect, so I
rest on that.
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Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
definition in this section of ‘firewood collection season’
relates to a later clause where we learn that it is in fact
from 1 September and ending on 30 November and the
period commencing on 1 March and ending on 30 June.
The original press release, put out by the minister’s
party, dated 3 November 2010 and headed ‘Coalition to
abolish firewood permits’, states:
The coalition’s plan will make firewood available year round.
Under the Labor proposal no firewood can be collected in
winter when it is most needed. Many people do not have large
storage areas for firewood and need access to supply in the
winter months.

If the period in which firewood can be collected is
limited — that is, from September to November; and
March, April, May and June — it is not correct, is it, to
say that the coalition’s plan will make firewood
available year round?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
am informed, the implementation of the policy is
expressed through the bill. The bill lays out the best
outcome that can be achieved in the current
circumstances.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — What
limits are there on the government delivering its
original promise of firewood being available all year
round? Why is it now not seen as a good idea to make it
available all year round and to make it available only
within those two limited seasons that the bill provides
for?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
been informed that this was explained by the minister
on 30 August in his media release announcing the
abolition of permits for firewood collection. I will quote
from it, because I believe it clearly lays out the issue:
Residents can continue to collect firewood for domestic use
during autumn and spring, between 1 March and 30 June and
1 September and 30 November.
‘This approach will make the rules consistent wherever you
are in Victoria and reduce safety and environmental risks’,
Mr Smith said.
Mr Smith said the government had considered more
collection times outside of spring and autumn.
‘After carefully weighing the options and taking into account
public feedback, we have decided to maintain existing
collection times’, Mr Smith said.
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‘The threat of bushfires over summer and the risk of
damaging forest access tracks during wet weather during
winter were key factors in the decision to maintain current
collection times.’

Thursday, 16 August 2012

Labor’s strategy restricts personal firewood collection to two
confined seasons a year — from April to June, and September
to November. It precludes wood collection during winter …

Later on the government says, like it is a bad thing:
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
committee has moved from clause 1. We are not going
to put it under any form of scrutiny because it is part of
the government’s election policy, with all the caveats
and manoeuvrings regarding whether it was on the
website of the Liberal Party or The Nationals and who
had seen it and that there was a general view. We have
moved from the position that it was part of the
government’s election policy so we do not have to
scrutinise it.
On the basis of what David Davis has read — and I
take it the minister is reading the press release of Ryan
Smith, the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change — we can assume the minister has spoken to
and consulted with some people, whoever those people
are. The feedback from the consultation is not being
shared with the Parliament and the public — other than
a press release. It has not been documented or given to
us. Based on the information Mr Smith received, we
now have legislation that is inconsistent with
Ms Lovell’s press release and the argument as to why
this issue is not referred to a parliamentary
committee — that is, because it was an election policy.
We have been told that the minister has consulted with
some people. Because of that the election policy has
been wound back. The rationale he has used appears
sound; I am not criticising the rationale. But I am
querying the parliamentary process here. It has moved
from the argument that it cannot be sent to a committee
because it is an election policy to the argument that it is
an abridged election policy, because the election policy
was not going to work. I put it to the committee that the
government’s entire position as to why this issue cannot
go to a joint investigatory committee has suddenly
changed between discussions on clause 1 and 3.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Perhaps
the government sees the production of a regulatory
impact statement as itself a form of red tape that it now
would like to eliminate. That could be right. If we are
talking about $200 000 or $300 000 of revenue, I do not
think I would want to dish up a regulatory impact
statement that would probably cost a couple of hundred
thousand dollars to deliver. It is clear from the
minister’s previous answer that the government now
understands there are safety and environmental risks in
allowing people to be collecting firewood in summer
and midwinter. That stands in contrast to the
government’s original press release of 3 November
2010 which states:

Collection is also banned in summer, a time when those who
do have — —

I think it is meant to say ‘do not have’ —
adequate storage capacity prefer to stockpile supplies.

We can see now that it is obvious. Having people
operating chainsaws in the bush in the middle of
summer as they pick up and collect their firewood is an
extraordinarily bad idea, especially when they are not
under direct supervision from DSE staff and where
sparks in bark piles can smoulder away for quite a
while. I am glad to see the government has changed its
pre-election promise. This is a good backflip. The
government has seen sense and decided now, many
months down the track, not to implement the things it
claimed during the election. It was never appropriate to
have people collecting firewood in midwinter or in
summer. That is what this bill now reflects.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
Mr Barber for his commentary. I do not accept much of
the commentary made by Mr Lenders. The government
has made this decision, which it has thought through. I
am not particularly enamoured by being lectured by
Mr Lenders on these matters. I think it is self-evident
why the position taken has been taken.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Going
through the definitions clause, clause 3, I see that a new
definition ‘fallen or felled trees includes parts of fallen
or felled trees’ is to be inserted. I am not being
facetious; we are changing the law and there are severe
sanctions if people breach this law. Can Mr Davis
describe what a ‘fallen or felled tree’ is?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
using the term ‘fallen or felled trees’ to describe what
can be taken as firewood under the new scheme the bill
makes it clear that the firewood collection scheme does
not apply to standing trees. It is illegal to cut down
standing trees for firewood under the new scheme —
that is, I think, in new section 57ZD. I think that is
probably the answer the member wants.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for reading something I have already read.
But my question is, and I will put it to the minister: is a
1-metre-high banksia bush a tree?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the definitions here come from the
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Forests Act 1958, and that act makes it illegal to knock
down trees of any type.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — We can
play this game for hours, I guess. My question is: is it a
tree? I have asked the question: is a 1-metre banksia
bush a tree?; and Mr Davis said, ‘Well you cannot chop
down a tree, whatever it is’. Is a 1-metre Scotch thistle a
tree? Is a 1-metre bunch of papyrus grass a tree?
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Koch may say it is pathetic.
We are being asked to change the law of the land that
can lead to 50 penalty units and a term of imprisonment
for one year being imposed on a person who is in
breach of this provision, and you laugh. Members of the
government talk about cutting red tape, having no
regulatory impact statement and no business impact
assessment, and the minister does not even know
whether a constituent of Mr Koch’s may go into some
bushland in his electorate and chop out a Scotch thistle,
a banksia bush, a bunch of papyrus or anything else you
name. This minister is asking us to change a law that
can ultimately lead to the imposition of 50 penalty units
and a year’s imprisonment on a citizen, and he cannot
even describe what a tree is other than reading and
saying ‘a tree is a tree’ and then telling me the word has
the same meaning as it does in the Forests Act. He has
not answered my question. Is a 1-metre Scotch thistle, a
1-metre clump of papyrus grass or a 1-metre banksia
bush a tree? If the government is asking to change the
law, it is not unreasonable for it to come in here
prepared and able to describe what a tree is other than
saying ‘it is a tree’.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
definitions, as I have said, are already in the Forests
Act — section 3, I am informed, is the section — and
they remain. That is established practice; that is already
the situation.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
section 3 of the Forests Act. I would think there is an
onus on the minister to be able to provide a better
description. He has three departmental assistants and
the parliamentary secretary sitting next to him, but he
will not tolerate the indignity of actually reporting
progress so we can get an answer. It is not an
unreasonable onus on a minister to be able to describe
what a tree is other than to say that it is what a tree is.
That is what he is saying.
I will get to the later clauses later on, but at the moment
the secretary of the department has to put up a notice to
say, ‘You can collect firewood’. Firewood, that is
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different here; we are talking about felled trees in this
particular clause, but the minister cannot even describe
what a tree is other than say, ‘It is a tree and another act
of Parliament says it is a tree’. He cannot answer
whether a 1-metre clump of papyrus grass, a 1-metre
Scotch thistle or a 1-metre banksia bush is a tree. I
wonder whether the minister, or the parliamentary
secretary, would even hazard a guess at whether any of
these three is actually a tree.
It is a bit rich for the government to expect the law of
the land to be changed to let a citizen incur 50 penalty
units and one year in prison for felling a tree — in the
right quantities and amounts and all the rest of it, and I
realise it is the maximum the court could apply — but
we are the legislature and at this stage the minister
cannot tell me what is a tree other than by playing a
pedantic game and saying a tree is what another act
says is a tree. A bit of a graphic description would help
to assuage some of my concerns that this is not a
half-hearted piece of legislation that has been
scrutinised by the likes of Ms Lovell and others who
did the original press release. Now we suddenly have
the government locking itself into a position of saying,
‘We will not tolerate any scrutiny or anyone looking at
it; we will just say “A tree is a tree is a tree” and if you
chop down a tree, 50 penalty units and a year in jail’.
That is what we are effectively being asked to do.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It will
not surprise the member that I do not accept his
characterisation in any manner. The point here is that
section 3 of the Forests Act, which is already in
operation, remains in operation. For his benefit its
definition is ‘tree or trees includes trees shrubs bushes
seedlings saplings and reshoots whether alive or dead’.
That is the definition that is current; that is the
definition that remains.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Thank
you. That certainly tells me that the banksia bush is a
tree. I would ask the minister to give me an opinion,
given that he is asking me to vote for changing the
legislation, on whether the Scotch thistle and the
papyrus grass are trees. Will he venture an opinion? I
have helped him on one of the three. I concede a
banksia bush is a tree on his definition. Would he grace
the house with a commentary on the other two?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It will
not surprise the member that I will not go around
hazarding guesses. These definitions that are already in
operation and already have legal history behind them
remain.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — On this
part of clause 3 my last comment, then, is: if I wish to
get an answer as to whether a 1-metre Scotch thistle or
a 1-metre clump of papyrus grass is a tree under the
terms of this piece of legislation — and I would venture
to say they are probably not — I would need to ring,
presumably, a hotline in the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, a department that has
just had 400 staff cut out of it until, hopefully, someone
would be at least prepared to give me the courtesy of an
answer as to whether or not those plants are trees under
this legislation.
I do not think these are trivial questions. We are being
asked to change the law of the land, and if a person
breaches this law they could get 50 penalty units and a
year in prison. The minister will not go away and get an
answer but comes into this place and says, ‘We’re
going to do it today because, my goodness, we had to
talk about the carbon tax yesterday. We are going to do
it today regardless. We are going to go through until all
hours and finish it’. And he cannot answer the question.
The next part of clause 3, subclause (b), refers to
domestic use. I ask the minister whether he could
describe what domestic use is. Rather than spend time
playing, with him going backwards and forwards to the
adviser, I specifically ask him: does domestic use
include firewood used in the front of a milk bar to keep
the place warm? Does domestic use include firewood
used in a farmhouse or in a farm shed? I am obviously
talking about the commercial and the residential parts
of these premises. Does domestic use include a school?
And does domestic use include issues like those
Mr Barber raised earlier: what someone would use in
an open fire in a caravan park? Again they are not
unreasonable questions, because there are fairly severe
sanctions if you breach this law.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
information provided to me suggests that ‘domestic’
means where people live; that is the primary point.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — So
going back to the example used earlier of my and
Mr Davis’s electorate, let us say I am a citizen of
Camberwell and I operate a pub which has an open fire.
As a publican, if I go and get my load of firewood, my
2 or 4 or 16 metres’ worth — depending on which
clause applies and what the circumstances are — is the
wood I use in my pub for my guests domestic or not,
given that people live there?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
am informed, the point of ‘domestic’ is to refer to
where people live, not to refer to commercial purposes.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — This is
just concerning me more and more. So it is where a
person lives. We can talk again about the hypothetical
pub in Camberwell with the publican who has gone out
and collected firewood from Bruthen and brought it
back for the open fire. As I said, Mr Davis says it is
where the person lives. If I am a commercial traveller
who lives for two weeks in the pub, does the provision
apply to me? We will turn shortly to the nomination
provisions, which would relate to the question of who
goes to collect the wood from Bruthen. There are pretty
severe sanctions in relation to that activity or in relation
to the publican. As a citizen, how do I know whether I
am in breach of this proposed law?
The simple question is: taking the pub in Camberwell
and taking a commercial traveller who lives there for a
month and the publican who lives there permanently,
will the law apply equally to both of them? I am
referring to this clause and the clauses we will consider
about their ability to collect wood.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
perhaps the member misunderstands a little. There has
been no change to this aspect. The previous system
referred to domestic use as well. This applies in the
same way.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is fine
for the minister to assert that this does not change
anything, but the penalties for breaches of this
legislation are changing. The rights of the people in
Camberwell in the pub, whether the commercial
traveller or the publican, are being affected by this
legislation. The penalty sanctions are changing. The
minister may say the definition has not changed, but
those opposite are asking the Parliament to change the
penalties. In relation to a citizen wishing to avail
themselves of knowledge about the circumstances that
have hit them, please explain, Minister, how they would
find out. Do they ring DSE? Will there be something in
the travellers code or the innkeepers code or whatever it
may be up on a door about this? How will a citizen
acquaint themselves with the fact that more severe
penalties are now facing them when the minister cannot
explain to me what ‘domestic’ is?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the penalties remain the same and that the
definitions remain the same.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In that
case I will raise those matters again with the minister
when we discuss the clauses where, by my reading, the
penalties have changed, and I will ask him to comment
on them then rather than having a ‘he said-she said’
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debate at the stage of this clause. I do ask the minister,
however: how would a citizen find out what their rights
would be? The minister can answer that now — and we
can have that discussion now — or we could do that
when we get to the clause relating to what goes on
signs. How would a citizen find out? Is there a DSE
website? How would a citizen find out whether they
were inside or outside the law?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the signposts and the websites will
inform the public.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This is
the long section of the bill, so I presume you will not
mind, Deputy President, if we skip around a bit within
this clause. Proposed section 57R says:
A person who is unable to cut and take away fallen or felled
trees may nominate another person to cut and take away
fallen or felled trees on his or her behalf.

What does someone have to do to qualify as ‘unable’?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Just before
I call on the minister, when members refer to particular
elements of the clause, it would assist me in the chair,
and it may assist the minister, if they are able to quote
the page reference. That might assist in getting us
through this.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — In
terms of ‘unable’, the common definition of the word is
used. It is not defined in the bill. It would be a matter
ultimately, I guess, for courts in the normal way it
would be with any piece of legislation.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes, that
is what worries me. There would have been other ways.
All the bill needed to say was that a person may
nominate another person to cut and take away fallen or
felled trees on his or her behalf; instead what it says is
that a person who is unable to cut and take away fallen
or felled trees may nominate another person. The ‘may’
comes from their inability. It is not just that they could
not be bothered. It is not just a case of, ‘I have always
gone and collected firewood for Mrs Mac next door’.
There is actually a test. The beginning of new
section 57R refers to, ‘A person who is unable to cut
and take away fallen or felled trees …’. They might be
physically unable to cut or lift them, they might not
have a car, the area could be too remote from their
house or they could be too busy, but we have chosen to
go this particular way, with inability being a
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qualification for then nominating another person. I am
wondering if the government has a thought about this.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that this follows the practice in previous
permits and flows through from that.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It
continues to get tricky in this section. On page 7 of the
bill, subsection (4) of new section 57R, inserted by
clause 5, says:
(4) A person must not nominate another person to cut and
take away fallen or felled trees other than for domestic
use as firewood in the nominating person’s household.

That basically means that we have the double whammy
of both domestic use and use in the household. It means
that that person is not in a position to share any
firewood collected for them with their friends, for
example. If I go to the firewood coupe to collect it for
myself, the only requirement is that it be for domestic
use. However, if I send a friend to collect it for me,
there is a second requirement that it be not only for
domestic use but also for use in my own house. I
understand why this provision is being brought in; it is
so that I cannot nominate someone who then provides it
to a whole range of people. However, it does create
another trip-wire, if you like, in what is already a rather
complicated bill.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The two
issues that Mr Barber raised — that is, the heading of
new section 57R on page 6 of the bill and then the
correlation in subsection 57R(4) on page 7 — relate to
the same point: a person must nominate another to cut.
My question is: is that on a prescribed form? Is that in
writing? What form does the nomination take?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that this will be on a prescribed form
available on the website or from the offices.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question to the minister then is: is this prescribed form
subject to the Instruments Act 1958? Is it a disallowable
instrument of the Parliament? Does the legislature get a
chance to have a look?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the document is already in existence on
the website. It has been consulted on widely, and it is
subject to the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 and
other similar acts.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I repeat
my point about consulting widely. The approach of this
government is to consult with anyone other than the
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Parliament or a parliamentary committee — an
interesting form of consultation. I could spend some
time asking whether the consultation was minuted and
whether there is evidence that it happened, but that
would probably be a tad provocative. However, given
how loose with the truth this government has been on
so many occasions, the thought does cross my mind.
The minister assures me there has been consultation
with stakeholders — but not the elected Parliament. He
assures me there has been consultation with people —
sight unseen, no records kept — but not the elected
Parliament. That is an interesting form of open and
transparent government.
The minister says this form is subject to the
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994. My specific question
then is: is it an instrument that is disallowable under
that act, or is it an instrument that is not?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes.
Mr Lenders — So it is disallowable?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Yes.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
presume that the amount of fallen or felled trees
specified under subsection (3) of new section 57R on
page 6 of this extraordinarily verbose 43-page piece of
legislation that people are meant to comply with must
be notified on this prescribed form, because
subsection (2)(b) says that the prescribed form must:
specify the maximum amount (not exceeding 16 cubic
metres) of fallen or felled trees that may be cut and taken
away by the nominee …

To back that up we need subsection (3), which says that
you cannot also then specify another nominee to collect
another 16 cubic metres under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 — so, for example, I cannot give
you a nomination for 16 cubic metres from state forests
and then another 16 cubic metres from Crown land
reserves, assuming I even know the difference. New
section 57R(3)(b) then provides for the total of the
nominations coming from a household — that is, if
there are six of us living in the one house, we cannot
give you six different nomination forms to come back
to that address. If I get any of that wrong, I get
50 penalty units or one year’s imprisonment. Is that a
correct understanding of the purpose of subsection (3)?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
understand that the collection limits are the same
irrespective of whether a nominee collects wood or
firewood in a state forest or one of the regional parks to
which the scheme applies, thereby avoiding the creation
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of a loophole that would allow a person to double dip
from the two schemes under the separate acts.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank
you. I had to read it five times, but that is what I
thought it meant. So now, in other words, if
Mrs Macgillycuddy gives me, her next-door neighbour
who does odd jobs for her, a nomination form for up to,
let us say, 16 cubic metres of wood and then gives me a
subsequent nomination form for 16 cubic metres of
wood, forgetting that she gave me the first one, or if she
gives me a different form because I am now going
down to the forest park rather than the state forest, and
accidentally the two things tot up to greater than
16 cubic metres, Mrs Macgillycuddy risks one year’s
jail. Is that correct?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As we
have discussed, this provision is designed to stop
double dipping or abuse of the scheme. I think that
most people are in fact honest, but there remain,
perhaps, a number who are determined to look for or
exploit loopholes. There is of course the discretion of
the courts as well, and I think that those matters will be
closely looked at.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I think
most people are honest too. I also think most people get
things wrong on forms. I presume that subsection (3)
will in fact be stated on the prescribed form, given it is
a requirement of someone in filling in a prescribed
form. I would expect that information — the
information contained in subsection (3) that you cannot
exceed 16 cubic metres worth of nominations — would
be on that form or on all the forms across the year.
Hon. D. M. Davis — Yes.
Mr BARBER — Thank you. Also, that would be
true across all of the different land tender types. The
minister assures me that that will be stated on the
forms. That is good news.
Subsection (5) states:
A person nominated to cut and take away fallen or felled
trees —

on behalf of someone else, that is —
must not request or accept payment or reward for the cutting
and taking away of fallen or felled trees.

So if Mrs Macgillycuddy says, ‘Thanks for that, pet. I
really appreciate what you have done for me. Here is a
bunch of lamingtons’, I have in fact accepted payment
or reward. Or if someone pays my petrol bill for the
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bother and so forth, I would risk falling afoul of that
section, would I not?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
think the member understands, this provision is
designed to deter commercial operators. That is the
purpose of it. I think that common sense would apply
here.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I seek
clarification from the minister. At the moment I live in
a household of three people in Mr Davis’s electorate of
Southern Metropolitan Region.
Hon. D. M. Davis — It is your electorate too!
Mr LENDERS — Yes, it is my electorate too, but
Mr Davis is the minister. I am very proud of the
electorate. I live in a household of three people at the
moment. During the last financial year, depending on
what my children were doing and what their partners
were doing, at one stage we had up to seven adults in
our household. Regarding new section 57R(4) at the top
of page 7 of the bill, which talks about the nomination
of another person to cut and take away fallen or felled
trees other than for domestic use as firewood, is it at all
relevant to that subsection how many people are in the
household, if we are checking whether DSE applies the
law or not?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I go
then to new subsection (3) on page 6, where it states:
A person must not specify a maximum amount of fallen or
felled trees in a nomination if that amount would exceed
16 cubic metres for a financial year when added to all
maximum amounts specified in —

and then there is the series of subheadings that
Mr Barber referred to. We have a fairly tight and
precise definition here of a financial year, which
presumably is a vestige of the previous legislation, in
regard to when the government is according permits in
a financial year. How does a Department of
Sustainability and Environment officer know whether I,
as a resident of Carnegie, is within the 16 cubic metres
or not? What sort of paperwork is required for the
officer to know?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As one
aspect, they would have the forms, but the key thing
here is that this is designed so that DSE becomes aware
of large stockpiles of wood that have been put there,
and there is capacity then to examine the source of that
wood.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
Mr Davis for his answer. So he is saying that this is
really a test in the end for DSE. It would apply common
sense and make a judgement then as to whether
someone has got the 16 cubic metres or not in a
common-sense test. That makes a lot of sense, and it is
what I had hoped the minister’s answer would be. What
I would be interested to hear from the minister is what
DSE’s policy will be in regard to prosecuting these
matters. Again, we are being asked to sign off on a
heavy penalty that I assert is new, so what is the
prosecution policy of DSE as to when it makes a
discretionary decision to prosecute or not prosecute?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that the existing policy is that you only
prosecute where there is a reasonable prospect of
success and where it is in the public interest.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — If any
prosecutions are going to happen at all on this, it really
depends on the number of personnel DSE has to
actually inspect, form judgements and go to the courts.
Going back to the efficient government initiative that
Mr Davis does not want to talk about, are these
front-line services that are being preserved, or has there
been attrition in this particular area?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have indicated already, the sustainable government
initiative is beyond the purview of this bill, but DSE
has indicated that it believes it has the capacity to
implement this legislation and to manage it.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) —
Mr Davis asserts that he has come to the Parliament
seeking to amend the statute book with penalties. In this
case there is a reverse onus here in regard to any
benefits coming out of this. As opposed to the previous
one where citizens were actually being potentially
clobbered, here it is the reverse.
If we want the resource to be protected from
unscrupulous commercial operators, we are expected to
believe that the department, which has taken 400 job
cuts as part of the sustainable government initiative, is
suddenly going to find sufficient people to protect the
public interest via this incredibly red-tape-ridden
document. We could debate that for hours, and I do not
think either the minister or I would change our view.
New section 57R(5), on page 7 of the bill — and this
goes a little bit towards what Mr Barber said before —
says that a person nominated to cut and take away
fallen or felled trees must not request or accept payment
or reward. Mrs Petrovich and I sparred a little bit on
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this during the second-reading debate. If I can go back
to the original example used by Mr Philip Davis in his
contribution to the second-reading debate, he said this is
designed to help low-income people where there is no
reticulated natural gas. That is a policy decision to
which I imagine we would all sign up with some
enthusiasm.
But if I am a person on a low income and for whatever
reason am unable to go and collect this wood myself
and perhaps do not have the family network or some
good neighbour to come and do it for me, so the only
way I can take advantage of this government policy is
to pay somebody to come out with a truck and trailer
while I load the firewood, am I in breach of the law?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
key point has already been made, and that is that this is
designed to prevent commercial operators accessing
this firewood. The other significant point is that this
will be interpreted sensibly. Country communities bunk
in and look after each other; there is a strong
neighbourhood approach. People are overwhelmingly
able to draw on assistance from people around them.
That is the key point here. In that sense, what might
already be happening will continue.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Still on
the interpretation of new section 57R on page 6 of the
bill, that section and new section 57X on page 11 say
you cannot take more than 2 cubic metres of firewood a
day from one or more areas. Does that mean a person
who has been nominated to collect firewood on behalf
of another person also cannot collect greater than
2 cubic metres of firewood a day? Is it therefore not
possible to get 10 nomination forms from 10 different
people, each allowing for the collection of 2 cubic
metres of firewood, and collect 20 cubic metres of
firewood?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No,
you cannot do that.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As a
nominee or as an individual, you can only collect
2 cubic metres a day from each area.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Going
back to Mr Davis’s assertion that country people are
different, there are two things about this bill. It affects
both country people and city people. Someone from
Mr Davis’s electorate might wish to travel out for this
purpose, though it probably stretches the imagination a
little as to how a person with poor means would be able
to get to some of these areas because some are quite
some distance away. However, this legislation applies
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to the whole state. City people can go out there and do
this as well as country people.
Perhaps the more substantive issue is this. Without
wishing to sound arrogant, I actually grew up in a small
farming community called Willow Grove. It is just
20 kilometres north of the Latrobe Valley. We were on
a farm about 3 kilometres out of town. There were
12 houses in the town. A lot of country people are
proud; they do not necessarily want to go to the local
service organisation and ask for help. This legislation
makes this an offence. There are no ifs or buts and no
discretion. I take Mr Davis’s point that in the end the
Department of Sustainability and Environment will
hopefully prosecute this with a degree of common
sense. But the legislation states, without any scrutiny
other than inside the government, that a person
nominated to cut and take away fallen or felled trees
must not request or accept payment or reward for the
cutting and taking away of fallen or filled trees.
If, for example, my elderly mother was still living on
the farm in the small country community of Willow
Grove, where I was born and grew up — thankfully my
family members are able-bodied and well — she might
not want someone to do this for nothing; she might
want to pay someone to do it. This legislation basically
obligates the good Samaritan, for want of a better term,
to be a good Samaritan.
I take on board the qualification that says DSE will
operate with common sense. However, it beggars belief
that, for a bill with a second-reading speech that talks
about reducing red tape, on the assertion of the
government, we continue to deal with
mega-complicated clause after clause. I also make the
observation, without wishing to hark back to my days
in government, that when we drafted legislation in
consumer affairs there was an intent purpose in the
legislation. This legislation almost harks back to the
1970s or 1980s where the whole legislative drafting
process was inordinately complex and involved
language such as ‘Thou shalt not’. There is no intent
here.
It is fine for the minister to say that DSE will operate
with common sense, but the black-letter law in this
instance is quite draconian. I am not going to pursue
this particular clause because I have said what I want to
say and I do not think it is going to move anywhere.
But the point that I make is that there is an assumption
that in country communities everyone is going to trot
off to the Rotary club to be helped out. It is true that
95 times out of 100 that will happen. But in the small
rural community in which I was born there are a
number of people who would be too proud to do that.
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The government is putting in place a one-size-fits-all
Melbourne solution. I do not know who drafted this
legislation. I do not want to come to grief with the
parliamentary counsel. In fairness to them they
probably did the right thing; the changes are probably
due to the intervention of the government in the same
form as Ms Lovell’s press release. That is just my
speculation. I know Mr Davis cannot answer that, and
correctly so, because it is cabinet in confidence. But this
is an interestingly drafted, shall we say, piece of
legislation harking back to another age. I will cease
commenting on that, but I think it makes an assumption
that is not particularly accurate in all country
communities.
We have talked about some of the issues with the
forms. Mr Barber has raised a question about one of
these items: what does it mean? We have had a bit of a
discussion about measurements, but I will go to new
subsection 57Q(1), page 4, which says:
A person must not cut or take away 2 cubic metres or less of
fallen trees or felled trees in state forest.
Penalty: 20 penalty units.

I am not being pedantic but I am raising the point: how
do you measure that? If I have a 2-metre-square box —
presuming that 1 square metre is a metre by a metre by
a metre in the old measurements, and we can go right
back to the centre of Paris to make sure it is an accurate
measurement — how much wood do I put in there? If I
am driving with my trailer and have stacked the wood
up so it is not particularly compact and the inspector
comes, do I have the option of breaking it into smaller
bits to fit into the cubic metre? Do I have an option to
woodchip it so that I can fit a lot more into the cubic
metre? That will excite Mr Barber no end. At what
stage am I in breach of the law? If I have a
metre-square box with 10 long sticks sticking out of it
and I wish to get my tomahawk or chainsaw to cut it
down to fit it into the box, am I or am I not in breach of
the law?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
trying to get back to where this starts and finishes; we
have gone through a number of areas. I think I have
answered the matters around section 57R(5) and the
nominated person. I do not imagine the member is
arguing for a commercial operation here, and that is
what this is fundamentally designed to prevent. I do not
think anyone wants to see a commercial operator
hooking up everywhere and making a business on the
side by doing this for many people. That is not what we
are seeking to do, and I think the member understands
that.
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In terms of the measurements, it is a precise
measurement. I am told that a rule of thumb suggests
that it might equal a 7-by-5-foot trailer load of wood. If
you have a 6-by-4-foot trailer, as many people do, that
would be quite a bit less than 2 cubic metres. I am not
an expert on the details of this, but I think the DSE
would implement these matters in a sensible, practical
way. If there is somebody taking very large volumes, it
quickly becomes apparent, and officers would be able
to intervene.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — We go
backwards and forwards on what is the intent of the
government. Although the principal act perhaps sets out
some principles as to why, the amending act does not.
Mr Davis may well say he expects common sense, but I
put to Mr Davis that our citizens have a great about
towards government and believe that governments have
introduced a lot of these penalties as revenue raisers.
This is not unique to this government; it is directed at
all governments. It is not a political point; a big share of
the budget comes from revenue raising. We have
debates over road traffic fines — what are they for? But
a lot of our citizenry are suspicious that government
uses these kinds of measures as revenue raisers. No
matter whether it is a metre-square box, an 8-by-4 or a
6-by-3 trailer or whatever it is, the same principle
applies to all of them. Bits of wood stick out, and if you
cut them into smaller pieces, they do not stick out. That
is common sense.
If the objective is that the government wishes to
categorically stop large commercial operators, that
probably answers my question. Leaving aside that this
is a fairly clumsy piece of legislation that is creating a
red tape nightmare, can the minister give me an
unequivocal assurance this is not designed as a
revenue-raising measure? I am sure the department
officials would all shake their heads, aghast, and say,
‘Oh no, it’s not a revenue-raising measure’, but I
imagine that if the Secretary of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment gets a nice call from
the Secretary of the Department of Treasury and
Finance saying, ‘We need a bit more fees and fines
money’, or he gets a call saying, ‘If you raise the
revenue from fees and fines, you can self-fund a few
more inspectors and staff’, then I suspect that the
Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment might have a different response on how
strictly the provisions of the bill will be enforced than if
that were not the case. Can the minister give an
assurance that this provision will not be used as a key
performance indicator to raise more money to self-fund
the DSE?
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — That is
certainly not the government’s intention.

figure, it is 13 weeks but they can be moved around?
Shorten, but not extend?

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I refer
to the bottom of page 5, proposed subsection 57Q(5).
Can the minister define what a ‘traditional owner
group’ is? I am assuming it is an indigenous
community. Further, does a person need to carry any
form of identification to show a DSE inspector that they
are from a traditional owner group?

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
government is not proposing that people should have to
carry ID, but the terms used in this bill are defined in
the Traditional Owner Settlement Act 2010.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
still on the same clause but on page 7, new section 57T,
which gives the secretary the authority to vary the
firewood collection season. I understand the policy
intent of that and the minister has partly answered it,
but my specific question is: if the secretary starts the
season one week later, for example, does he have the
authority under this legislation to conclude the season
one week later? Would that limit the length of the
season, or does this proposed section provide unlimited
discretion for the secretary to extend the season?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
answer is no. Proposed section 57T enables the
secretary to vary the firewood season either across the
state or in a particular region but only where the
secretary believes it is necessary to do so because there
are risks or likely risks to public safety — for example,
due to actual or likely fire danger. The end of the spring
season in a particular year may need to be brought
forward if there has been a prolonged dry period, the
predicted weather is hot and dry and there is a risk that
cutting wood in a state forest could start a fire.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — That is
also what I read when I read the bill. I guess my
question to the minister is more about the policy intent.
Earlier Mr Barber read out an extract from Ms Lovell’s
press release which said that the collection season
would be all year. We have heard from the
consultations that it should not be all year because it is
not safe enough for that, as Mr Davis has basically read
to us. My question is specific: in a given financial year
can we have more weeks than the bill puts in place by
these extensions, or is there any cap on the extensions?

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
policy intent seems sound. New section 57T provides
that the secretary can vary the date and the minister is
saying that the season cannot be extended. I take it that
that is the policy intent, but is there anything in the
legislation that stops a future government extending it
without any referral to the Parliament?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — New
section 57T(2), beginning at the bottom of page 7,
provides that the only purposes for which it can be
varied are the fire risk or that it is likely to pose a risk to
public safety.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I accept
that. I am not contesting that the bill specifies the
criteria under which the secretary can vary the season.
My question is: on what basis is the secretary
constrained from extending the season beyond the
limits of time? I accept that the season could be
contracted because of fire danger, but I am asking: can
the secretary use this new section to have a longer
collection period — that is, more days in a full year —
than would otherwise be the case, or what limits the
secretary under the legislation?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
informed that it would require legislative change.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister says that it will require legislative change, but
let us go back to the basics of clause 1. We started a
discussion in which it was said that the bill has been
introduced on the basis that the government had an
unlimited mandate because it set an unlimited mandate.
Then we got to clause 3, and it came to it being limited
from the all-year fire collection to a narrower period
because of consultations — and for a very sound policy
reason; I am not disputing that. What I am getting to is
that I am told by the minister that it will require
legislative change to get back to Ms Lovell’s original
policy position, I guess, but the minister cannot tell me
where that is provided for in the legislation.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — No,
you cannot have more weeks.

I am trying to get some clarification on this. If the
minister asserts that the secretary cannot go beyond the
combined length of time in the two seasons in a
financial year, I will accept that as an answer if he
categorically tells me that is the case.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — In other
words, if the figure here is 13 weeks, to just take a

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — That is
the information provided to me.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — We are
still on clause 5 and there are a few more of the new
sections. I am not sure if Mr Barber is still on this
particular part of the clause.
The next major area is headed ‘Secretary may
determine firewood collection areas’, and I wish to
spend some time on that. Unless Mr Barber or some
other member wishes to go back to the other new
section, I will move on to that. New section 57U on
page 8 provides:
(1) The Secretary may determine an area of State forest to
be a firewood collection area.
(2) A determination under subsection (1) must identify the
area of State forest to which it applies by reference to a
plan lodged in the Central Plan Office.

Presumably the central plan office is a designated place,
so I will not ask the minister what that is. My question
is: what is the Department of Sustainability and
Environment doing to make sure your punter in
Bruthen — that is, a normal citizen who presumably is
not lurking around the central plan office in their daily
life — will know that the bit of land is in or not in?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the answers I gave earlier on these matters apply
here — that is, through the website, through signage
and through bulletins and information provided at
offices.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — New
section 57U(4) provides:
If the Secretary is satisfied that it is necessary for
management of the supply of fallen or felled trees for
domestic use as firewood in a region of the State, a
determination of a firewood collection area located in that
region may specify a class or classes of person who may, or
whose nominees may, cut and take away fallen or felled trees
in that firewood collection area.

If the secretary developed the state of mind that
something is necessary to be done in relation to
management of supply, then they may specify a class or
classes of persons who are allowed to take the wood
away. What class or classes of persons are we talking
about here?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — A class
of persons is a typical legislative instrument used to
define any range of people. A typical class would be
people residing in a particular municipality or
geographic region. Any determination of a class of
persons would require the Secretary of the Department
of Sustainability and Environment to consider it
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necessary to do so to manage firewood supply, as
Mr Barber alluded to, in a particular region.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I did not
allude to it; I said that the secretary would first need to
form the view that it is necessary for the management
of supply and then they can specify a class of persons.
What sorts of classes of persons can they specify?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — This
would of course be a matter for the secretary, within the
purposes that we have just discussed, forming that view
as outlined by Mr Barber. It might be pensioners in a
particular area, it might be people in a municipality or it
might be a postcode-limited approach.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — If there is
not enough wood to go around, the secretary can
determine who gets it, either, as the minister said, by
geography or by the class of pensioners or some other
class such as that?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Going
to page 9, new section 57U(5) provides:
The Secretary may —
(a) amend a determination made under subsection (1) —

that is fairly clear —
(b) revoke a determination made under subsection (1),
including by providing for a date of revocation in the
determination.

All this goes again to the start of this debate — that is,
how is the citizen informed? The secretary, sitting here
in a building on Nicholson Street or wherever, makes
the determination. We understand that. It goes onto the
DSE website. For the sake of the argument I will
concede that with 400 people stripped out of the
department under the efficient government initiative the
departmental officers will find the time and resources
needed to do this extra work. For the sake of the
argument also I will not prosecute that case again.
Given that many people in regional Victoria — or in
Mr Davis’s electorate in Melbourne — will be going
out to get wood, how will they be informed? Will the
determination be just on the website or will there be an
emailing system? If I were to google for information on
firewood collection, would I find it? I am just exploring
with the minister how a normal citizen would know so
that they are not in breach of this legislation. I take the
minister’s point that the main design is to get
commercial operators, but I am concerned that a
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cash-strapped government will start using this as a
revenue raiser. My question is: how can a citizen assure
themselves?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
government has no intention of acting as a revenue
raiser on this matter. The point here is that, as
Mr Lenders has indicated, there will be information on
the websites. There will also be information through
signage, DSE officers and the Government Gazette.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — With
regard to new section 57Y on page 12 and the
subsequent sections, am I to understand that this is the
section that says someone cannot take more than
16 cubic metres of wood in a given year?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes, in
a financial year.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes, in a
financial year. Given that there are about 150 days of
open season on firewood and you can take 2 cubic
metres a day, how is this section to be enforced?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
point made in the earlier discussion applies here as
well. It will be the DSE that will make the decisions,
but it would mainly be in response to perhaps the
discovery of stockpiles and those sorts of matters.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is a
new sort of approach and it is an artefact or an
unintended consequence, if you like, of the
government’s approach here. At the moment, if you
want to get some firewood from the bush, you get a
permit and you go and get firewood. If you are caught
in the bush, on your way from the bush or in your own
driveway with the firewood and without a permit, you
get fined. Under the open season approach, the only
thing you can get pinged for is having more than
2 cubic metres in your trailer at a given moment. Now
you can in fact — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — Or being a commercial
operator.
Mr BARBER — Sure, but it is your bill and it seeks
to limit domestic-type people to 16 cubic metres a year.
The main mechanism is that it is 2 cubic metres a day.
In fact if you went out on every one of the 150 days,
you could collect nearly 300 cubic metres of timber and
never fall foul of the first provision. It is only if you are
silly enough to stockpile more than 16 cubic metres all
in one spot that there is physical evidence.
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This is an unfortunate, unintended consequence of the
way the bill is now structured. It is also going to make it
very hard to enforce other provisions of the legislation,
or their intent anyway, because at the moment, as I said,
if you are in the bush and you have firewood in your
trailer, you have to have a permit for that wood. But
now with anybody who is in the firewood area, is
travelling to and from the firewood area, has left the
state forests or is still in the state forests, it is much
harder to prove that they collected it from the
designated firewood area, which is the way the whole
bill is structured. It is all about the firewood collection
area in the firewood collection season. I think this
basically makes it completely unenforceable in terms of
the 16 cubic metres a year. There is no tollgate that is
measuring you each time you visit the forest.
Ultimately you can take as much wood as you want,
provided you are never silly enough to end up with
16 cubic metres all in the one place at the one time.
Mr Lenders interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Does
Mr Barber want me to call Mr Lenders?
Mr Barber — Yes.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I should
do by contribution what I was doing in my interjection.
I think Mr Barber has hit it on the head. We basically
have here a policy position that has a lot of attraction
for a lot of people, which is: let country people have
free firewood and let us cut out the red tape. Obviously
the balance to that is the environmental aspect, but there
is a proposal here that has broad appeal to many people.
But rather than it being a simple proposition, we have a
convoluted set of laws. The minister keeps on saying,
‘They’re there, but they won’t be enforced. They’re
there, but the department will show discretion. They’re
there, but the department will allocate staff to it’, and all
of that.
We have canvassed the issue of the 400 staff to be cut
out before it is legislatively constructed, but this still
comes down to a proposition that if it is designed to
stop commercial operators going in there, it is only
doing that in name; in practice it is not. Mr Barber said
the only way a person will get pinged is if they
stockpile 16 cubic metres at their place. I would go
back to my earlier point about the number of people in
a household. If you are in a household with four people,
is it 16 cubic metres you can have stockpiled in the
house or is it 64?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
answer both of these sets of points. It is 16, not 64. That
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is the simple point. The broader point is that the
government is confident we can police this, as it were,
adequately. There will be occasions where it is clear
that excessive stockpiling has occurred and the DSE
officers will be able to enforce the law. Equally, out in
the forests, to pick up Mr Barber’s point, where a
person was going day after day into the forest for
150 days with repeated visits, it might well become
clear that somebody was taking more than the required
volume.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — At the
moment they only have to do it on eight days and they
have had their 16 cubic metres. Eight days spread over
five months, I think it is. It is entirely feasible that
people will be able to collect more than 16 cubic metres
and no-one will ever know — in fact no-one would
have a way of knowing. This section of the legislation
is unenforceable. If the government just wanted to give
people free flow, it should have made the permit free
and left the original system in place.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is there
anything further on clause 5?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Absolutely. It relates to proposed section 57ZA, on
page 14, which reads:
(1) The Secretary may determine the amount of fallen or
felled trees that, in any financial year, may be cut and
taken away in any one or more firewood collection areas
in a region for domestic use as firewood in a household.

Proposed subsection (2) allows them to make the
determination where they form a view that it is
necessary; under proposed subsection (3) they have to
specify the region and the amount; under proposed
subsection (4) they cannot make the determination in
the middle of the financial year; and under proposed
subsection (5) they have to publish it in the Government
Gazette.
From my reading of this I cannot work out whether that
is a total amount of wood — that is, every single citizen
is able to collect it — or it is a per capita or per
household limit that can be designated here, as implied
by proposed subsection (3)(b).
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is
per household.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — If the
secretary wants, he can say it is no longer 16 cubic
metres per household per year; he can say it is 6 cubic
metres or 2 cubic metres and so forth. Is that correct?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Yes.
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Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Going
back to the earlier points made in relation to proposed
section 57U(1), I refer to proposed section 57V(3) on
page 10, which provides that the secretary must deal
with notices. The general comment I was making was
about the notices displayed at fire collection areas.
There is a determination there, and there are references
in other places in clause 5 to notices that the secretary is
required to display. Before question time I gave the
minister the courtesy of telling him that I would be
asking some more questions about the notices; I gave
him a chance to brief himself.
On the questions regarding notices, in the case of a
designated firewood collection area — and this is
similar to my questions earlier today — what has to be
signposted? One would presume that if a designated
local road goes into such an area, it would be required
to be signposted. I go back to the point made by our
colleague Mr Philip Davis, who during adjournment
debates often talks about hiking through various parts
of regional Victoria and about looking for firewood
when he is hiking. Presumably someone like Mr Philip
Davis might well walk into such an area on a walking
track. What I seek from the minister is an answer to the
question: what is the obligation on the secretary to
signpost? What does he need to signpost?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — In
practice the public will be informed about firewood
collection areas through more commonly accessible
means, including by accessing the DSE website,
telephoning DSE or contacting a DPI (Department of
Primary Industries) customer service centre. Signs will
be erected at the main entrances to firewood collection
areas. The government is confident that DSE will be
able to sensibly and practically signpost in a way that
people can understand.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I
understand the answer the minister read. Obviously he
has someone who is seeking to brief him well and he
has read their answer, but the question really is — —
Hon. D. M. Davis — I actually added a bit.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, Mr Davis; you added
a bit. I will again use the example of Mr Philip Davis
hiking around East Gippsland or the example of the
many people who camp, prospect, bushwalk, use
four-wheel drive vehicles, ride horses or any of the
multiple reasons that people roam around parts of
regional Victoria for recreational purposes, and the time
they decide to start a fire. Let us assume that things like
total fire bans and those sorts of things are evident to
those people. I put to the minister that for many of the
people engaged in the activities I have referred to it
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would not be at the forefront of their minds when they
head out into the bush in the morning that they should
know about firewood collection areas or have a DSE
website readily available to them — unless you blame
the federal government for the national broadband
network if your phone will not work. I just do not think
many people do that.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — In
general I agree with the member that we will have to
agree to differ on some points. This section relates to
households, and the signposting will be sufficient. The
government is confident that there can be sufficient
information for the community.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 24 agreed to.

The minister’s assertion is that common sense will
prevail and DSE will manage that, but I am yet to be
convinced to vote for this bill when these sorts of issues
could have been tested by a joint investigatory
committee and we could have had answers to these
questions above and beyond a minister trying to
answer — albeit valiantly — with a parliamentary
secretary and three advisers assisting him. The
government is too arrogant to actually let the bill go to a
select committee. I could be moving multiple times that
progress be reported, but I can count. I know that 21-19
will prevail, so I am not seeking to waste time. I am
seeking to get the answers we could have got from a
joint investigative committee.
The minister has said that the government is confident
that it can manage the provisions of this bill, but I say to
him that I am not confident it can at a time when the
government is slashing 400 people from DSE and he is
giving the department more tasks to do. Somehow or
other the department is going to take on new tasks,
including signposting. I will not pursue this anymore
unless the minister wants to have a longer debate on
this particular area, but I put on record that to get
opposition members over the line on this, we would
have needed a lot more information. Parts of this
legislation have great appeal for us, and parts are
hampered by a lack of information. The government
does not need the Labor Party’s numbers to get this
legislation through this Parliament because, courtesy of
Mr Barber’s party — and Mrs Petrovich is here — it
has got the numbers. What I would say — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr LENDERS — We could have another debate
on that at some length, but I am stating a fact. Thanks to
the Greens preferences, Mrs Petrovich is here; it is a
fact. She is next to Mr Davis, and her vote is a critical
part of the 21. What the minister is saying is, ‘We are
not going to let you get information’. When we seek to
adjourn on the limited information we have got, we go
forward, and then the minister says no and uses his
numbers every time — 21-19 — to stop that. The
minister does not give a reason; he just keeps on saying,
‘Trust us; we are the government’. That does not wash
with us, but I do not see any point in pursuing this
particular clause any further unless the minister wishes
to prolong the debate.

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

I thank members for their contributions. As I said in the
committee discussion, this is a matter of government
policy and we see this as an important election policy
being implemented, and for that reason we will
proceed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs (Teller)
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P. (Teller)
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 17
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Pairs
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

Darveniza, Ms
Pakula, Mr
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problem, as the government sees it, with its community
correction orders regime.

Second reading

To deal first with the question of alcohol interlocks,
since 2006 the courts have been ordering the fitting of
alcohol interlock devices in some cases where
disqualified licence-holders apply to the courts to have
their licence returned. The courts have been doing that,
both in circumstances where the original removal of the
licence was ordered by the court and where the original
removal of the licence occurred by way of infringement
notice.

Debate resumed from 14 August; motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to be able to rise and speak on the Road
Safety and Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2012 and
to indicate that the opposition will not be opposing the
bill. It is not my intention to go into any great detail in
regards to the provisions of the bill. The opposition first
saw the bill at 9 o’clock on Tuesday morning, the same
day that the bill was debated and passed in the
Legislative Assembly. The first I knew of the bill was
when I received a call from the Attorney-General at
about 3.30 p.m. last Monday. He described to me a very
urgent bit of legislation that had to pass not only the
Legislative Assembly by Tuesday but both houses by
today. Of course in those circumstances I was
extraordinarily curious about what was so pressing and
so urgent that proper parliamentary scrutiny could not
be provided.
This bill has not been through a Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee process, it has not been through
the normal process whereby debate on it is adjourned
for a sitting week; in fact it has been rushed through
both houses in the space of 72 hours. In fact, on
Monday night I asked the Attorney-General’s office to
at least do the opposition the courtesy of providing us
with a copy of the bill so that we could consider it over
Monday night before having to debate it on Tuesday.
That request was declined and we did not see the bill
until we were briefed by officers of the Department of
Justice in the minister’s office at 9 o’clock on Tuesday
morning. That is despite the fact that one of the issues
dealt with by the bill has been apparent for months and
months and another one has been apparent, it appears,
for some weeks.
I suggest it is yet another example of the government
treating the Parliament, let alone the opposition, with
absolute contempt and as a rubber stamp. It is one thing
to have a majority in both houses of Parliament; it is
quite another to operate in such a way that reveals the
intention to treat the Parliament as nothing more than a
creature of the executive, and that is the way the
government is increasingly treating this Parliament.
There are two matters that the government claims to be
rectifying with this very urgent bill. One relates to
alcohol interlock devices and the other corrects a

When I heard from the minister that there was an urgent
bill, I obviously assumed that there had been some
controversy — a court case, an appeal or some
ruling — in which it had been found that that practice
was no longer valid and therefore there was the need
for urgent legislation to rectify that matter. In fact we
discovered in the briefing that the police and the
Director of Public Prosecutions, and I think to some
extent the department, have reviewed the legislation
and have determined by themselves that the courts are
able to order the interlock device only in cases where
the original removal of the drivers licence occurred by
way of court order.
This is not a response to a Court of Appeal ruling; it is
not introduced because of a defeat in court. It is a result
of a review of an act. Just to understand exactly what
the urgency here is, the law enforcement authorities
have undertaken a routine review of legislation. There
has been no appeal, no stated problems, no interlock
ruling overturned. There has been just a review of the
act and that is considered to be sufficient urgency to
ram a bill through both houses of Parliament without
the normal parliamentary scrutiny, without an
adjournment after the bill is introduced, without a
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee process
and without the Council being given the normal
opportunity to scrutinise the legislation.
The government says that there are potentially hundreds
of interlock orders which are invalid and which need to
be retrospectively validated. It says also — get this —
that between now and the next sitting week when this
would normally be dealt with, there are potentially
hundreds and hundreds of matters on hold until this is
resolved.
Ms Pennicuik — That’s a bit scary.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Ms Pennicuik says it is a
bit scary. I remind members that interlocks cannot be
ordered for every licence disqualification; they are
ordered for only the serious offences. We have been
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told that there are hundreds and hundreds of them that
would be put on hold if we gave this bill the normal
parliamentary scrutiny of deferring consideration of it
or adjourning debate on it until the next sitting week.
As I said, no application has been made to invalidate an
order in response to this supposed error. No order has
been overturned as a result of it — and this error in the
bill is so serious that in the six years it has been in
operation, no lawyer, no police officer and no court has
ever picked it up! It has never been picked up by
anyone. This is such a glaring and obvious error that
you have not had some smart defence lawyer appear
before a magistrate and say, ‘You can’t order this,
because the act is clear. It can be ordered only in the
case of infringements where the licence has been
removed by way of court order’. It is such a glaring
error that in the past six years not one smart lawyer out
there picked it up.
On Tuesday morning, when we were first briefed about
this bill, we asked the Department of Justice officers, ‘If
this is obvious, why has no lawyer, no police procedure
and no magistrate ever picked it up?’. Do you know
what they said? They said, ‘That is what we wondered’.
That was their response, ‘That is what we wondered’.
What is the answer? The answer is that no-one knows
why. But not only is it so glaring that it needs to be
amended, it is so glaring that it needs to be amended
this week without proper parliamentary scrutiny!
When we said, ‘Okay. Tell us exactly what the urgency
is’, the government said, ‘Oh, well, there are all these
cases that are delayed and once the error becomes
known, defence counsel will start using it. They will
start seeking adjournments; they will start arguing that
these interlocks cannot be ordered as a consequence of
it’. It was pointed out to the government that the only
reason the error has become public knowledge is
because on Monday night the government put out a
media release about it. Until then the only people who
would have known about it were the Director of Public
Prosecutions, Victoria Police and people in the
minister’s office and the Department of Justice.
This bill could have gone through the normal
parliamentary process without too much upset or
concern, but the government created the crisis and the
urgency by putting out a media release and then expects
normal parliamentary processes to be truncated as a
result of that. The urgency is completely unclear to me.
The error is so obvious that no-one picked it up for six
years! To the extent that there is urgency, it has been
created by the government’s own behaviour.
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Having said that, it is important that interlock orders be
validated to the extent that there is any doubt about
them. We do not oppose that element of the bill, but we
see absolutely no reason why this bill could not have
been dealt with via the normal parliamentary processes.
It could have been scrutinised by the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee and been given the proper
adjournment which is normally provided between the
first reading and second reading of the bill in the
Parliament.
When I think about the absolute lack of urgency in that
part of the bill, it leads me to conclude that this element
of the bill has been included to give the government
cover, because the real urgency that is being resolved
by the introduction of this bill is the government’s
community correction orders (CCO) mess. But this
government is so addicted to spin that it cannot just
accept that it needs to bring an urgent bill into the
Parliament to fix an error of its own making. The
government needs to pull something out from 2006 and
say, ‘That is the mischief we are really remedying’,
rather than accept responsibility for its own rushed
legislation.
Let us not forget that 2006 error that the government is
remedying is so serious that no-one — including
lawyers, judges and police prosecutors — had picked it
up until the government reviewed the legislation. The
real problem for the government is its CCO mess. The
government does not want to concede that that is the
real reason for introducing the bill, so it has concocted a
phoney urgency about interlocks and has tried to gloss
over the fact that section 44 of the Sentencing
Act 1991, as amended by the government through its
community correction order reform, is about as clear as
mud.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — You obviously need to
clean your ears out, Mr O’Brien. I have already
indicated that I support validating the interlock
conditions. What I have said is that this could have
been dealt with via the normal parliamentary processes.
Mr O’Brien — What if someone died in the
meantime? Would you support that?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — The fact of the matter is
that these interlock orders have been made for six years
without a whimper of protest from anyone. The only
reason there would be a problem is because on Monday
night the government issued a media release pointing
out the problem to the world.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
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Hon. M. P. PAKULA — As I have said,
Mr O’Brien, you have concocted the urgency to give
yourself cover for the fact that you have drafted
section 44 of the Sentencing Act in such a way that
magistrates from across Victoria have read it in the
same way. It is little wonder that judges and
magistrates — —
Mr O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting
President, Mr Pakula is imputing motive. He said to me
personally, ‘You have drafted the legislation and
concocted it’. It is serious legislation. That is imputing
motive. I ask that he withdraw his comment or rephrase
it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! There is no point of order. I ask Mr Pakula to
speak through the Chair.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Now that Mr O’Brien’s
sensitivity is clear to me, I will, from now on, not look
in his direction when I am making remarks about the
government generally. I would not want him to ever
believe that when I criticise the Baillieu government I
mean to criticise him personally. I will direct my gaze
at you, Acting President, provided I can be confident
that you will not think I am personalising my comments
and making comments about you.
Mr O’Brien — That would be reflecting on the
Chair!
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am not going to deal
with Mr O’Brien’s interjections now, because I am
concerned that I will upset him. I am just going to make
my comments through the Acting President.
When one looks at the way section 44 of the Sentencing
Act is currently constructed, one sees that it is little
wonder magistrates across Victoria have been
combining suspended sentences with community
correction orders, which the government now states
was not its intention when it introduced the CCO bill,
even though the government has left suspended
sentences in place for a whole range of offences,
although not the serious ones. Government members
say, ‘But it was never our intention to have magistrates
combine suspended sentences with CCOs’. They say
that magistrates have been misinterpreting section 44. If
one reads section 44, as I did when the briefing was
provided, one sees that it is absolutely understandable
why a magistrate might have read it that way, because it
is wholly opaque. It is correct to say that the
amendment the government is trying to have passed
through the Parliament in this rushed manner this week
does make it clearer.
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If it is the government’s intention to have an absolute
bar on CCOs being combined with suspended
sentences, then there is no doubt that the amendment
being proposed today makes it much clearer. However,
I will make a couple of points about that. Firstly, it is
my clear understanding that one of the stakeholders, the
Magistrates Court of Victoria, was not consulted when
this change was proposed by the government. You
would have thought that a change which was going to
impact quite severely on the operations of the
Magistrates Court would have had some consultation
attached, not just for the sake of manners, if you like,
but you would think the government would have
wanted to find out what the Magistrates Court imagined
would be the impact on the court of a change of this
nature. But no-one from the government bothered to
ask them. No-one from the government bothered to
have a conversation with the Chief Magistrate or the
CEO of the Magistrates Court or conduct any
consultation of that nature before this bill was
introduced. That is an absolutely appalling failure of
process.
Quite beyond the question of consultation is the
question of what this change will mean from a practical
point of view for the Magistrates Court. We should be
clear about this. The mischief that the government is
trying to resolve is not magistrates imposing suspended
sentences by themselves. This is about magistrates, in
complex cases where there are charges for more than
one offence, combining a suspended sentence with a
community correction order and coming up with a
holistic penalty.
I am sure that if the government had consulted with the
Magistrates Court — which, let us be clear, deals with
something like 90 per cent of the matters being affected
by this change — it would know that the Magistrates
Court would be incredibly concerned about what it sees
as a steady erosion of sentencing flexibility. This is not
about tough on crime versus soft on crime; this is about
giving the magistracy enough flexibility to combine
various types of sentences to come up with an overall
penalty which is appropriate for the range of offences
that come before it.
I am sure that the Magistrates Court would say to the
government that when you are combining, in some
circumstances, a suspended sentence with one or more
community correction orders, you have that mix of
carrot and stick and punishment all rolled into one.
Where there is a complicated plea of guilty relating to a
number of offences, the provision of only one penalty, a
CCO, or another, a suspended sentence, is a fairly
substantial erosion of flexibility.
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The government has retained suspended sentences for a
range of offences and at the moment is simply saying
that they will go by the end of its term. So we are still
talking about another couple of years. We might see
more people go to jail, but we might also see more
people getting just a suspended sentence, because the
suspended sentence will no longer be able to be
combined with a CCO. We might see some people just
getting a CCO, we might see some people just going to
prison and we might see some people to whom the
magistrate would have otherwise given a suspended
sentence and a CCO just being given a suspended
sentence rather than both because the magistrate has to
decide between one and the other.
The other thing that may occur is that proceedings may
become separated. At the moment police prosecutors
and defence counsel agree to hear and deal with pleas
and other matters together because the sentences can be
combined. No doubt what will happen instead, in
certain cases, is that because everyone agrees that a
suspended sentence is appropriate for one offence and a
community correction order is appropriate for the other
offence, one will be dealt with on one day and the other
will be dealt with on the next day. How is that sensible?
But do you know what? On your head be it.
It is a very odd piece of legislation, where the
government is not only fettering the court but fettering
itself in this regard a couple of years out from finally
delivering on its promise to abolish suspended
sentences for all offences. We acknowledge that the
government went to the election with a clear position
that suspended sentences would no longer be a
sentencing option for the courts.
It seems that the legislative change we are dealing with
today is an example of the government trying to
implement part of this ahead of actually legislating
suspended sentences out of existence. Rather than
saying that the suspended sentence is no longer
available for a whole category of offences, the
government is simply making the awarding of a
suspended sentence more difficult because of the
inability to combine it with a community correction
order. No doubt that will mean there will be cases
which would have been awarded a CCO at the same
time as a suspended sentence ending up with a CCO
alone. By virtue of that the government is, I suppose by
default, moving further along the path of delivering its
commitment. But, quite frankly, if that is what the
government is doing, it should not do it by this sleight
of hand — it should just expedite the delivery of its
commitment and legislate suspended sentences away.
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What we will end up with as a result of this change is a
dog’s breakfast. We will end up with CCOs on one day,
suspended sentences the next, suspended sentences
which the court would have preferred to apply along
with a CCO, some more people going to prison, some
more people getting just one or the other and cases
being split to be heard over two separate days or two
separate weeks. If this is really just about the
government expediting the delivery of its policy
commitment, it should just expedite it, for goodness
sake.
I will go through some of the other elements that we
discovered during the briefing. It seems this apparently
improper combining of CCOs and suspended sentences
has been occurring since January. It is now August, and
there have been some 500 of them. Since January there
have been some 500 instances of a CCO being
combined with a suspended sentence. When we asked,
‘If it has been going on since January and there have
been 500 of them, why are we hearing about it today
and legislating on it this week rather than this being
given proper consideration and dealt with in the normal
way? You have known about it for eight months’.
Apparently they had not known about it for eight
months. Some elements of Victoria Police knew about
it earlier in the year. There have been 500 of these
so-called improper combinations occurring. No-one
bothered to tell Corrections Victoria, no-one bothered
to tell the Attorney-General’s department or office until
a couple of weeks ago, and no-one bothered to tell the
Department of Justice. Then all of a sudden they find
that there have been 500 of them and we have to
legislate on it the day after we first hear about it and on
the same day that we first get a copy of the bill. It has
been going on for eight months with no response from
anybody, but the urgency is so pressing that
parliamentary scrutiny cannot be properly applied and
the Magistrates Court cannot even be consulted.
I have to say that the urgency the government speaks of
is present despite the fact, as it has been put to us by the
Department of Justice, that in one case the Director of
Public Prosecutions (DPP) has appealed against one of
these combinations and, in an interim sense, the Court
of Appeal has upheld the appeal. Let us just understand
that. A magistrate or judge interprets a piece of
legislation — the government says incorrectly, the DPP
says incorrectly. The DPP goes off to the Court of
Appeal. The Court of Appeal says, ‘We agree with you;
it has been interpreted incorrectly and it ought to be
clarified. But we are making it clear that the magistrate
was wrong’.
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One would wonder why there is a need for legislation at
all in those circumstances. The Court of Appeal has
interpreted the clause and has said that the lower court
got it wrong. This happens all the time. A clause is
interpreted one way, the Court of Appeal gives it a
look, the Court of Appeal says, ‘You were wrong’ —
problem solved.

In summary, we have no issue with the changes
providing for the validation of the directions to impose
alcohol interlocks that have been given in the past. I
remind members to note that, as I have said, this bill is
so urgent that for six years no-one has contested the
imposition of those alcohol interlocks. For six years
that matter has never been contested.

I accept that in those circumstances it might be
appropriate, just to be absolutely sure, to redraft the
clause so that in the future no further mistakes are
made. Again I note that at the time we warned that the
community correction orders legislation was rushed,
that it was sloppy and that its clauses were not clear.
That was clearly the case, and the government now
accepts that. The Court of Appeal has already
overturned one interpretation of that legislation. Yes,
we accept that it might be appropriate to redraft the
relevant clause to make it clearer, which this redrafting
does, but why does it have to be dealt with as an urgent
bill when the Court of Appeal has already done half the
job? The clarification could occur in the normal course
of events. It does not need to be done via an urgent bill.
It is very likely that what the government sees as the
problem has been resolved in the way matters of this
nature are normally resolved — by the Court of Appeal
issuing a judgement about what it considers to be an
incorrect interpretation by a lower court.

With respect to the community correction orders, again,
substituting the new section 44 to make the intention of
the government finally clear is welcome, because the
courts and the participants in the court system are
entitled to be acting under legislation that makes their
rights and responsibilities clear — something section 44
of the Sentencing Act 1991 currently does not do.
However, I make the point again that this matter has
been going on for eight months, involving
500 occasions; it is so urgent and so vital that no-one
bothered to bring it to the attention of the government
before three weeks ago.

As I said, we have no issue with clause 8 to the extent
that it makes the intention of the government clearer
and makes the job of the Court of Appeal clearer and
easier. It is certainly necessary, given the very opaque
construction of section 44 of the Sentencing Act 1991
as it currently stands. I do not think the current
section 44 can remain the way it is written. Quite
frankly, I would not be surprised at any magistrate or
judge seeking to apply it deciding on his or her own
how to apply it. It can be read in two separate ways, and
clause 8, which is being brought forward by the
government today, makes the government’s intention
much clearer, despite all the problems attendant upon
the government’s intention and policy direction.
However, it is ironic — and I say this as a final
comment — that the consequence of the house passing
this bill today is that we will be effectively assisting the
government to retrospectively validate 500 suspended
sentences. We are all here at the behest of the
government so that we can retrospectively validate
500 sentences — sentences of the form this government
derides so often, which it rails against — nearly a year
after the government told us it had got rid of them. Such
is the price of sloppy, shoddy drafting.

Whilst we accept the logic behind the amendments
contained in this bill, then, we do not accept the
cavalier way in which the government has treated the
Magistrates Court or the Parliament of Victoria. The
urgency of this bill has been concocted by the
government to give it a pretext to ram the bill through
without the scrutiny that normally comes with
legislation — with justice legislation in particular —
and it is very unfortunate that this government is
embarking more and more often on the practice of
using its numbers in both chambers to ram legislation
through without appropriate scrutiny. It is poor practice,
it is a bad precedent and we would all be less likely to
have to keep amending poorly drafted bills if the
government allowed them to have proper scrutiny in the
first place.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
fundamental problem we have before us here is that the
two acts and two problems this bill proposes to remedy
should be in separate bills. They are so different from
each other that they should not be in one bill.
The first part of this bill amends the Road Safety Act
1986 to make it clear that when a court is relicensing a
person it can impose the interlock condition on the
holder of a driver licence or learner permit whether or
not that person was disqualified as a result of a
drink-driving offence found by a court or via an
infringement notice issued by Victoria Police. In the
briefing the Attorney-General arranged for us with the
Department of Justice — in the advisers box I see
officers who were involved in that briefing and I thank
them for it — the officers were as usual very thorough
in explaining the situation that is before us.
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I would not want to suggest that what the justice
department officers were saying to me is necessarily the
message I have taken away. What I have taken away
from that briefing is that it may be that there needed to
be clarification during the audit when it was found that
there could be a problem between the conviction
coming via infringement or via the court. I have also
taken away that nobody has actually raised this issue, as
Mr Pakula said, since 2006; nobody has raised it as a
problem. No such condition that has ever been imposed
by a court has ever been challenged on the basis that we
are changing the law here via this bill. There has been
no challenge to any of those conditions, and it is
debatable whether or not there is a problem.
However, the bill makes it clear that if ever anyone
were to think there was a problem, those conditions can
be imposed on licences no matter how the person was
convicted of a driving offence. If that is the outcome, I
am pleased to support the outcome. I regret it, as I have
said before in this place, when a bill backdates
legislation far into the past, as this one does. The
amendment we are inserting into the Road Safety Act
1986 will come into effect at the same time as the
amendments that were made to the legislation in 2006,
which is before I was even in this place.
I would have to agree with Mr Pakula that even though
this problem has come to light, it is not urgent. We
could probably have waited the usual week; we could
have waited for a report by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee into that issue and the bill
could have been passed in the next sitting week as part
of the normal process. That would have given us time
to assure ourselves, which we really have not had time
to do, that the new provisions as written in the bill are
in order. We are in this position because the previous
provisions are claimed to be not in order, and that is
why we have to change them. We have had no real
opportunity to go through them, and neither has the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
From time to time bills come into this place which we
would all agree are urgent. There was the bill about the
affidavits, for example, and the bill about the wrongful
swearing in by the Governor of certain officers that had
to be backdated a very long time. In those
circumstances the government should arrange for an
emergency sitting of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee. The members of that
committee are in place; they are all here in Parliament
House, so they should be able to convene to scrutinise
an urgent bill and put in an urgent and timely report to
the Parliament so that we can read it and see what they
have to say.
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The amendments to the Road Safety Act 1986
contained in this bill are in effect going be backdated
almost six years — to October 2006 — and it is always
regrettable to have to do that. However, given the
ability of courts to impose those conditions on people
whose licences are reinstated after drink-driving
offences, where the offence is serious in terms of its
hazard, if there is a problem that needs to be fixed, then
I am happy to support that. I do not think there would
have been much of a difference between this week and
next week.
Part 3, which is the second substantial part of the bill,
amends the Sentencing Act 1991, and there is a lot to
say about it. When the government brought in the
changes relating to community correction orders I think
I spoke for quite a long time on the bill pointing out its
flaws, which had been pointed out by other parties as
well. One of the flaws was in relation to community
correction orders replacing the other regime of
community-based orders et cetera, which had to be put
in place with a particular condition attached. That is
different from what happened in the past. In many ways
it limited what could be done by the courts.
It is always our position that the courts should have as
many sentencing options as possible. We certainly did
not support section 44 of the Sentencing Act 1991 as
amended, that community correction orders could not
be combined with a suspended sentence. I agree with
Mr Pakula’s explanation that given the offences that
may be before, generally, a magistrate, the unique facts
and circumstances of a particular offence and offender
need to be taken into account. I always take the view
that a magistrate will act in good faith on the basis of
the evidence and circumstances in front of them and
apply the appropriate sentence.
It seems that since section 44 came into effect in
January, magistrates have not interpreted the law to the
effect that they are not able to impose a community
correction order and a suspended sentence. We are told
there are some 500 cases where it has been done;
magistrates have not interpreted that section to mean
they cannot do it, so they have interpreted it the other
way. They have interpreted it to mean that they could
impose a community correction order alongside a
suspended sentence, and they have done so in
500 cases. On the one hand I am not entirely persuaded
that we could not have waited for one week. On the
other hand I take on board the fact that the Court of
Appeal has recently made a finding in favour of the
Director of Public Prosecutions that a magistrate had
erred in imposing a community correction order with a
suspended sentence.
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That has created this problem, and it has been left to the
Parliament to fix it. I reiterate that I believe there should
be a provision in the law for community correction
orders and suspended sentences to be combined. I
support the courts having that option. I strongly support
the use of suspended sentences by the courts where they
deem them to be the most appropriate sentence in the
face of the evidence and the circumstance of the
offence before them, and the government taking away
that option is not a good move. I understand what the
Sentencing Advisory Council said; I have read its
report, but I have also seen the submissions from the
Law Institute of Victoria, the bar council and others in
support of the retention of suspended sentences,
because we need to make sure that offenders receive the
most appropriate sentence — and in many cases, given
the facts and circumstances of the offence that is before
the court, the most appropriate sentence is a suspended
sentence.
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contention that there should not be a combined
community correction order and suspended sentence.
It is regrettable that this is being rushed through. I think
the government knew about these issues before the
sitting. It probably could have advised us earlier. The
two issues should have been dealt with in separate bills
because they are completely different topics and they
raise completely different issues. In particular the
changes to the Sentencing Act 1991 need to be
reviewed by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee, because it does deal with sentencing and
people’s human rights under the relevant act. We have
no advice there. Again I suggest that whenever this
happens in the future the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee be convened to look at
so-called urgent bills so that a report can be presented
to the Parliament along with the bill and we can have
the full information in front of us, which of course we
do not have.

To take that option away is to remove a tool of justice.
It means that some people will receive an inappropriate
sentence — either a custodial sentence or a community
correction order which they should not be getting —
because they are not able to be given a suspended
sentence. That is my clear position on it. I think the
government is wrong in its quest to get rid of suspended
sentences, and I think people will suffer injustices
because of it.

I understand that there are problems that need to be
fixed up. One is longstanding and not that urgent. It
could have waited until next week. The other one, I
understand and have been persuaded to believe, is
urgent or urgent-ish, but it definitely does have to be
fixed in the interests of those 500 people to whom I
have referred, which is why I have decided that I will
not oppose what the government has put forward.

I did take on board that there is a view, even amongst
people who support suspended sentences, that in some
cases they have perhaps been overused, but that does
not mean they should be abolished. That is more a
matter of discussion and education about how to
appropriately use them in the interests of justice, which
is what we are all talking about.

Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution on behalf of
the government in relation to the Road Safety and
Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill 2012. I confirm, from
the explanatory memorandum, that the purpose of the
Road Safety and Sentencing Acts Amendment Bill
2012 is to:

In the interests of those who have received these
sentences — the 500 or so cases in which, as the
Department of Justice has advised me, the Magistrates
Court has imposed community correction orders and
suspended sentences — I do not want to see them go
back to court and be resentenced when perhaps a great
many of them are already more than halfway to the end
of their sentences. I do not want to see justice disrupted
for those people by the finding of the Court of Appeal
that that magistrate had erred. Because that magistrate
had made a mistake in imposing that combined
sentence, one would have to infer that every other
magistrate who had done so had made a mistake
according to the legislation. I would not want to expose
those people to having to reappear in court and be
resentenced. We do need to clarify the meaning of
section 44 by way of this bill, even though — I state
very clearly — I do not support the government’s

… remedy a longstanding defect in the Road Safety Act 1986
introduced by amendments in 2006 and also to confirm the
recent amendments to the Sentencing Act 1991 that
introduced the new community correction order (CCO). In
doing so, the bill will remove any doubt about the validity of
certain court orders already made —

and it will validate those orders.
Having listened to the contributions of the opposition
and the Greens, and also considering the contributions
in the other place, it is important to carefully understand
that when the Parliament on occasion acts
expeditiously, that does not mean the Parliament is
acting in a way that does not demonstrate due process
or is acting in a way other than in the best interests of
the people of Victoria. It is important that the
Parliament speaks with one voice, if that is possible, in
bills of this nature which involve sentences being given
by courts, or sentences being served, where orders are
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under consideration, or where individuals who are
presently before the courts could have concerns over
the validity or otherwise of actions that have been or
might be taken by the courts. It is also important that
the Parliament acts clearly and expeditiously from the
time that the public becomes aware of the potential
grounds for invalidity.
This in a sense is the heart of the response to
Mr Pakula’s criticisms of the government. Mr Pakula
has alleged that the government is in part concocting its
response in relation to the road safety amendments to
somehow mask other amendments. I will deal with that
in a minute. But he is also querying the reasons for
urgency, given that the government went out with the
media statement on Monday of this week at the same
time it informed the opposition and me, as a member of
the government, that this bill would be introduced.
As was stated in relation to the affidavit legislation, I
believe in certain circumstances it is important that a
government acts very promptly from the moment that
the information becomes public. That is something that
Mr Pakula has missed in his contribution and his
attempts to perhaps make a few points impugning
motive. Notwithstanding that, ultimately opposition
members have supported the expeditious passage of
this bill, notwithstanding some of their comments and
those of the Greens. This is in the best interests of all
Victorians.
I turn now to briefly and separately deal with the two
aspects of the bill. The first aspect of the bill relates to
the Road Safety Act 1986 and will enable the courts,
when re-licensing a person, to impose an interlock
condition on a drivers licence or a learner permit if the
person was previously disqualified from driving by a
drink-driving infringement. This power has been
exercised in relation to infringements. It has also been
exercised in relation to disqualifications from a court
order where it was clear that the court had the power to
do so under the relevant provisions of the Road Safety
Act. However, regrettably at the time the 2006
amendments were made a conferring power was not
given to the courts in relation to infringements. Perhaps
one of the reasons, and I am only speculating, was
because the infringements themselves do not go
through a court process. Initially they are issued by
police officers.
That error has occurred in the legislation. It is
legislation that was introduced under the Bracks
government and not the Brumby government. I do not
wish to make cheap points criticising sloppy drafting
except to say back to Mr Pakula, to the extent that he
sought to criticise this government in relation to its
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legislation, the same criticisms apply to his
government. If that is the criticism he is going to make
in relation to the Road Safety Act, then I would say in
that regard even more so, because when one analyses
the two aspects of the validation that occurs with this
bill — namely, the Road Safety Act and the community
correction order validations — there is actually a
distinctly different process in place in relation to each
act.
In relation to the road safety amendments, what will
occur is a validation to permit the court to impose an
interlock driving condition on a re-qualification of a
licence in circumstances where it is absolutely clear that
the court did not have the power to do so where the
disqualification was under an infringement. For these
reasons, the Road Safety Act will be amended by this
bill so that it will be read as if it was always so. That is
important so that the very important interlocking
driving orders are confirmed as being valid.
Consequential actions arising from those orders, such
as breach of an interlocking order and other variations,
are also valid.
Interlocking devices represent a very important
technological advancement that allows repeat drink
drivers or other persons who have had a drink-driving
or other alcohol-related conviction to re-obtain a
licence, which is in a sense the state giving them an
opportunity to regain a right or a privilege they have
lost. The state does so on the condition that the
offenders will drive with this device, which can
measure their alcohol level before they drive, fixed to
their car.
That condition is not something that ought to be taken
lightly or subjected to technical challenge in the courts.
If it is, it has the potential, if not acted on promptly, to
allow a drink driver to potentially be out on the road
and, if this bill is not passed as quickly or expeditiously
as possible, that drink driver could cause an accident or
a death. So there is real urgency there; it is not
manufactured. To put paid to the second part of
Mr Pakula’s allegation, those amendments were
developed before last week, although for the reasons I
outlined earlier they cannot be made public until the
legislation is ready to bring before the house.
The Court of Appeal handed down its decision in
relation to community correction orders last week.
There is a matter of urgency in relation to another
distinct type of validation in circumstances where the
parliamentary intention in the legislation was always
clear. I need to be careful about what I say about the
Court of Appeal’s decision; I do not want to say too
much as there are parties before the court. I certainly do
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not want to make any criticism of the courts in that case
or in any other case.
The court has not published its reasons; nevertheless it
has upheld the submission of the Director of Public
Prosecutions that the lower court’s interpretation of
section 44 was incorrect. In doing so it confirms that the
government’s legislation is operating in the way in
which it was intended. In relation to a community
correction order, one cannot be imposed at the same
time as a suspended sentence. The reason for that, to
respond to some of the Greens’ concerns, is that we
went to the election with a very clear policy to restore
truth in sentencing. This was a very important part of
our law and order policy, which was accepted by the
Victorian population in electing this government. Part
of restoring truth in sentencing is to progressively
abolish the fiction of the suspended sentence so as to
enable flexibility and truth in sentencing.
In closing, it is necessary, given the criticisms from
members on the other side, to put in context the
importance of community correction orders and to
re-confirm the government’s intention at the time of
drafting the legislation. We say it was clear at the time,
but this amendment to section 44 puts beyond doubt
that a community correction order cannot occur
concurrently with a suspended sentence. For reasons
explained in the second-reading speech and other
speeches in the other place, we again confirm the
validity of sentences that have been imposed since
January this year so as not to disturb the actions of the
courts in each of those cases.
In doing so, just to return to the road safety
amendments, Mr Pakula also said there had not been
consultation with the Magistrates Court on these
amendments. In fact the road safety amendments have
resulted from a request from the Magistrates Court. In
addition to the police and VicRoads, the Magistrates
Court asked the government to bring in this amendment
for the very important road safety reasons that I have
identified. That puts paid to any suggestion that there
has not been consultation with the Magistrates Court in
relation to the bill. Specifically in relation to the other
courts, we have acted as expeditiously as we can
following the Court of Appeal’s decision.
I will close by quoting from an article that appeared in
the Geelong Advertiser of 1 August, which refers to a
counsellor and trainer in my electorate of Western
Victoria Region — the region which I represent with
Mr Koch and Mr Ramsay in this place — Mr Ashley
Lynch. Following the lead-in words of ‘Tough gig’, the
article states:
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Magistrates can now include anger management counselling
in community correction orders, with offenders seeing anger
management counsellors such as Torquay’s Ashley Lynch.

The article talks about a growth in anger management
being required between August and December. Then it
says:
The new community correction order, which began in
January, has increased the power of magistrates to impose
counselling and mental health to reduce reoffending.
‘It has been steady’, said Mr Lynch, who also runs a boxing
gym.
‘Definitely domestic violence is high. It’s an angry world out
there, but it’s not just the stereotype. I see gangsters to
tradespeople, doctors and lawyers.’

In its conclusion the article states:
A Corrections Victoria spokesman said since the introduction
of the flexible community correction order in January,
magistrates could better tailor penalties, treatments and
services, including addressing issues such as anger
management, drugs and alcohol.
Geelong family violence unit Sergeant Graeme Young
welcomed the orders and more people undergoing anger
management counselling. ‘It’s got to be of some benefit’, he
said.

With those remarks, I commend the government on
bringing this bill to the house expeditiously. I commend
all those people dealing with the issue of violence on
our streets and otherwise look forward to the speedy
passage of the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I wish to sincerely thank the members of the opposition
and the Greens for their assistance in facilitating the
speedy passage of this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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CRIMINAL PROCEDURE AND
SENTENCING ACTS AMENDMENT
(VICTIMS OF CRIME) BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. P. R. Hall; by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations),
Hon. P. R. Hall tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Criminal
Procedure and Sentencing Acts Amendment (Victims of
Crime) Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Criminal Procedure and Sentencing Acts
Amendment (Victims of Crime) Bill 2012, as introduced to
the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill will amend the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 and the
Sentencing Act 1991 to:
clarify that the court may refuse to give a sentence
indication if there is insufficient information before it
about the impact of the offence on the victim;
require magistrates and judges to ask whether a
compensation order relating to property damage, loss or
destruction under section 86 of the Sentencing Act 1991
will be sought once a person is found guilty or convicted
of the offence;
allow victims to provide a broader range of material to
the court as evidence of the quantum or particulars of
loss, damage or destruction of property;
provide that a court may of its own motion make a
compensation order under section 86 of the Sentencing
Act 1991 relating to property damage, loss or
destruction, if there is sufficient evidence before it.
Charter act rights that are relevant to the bill
Under the new section 86(1B) of the Sentencing Act 1991
introduced by the bill, the court is able to order an accused
who has been found guilty or pleaded guilty to an offence to
compensate a victim whose property is damaged, lost or
destroyed as a result of the offence, without an application by
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the victim or prosecutor. The fair hearing right in section 24
of the charter act is relevant to such an order.
The order is made by a court on the basis of evidential
findings of a court or admissions of the accused. Under this
provision, the offender must first be provided with a chance to
be heard, including as to any additional documentary
evidence about the loss or expense suffered, before any order
can be made. These safeguards ensure the provision is
compatible with the fair hearing right under the charter act.
I therefore conclude that the bill is compatible with the right.
Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to
improving the way Victoria’s justice system responds to
victims of crime, including providing victims with a greater
say and better enforcement of compensation rights. The
reforms in this bill are a further instalment in delivering on the
government’s commitment.
The Criminal Procedure and Sentencing Acts Amendment
(Victims of Crime) Bill 2012 will amend the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009 and the Sentencing Act 1991 to
strengthen procedures for victims to be consulted about
sentence indications, and for offenders to be ordered to
compensate their victims for property loss or damage.
Victim impact information and sentence indications
Part 2 of the bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to
promote consideration of the impact of a crime on victims
when a court is asked to give a sentence indication.
Legislation permits the courts to give a defendant an
indication of the type of sentence that would be imposed if the
defendant pleads guilty at that time. For example, the
Magistrates Court can indicate whether it would be likely to
impose a fine, a community correction order or an immediate
term of imprisonment. The higher courts can indicate whether
or not an immediate term of imprisonment would be imposed.
If the defendant then pleads guilty at the first opportunity, the
court may not impose a more severe sentence than indicated.
Sentence indications can help a defendant decide whether or
not to plead guilty, and can thus facilitate earlier resolution of
matters. This can benefit victims of crime, sparing the stress
of trials and the need for victims to give evidence. However,
because sentence indications are usually given at an early
stage in criminal proceedings, they generally occur before the
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impact the offence has had on them.
A crime’s impact on the victim is an important factor in
determining a sentence. Consideration of that impact is
required by the Sentencing Act 1991. By explicitly providing
that a court may refuse to give a sentence indication if it has
insufficient information regarding the impact of the offence
on any victim, the bill makes clear to police and prosecutors
that they need to consult with victims and be able to provide
the court with that information whenever possible. This
reinforces the principles of the Victims’ Charter Act 2006.
The bill does not limit the court’s existing discretion to refuse
to give a sentence indication for any reason. Nor does it
prevent a court from providing an indication even though it
might not have detailed information about the impact of the
offence on a victim, if the court feels that it has enough
information to give an appropriate sentence indication in all
the circumstances. However, the amendment reinforces the
expectation that a court will obtain and consider information
about the effect of a crime on the victim prior to giving a
sentence indication unless there is good reason to do
otherwise in a particular case.
Compensation for property loss and damage
Part 3 of the bill amends the Sentencing Act 1991 so that,
wherever possible, offenders will be ordered to compensate
their victims for the property damage and loss they have
caused.
Currently section 86 of the Sentencing Act 1991 allows courts
to order that an offender pay compensation to persons
suffering loss or destruction of, or damage to, property as a
result of the offence (not exceeding the value of that
property). The bill amends section 86 to:
require that courts ask whether a compensation order
relating to property loss or damage will be sought;
provide that in cases where evidence of property loss or
damage has been presented to a court, the court may
make a compensation order relating to property damage
or loss of its own motion; and
expand the range of materials that a court may consider
in determining the quantum or particulars of the property
damage or loss to include materials not adduced during
the trial, provided this evidence is acceptable to the
court.
The new power of the court to order compensation of its own
motion is in addition to the power of the Director of Public
Prosecutions or police prosecutor to bring an application for
compensation for property loss or damage on behalf of the
victim.
The own motion power will not expect criminal courts to
consider complex compensation matters or claims that are
difficult to establish. These will need to be settled in civil
proceedings, as is currently the case. However, where it is
clear that an offender has caused a victim to suffer readily
quantifiable property loss or damage as a result of their
offending, it is common sense to deal with such compensation
matters as ancillary to the criminal trial.
Currently, evidence of property loss or damage must have
been prepared for or admitted during the trial or plea hearings
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or via the victim impact statement process. However, where
the quantum of property damage was not relevant to an
element of the offence, the court may not have sufficient
material before it to determine what compensation to order.
By expanding the range of documents that the court can
consider to include material provided by the victim, such as
valuations, receipts or quotes for repairs, the bill will make it
easier for relevant material to be available to the court to
make an appropriate compensation order.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 August.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. P. R. Hall; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. P. R. Hall tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Road Safety
Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion the Road Safety Amendment Bill 2012, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to —
implement a government election commitment to
require ‘hoon’ offenders to complete a safe-driving
course;
make changes to the vehicle impoundment and
immobilisation scheme to reduce the costs associated
with administering that scheme and to address several
operational issues concerning the scheme; and
introduce new, nationally agreed criteria for determining
whether a damaged light motor vehicle is a statutory
write-off.
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Human rights issues
Section 12 — freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter act provides that every person
lawfully within Victoria has the right to move freely within
Victoria and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to
choose where to live.
Safe-driving programs scheme
The bill will require persons who have been found guilty of
certain ‘hoon’ traffic offences and who have had their vehicle
impounded or immobilised to complete an approved
safe-driving program. This requirement engages the right to
freedom of movement to the extent that offenders who fail to
complete the program will have their licence suspended (and,
if already suspended, will incur a new suspension on the
expiration of the existing suspension) or, if they do not hold a
driver licence or permit, will be disqualified from driving in
Victoria and from obtaining a driver licence or permit.
The right is not restricted, however, as any individual who is
subject to these sanctions will continue to be free to use any
forms of transportation (aside from driving a motor vehicle),
including travelling as a passenger in a motor vehicle driven
by another person, in order to move freely within Victoria.
Sale or disposal of vehicles deemed to be abandoned
The bill provides for a new process for deeming an
immobilised or impounded vehicle to be abandoned, allowing
it to be sold or disposed of. This process engages the right to
freedom of movement, as a vehicle that has been sold or
disposed of cannot be used by the former owner.
However, the right to freedom of movement is not limited
because the affected person(s) are free to use other forms of
transport such as walking, cycling, public transport or to drive
or travel in an alternative vehicle. In many cases, the sale or
disposal of an impounded or immobilised vehicle will not
directly affect an offender’s ability to drive a motor vehicle
because the offender will have already been prohibited from
driving a motor vehicle as part of their punishment for the
commission of a serious traffic offence, for example.
It is also possible for anyone substantially affected by vehicle
immobilisation or impoundment to make an application to a
court for the release of the vehicle on the grounds of
‘exceptional hardship’. If a successful application is made,
then the vehicle will be released from immobilisation or
impoundment and it can continue to be used for transport
purposes. Furthermore, a vehicle will not be deemed to be
abandoned, and will therefore not be sold or disposed of on
that basis, if a person substantially affected by the proposed
sale or disposal of the vehicle applies to the court for a
declaration that the vehicle is in fact not abandoned and that
the person has a genuine intention to collect or arrange for the
vehicle’s release.
Increased time to require surrender of vehicle
The bill will give police a longer period of time to require the
surrender of a vehicle used to commit a ‘hoon’ offence where
that offence is detected by a camera or through blood or oral
fluid analysis. This increases the likelihood of vehicle
impoundment or immobilisation for these types of offences
and restricts the use of any affected vehicles, engaging the
right to freedom of movement.

COUNCIL

Thursday, 16 August 2012

The right to freedom of movement is not limited, however.
The relevant owner is free to use other forms of transport such
as walking, cycling, public transport or to travel in or drive an
alternative vehicle. In many cases, impoundment or
immobilisation will not directly affect an offender’s ability to
drive a motor vehicle because the offender will have already
been prohibited from driving a motor vehicle as part of their
punishment for the commission of a serious traffic offence,
for example.
It is also possible for anyone substantially affected by vehicle
immobilisation or impoundment to make an application to the
court on the grounds of ‘exceptional hardship’ for either the
release of the vehicle or to prevent its immobilisation or
impoundment.
New criteria for statutory write-offs
The right to move freely is engaged by the establishment of
new, stricter criteria for assessing whether a damaged light
motor vehicle is a statutory write-off to the extent that it is
anticipated that this change will result in more light vehicles
being assessed as statutory write-offs. This will mean that the
vehicles in question will not be able to be re-registered for use
on the roads which may affect the freedom of movement of
the vehicle’s owner. The right is not limited, however, as the
owner will be able to purchase another vehicle and will
continue to have access to other forms of transport.
Section 13(a) — privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Relocation of immobilised vehicles
The bill confers additional powers on police and authorised
persons concerning the relocation of immobilised vehicles.
The exercise of these powers, including certain search and
seizure powers, engages the right to privacy. The right is not
limited, however, as the exercise of the powers will be
authorised by law and the powers will not be used arbitrarily
but will only be able to be used in certain circumstances in
which the relocation of an immobilised vehicle is necessary.
The registration of financing statements
The bill requires additional notifications to be recorded on the
commonwealth personal property securities register
(‘register’) with respect to immobilised, impounded or
forfeited vehicles. This requirement engages the right to
privacy, as it would be possible for a person to infer, as a
result of the notification, that the registered operator of the
vehicle has been either accused of or has been found guilty of
one of the offences set out in section 84C of the Road Safety
Act 1986.
However, the requirement for the registration of a financing
statement does not limit the right to privacy, as the
registration will be authorised by law and will not be done
arbitrarily, but will only take place in certain circumstances
where enforcement action has been taken or is pending with
respect to the relevant vehicle.
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Section 20 — property

New criteria for statutory write-offs

Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.

The establishment of new nationally agreed criteria for
assessing whether a damaged light motor vehicle is a
statutory write-off will engage the right to property as it is
expected to result in more vehicles being assessed as statutory
write-offs. This will mean that the vehicles concerned cannot
be re-registered, restricting their use.

Sale or disposal of vehicles deemed to be abandoned
The bill provides for a new process for deeming certain
impounded or immobilised vehicles to be ‘abandoned’. This
process and the subsequent sale or disposal of that vehicle
engages the right to property.
The right to property is not limited, however, as the process
for deeming a vehicle to be abandoned and sold or disposed
of will be authorised by law and will only apply in certain
circumstances where particularly serious road safety offences
are alleged to have been committed and where the alleged
offender has failed to collect his or her vehicle within a
reasonable period of time. If a vehicle is deemed to be
abandoned and is sold or disposed of and the offender is
subsequently found to be not guilty of the offence, fair
compensation must be paid to any person with a proprietary
interest in the vehicle.
Relocation of immobilised vehicles
The bill confers additional powers on police and authorised
persons to relocate immobilised vehicles. The exercise of
these powers, which include search and seizure powers,
engages the right to property. The right is not limited,
however, as the exercise of the powers will be authorised by
law and will not be arbitrary. The powers will only be able to
be exercised in certain circumstances in which the movement
of the vehicle is necessary to, for example, address a road
safety or public amenity issue or to enable the vehicle to be
sold or disposed of.
The registration of financing statements
The bill requires certain notifications to be recorded on the
commonwealth personal property securities register with
respect to immobilised, impounded or forfeited vehicles. This
requirement engages the right to property, as it may affect the
ability of the vehicle’s owner to sell the vehicle or use it as
security.
However, the right to property is not unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with, as applications to register financing
statements will be authorised by law and will only be made in
certain circumstances where enforcement action has been
taken or is pending with respect to the relevant vehicle.
Requirement to obtain approval before moving an
immobilised vehicle
The bill requires a person seeking to move an immobilised
vehicle to obtain prior approval of the new location from the
Chief Commissioner of Police. Placing a restriction on the
movement of a vehicle necessarily engages the right to
property.
However, the right to property is not limited, as the additional
requirement to obtain approval before moving an
immobilised vehicle will be authorised by law and will not be
imposed in an arbitrary manner. It will continue to be the case
that a vehicle will be able to be moved without the approval
of the chief commissioner for a range of reasons including,
for instance, that the vehicle is obstructing access to property.

The right is not limited, however, as the assessment of a
vehicle as a statutory write-off under the new criteria will be
made in accordance with law and will not be made arbitrarily.
The criteria must, for instance, be applied by assessors in
accordance with the technical guide approved by the
association of Australian and New Zealand road transport and
traffic authorities (Austroads).
Section 24(1) — fair hearing and section 25(1) — right to
be presumed innocent
Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. Section 25(1) of the charter act
provides that a person charged with a criminal offence has the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to
law.
Sale or disposal of vehicles deemed to be abandoned
The bill creates a new process for deeming certain impounded
or immobilised vehicles to be ‘abandoned’ and subsequently
sold or disposed of. The changes mean that this process can
occur before all legal proceedings relating to the relevant
offence have been completed. These changes limit the right to
a fair hearing and the right to be presumed innocent, as the
sale or disposal of a vehicle is analogous to a form of
punishment and is being imposed for alleged criminal
behaviour before any formal finding of guilt by an
independent and impartial court or tribunal.
Taking into account all relevant factors, however, including
the following, the limitation is reasonable.
(a) the nature of the right being limited
Where the sale or disposal of a vehicle that is deemed to be
abandoned occurs prior to any formal finding of guilt by a
court, it limits both the right to a fair hearing and the right to
be presumed innocent to the extent that those rights implicitly
require that no punishment for alleged criminal behaviour be
imposed unless the alleged offender has received a fair
hearing and been proved guilty according to law.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The sale or disposal of ‘abandoned’ immobilised or
impounded vehicles is necessary to ensure that vehicles are
released from immobilisation or collected from their place of
impoundment in a timely fashion. To date, a high percentage
of vehicles that are available for collection have not been
collected but have been effectively ‘abandoned’. The figure
for January 2012, for instance, is 23 per cent.
A factor in the number of impounded vehicles not being
collected is the requirement for the owner to pay towing and
storage charges before the vehicle’s release. These costs, and
any additional costs which may apply to, for instance, make
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the vehicle roadworthy, may exceed the value of the vehicle.
It is anticipated that there will be a similarly high percentage
of immobilised vehicles that will not be released from
immobilisation in a timely manner once the use of vehicle
immobilisation becomes more widespread.
Where a vehicle is abandoned, Victoria Police is left with the
burden of the unpaid designated costs and the cost of the
vehicle’s sale or disposal. In the case of immobilised vehicles
which are left unreleased, this can create public amenity
issues and difficulties for police in recovering immobilisation
devices for re-use.
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Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. Provisions of
the bill engage, but do not limit, rights conferred by
sections 12, 13(a) and 20 of the charter act. The provisions of
the bill that limit human rights under sections 24(1) and 25(1)
of the charter act are reasonable and proportionate taking into
account all relevant factors including those set out in
section 7(2) of the charter act.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

(c) the nature and extent of the limitation

Second reading
A number of safeguards apply to the new deeming process.
The notification process to have a vehicle deemed to be
abandoned can only commence seven days after an
impounded vehicle becomes available for collection and three
months after an immobilised vehicle becomes available for
release. This process cannot commence at all if the Chief
Commissioner of Police is aware that proceedings for the
release of the vehicle on exceptional hardship grounds are
already on foot.
The formal notification process will also give vehicle owners
30 days to pay the relevant designated costs and collect the
vehicle. A person substantially affected by the possible sale or
disposal will also be given 30 days to apply to the Magistrates
Court for an order that the vehicle is not abandoned and that
he or she has a genuine intention to collect or arrange for the
release of the vehicle. If an application is successful, then the
vehicle can only be disposed of once all legal proceedings
relating to the offence have been completed or the Chief
Commissioner of Police has obtained a disposal order under
subdivision 3 of division 5 of part 6A of the Road Safety Act
1986.
If an abandoned vehicle is sold or disposed of and a person is
not charged within a defined period or is ultimately found not
guilty of the relevant offence, persons with a proprietary
interest in the vehicle must be fairly compensated. It will
continue to be the case that where a person pays the
designated costs in respect of an impounded or immobilised
vehicle before the relevant court proceedings have been
finalised and that person is ultimately found not guilty of the
alleged offence, the designated costs will be repaid.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation of the right to a fair hearing and the right to be
presumed innocent is directly linked with the primary
purposes of the limitation, which are to ensure that vehicles
are released from immobilisation or collected from their place
of impoundment in a timely fashion and to prevent
unreasonable costs from being incurred by the police in
relation to vehicle impoundment and immobilisation.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
It would be possible to delay the deeming of a vehicle as
abandoned to allow offenders more time to collect or arrange
for the release of their vehicles. However, this would reduce
the effectiveness of the changes in terms of encouraging the
timely collection and release of vehicles and the minimisation
of costs associated with the scheme.

Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills)
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill:
implements an election commitment to require ‘hoon’
offenders to undertake a safe-driving course;
will make the vehicle impoundment scheme more
efficient for Victoria Police and reduce government
costs in administering the scheme; and
will establish new, more stringent and nationally agreed
criteria for assessing whether a damaged light motor
vehicle is a statutory write-off.
Safe-driving course for ‘hoon’ drivers
The bill will require the courts to order a person who has had
his or her vehicle impounded or immobilised after
committing an offence such as an excessive speeding, street
racing or a ‘loss of traction’ offence, to complete a
safe-driving course approved by VicRoads. VicRoads will
administer the safe-driving course program, approve the
course providers and monitor the program.
Offenders who do not complete a course as required by the
courts will be subject to licence suspension (or, if their licence
is already suspended, a further suspension on the expiration of
the existing suspension) or disqualification from driving in
Victoria or from obtaining a Victorian driver licence or
permit.
The introduction of the safe-driving course program, together
with recent changes such as the increase in the period of
immediate impoundment for first-time ‘hoon’ offenders to
30 days and the increase in the range of offences for which
vehicles can be impounded, are part of the government’s
commitment to dealing more effectively with ‘hoon’ drivers.
The government’s approach, which combines tough penalties
with programs that encourage behavioural change, provides a
firm response to ‘hoon’ driving, making it clear that the
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dangerous and antisocial behaviour of ‘hoon’ drivers will not
be tolerated in Victoria.
The costs of implementing and administering the safe-driving
course will be recovered in full through a fee paid by the
‘hoon’ offenders.
Vehicle impoundment scheme
Under the current vehicle impoundment scheme, impounded
vehicles are frequently abandoned. The high rates of
abandonment have made the scheme expensive for the state.
Where an impounded vehicle is not in a roadworthy condition
or has a low value, the expenses of any outstanding towing
and storage fees (which must be paid before the vehicle is
released) and the vehicle repair costs (which must be paid
before the vehicle receives a roadworthy certificate) can
exceed the value of the vehicle, leading some vehicle owners
to abandon their vehicles rather than pay for their release.
Under the current scheme it can take an average of between
12–14 months for the sale or disposal of uncollected
impounded vehicles as the current provisions prevent Victoria
Police commencing the sale or disposal process until all the
court proceedings relating to the relevant ‘hoon’ offence have
been finalised and the appeal period has expired. The delay in
commencing the sale or disposal process increases the storage
costs that Victoria Police incurs but is unable to recover from
offenders.
The bill introduces a new process, allowing for the earlier sale
or disposal of uncollected vehicles. If a vehicle has remained
uncollected for seven days after it becomes available for
collection, the Chief Commissioner of Police may notify
affected persons that the vehicle will be deemed to be
abandoned unless, within 30 days of the notice, it is collected
or certain appeal rights are exercised. An affected person may
then apply to the Magistrates Court for an order declaring that
the vehicle is not in fact abandoned. Obtaining such a court
order would end the new process, leaving the vehicle to be
dealt with according to the procedures currently in the act —
that is, the sale or disposal process could not commence until
all the court proceedings have run their course and relevant
appeal periods have expired.
It is expected that the new process will assist Victoria Police
in reducing the cost of managing the vehicle impoundment
scheme and will ensure that sufficient vehicle storage
capacity is available for impounded vehicles.
The bill provides for a similar mechanism for deeming
immobilised vehicles to be abandoned if they have remained
unreleased for three months.
The bill makes a number of other refinements to the vehicle
impoundment and immobilisation scheme.
The surrender powers are subject to time constraints — not
only must police officers wait 48 hours before issuing the
notice, but the notice must be served within 28 days of
detection of an offence by a road safety camera and within
10 days of detection in any other case. The time constraints
can be impractical where more time is needed to ascertain the
identity of a driver or await the results of blood or oral fluid
sample analysis.
The bill removes the 48-hour restriction and extends the time
which Victoria Police have to issue a surrender notice. It
provides that if an offence is detected by a road safety camera,
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the notice must be served within 42 days and if the offence
depends on the analysis of a blood or oral fluid sample, the
notice must be served within three months after the
commission of the offence.
The bill also makes a range of improvements to the operation
of vehicle immobilisation, including providing for the central
management of vehicle immobilisation by one unit of
Victoria Police, allowing police officers and authorised
persons to move immobilised vehicles that have been left in
dangerous or inappropriate locations and encouraging the
recycling of low-value vehicles.
New criteria for assessing whether a damaged light motor
vehicle is a statutory write-off
There are two types of written-off vehicles: repairable
write-offs and statutory write-offs. A repairable write-off can
be repaired and re-registered if it meets certain statutory
requirements (although it may not be economic to do so). A
statutory write-off, by contrast, cannot be re-registered and its
vehicle identification number is not permitted to be used on
another vehicle.
The bill will implement new, stricter criteria for assessing
whether damaged light motor vehicles (that is, motor
vehicles, other than motorbikes, that have a gross vehicle
mass 4.5 tonnes or less) should be entered as statutory
write-offs on the written-off vehicles register maintained by
VicRoads. The new criteria are part of a national scheme and
address a range of additional structural areas of vehicles
(including the pillars, the chassis and supplementary restraint
systems) which are relevant in determining whether a vehicle
is a repairable or a statutory write-off.
The changes will assist in ensuring that badly damaged
vehicles cannot be re-registered for use on the roads and will
also reduce the potential for the ‘rebirthing’ of damaged
vehicles.
Conclusion
To conclude, the measures in this bill will make valuable
changes to the impoundment and immobilisation scheme,
deliver on the government’s commitment to make ‘hoon’
offenders complete a safe-driving course and introduce new,
stricter and nationally agreed criteria for assessing whether
written-off light motor vehicles are statutory write-offs.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 August.
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Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. P. R. Hall; by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
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evidence-in-chief for use in a proceeding (other than the
original proceeding for which it was produced) before that
court or tribunal.
This amendment is compatible with the right to privacy
because it does not involve an unlawful or arbitrary
interference with a witness’s right to privacy or reputation.
This amendment will only allow the use of a child or
cognitively impaired witness’s recorded evidence at another
proceeding when the court determines that it is in the best
interests of the witness to do so, having regard to the need to
protect the privacy of the witness. The purpose of this
amendment is to prevent that witness from having to give
evidence more than once and thereby minimise the stress and
trauma that the witness is exposed to.
Section 24 — fair hearing and rights in criminal proceedings

For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations),
Hon. P. R. Hall tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Criminal
Procedure Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Criminal Procedure Amendment Bill
2012, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with human rights as set out in the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
This bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to:
(a) allow recorded evidence-in-chief under division 5 of
part 8.2 to be used in another proceeding before a court
or a tribunal;
(b) simplify the procedures that must be followed after the
execution of a warrant;
(c) enable the County Court and the Supreme Court to use
the power to impose aggregate sentences more
effectively;
(d) provide the Court of Appeal with a limited power to
correct an error in a sentence when refusing leave to
appeal.
The bill amends the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 to
simplify certain aspects of search warrant procedures. The bill
clarifies the existing aggregate sentencing powers under the
Sentencing Act 1991 to enable the County Court and
Supreme Court to more effectively use the power to impose
an aggregate sentence of imprisonment and to simplify the
task of a judge when imposing sentences reduced by virtue of
a plea of guilty. The bill also includes amendments that are
technical or consequential in nature.
Charter act rights that are relevant to the bill
Section 13: privacy and reputation
Clause 23 of the bill amends the Criminal Procedure Act to
provide that a court or tribunal may order the production of a
child or cognitively impaired witness’s recorded

Section 24(1) of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has a right to a fair and public hearing
and section 25(2)(g) provides that a person may examine, or
have examined, witnesses against him or her.
Clause 38 amends the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 in relation
to the procedural requirements that police must adhere to
following the execution of a search warrant. Clause 41 makes
the same change to the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981.
Currently, an item that is seized by police pursuant to a
warrant must be brought physically before the court, except if
that item is deemed to be bulky or cumbersome. An item that
is ‘bulky or cumbersome’ may be brought before the court by
giving evidence on oath to the court as to the present location
of the items and by producing a photograph of the seized
item. The bill removes the condition that the item must be
bulky and cumbersome for this exception to apply. The
amendment will mean that the requirement to bring any item
before court may be satisfied by adducing evidence on oath as
to the physical location of the item as well as photographic
evidence of the item seized.
It may be argued that this is relevant to the right to a fair
hearing under the charter act because it may raise issues in
relation to the integrity of the seized item and possible
non-compliance with the terms of a search warrant.
However, these amendments simply extend the current
exception that applies to bulky or cumbersome items to all
items seized under a search warrant. The obligation on police
officers to adhere to the terms of a search warrant and the
relevant legislation is not affected. Once an item is brought
before the court by photograph and by evidence on oath, it
will still come under the direction of the court in the same
manner as if it had been physically produced to the court.
Furthermore, under current practice, items produced to the
court are generally returned immediately to the possession of
the police after being sighted by a magistrate. For these
reasons, these provisions in the bill are compatible with the
right to a fair hearing and rights in criminal proceedings.
Section 27: retrospective criminal laws
Section 27 of the charter act prohibits the retrospective
application of criminal liability.
Clause 46 of the bill inserts new section 145 in the Sentencing
Act 1991. New section 145 is a transitional provision which
clarifies the way the Supreme Court or County Court may
impose aggregate sentences of imprisonment. The transitional
arrangement established by this provision means that the new
aggregate sentencing provisions will apply to sentences
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imposed after the commencement of the relevant provisions,
irrespective of when the relevant offences (which are the
subject of the sentences of imprisonment) were committed.
I do not consider this clause to be relevant to section 27 of the
charter act because it does not alter the criminal liability of an
accused nor does it alter the penalty that may be applied in
respect of an offence committed prior to the commencement
of the provision. Rather it simply clarifies the sentencing
arrangements that may apply to a person who has been tried
and convicted of an offence.
Clause 32 of the bill inserts new section 442(1) into the
Criminal Procedure Act. New section 442(1) is a transitional
provision which enables a single judge of the Court of Appeal
to apply the new test for determining a leave application to all
pending applications for leave to appeal against sentence,
irrespective of when the sentence was imposed or when the
application was commenced. The new test ensures that errors
in sentences are corrected and should also assist the Court of
Appeal in managing its significant appeals workload. This
transitional arrangement does not limit section 27 of the
charter act.
Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The just and efficient operation of criminal procedure laws is
crucial for an effective criminal justice system. This bill
further delivers on the government’s election commitment to
tackle delays and inefficiencies in the justice system.
The bill gives the courts greater flexibility in a range of
criminal procedures so that cases can be determined more
quickly. The bill will also simplify cumbersome warrant
procedures that unnecessarily take up the time of police and
magistrates.
Appeals by an offender against sentence
In February last year, the Court of Appeal introduced
far-reaching procedural reforms to reduce the backlog of
criminal appeals. In just one year, the Court of Appeal was
able to reduce the number of pending appeals from 532 to
268. The government has supported the Court of Appeal’s
ongoing work to reduce delays by providing ongoing
additional funding totalling $3.2 million over the next four
years in this year’s budget.
A crucial element of the court’s reforms is refusing leave to
appeal against sentence where there is no reasonable prospect
that the sentence will be reduced. However, in cases where an
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offender has been sentenced to imprisonment for a number of
offences, the court currently does not have the power to refuse
leave to appeal where there is an error in one of the sentences
imposed, even though that error may make no difference to
the overall total effective sentence imposed on the offender.
Division 1 of part 2 of the bill introduces an amendment to
enable the Court of Appeal to refuse leave where there is an
error in an individual sentence but there is no reasonable
prospect that the Court of Appeal would reduce the total
effective sentence. If leave to appeal is refused in that
circumstance, the court will be able to exercise a limited
power to correct an individual sentence. This power may also
be exercised where the Court of Appeal is constituted by a
single judge.
This approach will avoid court resources being tied up in a
full appeal where there is no reasonable prospect of the court
reducing the total effective sentence, while still allowing the
court to rectify errors in an individual sentence that do not
affect the total effective sentence.
Aggregate sentences
The bill also reforms the law relating to the imposition of
aggregate sentences in the trial court.
In recent years, the power of Victoria’s higher courts to
impose aggregate sentences of imprisonment in respect of
two or more offences has become a highly complex and
technical process. The general power to impose an aggregate
sentence of imprisonment under the Sentencing Act 1991 was
considered by the Court of Appeal in DPP v. Felton
[2007] VSCA 65 (Felton’s case). In this decision, the Court of
Appeal determined that, when imposing aggregate sentences
of imprisonment, it is necessary for sentencing judges to
identify the separate events giving rise to specific counts and
to consider each separate sentence to be imposed in respect of
each offence. This effectively required the court to do almost
everything that is required when imposing individual
sentences except formally make orders for concurrency or
accumulation.
This requirement has placed an onerous burden on sentencing
judges. It has also diminished the overall utility of aggregate
sentences.
Division 3 of part 4 of this bill amends the Sentencing Act to
clarify the use of aggregate sentencing in the County Court
and the Supreme Court and to provide that the technical
requirements imposed by the Court of Appeal in Felton’s case
no longer apply. The amendment will make clear that, in the
course of imposing an aggregate sentence of imprisonment, a
sentencing judge is not required to identify the separate events
giving rise to specific offences, the individual sentences that
would have been imposed for each specific offence or
whether those sentences would have been imposed
concurrently. This change simplifies the sentencing process,
reduces the risk of technical appeal points, and addresses the
onerous limitations imposed by the decision in Felton’s case.
The bill also applies these principles of aggregation to
sentences involving fines, as well as those involving
imprisonment.
These amendments will simplify plea hearings and enable
judges to sentence more efficiently in cases involving
multiple offences, where at present orders as to concurrency
and cumulation can become very complex. The effective use
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of aggregate sentencing is also important for victims of crime
and the broader community, because it focuses on the total
effective sentence imposed in response to the offender’s
overall offending.
Sexual offence reforms
Clauses 21 to 23 of the bill will expand the use of recorded
evidence-in-chief of children and cognitively impaired
witnesses. Currently, this type of recorded evidence can only
be used in the prosecution of sexual offences or specific
indictable assault offences.
The bill will allow prerecorded evidence to be admissible in
proceedings for offences involving child pornography and
sexual performance involving a minor, as well as for
proceedings for summary assault offences when they are
related to the specified indictable offences for which recorded
evidence can be used. The bill will also allow evidence that
has been recorded to be used in other proceedings in another
Victorian court or tribunal — for example in family violence
proceedings and hearings before VOCAT, if the court or
tribunal is satisfied that it is in the best interests of the child to
do so. The broader use of recorded evidence will help avoid a
child having to give their evidence about a traumatic criminal
offence on multiple occasions.
Special hearings are an important process established for
taking evidence from children and cognitively impaired
complainants in sexual offence proceedings. The special
hearing provisions were introduced in 2006 to implement
recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform Commission
in its 2004 final report, Sexual Offences — Law and
Procedure.
Currently, special hearings are conducted prior to the
commencement of the trial and the complainant’s evidence is
prerecorded, admitted into evidence at the trial and played
before the jury. In 2011 the Sexual Assault Reform Strategy
evaluation found that the conduct of special hearings as a
separate pretrial process has contributed to increased delays in
the prosecution of other sexual offence cases and has placed
an increasingly onerous burden on court resources. It has also
contributed to court delay by effectively doubling the time
that would be required if the complainant were to give
evidence during the trial. This is because the special hearing
must be recorded, which will often take one to two days, and
then the recording is played to the jury once the trial has
commenced.
Over the six years that special hearings have been in use,
much has been learnt about how a special hearing can best be
conducted. The special hearing is not a substitute for a
committal proceeding. It is part of the trial process. Counsel
need to conduct the special hearings accordingly and not as a
‘dry run’ in which the evidence of a complainant can be later
edited to ensure admissibility.
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Where a special hearing is conducted during the trial,
clause 26 of the bill will provide greater certainty for
complainants as to when they will need to give evidence and
will support the need for the complainant’s evidence to be
completed without disruption if possible. This recognises that
if a special hearing is conducted during a trial, there will be
other factors that affect the conduct of the special hearing.
These requirements preserve key benefits of the pretrial
process while avoiding the duplication of time and resources
involved with conducting special hearings before the trial.
This change will enable the courts to manage cases in a more
efficient manner while recognising the individual needs of
each case and each complainant.
Children’s Court appeals
The bill contains a number of amendments to appeal
processes, particularly in part 3 of the bill concerning appeals
from the Children’s Court. These reforms include providing a
new power to reserve a question of law for consideration by
the Court of Appeal where a difficult legal issue arises in an
appeal from the Children’s Court to the County Court or the
trial division of the Supreme Court. A similar power is
provided where an appeal from the Magistrates Court is heard
in the County Court. This and other reforms to appeal
processes in this bill will ensure that the same processes are
available whether a case commences in the Children’s Court
or the Magistrates Court.
Warrants
Search warrants are an important investigative tool for
Victoria Police. Divisions 1 and 2 of part 4 of this bill amend
provisions for warrants under both the Magistrates’ Court Act
1989 and the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act
1981. Under both acts, once police have executed a search
warrant they must bring the items they have seized before the
Magistrates Court for the item to be dealt with according to
the law. In practice, this generally results in items being
returned immediately to the possession of the police after
being sighted by a magistrate. This is time consuming for
both police and magistrates. An exception to the current
requirements is provided under the Magistrates’ Court Act
where the item is bulky or cumbersome. In this situation the
police officer may provide evidence as to where the item is
and produce a photograph of the item. The bill will enable
this simple and practical approach to be used for all items,
irrespective of whether the item is bulky or cumbersome. This
will provide more efficient processes for both police and
magistrates.
The amendments made by this bill will introduce important
improvements to the criminal justice system that will help
reduce delays and better provide for the needs of vulnerable
victims of crime when giving evidence before our courts.
I commend the bill to the house.

To reduce the delay caused by this dual process, this bill
introduces an amendment to allow the court to conduct
special hearings either before a trial or during a trial.
Clause 24 sets out a number of factors to which the court
must have regard in determining whether to conduct the
special hearing before or during a trial. These factors will
enable the court to consider the needs of complainants in each
case to determine the best approach to adopt.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 August.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (MISCELLANEOUS) BILL
2012

Repealing section 101(2) of the act therefore removes the
preservation of the rights held at the time of the 1958 act, and
as such positively engages section 8 of the charter act.
2.

Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. P. R. Hall; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. P. R. Hall tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Local
Government Legislation Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2012.
In my opinion, the Local Government Legislation
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2012, as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act.
Overview of bill
The bill has the following main purposes:
1.

to generally improve the operation of councils and
council elections;

2.

to provide for the appointment of a probity auditor;

3.

to amend the method by which interest is charged on
unpaid rates and charges;

4.

to clarify costs matters in VCAT hearings into councillor
misconduct.

Human rights issues
The bill engages the following human rights:
1.

Recognition and equality before the law — section 8 of
the charter act

Clause 17 repeals section 101(2) of the Local Government
Act 1989 (act). Section 101(2) provided that the Local
Government (Long Service Leave) Regulations 2012 (long
service leave regulations) cannot reduce or adversely affect
the position of council staff in respect of their service or
reduce their entitlements held at the time of the Local
Government Act 1958 and prior to the 1989 act.
The effect of section 101(2) was to preserve privileges in the
current long service leave regulations which are out of step
with current norms, and which discriminate based on marital
status and whether a person has children.
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Privacy and reputation — section 13 of the charter act

Clause 7 repeals section 57 of the act, which made it an
offence to make or publish false or defamatory statements in
relation to a candidate in a council election.
Although clause 7 engages a candidate’s right not to have his
or her reputation unlawfully attacked, it does not limit this
right. The Defamation Act 2005 (Defamation Act) already
codifies the common law of tort of defamation, providing a
person with a right of action if another person makes a
defamatory statement about them. This effectively covers the
types of statement to which section 57 of the act is intended to
apply. Furthermore, not only were prosecutions under
section 57 very uncommon, under the Defamation Act courts
are provided with a wide discretion to impose damages up to
$250 000 for non-economic loss, which is considerably more
than the penalty under section 57 of the act.
Clause 9 requires the chief executive officer of a council to
make available on the council’s internet website the names of
candidates in an election that submitted their election
campaign donation return, and the names of persons that
made a gift and the total value of the gifts.
The type of information provided under clause 9 does not
arbitrarily breach a person’s right to privacy, since it is
already public information under the act, and is only limited
to ensuring full disclosure of donations provided to fund
election campaigns of candidates. Since council decisions can
have a significant impact on people and the community, the
stakes involved in council elections are quite high. As such,
certain people may donate generously to the election
campaigns of candidates. Public transparency in regard to
such donations is therefore essential.
Clause 18 allows a probity auditor to require a councillor or
member of council staff to produce documents, provide
information or give reasonable assistance where it will assist
in his or her duty to monitor council processes in dealing with
a complaint about a council chief executive officer. Such
information may include private information. This
amendment does not interfere with the councillor’s or
member’s privacy, since the material is limited to information
relating to council processes, and furthermore it is a key role
of the auditor to monitor the integrity of council processes to
ensure that the privacy of personal information is protected.
Clause 20 amends section 139(4A) of the act to require that
members of council audit committees lodge primary and
ordinary returns, disclosing members’ interests including
interests in a corporation or land within the municipality.
This amendment is lawful and does not amount to an arbitrary
interference with the member’s privacy, especially given
members’ existing obligations relating to conflict of interests
and duties of disclosure under the act. The purpose of such a
disclosure and the maintaining of a register are important to
ensure transparency and accountability in local government.
3.

Property rights — section 20 of the charter act

Clauses 21 and 22 positively engage property rights since
they provide for the minister to intervene to ensure that the
type or class of land specified by a council for the levying of
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differential rates is fair and appropriate, and for a fairer
method of calculating interest payable by ratepayers in
relation to unpaid rates and charges, respectively.

councils. It includes amendments to the Local Government
Act 1989, the City of Melbourne Act 2001 and the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998.

Further, clause 28 improves the owner of the vehicle’s ability
to reclaim their property and therefore positively engages this
right.

Amendments to the Local Government Act will improve the
conduct of council meetings and clarify decision-making
processes.

4.

This includes inserting a clear statement in the Local
Government Act about the way council decisions may be
made. Council decisions may only be made in a properly
constituted council meeting or, if council has delegated its
decision-making power to a committee or officer, by that
committee or officer.

Fair hearing — section 24 of the charter act

Clause 32 provides that councils are only liable to bear the
legal costs of parties to a councillor conduct panel or
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
hearings, where the council is a party to the hearing at its own
initiative, rather than in all VCAT hearings. Clause 32
positively engages the right to a fair hearing as it continues to
ensure that individual councillors are not disadvantaged when
taken to VCAT by a well-resourced council.
5.

Rights in criminal proceedings — section 25 of the
charter act

Clause 18 provides that under new section 108(3) a probity
auditor may require a councillor or a member of council staff
to produce a document, provide information or give
reasonable assistance if the probity auditor considers it will
assist in performing his or her duties.
This does not limit the right that a person charged with a
criminal offence is not to be compelled to testify against
himself or herself or to confess guilt. Under new
section 108(4), a failure to comply with such a request of the
probity auditor is only reported where the refusal is
unreasonable. A person may therefore reasonably refuse to
comply, where for instance the person reasonably considers
that doing so would result in self-incrimination. Further, the
type of information is limited to information that will assist
the probity auditor in its role in advising the council on
probity issues relating to a complaint against the chief
executive officer.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act
because it does not limit any human right protected by the
charter act.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Local Government Legislation Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2012 will make a variety of amendments
to local government legislation to improve the operation of

A council decision must not be made in an assembly of
councillors, such as in an advisory committee or in a
councillor briefing.
The bill will remove an unenforceable provision that makes it
compulsory for all councillors in a council meeting to vote.
This will be replaced by a provision specifying that a majority
of the councillors in the meeting must vote in favour of a
motion before the motion can pass. This will allow a
councillor to abstain from voting in a meeting, but the
abstention will not alter the number of votes required for the
motion to pass.
A councillor who has left the meeting because of a conflict of
interest, or who is otherwise absent, is not counted as either
having voted or as an abstention for the purpose of this
provision.
The bill also includes some specific procedural improvements
for conflicts of interest. These include allowing a councillor
with conflicts of interest in sequential items before council to
make all his or her disclosures before the first item, rather
than having to re-enter the meeting to disclose for each one.
A councillor who has a conflict of interest in an item in the
council plan will be able to vote on the final council plan if,
and only if, council has previously voted to include that item
in the plan and the councillor disclosed the conflict of interest
when the previous vote was taken. It is important that all
councillors are able to participate in approving the council
plan.
Some amendments deal with processes to be followed when
dealing with alleged misconduct. New provisions will allow
the appointment of a probity auditor, at the discretion of the
Secretary of the Department of Planning and Community
Development.
A probity auditor may only be requested by a chief executive
officer or a mayor. A council does not require the ability to
request a probity auditor, as it has the power to appoint a
probity auditor at its own discretion.
The role of a probity auditor would be to monitor internal
council processes where there has been a formal complaint of
bullying, victimisation or harassment against the chief
executive officer. The probity auditor may also provide
advice to the council.
A probity auditor’s area of interest will be limited to council
processes in relation to the complaint. He or she will not deal
with the substance of the complaint, which will continue to be
subject to any relevant judicial, administrative or contractual
arrangements.
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At the conclusion of an audit, the probity auditor will provide
a report to the council, the mayor, the chief executive officer
and the secretary.
In regard to councillor conduct matters, an amendment to the
VCAT act will help clarify some issues in councillor conduct
hearings.
An existing provision, which requires the council to pay the
costs of individual councillors in a VCAT hearing, will be
limited to situations where the council is the applicant in
VCAT or where the council voluntarily becomes a party to
the matter.
The purpose of this amendment is to remove a possible
inducement for individual councillors to apply for their
councillor conduct panel matter to be referred to VCAT so
that council will have to pay their legal costs. It will retain the
protection for an individual councillor when the council has
initiated action against him or her in VCAT.
The members of a councillor conduct panel are required to be
parties to any application to VCAT when there has been an
application for a review of the panel decision. The bill will
extend the term of office of panel members to the end of any
such VCAT hearing. This is to ensure that panel members
continue to be subject to immunity under the Local
Government Act and they continue to be paid by the council.
A significant amendment in the bill will require each chief
executive officer to publish a summary of election campaign
donations, disclosed by candidates in the council’s elections,
on the council’s website. This will include the name of each
donor and the value of the donations made by each donor.
The bill will remove a provision making it an offence to
defame a candidate in a council election. This is an
inappropriate and ineffective provision. Defamation is treated
as a civil matter in state and federal elections and should be
the same in local government elections.
The bill will alter the meeting requirements for regional
library boards. Currently regional library boards must comply
with meeting requirements that apply to councils, which
imposes some unnecessary burdens. The bill will allow
members of a library board to attend meetings by electronic
means, subject to approval of its local law by the member
councils.
Significant reforms are proposed to legislation relating to the
levying of differential rates. This is in response to a recent
trend for councils to use differential rates in ways that
discriminate against particular industries or businesses by
imposing artificially high rates on them.
The bill includes a head of power for the minister to issue
guidelines on the appropriate uses of differential rates.
Councils will be required to have regard to the guidelines
when setting differential rates.
If the minister considers that the imposition of a differential
rate will be inconsistent with the guidelines, he or she will be
able to seek an order in council to prevent the levying of a
differential rate in respect of the particular type or class of
land.
The bill will require councils to publish details of differential
rates on the internet as well as increasing, from 30 to 60 days,
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the time allowed for a person to seek a review in VCAT about
the way their land has been classified for differential rating.
An amendment is also proposed to the way penalty interest is
calculated on unpaid rates and charges. In future, penalty
interest will only be payable from the date when each
quarterly instalment is due. This will apply even when a
council allows payment in a lump sum. If a lump sum is not
paid on time, penalty interest will be calculated as if the rates
were being paid in instalments.
The bill includes a number of administrative changes.
Members of council audit committees, who can have access
to confidential and sensitive information, will be required to
lodge regular returns in which they disclose their interests.
An obsolete provision, preserving long service leave rights in
a way that is inconsistent with the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, will be repealed.
Provisions allowing councils to dispose of unregistered and
abandoned vehicles will be amended to mirror provisions in
the Road Management Act 2004, applying to VicRoads. This
will include having to take reasonable steps to notify a
vehicle’s owner before disposing of the vehicle.
As titled, this bill will make a number of miscellaneous
amendments to local government legislation. Some of these
amendments are quite significant and the bill will
substantially improve the administration of local government
in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 August.

PORT MANAGEMENT FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2012
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. P. R. Hall; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. P. R. Hall tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Port
Management Further Amendment Bill 2012.
In my opinion, the Port Management Further Amendment
Bill 2012, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
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compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.

Act 1995 for the port of Geelong. This change facilitates
better coordination of whole-of-port planning for the port.

Overview of bill

The bill also makes a small change to improve the hazardous
activities scheme at the port of Melbourne.

The bill improves the safety and environmental management
plan (SEMP) scheme in the Port Management Act 1995
through a number of means including establishing a statement
of objectives for SEMPs and requiring three-yearly audits to
be undertaken of all port managers. The proposal also
establishes the Victorian Regional Channels Authority as the
responsible authority for the port development strategy
required under the Port Management Act 1995 for the port of
Geelong. Finally, the bill clarifies the regulation of hazardous
activities at the port of Melbourne.
Human rights issues
No human rights issues arise from the bill.
Conclusion
In my opinion, the Port Management Further Amendment
Bill 2012 is compatible with the charter act.
Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This is a small bill which is consistent with the government’s
clear long-term vision for the development of commercial
ports in Victoria. This bill improves standards and efficiency
at Victoria’s ports.
The bill improves the safety and environment management
plan (SEMP) scheme in the Port Management Act 1995 by
ensuring that the SEMP process is more outcome focused.
This is achieved by establishing a statement of objectives for
SEMPs, which are to promote improvements in safety and
environmental outcomes and an integrated and systematic
approach to risk management.
Port managers are required to set out how they intend to
improve port safety and environmental outcomes.
Certification requirements are also removed to eliminate
duplication with audits and to reduce the red tape burden on
industry. Audits will be needed for all ports every three years.
Port managers will also need to provide an annual report to
the minister on port safety and environmental performance.
The bill also establishes the Victorian Regional Channels
Authority as the responsible authority for the port
development strategy required under the Port Management

Honourable members are referred to the explanatory
memorandum and clause notes for the bill for more detailed
information about the proposal.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. M. P. PAKULA
(Western Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 23 August.

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES AMENDMENT
BILL 2012
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 June; motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to this debate, and I state at the outset that we
in the Labor Party do not oppose the amendments
contained in the Residential Tenancies Amendment
Bill 2012. The bill has several primary provisions,
some of which further protect the rights of tenants and
some of which protect the interests of landlords.
The bill clarifies the implementation of serving a
notification of breach of duty by a tenant or a landlord.
A notice to vacate or a notice of intention to vacate may
be served following the third successive breach of duty.
Breaches entail failing to maintain the property
properly, breaking the peace by inflicting unacceptably
loud noise on the neighbourhood, inappropriate
aggressive behaviour or generally being in breach of
the lease contract — in other words, three strikes and
you are out. However, dispute settlement arrangements
are clarified to allow tenants and landlords to resolve
difficulties between the parties within reasonable time
frames.
There are still too many reported incidents of landlords
ripping off tenants for their bond money, so as an
additional protection for tenants the bill will prohibit a
landlord from requesting a tenant’s signature on a bond
claim unless the bond repayment amounts have first
been entered on the form. Under this bill’s provisions,
bond repayment amounts cannot be filled in later by the
landlord in the absence of the tenant. The bill also
specifies the duty of a landlord to lodge a bond with the
Residential Tenancies Bond Authority to include
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lodgement of part payments or instalment payments of
a bond.
Importantly, those bond moneys provided by the
director of housing and held by the RTBA will be
repaid to the director of housing. This will free up
money to assist other people who are seeking a tenancy
but are without sufficient funds to pay their bond
money up-front. The total amount of bond loans
currently held by the Residential Tenancies Bond
Authority is $740 000. It is time these funds were
released to where they will do the most good.
I turn now to the issue of rooming houses, which have
been operating in Victoria for several years. The bill
provides protection for those vulnerable or at-risk
members of our community who find themselves
homeless and in a position where they have no other
options available to them but to take a room in a
rooming house at extremely high rent. In some cases
the rooming houses are in an appalling condition. There
has been a lot of publicity in the media about rooming
house tenants being exploited by greedy landlords and
fly-by-night operators who are only in the business of
making a fast dollar at the expense of the most
desperate and needy in our community. The legislation
will enhance the standard of accommodation, and
frankly this reform is long overdue.
The bill amends the Residential Tenancies Act 1997
relating to caravan parks and rooming houses as well as
the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008. It also
provides for the establishment of a rooming houses
register, a mechanism that will assist in the monitoring
and regulation of those properties on the list. The bill
also amends the Business Licensing Authority Act
1998 in relation to delegation powers, and it amends the
Consumer Affairs Legislation Amendment (Reform)
Act 2010 and the Sale of Land Act 1962 in relation to
contracts for the sale of lots in a plan of subdivision and
for other purposes.
Some of the amendments are purely housekeeping,
while others seek to establish a humane and protected
living environment for the less fortunate in the
community. We support this bill, and I wish it a speedy
passage.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the previous speaker for providing such
comprehensive detail of the technicalities of this bill.
The Greens will be supporting the bill because it is an
extremely straightforward piece of legislation that will
provide assistance to people who need it. Like the
previous speaker, I was quite astounded when I read
that there is an amount of $740 000 sitting with the
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Residential Tenancies Bond Authority. This is money
that the Office of Housing uses so that people can get a
bond to get into new premises. It is something that
helps people to re-establish private rental. If all that
money is just sitting there because the mechanism is not
straightforward enough, that is one of the really
important things that this bill will address and it is one
of the reasons why we are supporting it. In the past few
years we have heard dreadful stories about rooming
houses, particularly about what people in rooming
houses have to pay when for whatever reason that ends
up being their only choice of accommodation.
With those few words, the Greens will be supporting
this bill because it is an important but very
straightforward bill and it is quite necessary.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — It is very
heartening to hear that the government has the support
of both the opposition and the Greens on this bill,
because it provides greater certainty to landlords as well
as tenants when a rent agreement is established. This
will be brought about through the clarification of the
provisions relating to the duties that both parties are
required to undertake, whether it be keeping the
property clean as a tenant or maintaining the property
as a landlord. When a duty is breached on a number of
occasions there needs to be the ability for the aggrieved
to bring the agreement to a close. It may be that a
landlord does not act when a toilet backs up or there is a
problem with the heater and cumulatively that makes it
very difficult for the tenant to use the premises for their
accommodation. Alternatively, if the premises are not
being kept clean or a tenant is making undue noise and
is disruptive in the neighbourhood, a landlord needs to
be able to act.
Once the bill is passed the amendments made by it will
apply to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997. The
amendments will apply to a landlord in a fixed-term
tenancy, as provided by section 240; a tenant of a
rented premises, as provided by section 249; a resident
of a rooming house, as provided by section 283; a
caravan park resident, as provided by section 308; an
owner of a part 4A site, as provided by section 317V;
and a tenant of a part 4A site, as provided by
section 317ZB. You are almost thinking of
supplementary numbers after that! As mentioned, this
bill provides greater protection for those utilising
rooming houses, and I look forward to future legislation
reaching this house which will further entrench the
rights of rooming house tenants to receive a minimum
duty of care from their landlords.
These amendments have come about following
decisions by the Victorian Civil and Administrative
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Tribunal which guided judgements that breaches of the
same duty had to have occurred three times before an
action could be taken. We will change that so that the
third occasion of a breach is the trigger for an
agreement to come to its conclusion. These
amendments to the Residential Tenancies Act 1997
preserve the right of those to whom a duty is owed to
have action taken to rectify an issue or to have a rent
agreement voided. The amendments will also solidify
the duty of landlords to place bond money with the
Residential Tenancies Bond Authority registry.
Landlords will be required to place instalments for
bonds with the registry if that is the way they have
agreed to receive the bonds.
Some issues have been caused in the past by landlords
holding bond deposits until the full bond amount has
been accumulated. By ensuring that all funds are
deposited into the register as they are collected, we are
ensuring that should an issue arise over the time the
payments of the bond are being made they can be
claimed by a tenant or utilised by a landlord via
legitimate means. In some cases the Department of
Human Services can pay all or part of a bond on behalf
of a tenant. This means that a person seeking assistance
for housing can move into a property even if they are
having difficulty in raising a lump sum bond or the
department is providing rent assistance to the tenant.
This arrangement works well. However, there are
instances when a tenant leaves a rental property and the
bond remains in the register. Unfortunately in this case,
where the department has paid the bond, there is no
incentive for the tenant to actually do the paperwork
required to release the moneys — or they just plain
forget. This means that we have $740 000 of the
department’s money floating around in limbo. This
legislation will release that money, allowing for the
department to provide more assistance to needy people
right across our state.
In relation to the filling out of forms to release bond
money from the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority,
it will be illegal for a landlord to have a tenant sign a
blank form or a form on which the refund amount has
not been filled in. There has been a practice of landlords
saying, ‘Just sign off on it; I’ll fill in the rest’. That will
not be allowed any more. It will be illegal to do so, and
that is a good thing. If someone signs a legal
document — and they should not be doing that
anyway — which says, ‘This is the amount of money
that I agree needs to be paid to my landlord at the end
of this lease agreement’, they now have this legal
protection such that they cannot be forced into signing a
blank or incorrectly filled out form for having their
bond returned to them.
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In conclusion, the Residential Tenancies Amendment
Bill 2012 clarifies the position of both tenants and
landlords. It sets out clearly the way in which issues for
a tenant or landlord should be progressed if remedies
are not attempted, and ultimately it allows for the
aggrieved party to seek an exit from the arrangement.
The amendment allows for the Department of Human
Services to recoup the bonds it pays on behalf of a
tenant at the end of their lease so that resources can be
redeployed to assist others seeking help getting into a
home.
Both the Real Estate Institute of Victoria and the
Tenants Union of Victoria were consulted. These
changes will be communicated through changes to the
Consumer Affairs Victoria Renting a Home — A Guide
for Tenants booklet, as well as updates to the Consumer
Affairs Victoria website, and communication will be
entered into with relevant stakeholders. Considering
that the opposition and the Greens do not oppose this
bill, I look forward to its passage.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a brief contribution to a very important piece of
legislation, one that affects landlords and tenants across
the state and which is critical to the ongoing strength of
the residential tenancy market. The rental market is a
key part of housing options for Victorians. Many
people cannot afford to buy their own homes, more so
today given the growing thousands who have lost their
jobs since the Baillieu-Ryan government took office.
Others simply choose not to buy their own homes.
Renting is the best option for such persons, but the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal has made
this a little more difficult. The manner in which VCAT
has interpreted the existing act is forcing us to bring this
amendment forward. Two residential tenancy cases,
Burwah Holdings Pty Ltd v. McLaren and Leonard and
Pekar v. Tein and Cheng, stand out as examples of
where VCAT has produced an interpretation that differs
from that which the Parliament raised when the original
bill was put before us.
However, what seriously concerns me is yet another
example of this government failing to consult and thus
producing legislation that barely scratches the surface
of making life better for Victorians. I have been advised
that relevant bodies were not consulted about this
legislation. If that is the case, I must ask if the
government of Mr Baillieu and Mr Ryan truly believes
in representative democracy and in discussing and
developing good legislation rather than legislation on
the run, which has been the mantle of this confusing
regime.
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If the Baillieu-Ryan government had learnt how to spell
the word ‘consultation’, it would have realised that
benefits come from positive actions such as talking to
people and listening and seeking to create good laws
and policies rather than average ones. To me, this is
also a lost opportunity to make further changes to the
act to strengthen requirements for both tenants and
landlords — about appropriate behaviour, about how
property should be treated, about repairs and about the
many issues that effectively lead some landlords into
war with their tenants.
Most landlords and tenants are honest. Most respect the
other and do the right thing. But those who do not do
the right thing hurt the market for everyone, and this is
where we must act. For example, in this bill we are told
that unclaimed bond moneys, currently some $740 000,
will be given to the director of housing. What will
happen to this money? The information on this is not as
clear as it should be. For example, after 12 months or
even 24 months of bond moneys being unclaimed,
landlords could make claims of up to $5000 to help
cover clean-up costs after bad tenants have left without
doing the right thing. Interest-free loans could also be
made to university students who are seeking to rent a
property, especially international students, to help that
market recover from the slump that has occurred since
this government came to power. There is a difference
between paying rent and paying the bond that landlords
have a right to seek. Sometimes that bond is too much
for a young person to even start in the rental game.
This bill goes nowhere near such issues. As such, it is a
wasted opportunity to craft legislation geared for now
and prepared for tomorrow, legislation that also covers
the sometimes darker world of rental properties known
as rooming houses, where there are many problems and
issues, as a number of people have advised me. There
are many aspects of this bill which demand greater
attention. Members on this side of the house will pursue
those matters, although the history of this government
is that it simply does not listen. The opposition does not
oppose this bill as it does mark a step forward.
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PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT
AMENDMENT (VICSMART PLANNING
ASSESSMENT) BILL 2012
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The minister’s
media release of 7 June says the amendments made by
the bill follow the recommendations of the Victorian
Planning System Ministerial Advisory Committee. One
of those recommendations is that:
A code assess process be developed and piloted in selected
municipalities for a variety of buildings and/or works and/or
nominated subdivision proposals.

I ask the minister if it is intended that that pilot proceed.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
pilot nominated by the ministerial advisory committee
is different to the VicSmart legislation.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I hope the
minister can elaborate somewhat, because there is a
reference to a code assess process being developed in
the pilot, and I wonder on what basis it is different from
the VicSmart legislation.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
recommendation of the advisory committee is to trial
and pilot in relation to building and construction
permits. That is not what the VicSmart process is about;
it is about small-end permits. That is not what the
government’s intention is for VicSmart.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just to be clear,
the recommendation is that a process be developed and
piloted in selected municipalities for a variety of
buildings and/or nominated subdivision proposals. I ask
the minister whether the government supports the pilot
recommended by the advisory committee. Will it
proceed?

Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
different from the bill we are debating at this point in
time.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Another
recommendation in relation to assessment streams for
permit applications is for an audit. Just on that, is the
minister able to give us any indication as to whether
that pilot will proceed?
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
not something I am considering at this point in time.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The other
recommendation is that an audit of existing permit
triggers in the planning scheme be undertaken to
identify where permit triggers can be reduced. I ask the
minister: will he be conducting that audit?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Again,
it is not something that is on my desk at this point in
time.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — In the minister’s
media release I think he talks about hoping to have a
10 per cent reduction in annual permit activity. Is
that — the progress the bill makes once it becomes
legislation — something that he will be reporting on to
the Parliament, and is it something that will be
monitored, audited, reviewed and made public? I
suppose the question is: will the community be able to
have a sense of the impact of the bill in terms of the
reduction in annual permit activity?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
a good point. I have not considered that, but I am happy
to consider it.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am pleased
that the minister is happy to consider it, and I ask: will
he be happy to report back to this chamber on the
outcome of his considerations?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I hope the
minister is still pleased and happy and all the rest of it.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes, I
am happy to have an assessment of how it is going after
a period of, say, 12 months to see where it is
implemented, and I am happy to report back.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Like a
bunch of little Vegemites! Mr Tee?
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — We will move
through this reasonably quickly with that positive
attitude. I think the second-reading speech talked about
the implementation of the bill in the sense that the bill is
very broad, almost in effect an enabling bill, and that
the fine grain will be set out in planning scheme
amendments and regulations. In terms of the planning
scheme amendments, is it envisaged that a local council
will be able to initiate a planning scheme amendment
under the VicSmart proposals?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — No. As
Mr Tee correctly stated, this is an enabling bill — it is a
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head of power — and then through what already exists
within the zoning structure the councils will be able to
use or develop a codified system. Once the system is
developed by a council then it will be a permit process,
so once the codified permit process is in place a council
will then be able to take an application. If it meets the
guidelines outlined in the codified system, it will then
flow through the permit process according to the
principles of VicSmart, which is simply the enabling
legislation that has been put forward. Obviously
through the schedules a planning scheme amendment
would not be necessary, given that a number of those
zones are already active in terms of the implementation
of the VicSmart model.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am having a
quick look at the second-reading speech. Will there be a
planning scheme amendment that will implement the
code assess process in the sense of there being a
planning scheme amendment that will set out the
requirements?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — As I
said, the details of the zoning structure already exist to
be able to bring in the VicSmart model. In terms of
implementation, a planning scheme amendment process
will be put in place for councils that do not have the
correct zoning structure, and that will enable VicSmart
to be implemented in those municipalities.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
second-reading speech states:
A planning scheme will be able to exempt specified
applications from the formal ‘further information’
requirements of the act and from certain decision-making
criteria in the act.

If members of the public want to see which class of
permits are exempted, would they look to a planning
scheme amendment for that?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes,
that is correct.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just to be clear,
is that planning scheme something a local council can
initiate?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — A
council can initiate that.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Does the
minister envisage that in terms of the way the planning
schemes will operate — and I leave aside the capacity
for councils to initiate planning schemes — it is his
intention to initiate a planning scheme to cover most of
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the classes? I suppose the question is: will the planning
scheme amendments be required to identify that?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — If I
understand Mr Tee correctly, the answer is yes, you
would need to, for example, bring a codified system for
a fence into the planning scheme, and that will set the
detail, as he correctly says, of the identified permit
applications that are being codified into the planning
schemes so that people will obviously know what is in
the VicSmart system.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I suppose the
other way of looking at it is if a member of the public
wanted to see which class of permits were in the
VicSmart process, they would need to have a look at
the planning scheme amendment. I want to ask what
the minister’s intentions are in terms of initiating those
planning scheme amendments. Does he intend to have a
number of planning scheme amendments? Is there a
process he has in mind in terms of consultation with
councils and communities?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
default is of course yes, although the detail will be
worked out if and when this bill passes the Parliament.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The answer is
yes, there will be a consultation process with councils
and with the community in terms of what goes into that
planning scheme — the detail — which will set out the
class of permits that are part of the VicSmart process.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That
level of implementation will be worked through if and
when this bill passes the Parliament.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — As the minister
says, I think we are in furious agreement, but just to be
clear: the bill is an enabling provision, it does not
provide any limits in terms of the powers, so in terms of
height restrictions, for example, those are not found
anywhere in the bill. Is that correct?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — As
Mr Tee correctly says, it is an enabling bill, so the
details of where it will apply are set out in the
government’s fact sheet, and the necessity to bring
those into local planning schemes will require a
planning scheme amendment so that you have a
codified system of those permit applications which may
fit into a VicSmart regime. That is the government’s
intention.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Can the minister
also confirm that there is material he has put out which
says that if after, I think, 10 days the permit is not
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granted, the applicant can go to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal? Under the VicSmart process
is there any capacity for councils or third parties to
bring a VicSmart permit to VCAT?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
VicSmart permit is a codified system. The council
codifies its own system, so it would be an odd
occurrence for a responsible authority to bring itself to
VCAT on a codified system.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — If I can break up
the question into two parts, if a VicSmart permit
application is approved by the CEO of the council, is a
member of the community able to challenge that permit
application in VCAT?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
whole process of a VicSmart permit, which is reflective
of what the previous government brought forward in
the Cutting Red Tape in Planning document, is the
same as the process that exists in a residential zone, a
capital city zone or a property development zone, and
in the VicSmart case, once you have the level of detail
known, it is a codified system.
The only ability of a proponent to go to VCAT is if a
decision has not been made within the designated
period. It is not if the decision does not go the way of
the applicant who has put the permit application in. It is
not in relation to the merits of the decision, it is only in
relation to the timing of the decision, and that then
makes VCAT the determinant or responsible authority
in that sense — the point obviously being that we have
set down a 10-day time frame. If that is not met, then
the matter needs to be determined. We are saying that
triggers a determination which will then go into a
VCAT list, as opposed to a permit applicant putting in a
VicSmart permit application and being knocked back.
That applicant obviously cannot appeal to VCAT
themself.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. That is reasonably helpful, but if I could just
for my own sake be clear: VCAT has a very limited
role. Its only role is if the responsible authority, the
CEO of the council, does not deal with the permit
application within the 10-day period. Beyond that, in
terms of a review by VCAT on the merits, whether it is
initiated by the proponent, the applicant, the community
or indeed the council, there is no role for VCAT. Is that
correct?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — In a
codified regime that is correct. In a codified regime
such as ResCode or as detailed in Mr Tee’s
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government’s Cutting Red Tape in Planning document,
that is correct. A codified system sets the code, and it is
prescriptive. It is the same as a mandatory height
requirement, for example. I have brought a number of
mandatory controls in, and mandatory controls are what
they say — that is, mandatory requirements. If you
meet the mandatory control, you can get a permit. If
you cannot, you cannot appeal it. That applies to an
objector, that applies to a proponent and that applies to
a council, and it brings a very strong degree of certainty
into the permit process.
That is what has been requested by councils and
community groups for some time: a level of
prescription in the system. You put in a code and set the
rules, and once the rules are known people know that if
they meet those rules, they can get a permit. That is the
premise behind it; that was the premise behind the code
assess principle from, I think, three years ago, although
VicSmart is slightly different. That is the principle
under the development assessment forum model, which
the April 2012 communiqué from the federal Labor
government asked states to consider. It is about setting
a prescriptive level of planning so that people know the
parameters in which they are going to operate.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Just moving on,
the nature of this process means that in relation to
particular permit applications there is no requirement
for the proponent to notify any adjoining landowners or
any others who may be detrimentally affected by the
permit application. Is that correct?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
actually not specified in the bill, but the point on that is
that this process is no different to a priority
development zone, which was applied to Footscray by
the previous government and to the zoning all
throughout central Dandenong, which was put forward
by the previous government and which I might say
many members of the previous government think of as
their crowning achievement. It is no different to a
capital city zone, and it is no different to a residential
zone 2, which exists at the moment and has existed for
a long period of time. It is not a new feature but a
zoning structure that has been around for some years.
As I said, it has certainly been applied over the last
10 years in a number of locations around Victoria.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am sorry,
Minister, I lost track of that answer. Again, in a permit
application situation today where an adjoining
landowner or indeed another party who may be
detrimentally affected by a proposed development
currently has notification rights, under the VicSmart
process they do not have rights to be notified. I am just
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asking if that is the minister’s understanding of the
process as envisaged by the bill.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I want
to get some clarification around the language Mr Tee is
using around the proposed development. VicSmart is
very clear in terms of what we are talking about here —
building or extending a fence, realigning a common
boundary, managing vegetation, erecting a small
advertising sign or altering a road access — so when
we are talking about the proposed development, that is
what VicSmart is dealing with. As I said before, it is
comparing the proposed development in, say, a capital
city zone, which is the CBD of Melbourne; a priority
development zone, which is in places such as
Footscray, where it has been for four or five years, I
understand; and certainly through central Dandenong.
Again there were no notice and appeal rights for anyone
in central Dandenong when that was being
redeveloped.
When we are talking about a development — the
language being ‘a development’ — the Parliament
needs to be clear about what kinds of applications
VicSmart deals with. The government has made very
clear what it is intending here, as opposed to a
development and related third-party appeal rights in a
development which might have existed in the capital
city zone, the priority development zone or even in the
residential zone 2. Those appeal rights have been
around for some period of time and have been used
quite liberally over the last 10 years.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I want to focus
then on residential zone 1 and compare the rights that
existing residents have to be notified of any
development application to which they are the
adjoining landowner or which may detrimentally affect
them. I am wondering whether those residents will have
the same rights under the VicSmart process?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Let us
look at residential zone 1 and at what a council can
already exempt from third-party notice and review.
This includes a two-lot subdivision, in accordance with
an approved development, and subdividing land into
lots, each containing an existing building connected to
services or car parking space. You can at this point in
time still subdivide land in residential 1 areas, which
obviously would facilitate development once you got
the subdivision through. Obviously a permit would then
go through, but the subdivision can be turned off in a
current residential zone 1 at this point in time. There are
provisions for councils to turn off third-party appeal
rights already in a residential zone 1.
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Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I do not want to
labour the point. It seems to me that the regime
envisaged here is a regime where within a 10-day
period there is no capacity or necessity to notify the
adjoining landowner or others who may be adversely
affected. I am not sure why the minister is unable to
confirm that to the Parliament.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is not
about confirming it to the Parliament. Let me give an
example. A Labor member of Parliament wrote to me
six or seven months ago about a local council in the
north-east of Melbourne which required a permit to be
applied for to remove a fallen tree. You had a situation
where a resident needed to go through a permit process
to remove a dangerous piece of vegetation on their own
block of land, which obviously was causing some
difficulties for the owner of the land. That Labor
member of Parliament wrote to me and quite correctly
said, ‘This is ridiculous. Can you do anything to help in
this situation?’.
This is one of the applications, or one of the possible
classes of application, that VicSmart is trying to assist
with. In a sensible situation such as that, you would
expect that a land-holder would be able to get a permit
fairly quickly — that is, once they had met a codified
system. Obviously they are not going to go to extremes
and remove an entire tree or something more extreme;
there is a codified structure in place.
It is a very clear situation, and it is about providing a
codified model, which again I say has been proposed.
Mr Tee would probably remember it, having been a
ministerial adviser for the minister who introduced the
document Cutting Red Tape in Planning. It says:
… the applicant could seek a review of the decision; however,
there would be no third-party notice or right to review.
…
The criteria must be able to be clearly assessable against
prescriptive or performance standards.

Our VicSmart model does not go as far as that, but it
puts forward a level of prescriptive standards in terms
of the number of small applications that can then go
forward in a codified system very quickly. As the
document notes, the owner would then be able to get on
with tree removal, fence erection or, if it were a
business, putting up an advertising sign, for example.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am wondering
if it would make it easier if the question were turned
around. Under the VicSmart regime, what rights does
an adjoining landowner have in relation to being
notified of a permit application?
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It
depends on the reason the council has applied the
VicSmart regime. If in the northern suburbs there
needed to be the removal of a tree, the council would
codify the regime and the land-holder would be able to
go directly to the council to get it removed. For an
objector who lives in Frankston, to turn to third-party
appeal rights for the removal of fallen vegetation on
someone’s home in, say, Montmorency would be an
interesting situation, but in those situations we are
trying to give councils a level of codified support so
that they can implement their policy fairly quickly.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I take it from
your answer that councils will, as part of their
codification process, include a right for adjoining
landowners or others who are detrimentally affected by
a permit application to be notified.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — If they
wanted to do that, they would not use that level of
application in a VicSmart process.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Is the minister
suggesting again that councils can use other
mechanisms to give, say, adjoining landowners the
right to be notified of a permanent application under the
VicSmart regime?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — No,
what I am saying is that if councils do not want to use
the VicSmart regime for that level of permit
application, they do not have to.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I want to move
on, but I just want to be clear. The planning scheme
amendment will set out the classes of applications
under the VicSmart regime. That is something that local
councils can opt in to and opt out of. If a local council
does not apply the VicSmart regime, then there is no
capacity for a proponent or a person who is applying
for a permit to use the VicSmart process. Is that
correct?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — If I take
Mr Tee’s question to mean, ‘Will there be two regimes
in councils in regard to permit applications on the same
level?’, then I can say in relation to the intention of this
legislation that my answer is no.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Is the council
able to not have the VicSmart process, once it is laid
out, apply to their council area?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is not
an opt-in or opt-out piece of legislation.
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Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Clause 3
amends section 6 of the Planning and Environment Act
1987 in various ways. Section 6 lays out what the
planning scheme can provide. The minister is seeking
to add, in relation to the things that can be in a planning
scheme, classes of applications for permits that are
exempt from the requirements in section 54, section 60,
section 84 and various other bits of the act. Those
provisions do not currently exist; therefore there can be
classes of permits that are exempt from other sections
of the act. For example, at the moment under
section 6(2)(kc) you could be exempt from part of the
notification requirements in section 52. You could be
exempt from section 54, which is part of the decision
requirements. Is it not the case that by amending a
planning scheme and using this section it would be
possible to make almost any class of permit exempt
from sections 54 and 60?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
missed the last part of Mr Barber’s question.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Using
this provision, you could make almost any class of
permit exempt from the provisions of sections 54 and
60?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
not the intention of the VicSmart process. The
government has laid out very clearly what the intention
of VicSmart applications will be, and our intentions are
clear and transparent The intentions are what have been
put forward.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I take the
minister at his word. I have read his fact sheet where he
says what classes of permit are intended to be used by
this section. But let us say another minister comes
along, or let us say the Leader of the Opposition, Daniel
Andrews, gets his wish to make this a one-term
government and Mr Tee is now the planning minister.
Could he not use this new section that the minister is
adding to exempt any class of permit from the
requirements of sections 54, 60 and 84?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — You
can do that right now, and I will give Mr Barber a
perfect example. Under the previous government it was
done through a wind farm policy, so you do not need to
use VicSmart or any other process to usurp third-party
appeal rights, notification or any other method of
communication in a permit. You can do it right now,
and it was done — I might add with Mr Tee’s
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support — right up until the last election in relation to
wind farm permits; there were a thousand of them
around the state. It can be done today, it could be done
after the election, it could be done with VicSmart or
without it and it has been done in the past by previous
Labor governments.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — You
cannot do it right now, and that is why the government
has brought this bill before the Parliament. What you
can do right now, referring back to the principal act, is
set out a class of permit that can be exempt from
section 52. You can lay out, through the planning
scheme, a class of permit or application that is exempt
from section 64. What this bill does is it brings in
section 54 and section 60 and section 84 — provisions
not currently available. I agree you can do something
like this, but this bill does some new things. What I am
asking the minister is: could any class of permit,
through the mechanism of the planning scheme, which
we know the minister of the day controls, be added to
this? Could we have code assessment for wind farms? I
will put it to the minister like that.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Through ResCode you could do that right now, which
is why I said you could do it right now. Through
ResCode, which is already a codified system, you can
codify a range of details within a local planning
scheme. Yes, there is further clarification that is needed
by VicSmart, which is what is being done through this
bill and through a head of power to create a permit
application and then attach classes to it, but at the end
of the day, as I said and as Mr Barber said quite
correctly, the minister of the day has a great deal of
power — an enormous amount of power — and a
planning minister can use those, through ministerial
orders, to provide a great deal of clarity through the
existing system right now if they choose to do so.
What the Baillieu government is doing is actually
creating an application process that is clear, transparent
and new, as opposed to rejigging existing structures and
using existing zoning, which in many ways could have
been done to achieve the same result. We are choosing
to provide a new, clean, simple planning permit process
that is contained in one bill — which is obviously being
debated in this Parliament — as opposed to using
existing structures to achieve what might be, through
new zonings, the same mechanism.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
However, the government is exempting these
applications from different and new sections of the act.
Currently, for example, the minister can exempt any
class of application from section 52 of the act — that is,
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the requirement to give notification. In the capital city
zone a schedule can specify that an applicant is exempt
from section 52. The bill in front of us today allows the
minister to exempt a certain class of applications from a
new subsection of the Planning and Environment
Act — that is, subsection 54(3). Section 54 contains a
requirement for more information. What happens is that
when someone makes an application the planning
officer says, ‘There is not enough information in your
application in order for me to judge it. I can send you
back to the drawing board to give me more
information’. So that is new.
Again, under my favourite, the capital city zone, you
can have an application which is not subject to the
decision requirements of section 64, but what is being
added here is that some types of applications — in fact
any type that the minister of the day decides — will
actually be exempt from section 60. That is new. What
is in subsection 60(1) are paragraphs (b) to (e).
Paragraph (b) sets out the requirement for a
decision-maker to consider the objectives of planning in
Victoria, which is a big thing when it comes to the
planning system. The authority will not need to take
into consideration:
(c) all objections and other submissions which it has
received and which have not been withdrawn …
(d) any decision and comments of a referral authority which
it has received …
(e) any significant effects which the responsible authority
considers the use or development may have on the
environment or which the responsible authority
considers the environment may have on the use or
development.

That is a pretty big thing, considering that the impact of
an application on the environment is kind of a big thing.
At the moment all decision-makers looking at any
application under the Planning and Environment Act
must consider its impact on the environment. When this
bill passes, and we know it will, the minister of the day
will be able to set out certain classes of applications for
permits which do not need to consider the environment.
I can understand that if it is a fence, and at the moment
we are talking about just fences, but later the current
minister, another minister or a minister of an Andrews
government — if they ever make it — will be able to
set out certain classes of applications that do not need to
consider the objectives of planning in Victoria,
comments or decisions of referral authorities or, for that
matter, the impact on the environment. That is new. I
was simply asking the minister to confirm that that is
the case.
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — If
Mr Barber considers that building or extending a fence
within 3 metres of a street or altering road access where
the road is or will be in a road zone category 1 is, in his
words, a ‘pretty big thing’, then I guess that is his view.
My view is that the kinds of applications being
considered for VicSmart are known; they have been
public for months. I cannot comment on what the
Andrews-led Labor Party would want to do with a
future planning process should it ever form government
or what any other minister might do — or even what a
Greens minister in an Andrews-led Labor-Greens
coalition government might want to do — —
Mr Barber — There is not going to be one of those,
I am informed.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Maybe they will find other
ways to obtain your parliamentary support, should they
need it. I cannot comment on any of that; that is
hypothetical. I can only give what is a factual response
in relation to this bill before the Parliament, and part of
the material that accompanies this is of course the
factual documentation which clearly states:
The types of … applications being considered for
VicSmart —

and it runs through just under a dozen of them. That is
our intention, and it is there for all to see.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am not
in any way questioning the minister’s sincerity in laying
out his intentions. I was not asking him to be
hypothetical; I was asking him to be factual. I was
asking if he could confirm that it is a fact that this
power, and in particular the provisions of clause 3 of his
bill, would give a minister the power to exempt any
type of application they wanted to from the requirement
to consider whether it has an impact on the
environment.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
amendment to introduce the criteria — the planning
scheme amendment — would have to consider those
issues Mr Barber is asking about. Again, I hope this
gives a bit of clarity as to what Mr Barber is asking.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We are
amending section 6 of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987, which is headed ‘What can a planning
scheme provide for?’. When we get down to
section 6(2)(kc), the government starts adding new
paragraphs. One of those new paragraphs says:
(kcb) set out classes of applications for permits that are
exempted wholly or in part from the requirements of
section 60(1)(b) to (e) …
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When I go to section 60(1)(b) to (e) of the principal act,
it includes the objectives of planning in Victoria,
objections from other people, decisions and comments
of referral authorities and significant environmental
impacts. I understand what the minister says he is trying
to do; I want to know what this legislation actually will
do.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Section 12 of the act — if the minister is referring to
subsection (2) — says:
In preparing a planning scheme or amendment, a planning
authority —

that will be the minister in this case —

Hon. M. J. Guy — Can you ask that again?
Mr BARBER — I think I have asked it a few times,
but let me expand a bit. I understand the minister is
fully sincere in that he intends to develop code
assessment — that is, that there will be these codes and
the codes will say, ‘This is how you build a fence’. If
you comply with that code in putting forward your
fence application, you will get a tick under these new
sections. However, those codes are created through the
planning scheme; they are not being created by this
legislation here tonight, are they?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
correct.
Ms Pulford — Deputy President, I draw your
attention to the state of the chamber.
Quorum formed.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
understand it is the minister’s intention to create these
codes and embed them in the planning scheme in some
way and then to make those types of applications
subject to these new provisions. However, the minister
does not have to do it that way; the minister does not
need to create codes. If the minister wanted to, he could
simply designate any class of application as being
subject to these provisions, and then a decision-maker
would not need to take any notice of the things I
previously listed. Is that correct?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — No,
because section 12 of the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 requires a planning scheme amendment to
take into account everything Mr Barber listed.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the
tone of the conversations being conducted behind me to
be lowered. I have called upon both sides of the house
now. It is 25 minutes to 7, and it is just going to slow
things down if I cannot hear what is going on in the
debate.
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(a) must have regard to the Minister’s directions; and
(aa) must have — —

Hon. M. J. Guy — Or the council.
Mr BARBER — You’ll be signing it off.
Hon. M. J. Guy — Yes, but the council is preparing
it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber
has the call. I am happy for these to be direct and short
questions. I will call the minister to respond to each
individual question.
Mr BARBER — In preparing a planning scheme
amendment the authority must have regard to that, but
Mr Guy as the minister is the guy who ends up signing
it off. You cannot tell me that in signing off a planning
scheme amendment you are required to have regard to
those things I listed earlier or that if you do not do that,
I can block one of your planning scheme amendments.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I say to
Mr Barber that this is not a conversation between him
and the minister. He will direct his remarks through me,
and I will call the minister to answer.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I am
not sure about the conversational tone of the question. I
am not sure what you are asking me, Mr Barber —
whether you want me to codify the section 12
requirements of the minister. I am not sure what you are
actually asking me. Is it whether, in terms of the
planning scheme amendment, I must consider the
section 12 Planning and Environment Act
requirements, which would not be requirements in
terms of the application process for, say, a VicSmart
provision but which would be requirements for a
planning scheme amendment — something Mr Tee
was correctly asking about before — when the planning
scheme amendment is prepared by the council to bring
VicSmart into its planning scheme?
The answer is: in preparation for the kinds of
application specified by the government’s guiding
documentation, the council, when preparing the
planning scheme amendment, would be required to
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consider section 12, constituting the points you
mentioned. It would be expected and indeed noted by
my department that those points were given
consideration.

There are instances when coalmines need Planning and
Environment Act approval, and under this legislation
the application for the permit would not need to
consider the environment.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I inform
the minister that the same applies to him as applies to
Mr Barber: he should direct his remarks through me.
He can refer to Mr Barber’s question. I say for the
benefit of both members that this will work better if we
do it in the traditional way.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — There
is the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development)
Act 1990, and there is the environment effects
statement that would need to accompany it. I cannot be
any clearer in saying that there is enough regulation
outside the Planning and Environment Act in terms of
governing any future coalmine to ensure that the
application process would be very thorough. Let me be
very clear that this government has no intention — not
now, and certainly not into the future — of applying a
VicSmart code assessed process to the approval of a
coalmine, nor any other form of energy generation in
Victoria.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — What I
am asking the minister about is the point that his new
section 6(2)(kca) gives someone, the minister in this
case, the power to set out classes of applications for
permits. That is the planning scheme amendment. The
planning scheme amendment is when you set out the
classes, and if the class of permit application is the class
relating to a coalmine — —
Hon. M. J. Guy interjected.
Mr BARBER — This is looking forward; this is
any future minister at any time in the future. If that
minister determines that the class of application for a
permit is the class relating to a permit for a coalmine,
then there does not have to be a code assessment that
goes with that coalmine. This is only a short bill. If I
have missed some provision somewhere else that
prevents this from happening, by all means show it to
me, but the class of applications that includes those
designated coalmines or for that matter wind energy
facilities — or any applications like that — is no longer
subject to section 54, section 60 or section 84. To me
that is obvious.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990 and its, I think, 260 pages of regulations would
make it very clear that a coalmine would not be able to
go through a 10-day VicSmart process.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
However, applications for coalmines have in the past
been caught up in the Planning and Environment Act
1987, and there have been challenges to the way they
have been considered under that act. For example,
when Mary Delahunty was Minister for Planning there
was a challenge to a coalmine extension, and it was a
panel process rather than an application in that case
because the Planning and Environment Act was not
going to consider the impact of greenhouse gas
emissions — that is, it was not going to consider the
impact on the environment. That is what I was asking
the minister about earlier. I believe my example stands.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am not
suggesting that the current minister or any future
minister would provide a code assessment. I am simply
pointing out that the implications of this bill once it is
passed here tonight, as we know it will be, are that any
minister at any time has the power to exempt a class of
applications from various sections that relate to the
necessity of following the objectives of planning to
consider the environment, to request more information
from a proponent, according to section 84B, and to
consider some of the things that the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal has to consider. That is where I
think it gets really interesting, when you take a matter
to VCAT.
While the minister has absolutely no intention of using
that — and I completely take him at his word that for
him it is simply about that small class of applications —
that power would be in the hands of a minister, and it
would be awfully tempting, I would have thought, if
there should be a wind farm application or some other
type of application that was just giving the minister the
irrits, to say, ‘I am getting out of all this. I will exempt it
from section 54’, which would mean the council could
not bug the applicant anymore with endless requests for
more information. That would bring it down to 10 days,
then — bang — the guillotine would drop, and nor
could there be an appeal to VCAT.
In considering clause 9, headed ‘Matters for Tribunal to
take into account’, let us have a look at
subsection 84B(2)(b) and the following subsections of
the principal act, which read:
(b) must have regard to the objectives of planning in
Victoria;
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(c) must (where appropriate) take account of the approved
regional strategy plan under Part 3A;
…
(da) must (where appropriate) take account of the approved
strategy plan under Part 3D;
(e) must take account of and give effect to any relevant
State environment protection policy …

The tribunal can ignore the state environment
protection policy if it wants to.
Section 84B(2) continues:
(f)

must (where appropriate) take account of the extent to
which persons residing or owning land in the vicinity of
the land which is the subject of the application … were
able to and in fact did participate in the procedures
required …

If I am getting this right, under the bill before the house
the tribunal is no longer required to:
(g) … have regard to any amendment to a planning scheme
which has been adopted by the planning authority but
not —

yet —
… determined, approved by the Minister ….

So it is on exhibition, if you like. Furthermore, the
tribunal will no longer need to take into account:
(j)

… any amendment to the approved strategy plan under
Part 3C —

or part 3D. That is VCAT. That is actually a minister
through instrument. We know how quickly you can
approve a planning scheme amendment for a class of
applications. You can not only strip away people’s
appeal rights and decision-makers’ rights to request
further information from their opponents, but in the end
it would considerably further weaken a person’s case if
they were to take the matter to VCAT.
I appreciate what the minister is trying to do here. He is
trying to make it easier for people to get permits for
fences and so forth. I had an instance where a fire in a
jewellery shop opposite where I lived burnt out the
front part of that store. I was a City of Yarra councillor
at the time. The fire woke me up because I lived
opposite. That application went to the City of Yarra
because there was a heritage overlay. It took the
applicants six months to get their permit applications
through the council. A large part of that six months —
from the day of the fire until the day they got their
permit — was taken up by the council’s administration
of the permit. I have personal experience of this, and I
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think it would be fairly devastating for someone
running a retail business to find that because of a trigger
in the planning scheme they could be out of business
for a very long time while they tried to get a permit.
I totally understand the rationale and the need to get
what should be simple planning permit applications out
of the system. However, the way the minister has done
it — and I am being asked to vote for this — is such
that any class of application for permit, from the
smallest to the very biggest, can be completely
exempted from some extraordinarily important sections
of the scheme. It can already be done through a number
of the other sections. The minister has made the point in
relation to the capital city zone. I will keep making it in
relation to the capital city zone. The minister is now
adding more things on top, including the very important
appeal to VCAT. Soon there will be very few sections
of the planning scheme that will have to be taken into
account should any minister at any time decide to add a
class of application to this particular new
section 6(2)(kca).
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Deputy
President, it is very clear that applications that require
detailed assessment are not part of the VicSmart
planning permit application process. The coalmine, or
whatever has been mentioned before, is not going to be
part of the VicSmart application process. VicSmart is
very simple: if you meet the criteria, the answer is yes.
If you do not, you are rejected. A coalmine, for
instance, has a range of planning controls,
environmental controls and minerals act controls, so to
suggest that VicSmart could apply to a coalmine is not
correct.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I never
suggested that VicSmart would apply to a coalmine. I
said that this provision of this bill that the minister has
put before us today could be used to apply to a
coalmine, a wind farm or any class of application. That
was the simple answer I was looking for. I followed up
with all that elaboration simply to try to prove my
point.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Minister, just on
clause 3 and in particular its new provision (2)(kca)
which provides for the classes of applications for
permits being exempted from the requirements of
section 54 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987,
section 54 provides a capacity for the responsible
authority, in this case the CEO of the council, to ask for
more information. I just want to be clear that if in
considering a VicSmart application a CEO notices there
is a detail missing or not correct or would like further
information to meet the codified requirements, the
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removal of section 54 does not prevent the CEO from
picking up the phone and getting that additional
information or otherwise obtaining it. I do not want to
be flippant about picking up the phone.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is a
very simple process. If the information that is missing
means that the permit applicant cannot meet the code
regime then it does not get a permit.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — If it is a simple
omission, where the proponent forgot to sign or date it
or forgot to specify a particular detail, even for a
technical fault, the permit application process will fall
over?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
applicant needs to get all their material right; otherwise
the application will fail.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It would
be more accurate, I think, to say that the application
‘could’ fail. If the decision-maker decides that that lack
of information means it is not meeting the code then the
decision-maker has a perfect excuse, if you like, to
refuse the application. Is that not a more accurate way
of describing it?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Is that now
a question?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — No.
The code will be very clear — that is, there are
elements that need to be met. If the elements put
forward in the planning scheme amendment that detail
what comprises the VicSmart code for a municipality
are not met, then a permit will not be able to be issued.
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — There
is no capacity under the current regime to resolve a
permit that has not been put forward or considered, if it
is not even considered by a council in the current
system.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It
depends how these codes are written, and we have not
seen any of them yet. If the codes are written as a series
of musts and the application either fails the code or
does not provide the right information to show that it
passes the code, then the decision-maker has a perfect
right to refuse the application and the applicant has very
little to go on at VCAT. But there is nothing in this bill
that requires a council to fail an application if it does
not meet the code. Is that not correct, Minister?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The bill
is a head of power. I think that has been stated a
number of times. It is a head of power to establish a
codified regime and the detail for its implementation
will follow, if and when the bill passes the Parliament.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It is
important, though, because one of the main
objectives — and the minister articulated it again just in
this dialogue — is to give certainty. If a code is well
drafted, then a neighbour — someone with an interest,
but not the applicant — would look at the code and say,
‘That’s good, because as long as the applicant doesn’t
meet this code I can be confident that the application
will not go ahead. Therefore I am not so worried that I
do not have appeal rights because it is such a strict code
that it must fail’. However, it would be possible for a
weak or ambiguous code to be drafted. The minister
may not want to approve that, but a weak or ambiguous
code could then leave it very open to all sorts of
applications to meet the code.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — In
exactly the same way as it is resolved now under the
current pre-application process.

ResCode is a classic example; it is an
almost-anything-goes code. The applicant would have
latitude but the decision-maker would have huge
latitude and we would have a big problem. We would
not have certainty. It is going to depend entirely on the
writing of the code, but whether the code is written
tightly or loosely there is nothing in the bill that
requires a decision-maker to fail an application because
it does not fully meet the code or has not provided the
necessary information. It is more in the hands of the
decision-maker as to whether they do that.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — There is the
capacity for those issues to be resolved by the
independent umpire, VCAT. I am just wondering what
is the capacity to resolve that dispute once you have
removed VCAT from the equation?

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — These
issues go towards implementation; they do not go
towards the establishment of the head of power, which
is what we are doing tonight. As Mr Barber says quite
rightly, the implementation of the code will be

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — If there is a
disagreement, then, between the CEO of the council
and the applicant as to whether the code requirements
have been met, how is that resolved, in view of your
earlier statement that VCAT (Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal) gets involved only if a
decision is not made within 10 days?
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important. That is why it is important we get its
implementation right. Indeed, providing a level of
certainty — very clear, strict certainty — around a
VicSmart regime is the intention of the government. It
has been the intention of a number of communities and
councils and indeed the development industry, although
you would have to be a small developer to be erecting a
fence. That has been the intention of a lot of people —
to get a degree of clarity back into the planning system.

considered are. If the purpose of exhibition is to clarify
the purpose of the applications being considered, as I
said, it has already been outlined very clearly what the
government wants to implement planning scheme
amendments to apply the VicSmart process for. As I
said, it will be a matter for the implementation that will
follow. It is my view that the point Mr Barber raises is
one that will require discussion between state and local
governments at a later stage.

Mr Barber says quite rightly that the implementation
will be important, and absolutely and precisely it will
be. I say it again: the classes of application that the
government wants to put forward for a VicSmart
regime are minor, and they will still require a level of
detailed implementation. That will follow should this
bill pass.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — If the
minister’s intention is simply to take the classes of
application that are in his fact sheet and designate them
under the sections and make them exempt, that is one
thing. But what I want to know is where the code will
be written. For example, the minister has mooted that a
service station in an industrial area would be picked up
by this, presumably after that service station had met a
code. This is what we have been talking about all day.
When the minister creates that code, the code for how a
service station in an industrial area is to be considered
and approved, will that code be put on exhibition along
with all the other classes of planning permit he intends
to add to these new provisions?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I want to
advise the committee of some procedural things, and
then I want to deal with where we are at with clause 3. I
am advised that there has been some discussion
between the whips, and certainly the view of the
President is that we will continue the committee stage,
but if it is still continuing at 7.30 p.m., we will break for
1 hour for dinner. Dinner will not be available in the
Parliament, so people will need to make their own
arrangements down the street.
In relation to the points that are being raised on clause 3
and that Mr Barber is pursuing, I think we are starting
to get to the point where we have been going over the
same ground for a very long time. The minister has
answered quite clearly in relation to these things.
Mr Barber might have a different view of how it should
be, but the issues he has raised have been responded to
by the minister, and I think we should start to draw
those things to a conclusion.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This is a
new piece of ground inspired by the minister’s last
answer. He said there has been a lot of public
consultation. When these codes are created or drafted,
will they be exhibited as planning scheme amendments
before being incorporated?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — They
will follow a planning scheme amendment process.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes, and
one of the options in the planning scheme amendment
process is exhibition. I am asking the minister whether
they will be exhibited, given he has formed the
intentions he has just told us about.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is
very clear what the kinds of applications being

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Without repeating myself, I think for the fourth time
now, that would be a matter for implementation should
this bill pass this Parliament tonight.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I accept
the minister’s answer that it will be in regard to
implementation, it is just that we have been talking
about how everybody wants certainty, and the minister
has just reiterated that even the development industry
wants certainty. However, I have my suspicions that
when it comes time to draft these codes, there may be
people arguing that less certainty is better for them,
because now the ability to object, as in this section we
are dealing with, is weighted in a different way. People
may think that by having less certainty in the code, they
will have a better chance with the council and more
chance to appeal, and since neighbours or those with an
interest now have no chance to appeal, who cares if the
code is wide open, because it can only be a one-way
benefit. We will see, I suppose. However, we were
looking at section 6, and I just wanted to be clear about
what that section does.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber,
we are still on clause 3. Are you referring to
clause 3(2)?
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — No, I was
referring to section 54, which is discussed in clause 3,
and then at clause 6 there is further discussion of
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section 54, so I might just wait until we move on to
clause 6.
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… the responsible authority must not require the applicant to
provide it or the referral authority with more information …
before it deals with the application.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — On clause 3, one
of the exemptions provided for by new paragraph (kcb)
is in relation to referral authorities. Paragraph (kcb)
says that if you are in the class of permits, you are
wholly exempted from section 60(1)(b) to (e), and in
that grouping (d) is a referral authority, which may
include, of course, a water authority. In a media release
of 7 June the minister said that the new process will
apply to a range of different applications, such as
development in a flood-risk area. I am wondering if
views on the decision or the comments of a referral
authority are no longer to be considered, and whether
the community would be at risk of development in a
flood-risk area?

This cuts both ways. The request for further
information during the decision on a planning permit is
important. The minister would know that; he has done a
whole bunch of these now. If you want to give the
applicant a piece of your mind, you tell them to give
you all this extra information, which you need. On the
other hand, you have the option to say, ‘Mate, if we
don’t get further information, if this is your application,
then it is going to be a refusal’. You do not even need to
say that much; you can just say, ‘Well, at a certain point
we are not going to keep going back and forth with
requests for further information. I am about to make a
decision on this, and you may not like the decision’.
This is an important section, and it will play out, I think.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — They
would not, because they would be part of setting the
code, as opposed to being involved in each application,
which would be put forward within the code.

Given that the decision-maker is no longer really
allowed to do that, both the applicant and the
decision-maker are forced into a situation where there is
not a lot of opportunity for back and forth. That might
be a good thing with simple applications and very
simple codes — as I am sure they will be simple and
strict. There should not be a lot of need for this, but it
does reduce any flexibility on either side. Probably,
though, by the time the applicant gets to the VCAT, if
that is what they end up doing, they will be wanting to
add more information to their application. I just thought
I would tease out the importance of this section.

Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for that. It is helpful. Is there a requirement in
the setting of the code for the views of a referral
authority to be considered?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Through the current process in relation to a planning
scheme amendment there is a requirement to engage a
referral authority. That is where the code will be set,
and that is where their views will be taken into account.
Clause agreed to; clauses 4 and 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Section 54 of the principal act says:
A responsible authority may require the applicant to provide it
or a referral authority with more information …

It then says that it has to be done by giving notice.
Subsection (1B) says that it has to be done within a
prescribed time and that the application will lapse if the
information is not given within the required time. That
can only be 30 days. Then at subsection (2) it says this
does not affect the time after which an application for
review can be made. Clause 6 adds a new subsection
that says if an application for a permit:
… is of a class that is exempted by a planning scheme …

that is one of these examples that the minister says will
be fences and I say one day, theoretically, it could be
almost anything, then —

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
whole purpose of the VicSmart application process is
so that the proponent, unlike under the current process,
is encouraged to bring forward all the detail of their
application at the front end. There is not a view that if
you hold off and tease it out, you might get a little bit
more and a little bit more and a little bit more, which is
what frustrates many people in terms of dealing with
the planning system, as Mr Barber would know. Being
a former councillor, he would definitely know that. The
intention of VicSmart is to draw that information out
very early on.
The intention of a codified regime, which would be
through a planning scheme amendment process, is also
to make it very clear how the process would work and
what needs to be satisfied to get a permit. That then
means that the delegate of the council, presumably the
CEO, would have in front of them a very clear set of
circumstances in which a permit can or cannot be
accepted. It puts a very clear process in front of all
parties involved about what is needed to obtain a
permit. It makes it all very clear to all the parties
involved and indeed to the proponent, the person
putting in the application. That is the intention of the
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VicSmart process. That is where we believe a great
level of certainty will come in, simply because
encouraging all details of a permit to come through at
the initial stage is absolute. If you do not put that detail
forward, you will not be able to get the permit.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Again,
VCAT cannot consider an application that is outside
what is a codified regime.

Of course, as Mr Barber says, the ability to ask for
further information is comparing it with a permit under
a current regime. This is a different square; this is a
different regime. This is a regime that encourages
people to be transparent, because it means that if you
are not, you will not get the permit. This government
believes that if you provide that level of prescription in
a planning system, you will get a better result, because
people — neighbours, councils and proponents — will
know exactly what they will need to provide to get that
permit.

Reported to house without amendment.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
only if it is codified, though. That is only if the way it
is brought into the planning scheme is in the form of a
code. In fact it can be brought in — this is the earlier
argument — in any form. It does not need to be in the
form of a code. It could simply be a wind energy
facility being designated as a class of application, in
which case the implications are, firstly, it is not those
pesky councillors deciding it anymore, it is the
CEO — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — They have delegated it.
Mr BARBER — So it will be council officers. You
will have taken local councillors out of the exercise. It
will now be council officers making decisions. I have
seen many instances where wind energy facilities have
been recommended for approval by the council officers
and then refused by the councillors. So you have taken
councillors out and decisions will be made by council
officers.
Secondly, you do not need to do any of the things you
would normally do with a planning permit application.
Thirdly — and this is where this clause comes in — the
applicant or the decision-maker has no choice around
the timing of requests for further information. It is just a
case of, ‘Bang, you’re done’, and that could very well
suit the applicant in this circumstance. Where there is
no code, it could very well suit the applicant that the
decision-maker has no ability to continue asking for
further information. In fact the applicant could then use
that as a trigger to bypass the decision-maker and get
themselves straight to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. That is all I have to say.
Thank you very much.

Clause agreed to; clauses 7 to 11 agreed to.

Report adopted.
Third reading
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

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

Pairs
Dalla-Riva, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

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

Southern Peninsula Aquatic Centre: ministerial
approval
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change and concerns his
consent to the proposed use of the Rosebud foreshore
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reserve for the location of the Southern Peninsula
Aquatic Centre. I know Mr Scheffer has raised this
issue with the minister on three occasions, and I was
present in the chamber on one of the occasions when he
did so.
On 25 July I met with Dr Alan Nelsen, president of the
Mornington Peninsula Ratepayers and Residents
Association, on the Rosebud foreshore at the site of the
proposed aquatic centre. I also looked at several
alternative sites.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister is having
difficulty in hearing the member.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — There are conversations
going on in between Ms Pennicuik and me.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think Ms Pennicuik
should take it from the top.
Ms PENNICUIK — My adjournment matter is for
the attention of the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change and concerns his consent to the
proposed use of the Rosebud foreshore reserve for the
location of the Southern Peninsula Aquatic Centre. I
know Mr Scheffer has raised this issue with the
minister on three occasions, and I was present in the
chamber on one of the occasions when he did so.
On 25 July I met with Dr Alan Nelsen, president of the
Mornington Peninsula Ratepayers and Residents
Association, on the Rosebud foreshore at the site of the
proposed aquatic centre. I also looked at several
alternative sites.
By way of background, the issue of the aquatic centre is
a longstanding one, and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment has consistently
advised that the proposed use of the Crown land is
inconsistent with the Victorian coastal strategy (VCS),
which states the criteria for use and development on
coastal Crown land must be that it:
Has demonstrated need to be sited on the coast and requires a
coastal location to function.
Fulfils an identifiable need or demand which cannot be met
elsewhere.
Enhances public access to the coast and will not result in a
reduction of open space.

Furthermore, the VCS says development should:
Avoid developments within primary sand dunes and in
low-lying coastal areas …
…
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Ensure that new development is located and designed so that
it can be appropriately protected from climate change’s risks
and impacts and coastal hazards …

and —
Ensure that all plans prepared under the Coastal Management
Act … 1995 … consider the most recent scientific
information on the impacts of climate change.

It is also unclear whether the minister followed the
correct procedure in issuing his consent to Mornington
Peninsula Shire Council to use the foreshore for the
proposed aquatic centre. The minister stated in his
consent letter that there needs to be evidence of
broadbased community support for the location of the
aquatic centre on the foreshore. The foreshore at
Rosebud is an integral part of the entire foreshore and
coastline of Port Phillip Bay, all of which need
protection from inappropriate and
non-coastal-dependent development. It is not clear that
the broader Victorian community would support the
proposed use of the Rosebud foreshore.
Given all of the above, I ask the minister to publicly
explain the basis for his consent to use the Rosebud
foreshore for the proposed aquatic centre and if he
cannot properly explain it to immediately withdraw it.

Department of Primary Industries: staffing
levels
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Energy and Resources,
Michael O’Brien. Earlier this week the Minerals
Council of Australia issued a report comparing various
jurisdictions and how conducive they are to new mining
investment. Victoria gets a big thumbs down in that
report, which lists 18 criteria, including policy and
mineral potential. It ranks Victoria well below
Tasmania, New South Wales and even New Zealand.
As you would expect, Michael O’Brien got straight into
it, and his spokeswoman — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Yes, the outstanding minister’s
spokeswoman instantly announced that it was the
previous Labor government’s fault. The minerals
council report notes that there are difficult policy
decisions involved — I am not pretending there are not,
but if you look at the sector under the previous Labor
government’s watch, mineral sands became a new
resource in Victoria. In David O’Brien’s and Simon
Ramsay’s western Victorian electorate, for example,
there are 100 jobs at the Hamilton processing plant, and
there are other jobs around the traps. We hear a lot from
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Minister O’Brien about the potential of brown coal in
the Latrobe Valley, but we have seen the same plans
announced and reannounced for something that might
happen in 10 or 15 years, but there are no actual jobs.
The minerals council report concludes that one of the
reasons companies put Victoria below New Zealand is
that there is no grunt in the Department of Primary
Industries. I am using my own words, but essentially
what the report says is that the Department of Primary
Industries is slow in responding because the resources
and personnel are not there.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I am criticising the Baillieu
government’s efficiency initiative which has gutted the
Department of Primary Industries. We often focus on
DPI and what it is doing in the farming sector and with
its inspectors. I suggest Ms Lovell go and visit a few
mines in the state. If she asks people what the single
biggest issue is when they send things to DPI for
approval or opinion or information, they will tell her
that they get the same person acting in someone else’s
job, and they never get an answer. That is not a
reflection on the people working in DPI; it is a
reflection on the government initiative which has gutted
DPI in the name of efficiency, which means that one
person is doing the work of two, three or four people.
If the Baillieu government wants to get more mining in
this state, it should perhaps look into the Department of
Primary Industries. The action I seek from the minister
is that he read the report from the Minerals Council of
Australia and that he report to the Parliament,
particularly on the consequences of the government’s
efficiency initiative on the generation of mining jobs in
the state of Victoria.

Vocational education and training: reforms
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was running over its projected budget by $400 million
per year and subsidising courses that provided little
hope for aspirant job seekers should be reworked in a
sustainable way. Both public and private providers
along with teachers, unions and even the students
recognise this.
In my own region it is gratifying to see the TAFEs
leading the charge to transition from past entrenched
bureaucracy to a better governance model. They are
reviewing programs to meet industry need, providing
students with quality programs and doing so through a
business model of partnerships with other providers,
employers and businesses within their catchment area,
which provides competitiveness with the private
providers.
My discussions with Grant Sutherland at Gordon
Institute of TAFE in Geelong, Joe Piper at South West
TAFE and David Battersby at Ballarat University have
all led me to believe there is an acceptance that the
sector needs an overhaul and that there are
opportunities for the sector to provide quality courses to
students on a needs basis, using new structures and new
partnerships that will enhance job opportunities and
preserve regional access to vocational training for rural
students. The sector is entering an exciting time in
which the methods of old are under scrutiny and new
options and arrangements are being drawn up, whether
it be a new skill centre in Ballarat, an alliance with
regional TAFEs or partnerships for employers in the
Geelong region.
It seems that it is only the unions that do not want
change. They want to cling on to their power base.
Members like Geoff Howard, the member for Ballarat
East in the other house, who use their electorate officers
to moonlight in office-bearer positions in Trades Hall or
who are politically active in Save TAFE rallies that
want to stop the learning opportunities of our young,
dismiss the extra billion dollars put into the sector by
the Baillieu government and the increase in subsidies to
many courses.

Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister
responsible for the Teaching Profession and the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, the
Honourable Peter Hall. It is in relation to the Baillieu
government’s reforms of the VET (vocational
education and training) sector and the response from
the minister’s office on how different campuses are
dealing with the necessary reforms.

Mr Leane — On a point of order, President, if a
member wants to make accusations against a member
of the other chamber — or in fact this chamber — they
need to do it by substantive motion. It seems to me that
Mr Ramsay is accusing members of the other chamber
of a number of things.

I think all members in this chamber recognise that the
uncapped contestable model introduced by the previous
government was always going to be open to abuse,
particularly where taxpayers money was up for grabs.
All of us in this chamber recognise that a model that

Mr Finn — On the point of order, President, I do
not believe Mr Ramsay made any such substantive
allegation. He was merely stating a fact that one of
Mr Howard’s employees is the president of the Trades
Hall at Ballarat. Unless Mr Leane regards being

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 16 August 2012

COUNCIL

president of a Trades Hall as something to be ashamed
of, I do not believe any allegation as such exists.
The PRESIDENT — Order! What Mr Finn has
said is debate; it is not a point of order.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On the point of order,
President, I was listening carefully to Mr Ramsay’s
dissertation, and he clearly suggested that Mr Howard
was misusing his electorate office.
Mr Ramsay — Well, he is.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — There you go! We need a
substantive motion.
Mr Ramsay — It is not what I said, though.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Ramsay’s
interjection was an unfortunate one, because I think it
has hoisted him with his own petard. My position on
the point of order was that I was going to give
Mr Ramsay the benefit of the doubt on the basis that
there was the word ‘office’ and I did not think the
accusation related to the member but rather that
someone in the office was doing this work. In that sense
I was prepared to show some leniency, but I also hoped
that Mr Ramsay would move on and that it was not the
substance of the matter. Mr Ramsay certainly put
forward a lot of other information or views, if you like,
on the TAFE sector. I saw the comments that he made
as not being the substantive part of his contribution,
notwithstanding that they were fairly fierce.
The problem is that Mr Ramsay then went on to
interject and indicate it was his view that the office was
being improperly used. I acknowledge that he then said
that was not what he said in his substantive
contribution, but the point is the two statements rolled
together lead me to a position where I have to accept
that this matter would require a substantive motion
against the member because of the way in which
Mr Ramsay couched that part of his contribution.
I invite Mr Ramsay to continue, but without reference
to the member. In other words, I think Mr Ramsay has
put a case about TAFE that this is a bold new
frontier — I am paraphrasing. He then made some
remarks that have caused this concern, but I understand
that he is probably about to make some request of the
minister, and I would certainly invite him to do that.
Mr RAMSAY — Thank you, President. Given that
the unions will not acknowledge the reforms that the
VET sector is accepting and willing to undertake and
that they continue to run a campaign of lies and
scaremongering, I ask the minister if he will continue to
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engage with providers to ensure that training outcomes
for the people in my electorate of Western Victoria are
maximised.

Magistrates Court of Victoria: staff complaints
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The matter I wish to raise is for the Attorney-General.
This is a somewhat delicate matter. Over the course of a
number of weeks I have had various items of
correspondence arrive in my office, both by mail and
email, from three employees of the Department of
Justice who work primarily, it seems, in the Magistrates
Court. Two of them, Ms Jo Beckett and Ms Debbie-Lee
Wilkinson-Reed, are happy for their names and their
correspondence to be conveyed to the
Attorney-General. A third correspondent is not
prepared to have either her name or her correspondence
conveyed.
The correspondence that I have received contains
numerous allegations and complaints against officers of
the Magistrates Court — not judicial officers, I should
say. Suggestions have been made against senior
employees of the Magistrates Court that revolve around
a number of matters. The matters include staff members
being abused in front of other staff, staff members
being improperly removed from their roles, bullying,
the improper circulation of information, breaches of
privacy, breaches of the enterprise agreement and a
number of other matters. From the look of the
correspondence I have, it seems that there have been
some attempts to investigate and deal with this from
inside the Department of Justice. It appears that the
individuals who have contacted my office by both
email and telephone are not satisfied with the situation
as it currently abides.
Obviously as the shadow Attorney-General it is
difficult for me to investigate and/or ascertain the
veracity of any of these claims; that is something that is
more open to the Attorney-General and his office. I
indicate that, with the consent of those employees, I am
happy to hand over to the Minister for Housing, who is
at the table, the various items of correspondence that
have been provided to my office. I would ask that upon
receipt of these items the Attorney-General and his
office investigate the matters that have been raised by
those persons who have contacted my office to try to
find a resolution of a matter that is clearly aggrieving at
least three employees of the Magistrates Court.

Edenhope Airport: expansion
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister responsible for
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the Aviation Industry, the Honourable
Gordon Rich-Phillips. I would like to invite the minister
to visit the Edenhope Airport to discuss with the West
Wimmera Shire Council its potential to act as a regional
aviation hub. With an existing 1000-metre good-quality
runway at the Edenhope Airport there is a demonstrated
potential for expansion. The current airstrip is critical
for community access, particularly for emergency
services. For example, in March of this year a jockey
was airlifted to Melbourne after suffering a serious race
fall at the Edenhope track. Other users of the airport
include the Country Fire Authority and aerial
agricultural services such as crop spraying, in addition
to commuters.
Edenhope is a wonderful part of my region but also the
most distant from Melbourne, at approximately
395 kilometres. The Edenhope and District Memorial
Hospital, which incorporates the Lakes Hostel, the
nursing home and other facilities, including the Elsie
Bennett Community Centre and the men’s shed, is in
fact 287 kilometres from Ballarat, which has the nearest
tertiary health-care facility. Horsham, which has the
nearest subregional base hospital, is 100 kilometres
away. Nevertheless, there is a great demand for access
to Edenhope. In fact the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development, Mr Peter Ryan, has identified
West Wimmera as one of the shires that has suffered a
15 per cent fall in population over the past 15 years.
What we would like to see, as Mr Ryan has said, is
each of these communities starting to reverse the trend
and flourish again in relation to their great potential.
Minister Ryan said:
Each of these communities, I think, has a much sharper focus
on the fact that they can do things in which the way their
future is going to pan out, and that they can look to the
government — particularly through the Regional Growth
Fund — to be able to support them in that.

Members may also know that Stawell Airport recently
underwent a $2.9 million upgrade, which was officially
opened by Minister Ryan in conjunction with the
federal member for Mallee, John Forrest, and The
Nationals federal leader and shadow Minister for
Infrastructure and Transport, the Honourable Warren
Truss, on 7 August. It will pave the way for larger
aircraft and significantly increased capacity at the
airport. Although a similar investment would be
required in Edenhope, I feel that this warrants
investigation.
Currently there are no aircraft permanently on site, and
this may change in the medium term. The community
of Edenhope is a strong one, with enviable health care
for a small regional centre. I commend the mayor,
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Eveline Van Breugel, the CEO, Mark Crouch, and all
the board members of the Edenhope and District
Memorial Hospital, which I visited last Friday, where I
received more extensive representations in favour of the
provision of additional assistance to Edenhope Airport.
I thank the hospital’s CEO, Emma Kealy, and the
general services manager, Andrew Saunders, for their
hospitality and wish them all the best over the coming
year.

Ambulance Victoria: employee dispute
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My matter for the adjournment tonight is for the
attention of the Minister for Health, and it relates to the
discontent and concern of two employees of
Ambulance Victoria, Darren Short and Steven Jubb. I
am raising this matter with their consent and knowledge
following the representations they made to me to
present these matters to the Minister for Health. They
both live in Gippsland, and I will furnish the minister
with some documentation that they have provided to
me which indicates that the minister has corresponded
through his office with Mr Short and has also provided
communications through the member for Gippsland
East in the Assembly, who is familiar with this matter
and has previously taken representations on behalf of
Mr Short and Mr Jubb to the minister.
The reason these two employees continue to be
distressed and concerned with the unresolved nature of
their dispute with Ambulance Victoria is that they
believe natural justice has not been afforded them.
Indeed they have taken action on a number of occasions
through Fair Work Australia, WorkSafe, the
Ombudsman and the scrutiny of the State Services
Authority, which has examined the processes and
procedures that have been undertaken by Ambulance
Victoria.
At the end of 2011 the public sector standards
commissioner, Mr Allen, made a determination about
those processes and made recommendations to
Ambulance Victoria about ways in which it could
reform its procedures to get a better outcome for
matters such as this. I am informed that until this point
in time Ambulance Victoria has not responded to those
recommendations that the public sector standards
commissioner made at the end of 2011 to find better
forms of remedy for circumstances similar to this. In
recent correspondence from the Minister for Health to
the member for Gippsland East the minister said he
thought the remedy for these problems may be found
through the Ombudsman’s office, yet the Ombudsman
is not of that view.
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The two employees in question, Mr Short and Mr Jubb,
believe they are on an administrative merry-go-round
that has not been resolved satisfactorily. They draw
attention to consideration in the Federal Court of
Australia, and particularly in relation to Quinn v.
Overland, which they believe might form the basis of
remedies by the Ombudsman or the state services
commissioner. I encourage the Minister for Health to
take independent advice on these matters, because these
are not vexatious litigants; they are people who are
pursuing their personal interests and would like some
remedy from the Minister for Health.

Government: vehicle procurement
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Assistant
Treasurer, Gordon Rich-Phillips, concerning figures for
the purchase of locally manufactured vehicles by the
Victorian state government. During my contribution to
the debate on motion 343 yesterday I stated that 63 per
cent of the vehicles purchased by the Victorian state
government were built in Australia — and I did stress
in my contribution that I was using a broad definition of
Victorian state government that included government
departments, statutory bodies and agencies. A
government member subsequently disputed that figure,
and I assume he did so on the advice of the Assistant
Treasurer.
Given that the figures I quoted were disputed yesterday,
I request that the Assistant Treasurer inform the house
what percentage of vehicles purchased by the Victorian
state government, including Victorian state government
departments, Victorian state government statutory
bodies and Victorian state government agencies, were
manufactured in Australia.

Children: Take a Break program
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. I am pleased that the minister
is in the chamber and will be able to respond to my
matter. I raise my concerns about the continued fallout
from the minister’s decision last year to axe funding for
the Take a Break occasional child-care program in
Victoria. I have been informed that the Cottage in
Synnot Street, Werribee, which is run by the Wyndham
Community and Education Centre, is the latest centre to
announce it will close its doors at the end of the year as
a result of the Baillieu government’s cuts to this
program. The Cottage has been operating in the local
area since 1974 and has been offering occasional child
care to families for over 25 years. However, the loss of
its Take a Break funding has been the catalyst that will
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see it close on 14 December this year, leaving up to
60 families and 75 children without child care.
Wyndham Community and Education Centre CEO,
Jenny Barrera, is quoted in the Wyndham Leader of
13 August as describing the loss of Take a Break
funding as a ‘fatal blow’. The centre had been forced
into a vicious cycle of increasing its child-care fees as a
result of the loss of state government funding, resulting
in fewer enrolments and ultimately leading to its
unviability. This increased financial pressure has also
led to it closing its three-year-old kindergarten program
and various activity groups.
The latest census data shows that the local government
area of Wyndham is the fastest growing in Victoria. A
report presented to Wyndham City Council recently
showed that children under five account for 10 per cent
of Wyndham’s population, with forecasts predicting
this age group will continue to be the most populous
until 2021. The birth rate has increased 32 per cent
since 2008. It is therefore important that services that
provide flexible child-care options be retained in
Wyndham. They should be retained not only in
Wyndham but across Victoria. I am concerned that
many more centres will be forced into a similar
situation as that of the Cottage as a result of the
minister’s decision to cut Take a Break funding in
Victoria. I notice that Mr Elsbury is taking an interest in
this matter. I hope he will be advocating on behalf at
the centre, given that it is in his electorate. I call on the
minister to take action to prevent the Cottage and other
centres like it from closing by reversing her
government’s cruel decision to axe the Take a Break
occasional child-care program.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to come back to
Mr Ramsay’s adjournment item. I think I have had the
courtesy of receiving his notes from him, or were they
just retrieved from the Hansard box? At any rate, I have
got the notes. Had it not been for the interjection,
substantially this adjournment matter might have stood
and I would not have ruled it out as an attack on a
member. Nevertheless, an issue has been raised that I
have discussed on a previous occasion, and I will do so
again. The issue is that in the context of this
adjournment debate at any rate — in the actual matter
that was raised — there is no suggestion that
Mr Howard, the member for Ballarat East in the
Assembly, has done anything wrong. However, in this
matter there is a suggestion that Mr Howard has used
his electorate officers to moonlight in office-bearer
positions in the Trades Hall Council.
The concern that I have with that — and I will maintain
this concern at all times — is that I believe members
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need to be very judicious in linking the activities of
staff with those of members. Indeed it is quite possible
that Mr Howard has no interest in having his staff act as
office-bearers within Trades Hall Council. That may
well be their own decision, and as individuals they are
perfectly entitled to take up positions in any
organisation that they wish, and there should be no
reflection on them for taking up those positions even
though they may also have a job in an electorate office.
The two things are quite separate, and there is not
necessarily any link between the two positions or
anything untoward in that.
I am concerned to make sure at all times that staff are
not unfairly criticised, because staff do not have a right
of reply in the same way in the processes of our
Parliament. I am concerned about that matter, but I
think my concern is more about the way the matter is
worded rather than even the intent of what was said, or
I would hope so. From that point of view, the matter
probably would have got by, but that is not a caution
that I would make.
The other thing is that I think Mr Ramsay departed
slightly from his script at the end. I thought the way he
worded his matter was in the form of a question. There
is no doubt that in terms of the standing orders the
adjournment debate is not a second bite at question
time, so it is not a matter of asking a question. The
interesting thing is that the matter is perfectly put in the
notes. In other words, there is no question associated
with it; the matter is a call for action from the minister,
which is appropriate. I hope that I heard it wrong at the
end and that the text here might be what was used by
Mr Ramsay on that occasion.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
The PRESIDENT — It was never out.
Mr Ramsay — Thank you, President. In fact during
my adjournment contribution there were a number of
interjections. As has been said, I did deviate from the
script. Certainly my adjournment matter was not a
reflection on the member. In fact the substance of it was
talking about the participation of the unions,
particularly in the Ballarat region in respect of the
recent announcement — —
Mr Leane — Is this a point of order?
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is an explanation. It
is in order given the circumstances.
Mr Ramsay — I am happy to take your advice and
have the record as per the script.

Thursday, 16 August 2012

The PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot change the
words, but the explanation from Mr Ramsay satisfies
me.
Mr Ramsay — If the record can state that. It was
certainly not a reflection on the member.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Ramsay has
provided something important to the house and I
appreciate that. This is not by way of criticism, either.
There is a suggestion that one of the member’s staff has
been involved in rallies and organising activities. Hey,
we are in politics. That is what happens. We all do that.
There are members on all sides of the house, including
the Greens, who are involved in supporting campaigns
and advising activity groups on things. In that context I
did not see the adjournment matter as being an attack
on the member, and that is one of the reasons I would
have left it in and given the member the benefit of the
doubt originally. Certainly having read his notes now,
that has confirmed my position.

Responses
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
There were eight matters raised on the adjournment
tonight. Ms Pennicuik raised a matter for the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change regarding the
Rosebud foreshore reserve and a proposed aquatic
centre, and I will pass that on to the minister.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the Minister for Energy
and Resources regarding a Minerals Council of
Australia report. I have to say I was disappointed to
hear Mr Lenders casting aspersions on the public
service and the quality of its work. It seems to be
becoming a pattern from the Labor Party. Yesterday the
member for Ivanhoe in the Assembly, Anthony
Carbines — —
Mr Lenders — President, I draw your attention to
the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — As I was saying, I was
disappointed to hear Mr Lenders casting aspersions on
the public service, particularly about the quality of its
work. I said that that is becoming a pattern from the
Labor Party. Yesterday during the grievance debate the
member for Ivanhoe in the Assembly, Anthony
Carbines, called my housing bureaucrats a ‘miserable
bunch’.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of order,
President, how can it possibly be relevant in a response
to a matter raised on the adjournment for the minister to
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be referring to comments made yesterday by the
member for Ivanhoe in the other place?

hell of a lot of Prius vehicles from Japan which were
not made locally.

The PRESIDENT — Order! It certainly does
stretch matters somewhat in that a specific issue was
raised about the Department of Primary Industries and
the impact of certain policies on staffing levels and
therefore service to the industry and what the
implications might be for employment levels in that
industry going forward. I note that in his remarks
Mr Lenders did not criticise the public service but was
actually saying it was the government policy and the
implementation of that policy that was having an
impact on the staffing levels — —

Ms Mikakos raised a matter for me, but it actually is a
matter that is outside the jurisdiction of the state; it is a
matter for the federal government. She raised a matter
about the removal of the federal government’s funding
of the Take a Break program, which led to the end of
that program. The federal government has the
responsibility for child-care funding, and I note that in
October last year, due to my lobbying of the federal
government, the federal Minister for Early Childhood
Education, Child Care and Youth, Kate Ellis,
announced some additional occasional-care places. She
gave details of those in January and said that those
places would be allocated by June. It is now August and
those places have not been allocated. Services are
contacting us to ask, ‘What’s going on with the federal
government; why hasn’t it allocated those places?’. I
suggest to Ms Mikakos that if she wants funding for
occasional care, she should lobby her federal colleagues
and ask them to fulfil their promises of last year.

Hon. D. M. Davis — Allegedly.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Allegedly, and
therefore potentially on the service level. The member
did not refer in any negative way to the public servants.
I am not aware of what Mr Carbines said. The minister
is entitled to answer the adjournment item in a
responsive way. Basically the response to an
adjournment item should be apposite to the question
raised and also should not be in the form of a debate. It
should be a specific answer to the question. My concern
in taking up the point of order is that bringing in other
members and talking about a pattern of commentary on
the public service might well be starting to enter into
the area of debate, and particularly given the way the
Leader of the Opposition couched his remarks, I do not
think that is actually fair territory to go into.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — Mr Ramsay raised an
issue for the Minister for Higher Education and Skills
regarding TAFE’s transition to a better governance
model and asked the minister to maximise training
outcomes in his electorate.
Mr Pakula raised a matter for the Attorney-General
regarding correspondence from employees in the
Magistrates Court, and I will pass that correspondence
and the adjournment matter on to the Attorney-General.
Mr O’Brien raised a matter for the Minister responsible
for the Aviation Industry, inviting him to visit
Edenhope airport to discuss the potential for expansion.
Mr Jennings raised a matter for the Minister for Health
around issues raised with him by two employees at
Ambulance Victoria, and I will pass his correspondence
and his adjournment matter on to the minister.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for the Assistant
Treasurer regarding the percentage of state government
fleet vehicles purchased locally — and I remind
Mr Somyurek that the former government purchased a

The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 7.57 p.m. until Tuesday,
28 August.
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Member for Altona: seniors information booklet
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Ageing
Mr Finn
13 October 2011

REPLY:
The booklet referred to is distributed from the member for Altona’s electoral office and I understand the
Department of Health has provided the correct contact information for the Royal Women’s Hospital.

Planning: urban growth boundary
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Barber
6 December 2011

REPLY:
On 28 July 2011, I wrote to eleven (11) non-growth area councils advising them of the government’s intention to
seek their views on the current urban growth boundary (UGB) in their municipality, and providing them with an
opportunity to identify any UGB anomalies and to have them independently assessed and considered by an
advisory committee. The letter also indicated the process is designed to deal with possible changes to the boundary
and will not be open to general public submissions. Council submissions were to be forwarded to the Department
of Planning and Community Development by no later than 28 November 2011.
Therefore, any submission made by Greater Dandenong council is wholly a matter for the council.

Water: northern Victoria supply
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Mr Lenders
7 December 2011

REPLY:
Educating and informing the community about bushfire preparedness is a critical part of emergency management.
Empowering the individual to take action before, during and after an emergency is done through a whole of
government approach — ensuring everyone is aware of the need to be prepared, to take action if necessary, and
where to go if the need arises.
There was no individual letter written from me and sent to individual members of the community.
I did however deliver some published messages, throughout Fire Action Week, and at other times during the fire
season; through local media outlets, for local and regional communities.
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Water: northern Victoria supply
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Ms Broad
28 February 2012

REPLY:
An extreme rainfall event in January 2011 led to approximately 190 landslides in the Grampians National Park,
many of which were in the catchment of Lake Bellfield. As a result of these landslides, a large volume of material
flowed into the reservoir, which resulted in considerable water quality impacts with regard to colour and turbidity
for towns supplied by the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. While it was originally anticipated that water quality in the
reservoir would improve by mid-2011, this did not occur. Despite the efforts of the relevant water authority,
Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water (GWM Water), a number of towns which rely on water from the reservoir
have faced ongoing water quality issues.
On 27 February this year, the Minister for Health declared the water concerned to be ‘regulated water’ under
section 6 of the Safe Drinking Water Act 2003, meaning the water supplied is not fit for drinking. This was done at
the request of GWM Water in light of ongoing water quality issues. I am advised the only water treatment currently
available in the ten towns that you refer to in your question is chlorination. Unfortunately, this process does not
treat turbidity, which is the primary water quality issue facing these towns.
During the period that the declaration is in place, officials from the Department of Health will work with GWM
Water to ensure water-related public health issues are managed. In addition, I am advised that GWM Water has
placed tankers containing drinking water in each town so that residents can come and collect drinking water as they
require. Additionally, GWM Water is working with schools and health care facilities to ensure they also have
access to safe drinking water during this time. Finally, whilst the declaration is in place, GWM Water will only
charge residents a non-drinking water tariff, rather than the normal drinking water tariff.
I am advised that GWM Water will receive funding through the Department of Sustainability and Environment’s
Small Towns Water Quality Fund to undertake water quality improvement works in affected towns. While I
understand these works are expected to address the water quality issues in Donald, Minyip and Rupanyup,
returning the remaining seven towns to drinking water standard will require a longer term solution. I am advised
that GWM Water will be working with the Department of Sustainability and Environment and the Department of
Health to develop a longer term proposal for water supplies to these remaining towns for funding through GWM
Water’s next pricing period, which will commence in July 2013.
Thank you for raising the matter with me.

Regional Rail Link Authority: West Footscray footbridges
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Hartland
28 February 2012

REPLY:
Regional rail link (RRL) works require the removal of the Rising Sun footbridge to facilitate the additional tracks
that are being constructed as part of the project. Land constraints in this area will not permit the footbridge to be
rebuilt in the exact same location.
As part of these works the existing footbridge at West Footscray station will also be removed, as the station is being
demolished and rebuilt approximately 160 metres to the west. The Rising Sun footbridge and the West Footscray
station footbridge will be replaced with a new crossing at the new West Footscray station. The new crossing will
include Disability Discrimination Act-compliant ramps to facilitate cross-corridor access for cyclists and
pedestrians.
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Cross-corridor access will be maintained at all times during RRL’s construction.
The Regional Rail Link Authority undertook a series of consultation activities in late 2011, prior to the construction
contract being awarded for RRL works between Footscray and Deer Park. These activities included a briefing
session at West Footscray station, where the proposed removal of the Rising Sun pedestrian bridge was discussed.
It was noted through these consultation activities that there was a need to consult further with the wider community
regarding the proposed removal of the Rising Sun footbridge. This information was conveyed to the
Footscray-Deer Park project team following contract award on 21 December 2011.
The Footscray-Deer Park project team commenced formal consultation with stakeholders in February 2012,
sending an invitation to over 5500 residents to provide feedback on the proposed removal of the Rising Sun
footbridge.
Further to this, the Footscray-Deer Park project team performed pedestrian counts on the Rising Sun footbridge and
the West Footscray station footbridge in January and February 2012, and again in April 2012 to understand the
usage of these bridges.
The Footscray-Deer Park project team is currently discussing its findings with Maribyrnong City Council to ensure
that the outcomes are consistent with council’s master planning process.
The Footscray-Deer Park project team will provide a summary of these findings to the wider community in the near
future.

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Ms Broad
29 February 2012

REPLY:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to the construction of the Kilmore-Wallan bypass to better
manage traffic flows and improve road safety.
The bypass will connect the Northern Highway and the Hume Freeway near Kilmore to bypass traffic away from
the Kilmore and Wallan townships and assist with handling local traffic growth.
Planning activities for the bypass are progressing in close consultation with the community. Various route options
for the bypass are being investigated.
The Kilmore-Wallan bypass, along with the discontinuation of the previous government’s solution of an internal
link road, was an election commitment made by the coalition.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Planning: Point Cook
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Ms Hartland
13 March 2012

REPLY:
The Point Cook West precinct structure plan underwent public consultation between 16 January 2012 and
16 February 2012. The Growth Areas Authority held community consultation sessions on 31 January and 1, 7 and
8 February 2012.
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The Growth Areas Authority will continue to work with Wyndham City Council and the local community to
resolve any submissions made during the consultation process.
Delaying the planning would therefore merely delay addressing the infrastructure and service needs of the future
Point Cook community.

Planning: Point Cook
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Tee
13 March 2012

REPLY:
The development of the Point Cook area has largely occurred over the past decade.
The preparation of the Point Cook West precinct structure plan and development contributions plan takes into
consideration the transport, education, community, open space and recreation needs of the new Point Cook West
community. The precinct structure plan and development contributions plan will identify the infrastructure that is to
be funded through the development of the precinct.
The development contributions plan will set out the infrastructure contributions that land developers must pay in
developing the land. This includes contributions to infrastructure located outside the Point Cook West precinct
structure plan area. For example, the provision of a community centre that is proposed to be constructed outside the
precinct but which is expected to be used by new residents of Point Cook West and existing residents of Point
Cook.
The draft Point Cook West precinct structure plan identifies the development of a new interchange at Sneydes
Road. When constructed, this interchange will directly and substantially benefit the residents of Point Cook by
providing more direct access to the Princes Freeway. The Growth Areas Authority, VicRoads and Wyndham City
Council have been working together to identify the land required for the interchange, and land will be able to be set
aside to enable construction in the future.
The draft Point Cook West precinct structure plan provides for a district level active recreation reserve on Hacketts
Road and it is expected that the Point Cook West development contributions plan will require land developers of
Point Cook West to contribute to the development of the sports reserve. The facilities provided on the active sports
reserve will be determined by Wyndham City Council.

Planning: Point Cook
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Finn
13 March 2012

REPLY:
The preparation of precinct structure plans is dependent upon a number of factors, and these may alter from time to
time. The timing of the adoption of any individual precinct structure plan is therefore likely to vary.
The Growth Areas Authority reports to me regularly on its planning schedule which I approve. The Growth Areas
Authority publishes on its website a list and map of current and proposed precinct structure plan areas and it also
provides an indication of the status of individual precinct structure plans on the program.
I will request that the Growth Areas Authority keeps this schedule up to date.
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Regional Rail Link Authority: West Footscray footbridges
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Hartland
27 March 2012

REPLY:
Regional rail link (RRL) works require the removal of the Rising Sun footbridge to facilitate the additional tracks
that are being constructed as part of the project. Land constraints in this area will not permit the footbridge to be
rebuilt in the exact same location.
As part of these works the existing footbridge at West Footscray station will also be removed, as the station is being
demolished and rebuilt approximately 160 metres to the west. The Rising Sun footbridge and the West Footscray
station footbridge will be replaced with a new crossing at the new West Footscray station. The new crossing will
include Disability Discrimination Act-compliant ramps to facilitate cross-corridor access for cyclists and
pedestrians.
Cross-corridor access will be maintained at all times during RRL’s construction.
The Regional Rail Link Authority undertook a series of consultation activities in late 2011, prior to the construction
contract being awarded for RRL works between Footscray and Deer Park. These activities included a briefing
session at West Footscray station, where the proposed removal of the Rising Sun pedestrian bridge was discussed.
It was noted through these consultation activities that there was a need to consult further with the wider community
regarding the proposed removal of the Rising Sun footbridge. This information was conveyed to the
Footscray-Deer Park project team following contract award on 21 December 2011.
The Footscray-Deer Park project team commenced formal consultation with stakeholders in February 2012,
sending an invitation to over 5500 residents to provide feedback on the proposed removal of the Rising Sun
footbridge.
Further to this, the Footscray-Deer Park project team performed pedestrian counts on the Rising Sun footbridge and
the West Footscray station footbridge in January and February 2012, and again in April 2012 to understand the
usage of these bridges.
The feedback you have collected from your constituents regarding the proposed removal of the Rising Sun
footbridge was also passed on to the Footscray-Deer Park project team.
The Footscray-Deer Park project team is currently discussing its findings with Maribyrnong City Council to ensure
that the outcomes are consistent with council’s master planning process.
The Footscray-Deer Park project team will provide a summary of these findings to the wider community in the near
future.

Project Respect: funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Women’s Affairs
Ms Mikakos
28 March 2012

REPLY:
I am aware of the work of Project Respect to support women in the sex industry, including women trafficked to
Australia.
People trafficking is a complex, multifaceted crime with no single solution.
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On 8 December 2011 the Victorian coalition government released its response to the Inquiry into People
Trafficking for Sex Work, supporting the vast majority of the relevant recommendations. The inquiry’s
recommendations were carefully reviewed in tandem with implementing election commitments related to sex
work.
Our dedicated responses within this context, each of which includes measures aimed at stamping out illegal and
criminal behaviour in Victoria’s sex work industry, include:
– the implementation of reforms to protect workers in the sex industry through the Sex Work and Other Acts
Amendment Act 2011;
– the commitment of funding to provide additional support to workers in the sex industry through the Pathways to
Exit program; and
– the establishment of the Victoria Sex Industry Strategic Management Group to oversee a multiagency
enforcement program.
The Victorian government is currently developing a three-year action plan to address all forms of violence against
women and their children.
In January 2012 we released a consultation framework setting out our proposed directions and actions in terms of
prevention, early intervention and response in relation to family violence and sexual assault, as well as other forms
of violence against women such as trafficking.
The feedback we received from individuals and organisations will inform the finalisation of the action plan and the
government’s future investment to address the trafficking of women and violence against women more broadly.

Youth: body image
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Youth Affairs
Ms Mikakos
29 March 2012

REPLY:
Funding for the previous government’s ‘Positive Body Image’ lapsed on 30 June 2010 prior to the change of
government. The previous Labor government failed to provide new funding to tackle this important issue.
In contrast, the coalition government takes the issue of body image very seriously and is working closely with the
sector and young Victorians to achieve positive outcomes on this issue.
Over one-third of young Victorians surveyed in 2011 rated body image in their top three issues of concern.
Body image has rated consistently as a top issue of concern for young Victorians over a number of years. However,
despite there being strong social awareness of this issue, there is minimal understanding of prevention and causes.
This has informed the coalition government’s commonsense approach to tackling this important issue, which is
now under the responsibilities of the Department of Health.
The Minister for Mental Health has announced a $104.8 million mental health initiative that will address issues
including the rising incidence of eating disorders and body image concerns amongst young Victorians.
This includes funding for headspace eating disorders programs, an eating disorders plan, mental health workforce
strategy, and a new expert taskforce on eating disorders chaired by the member for Evelyn.
The Minister for Education has also announced funding of $300 000 to the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre
(QVWC) to develop the ‘SeeMe online’ body image program that will be rolled out to schools across the state.
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After 11 years of Labor’s waste and mismanagement, this government is delivering a responsible budget whilst
continuing to tackle important issues for Victorians.

Shire of Melton: early childhood infrastructure
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
Ms Tierney
19 April 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
There was significant interest in the first round of the children’s facilities capital program which included
$26 million in state and national partnership funding, $4.4 million in internal departmental funds, as well as funds
brought forward from the subsequent $50 million grant round, which remains open.
Successful centres in the growing Melton region were:
– Botanica Springs Children’s and Community Centre at Melton with a grant of $1.5 million for a $5.1 million
project that will provide an integrated approach to service delivery that maximises opportunities, inclusion and
participation of all children and families in the area.
– Parkwood Green Children’s and Community Centre Hillside with a $300 000 grant for an $800 000 project to
deliver an additional kindergarten room and foyer, adjoining the existing centre.
– Kororoit Creek Early Learning Centre Burnside Heights with a $300 000 grant for a $300 000 project to convert
the current community room into a third kindergarten room.
This government is committed to increasing access to high-quality early childhood services throughout Melton.

Department of Premier and Cabinet: regional offices
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Mr Lenders
22 May 2012

REPLY:
The government is committed to open Department of Premier and Cabinet regional offices in regional Victoria.
The existing Department of Premier and Cabinet regional offices in Ballarat and Bendigo have been extended for a
further 12 months.
The government will consider the opening of additional regional offices as part of the 2013–14 budget.

Wallan-Kilmore bypass: route
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Ms Broad
22 May 2012

REPLY:
The coalition government is delivering on its promise for a bypass between the Hume Freeway and a connection to
the Northern Highway at a point to the north of the Kilmore township.
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The community consultation group is providing assistance and support to VicRoads by presenting community
views and feedback through the planning investigation stage.
At times, VicRoads will present information to the community consultation group that is of a draft or preliminary
nature, so that valuable feedback can be gained from the group prior to finalising or verifying the information.
Whilst this information is being finalised, it is sometimes necessary to request temporary confidentiality from the
group members on matters of a sensitive nature.
VicRoads has requested this confidentiality to enable further refinement of the information and to allow
consultation in the first instance with affected landowners, prior to details being released to the broader community.
I understand that there are concerns amongst those residents potentially affected by the options being considered,
however it is important that correct information is provided to these residents to limit any further unwarranted or
unnecessary concern.
All information presented to the group will be made available to affected landowners and the broader community.
I understand that the reasoning for this confidentiality has been discussed and understood by the group members
and was part of the terms of reference, to which each of the group members agreed.
The formal planning approval process required for the bypass has not yet been determined. I understand that
VicRoads has sought advice from the Department of Planning and Community Development and that the final
approval process will be determined following the department’s consideration of the findings of the current
planning investigations.
Although the formal planning approval process has not been determined or agreed at this time, the approval process
will provide for review by an independent planning panel or advisory committee and the opportunity for the
community to make submissions.

Pioneer Road, Waurn Ponds: upgrade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Ms Tierney
23 May 2012

REPLY:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian coalition government committed $5 million as part of the 2011–12 and 2012–13 budgets to fund
stage 1 of the upgrading of Pioneer Road from the Princes Highway to the southern access point to the Waurn
Ponds shopping centre. The stage 1 works will address the major community concern of congestion, through the
upgrading of the intersection of Pioneer Road with the Princes Highway and the carriageway duplication of the
section of Pioneer Road. These works will increase road capacity, relieve congestion and improve access to the
Waurn Ponds shopping centre and the Leisurelink Aquatic Centre. The project will improve road safety, enhance
pedestrian movements and assist economic development in the area.
Some service relocation works have commenced on site and road construction works will be commencing soon
and the project will be completed in early 2013.
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Cooper Street–Yale Drive, Epping: traffic lights
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Mr Elasmar
23 May 2012

REPLY:
The intersection of Cooper Street/Yale Drive has had seven reported casualty crashes in the five-year period ending
December 2011. Analysis shows that the predominant crash trend involves right turning movements entering and
exiting Yale Drive. VicRoads has been investigating treatment options to address the safety issue, which include
full or partial closure of the median opening or the installation of traffic signals.
VicRoads’ SmartRoads road use hierarchy identifies Cooper Street as a both a preferred traffic route and a bus
priority route. In considering improvements to the Cooper Street/Yale Drive intersection, VicRoads is guided by its
SmartRoads principles and design tools such as the Austroads’ access management principles. These principles
seek to provide a balance between the needs of through traffic and local traffic. Any improvements to the
intersection, including traffic signals, will need to be considered in the above context.
VicRoads has worked with the City of Whittlesea on developing council’s Cooper Street Employment Area
Development Plan, which proposes a connected network of arterial and local roads to support the development.
This plan includes local east–west roads to connect Yale Drive with Willandra Drive and the future Edgars Road
extension. VicRoads considers these northern links as essential to the function of Yale Drive and will be seeking to
work with the City of Whittlesea to further review the plans for the area.
VicRoads will also liaise with the council as it further develops its road safety proposal for Yale Drive and intends
to seek feedback from the local community and businesses on its preferred option.

Potato growers: contract negotiations
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security
Mr Ramsay
24 May 2012

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised in the Legislative Council during the adjournment debate on 24 May
2012 regarding potato farmers in Ballarat.
The McCain Foods factory at Ballarat, and its supporting agricultural industries, area significant
generator of economic activity, wealth and employment for Victoria. Like others in the food processing
sector in Australia, ensuring that the Ballarat processing potato sector remains competitive and viable in
the future is an ongoing challenge for all players in the supply chain.
The coalition government is committed to supporting food and fibre production in Victoria. In mid-2011,
I requested my department to work with relevant industry stakeholders to identify key competitiveness
factors affecting potato growers in the Ballarat region, and how these might be addressed. This project
was agreed coming out of discussions with both. McCain’s and local potato growers last year.
The resulting ‘Ballarat Processing Potato Growers Competitiveness Project’ is now well under way. I will
ask the Department of Primary Industries to discuss the outcomes of the project with both McCain’s and
potato growers.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.
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Disability services: Ballarat student
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Community Services
Ms Pulford
24 May 2012

REPLY:
I would like to thank Ms Pulford for representing the concerns and aspirations of her constituent. With the support
of her mother, this young woman has obviously worked hard to achieve excellent academic results to enable her to
continue her studies at university.
I am informed that the young woman has recently indicated she will use her individualised support funding to
explore education, transport and alternate living arrangements within Melbourne. A case manager is supporting the
family to explore the young woman’s goal to enrol in one university subject from June 2012.
Departmental staff have requested that the case manager liaise with the university about its capacity to extend
on-campus support to the young woman in addition to the scribe you referred to when you raised this issue in early
May 2012.
The Victorian government is committed to supporting Victorians to participate economically and socially in the
community. The government’s Futures for Young Adults (FFYA) program provides support to young people with
a disability to make the transition from school to adult life through employment, education and further training
assistance. The DHS regional office and a local case management service are working with the young woman to
explore the optimal use of her support package funding.
Despite the continued investment in disability services the demand for disability supports remains very high. This is
why the government is continuing to support work on the establishment of a national disability insurance scheme.

Mental health: advice line
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Mr Eideh
24 May 2012

REPLY:
The government is committed to providing a quality response to people in the community who are seeking mental
health advice.
There are a number of ways that people can seek advice, information and referral for general and mental health
issues in Victoria. These include immediate, expert health advice from NURSE-ON-CALL, contacting a local
hospital or mental health service, calling a telephone assistance line, or calling triple zero in case of an emergency.
Each of these options can now be accessed via a single web page at
http://www.health.vic.gov.au/mentalhealthadvice/. People who might continue to contact the Mental Health Advice
Line will have access to several options, including the option to transfer to NURSE-ON-CALL for health advice.
The Victorian government has also committed an additional $1m to expand existing telephone lines, including
Lifeline and Griefline, and continues to fund a number of advice lines such as SANE, beyondblue and mental
health triage services to which you refer. This also includes the ARAFEMI Carer Helpline, which provides free,
confidential information, support and referral for family, carers, and friends of people with a mental illness. The
service operates on weekdays from 9.00 a.m.–5.00 p.m., and can be accessed on 1300 550 265 or via the web at
http://www.arafemi.org.au/family-support/telephone-helpline.html.
Area mental health services have a responsibility to provide mental health information and advice, and they will
continue to respond to calls from Victorians and to recognise the services provided by SANE and beyondblue. The
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government has provided an additional $2.5 million to enhance triage in recognition of this important role in
responding to people who require a mental health service.
Information collected by the Mental Health Advice Line and knowledge gained through the operation of this
service will be used to inform future planning and service improvement work to improve responses to people
experiencing a psychiatric crisis.

Wattletree Road bridge: rebuilding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Mrs Kronberg
24 May 2012

REPLY:
VicRoads considered six alignment options during the development stage of the project. The alignment options are
restricted by the highly constrained environment including the rail crossing, side roads and significant vegetation.
The approved alignment adopted has the least impact on the environment, while complying with current road
safety standards and minimises the removal of significant trees as agreed by the Nillumbik Shire Council.
The contractor engaged to complete the construction of the new Wattletree Road Bridge is required to submit an
environmental and tree management plan detailing measures to be undertaken by the contractor to protect and
re-establish vegetation during and post completion of the works. These requirements have been stipulated and
agreed by VicRoads and the Nillumbik Shire Council.
VicRoads will also offset vegetation loss through a combination of measures agreed with the Nillumbik Shire
Council, which include replanting, revegetation and protection of significant large trees.
Wattletree Road will be realigned from 75m north of Progress Road to the new bridge. This will enable the nature
strip to be widened from the start of the realignment to Progress Road and will provide additional space between
users of the footpath and the road.
The new alignment will allow for improvements at the Progress Road intersection, which include improved sight
lines for motorists exiting Progress Road, the installation of additional pedestrian refuge islands, new pram
crossings and pedestrian fencing along a section of the footpath just north of the intersection.
VicRoads has undertaken ongoing consultation with the Nillumbik Shire Council and local community groups
throughout the detailed design phase of the project. VicRoads has given consideration to the natural surroundings
of the bridge, the finished colour, and structural elements including piers, abutments and earth retaining walls.
VicRoads has also considered the development of the landscape and site rehabilitation plan during the detailed
design phase of the project.
VicRoads has amended the pier design from square column to the more slender round column to reduce the visual
impact on the surrounding environment following consultation with the council and community groups.
VicRoads has recently received correspondence from the Nillumbik Shire Council and Eltham Gateway Action
Group accepting the proposed colours to be used on the bridge. The proposed colours have been specified from the
Dulux colour palette and comprise of Brood, Aumbry and Linnet and are generally in muted tones that allow the
bridge to blend into the surrounding environment.
Construction of the new bridge is expected to commence in the coming months.
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Food and fibre production: western Victoria
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security
Mr O’Brien
24 May 2012

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised during the adjournment debate in the Legislative Council on 24 May 2012 relating
to food and fibre producers in Western Victoria.
The agricultural sector and in particular the red meat sector is critical to the economies of regional and rural
Victoria. The red meat sector and in particular the lamb industry is a significant generator of economic activity,
wealth and employment for Victoria’s south-west region and there is an outstanding opportunity to grow
production of lamb in this region over the next 20 years.
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) implements a number of research programs and provides a range of
services to the beef and sheep industries to support their development and provide support for an internationally
competitive red meat sector to thrive in Victoria.
In fact, a substantial component of the $61.4 million Growing Food and Fibre initiative announced in the 2012–13
budget has been allocated to improving the productivity and profitability of the Victorian red meat (lamb and beef)
sector. Growing Food and Fibre invests $8.95 million in targeted red meat research and development and extension
or service delivery over the next four years. One of the key deliverables in this investment package is the
establishment of a new National (Southern) Red Meat Innovation Centre in Hamilton which will help support the
sector in increasing productivity and profitability for the lamb industry in particular.
Growing Food and Fibre further seeks to boost productivity and profitability in Victoria’s red meat industries by
improving livestock fertility and lamb survival rates, increasing the adoption of traceability and improved feedback
systems, and establishing on-farm participatory research and demonstration trials to apply research findings in a
commercial environment in collaboration with leading producers.
I welcome your invitation to meet with local lamb producers to discuss the issues relevant to sheep and lamb
producers in the south-west and the ways in which the Victorian coalition government through DPI is assisting
sheep producers to increase productivity and profitability.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

St Kilda pier: upgrade
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Ports
Mrs Coote
5 June 2012

REPLY:
As Ms Coote noted, I have met with her, the member for Albert Park and representatives from Parks Victoria and
the City of Port Phillip regarding St Kilda pier. I will continue to work closely with the City of Port Phillip to
ensure that the proposed works progress as efficiently and quickly as possible.
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Mount Rowan Equestrian Centre: training courses
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Racing
Hon. M. P. Pakula
5 June 2012

REPLY:
The provision of training for participants in the racing industry, across all three codes, is vital to the growth of the
industry.
Discussions between training providers, including the University of Ballarat, and the three codes to bring about the
best possible outcomes for the provision of industry training into the future are continuing.
I was pleased to recently join with representatives of Harness Racing Victoria and the Bendigo Harness Racing
Training Centre to announce nearly $100 000 in funding for the construction of new infrastructure at Tabcorp Park
Melton to cater for the growth the training centre.
The Bendigo Harness Racing Training Centre is becoming increasingly popular, attracting students from right
across Victoria. It has proven to be a successful institution for developing quality people for the harness racing and
breeding industry.
Currently it mostly operates out of Bendigo, however, this new infrastructure will allow it to create a satellite
campus at Melton and also give students from around the state the opportunity to get hands-on experience dealing
with horses at the state’s premier racing venue.

Aboriginals: juvenile justice system
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Community Services
Ms Mikakos
5 June 2012

REPLY:
Young Aboriginal people are overrepresented in the juvenile justice system, in all states and territories. In Victoria,
an Aboriginal young person aged 10–17 years is 12 times as likely to be under community-based supervision on an
average day and 22 times more likely to be in detention than a non-Aboriginal person.
This government is investing $2.6m annually, to tackle the overrepresentation of Aboriginal people in Victoria’s
youth justice system.
Up to 460 young people on youth justice orders or at risk of entering the youth justice system will have access to a
range of diversion and rehabilitation programs including:
– Koori Youth Justice Program — assists Aboriginal people involved with the youth justice system to meet the
conditions of these orders and is delivered by community organisations;
– Koori Intensive Bail Support Program — aims to reduce the number of Aboriginal offenders who are detained
prior to sentencing and is delivered by youth justice case workers;
– Koori Intensive Pre and Post Release Support Program — assists Aboriginal detainees to reintegrate back into
their communities and is delivered by youth justice case workers;
– Koori Early School Leavers and Youth Employment Program — delivered by community organisations and
designed to divert young people from the youth justice system by focusing on the key risk factors for young
offenders, particularly lack of engagement with school;
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– Youth Justice Mental Health Initiative — aims to improve access by young offenders to an appropriate level of
mental health treatment and care. The initiative comprises six youth mental health clinicians, co-located with
youth justice community units and Parkville youth justice precinct, including one Aboriginal clinician.
It is important that Aboriginal people involved with the youth justice system are provided with culturally specific
and accessible rehabilitation programs that target offending. Programs that reconnect Aboriginal people to culture,
identity and country are also critically important to reduce offending.
Young Aboriginal people in custody will also benefit from the new interim school that commenced in term one
2012 at the Parkville precinct. The introduction of the school, complemented by the continuation of TAFE and
programs provision, has greatly expanded education opportunities for young people at Parkville, who are now
completing 25 hours per week in an enhanced curriculum.
This government’s investment aligns with the directions of the Aboriginal justice agreement. All ministers with
justice portfolios have attended the Aboriginal Justice Forum (AJF). I attended the AJF in Healesville in March this
year and reinforced the government’s commitment to Aboriginal justice initiatives.

Bannockburn: K–12 school
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Tierney
6 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across
the state.
The government must responsibly balance and prioritise the capital needs of over 1500 government schools across
the State.
The Victorian Liberal Nationals Coalition Plan for Education identifies a number of priority capital works projects
to be funded and commenced in the first term of government. Additional schools identified for capital funding are
announced in the Victorian budget.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has identified the long-term need for a new
P–9 school in Bannockburn. Funding for planning for a new school on the recently acquired site at Bannockburn
will be considered alongside the Victorian government’s state capital program priorities throughout the budget
planning process.
In its first two budgets, the Victorian coalition government has invested $408 million into school capital, with an
additional $120 million going into school maintenance. This includes:
– investing $20 million into the School Improvement Fund;
– injecting $100 million in additional spending towards school maintenance, including $37 million to cover
maintenance and utilities costs associated with the Building the Education Revolution;
– a condition assessment audit of all government primary and secondary schools to assist with planning for future
capital work and maintenance;
– record investment of over $56 million in land acquisition to build new schools in population growth areas; and
– the single largest capital investment in special and autism schools across metropolitan and regional Victoria in
over a decade.
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Housing: tenant survey
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Housing
Ms Hartland
6 June 2012

REPLY:
Every effort is being made to provide public housing tenants and interested members of the community with both
opportunities and support to participate in the public consultation process. To this end:
– the director of housing wrote to all public housing tenants about the consultation process, how to access the
discussion papers and how to provide feedback. This letter was available on the DHS website and through DHS
housing offices in nine languages other than English;
– the summary of the discussion papers and feedback form have been translated into 11 languages. The translated
versions of the summary papers and feedback forms are available on the Housing Framework webpage at
(www.dhs.vic.gov.au or by contacting the department, or my office directly;
– eleven consultation sessions for public housing tenants and interested community members were held in
metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria through June and July 2012. Information about these sessions
have been advertised in local newspapers and distributed to tenant groups and the community. The dates and
venues for consultation sessions have also been available on the DHS website. Interpreters have been provided
where requested by tenants;
– three round table discussions with key housing stakeholders and eight consultation sessions for local service
providers have been held;
– copies of a summary discussion paper and feedback forms, which included post-paid envelopes, have been
available through the Housing Framework information line (the information line) — toll free 1800 148 617 —
that was established to assist people who have queries regarding the discussion papers;
– to date approximately 2000 copies of each discussion paper has been sent out to interested tenants;
– tenants who require assistance to understand the content of the discussion papers and feedback form in
languages other than English have been encouraged to contact the Information Line so that an interpreter can be
arranged;
– tenants who are deaf or who have a speech or hearing impairment have been able to contact the National Relay
Service to seek assistance (TTY/voice calls on 133 677, and the Speak & Listen service on 1300 555 727);
– tenants who have literacy barriers have been advised to contact the information line if they require assistance to
understand the discussion papers;
– hard copies of the feedback forms are available for people who do not have access to the internet. These have
been made available along with reply paid envelopes at all public consultation forums;
– over 1000 submissions have been received in response to the discussion papers and over 90 per cent of these are
from public housing tenants.
I am confident that the consultation process has been thorough and reject the assertions made by Ms Hartland.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
3596

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 14 August 2012

Breastfeeding: research program
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
Mrs Coote
6 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Breastfeeding rates vary across Victoria and are lower amongst women from lower socioeconomic groups; with
lower education and incomes; and from specific cultural groups.
In response to the National Breastfeeding Strategy endorsed by all Australian health ministers at the Australian
Health Minister’s Conference in November 2009, the Victorian government has funded La Trobe University
$648 000 over four years to conduct a cluster-randomised control trial to address breastfeeding rates.
The trial, called Supporting breastfeeding in Local Communities (SILC), will rigorously test community
interventions to improve the maintenance of breastfeeding. The research aims to develop and evaluate two new
evidence-based strategies for increasing breastfeeding maintenance in local government areas (LGAs) with
breastfeeding rates lower than the Victorian state average.
For the purposes of this trial, LGAs that had breastfeeding rates, at discharge from maternity services, below the
state average were invited to participate in SILC. Of the 21 eligible LGAs, 10 have now signed written agreements
and been randomised into one of three arms: standard care; standard care plus additional home-based breastfeeding
support visits; or additional home visits plus a drop-in centre.
Breastfeeding rates in most inner-metropolitan LGAs are generally above the state average. When the study was
being designed the state average for babies either partly or fully breastfed on discharge from hospital was 86.6 per
cent (DEECD MCH data 2009–10). The rate for the city of Port Phillip in the same year was 90.1 per cent Where
breastfeeding rates are already high, it would be difficult to detect any change to the rate as a result of the trial
interventions.
Local government areas experiencing significant population growth such as Cardinia, Whittlesea and Wyndham
have been included in the trial, and will provide valuable information regarding the impact of the interventions
where there are growing numbers of new mothers.
The intervention period will run for nine months to April 2013. Once the results of the research trial are known,
consideration will be given to the benefits of rolling out the two interventions across the state, including in the City
of Port Phillip.

Planning: wildfire management overlays
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Lenders
6 June 2012

REPLY:
A question was raised with the Minister for Planning on 6 June 2012 in regard to wildfire management overlays.
This matter raises issues relating to road closure and discontinuance by local councils, and as such falls within my
responsibility as Minister for Local Government. I therefore provide this response to the question asked.
As a separate tier of government, councils are responsible for various matters, including the power to close or
discontinue roads within the municipal district.
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Such decisions of councils are subject to a public submission process, where persons may make a submission
within 28 days and be heard in person in support of their written submission.
When considering whether to exercise such powers, councils are reasonably expected to consider all relevant
considerations relating to the proposal.
I understand that, in this case, the Yarra Ranges Shire Council has advised my department that it has undertaken
extensive consultation in conjunction with the mandated submission process, including with the Country Fire
Authority, before resolving to discontinue a portion of Scott Road, Yarra Glen.
I also note that legal action has since been brought against the council in relation to this decision and, as such, the
council has not proceeded to discontinue the road pending the outcome of the legal proceedings.
Given that this matter is currently the subject of legal proceedings, it would not be appropriate for me to comment
further.

Higher education: Auslan programs
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Higher Education and Skills
Ms Mikakos
6 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Training providers, including TAFE institutes, are responsible for decisions regarding course offerings. Decisions
by providers to commence or terminate courses are made on the basis of a number of factors.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is undertaking discussions with training providers
about the continuation of Auslan courses in Victoria.

Northern Victoria Region: TAFE funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Higher Education and Skills
Ms Darveniza
6 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The government holds the TAFE sector in high regard and recognises that TAFE institutes and dual-sector
universities are highly valued by learners, businesses and their communities.
The 2012–13 budget continues a high level of public investment in training and ensures funding returns to a
sustainable level, providing a fairer outcome for present and future Victorian taxpayers.
In 2008, the previous government introduced an uncapped market driven training system. In the absence of any
controls on this market system, we have seen:
– training enrolments increase by 44 per cent, but not always in areas of economic need or with good prospective
job outcomes, e.g. courses to train fitness instructors have increased 1955 per cent since 2008;
– the cost of training blow out from a projected and budgeted amount of around $900 million in 2011–12 to an
actual cost close to $1.3 billion — a $400 million black hole;
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– some providers engaging in practices that appear more profit driven than focused on the genuine skills needs of
learners and industry;
– substantial evidence that this uncontrolled market-driven system has put the quality of the training delivered at
risk.
The changes to Victoria’s training system will make quality the prime focus, while maintaining a balance of choice
and access for students. Most importantly, the changes are designed to encourage training in areas of the state’s
skill needs whilst ensuring the costs of the system are sustainable into the future.
To this end, the government has committed an additional $1.033 billion over four years in the state budget to enable
training subsidies of $1.2 billion in 2012–13 and similar amounts for the following three years.
This is a record four-year investment in training.
From 1 January 2013, all providers, whether TAFEs or privately owned, will receive the same training subsidy
rates. This will create a more level playing field in VET between TAFEs and non-TAFE training providers.
It is important to note that areas of TAFE delivery strength, including trades training and training in many
specialised/in shortage occupations, remain strongly supported under the revised subsidy arrangements. In 2011,
82 per cent of all training delivery in the new highest subsidy level was provided by TAFEs.
Sustainability requires some tough decisions. Some students and employers will be asked to contribute more
towards the cost of training and all training providers, including the publicly owned TAFE institutes, will need to
continue to innovate and be more efficient and responsive to industry training needs.
The government is working with TAFE institutes, including those within the Northern Victoria Region electorate,
to adjust to the new funding arrangements.
In responding to these changes, TAFE institutes and dual sector universities are now being supported to prepare
business transition plans. A TAFE transitions panel will consider these plans and prepare a roadmap that shows
how TAFE providers are adapting their activities to meet the new focus of the VET sector.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development will work with providers on options to secure
ongoing delivery to meet skills needs across the state.

Kindergartens: funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
Mrs Petrovich
6 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The following centres, as acknowledged by Mrs Petrovich, will receive an early facility upgrade grant as part of the
2011–12 children’s facilities capital program:
Macedon Ranges Shire Council
Lady Brooks Kindergarten — $300 000
Macedon Kindergarten — $100 000
Woodend Kindergarten — $300 000
Hume City Council
Sunningdale Avenue Children’s Centre — $300 000
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I look forward to viewing the extensions to each of these facilities once they are completed.

Regional and rural Victoria: jobs
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional and Rural Development
Mr Lenders
7 June 2012

REPLY:
– Economic development through the facilitation of projects and job creation is a key priority of the coalition
government.
– It is entirely consistent with our focus on running the state well, which includes maintaining a budget surplus and
an efficient, streamlined public service.
– The Victorian coalition government has announced a record $5.8 billion state infrastructure spend in this year’s
budget to boost productivity and generate jobs across Victoria.
– The regions play a key role in the coalition government’s vision to achieve balanced growth across the state.
– This was highlighted in the 2012–13 state budget with initiatives such as the $221 million investment in regional
health services estimated to generate 562 regional construction jobs (Premier, 11 May 2012).
– The government is also investing in regional Victoria through the Regional Growth Fund and a range of other
programs all designed to stimulate population growth and economic activities in regional Victoria.
– Since coming into office, the coalition government has facilitated regional investment projects valued at
approximately $1.3 billion, resulting in the creation of 1394 new jobs.
– Key new facilitated jobs announcements in regional Victoria have included:
– 45 jobs at SPC Ardmona, Shepparton facilitated by a $4.4 million government grant to support the
company’s $90 million package of improvement projects (Minister Ryan & Minister Dalla-Riva, 13 June
2012);
– 98 direct jobs, 35 indirect jobs and 18 construction jobs are expected to be facilitated by a grant to the Central
Goldfields Council to develop two new industrial sites in Carisbrook (Damian Drum, 25 May 2012);
– 40 jobs at Parker Hannifin’s consolidated hydraulic hose and fitting manufacturing operations in Wodonga
(Minister Dalla-Riva, 30 March 2012);
– 105 jobs as a result of an expansion of Hazeldene’s chicken processing plant at Lockwood (Damian Drum,
10 February 2012);
– 40 jobs at four manufacturing companies (Manna Farms, Seven Fields, Zilzie Wines, Global Rotomoulding)
in Loddon Mallee funded from the Business Flood Recovery Fund (Sunraysia Daily, 5 May 2012).
– Other recent media announcements of regional jobs and investment include:
– 735 jobs will be created as a result of the construction of the new $630 million Bendigo Hospital (Minister
Davis, 31 May 2012);
– 330 construction jobs in Geelong from infrastructure projects funding in the 2012–13 state budget:
–
–
–
–
–

211 jobs in the expansion of Geelong Hospital;
45 jobs in constructing a new 24-hour police and SES station;
45 jobs in planning and establishing a new train station at Grovedale;
up to 20 jobs in redeveloping Northern Bay College;
up to 8 jobs in work on the Geelong Performing Arts Centre (Minister Wells, 10 May 2012).
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– Up to 1000 jobs during construction of the University of Ballarat Technology Park expansion, and 1600 jobs
on site once completed (Minister Guy, Minister Rich-Phillips, 4 May 2012);
– 5600 jobs will be created directly or indirectly as a result of the regional rail link project (Premier, 8 June
2012);
– The effect of these measures is reflected in the regional unemployment rate, which, according to the ABS,
declined from 6.3 per cent in March to 4.9 per cent in May 2012.
– Nonetheless, the Baillieu government also takes all job losses seriously across the state. When job losses occur,
the Department of Business and Innovation works closely with companies and with local councils to ensure a
coordinated approach to ensure that retrenched employees are aware of available assistance.
– The instances of public sector job losses in regional Victoria are dramatically overstated by the opposition. For
example, the decision to close seven small Department of Primary Industries (DPI) offices will not result in any
job losses and the savings from these office consolidations are being reinvested back into research and
development and extension, employing skilled DPI staff and delivering services to agriculture to keep the sector
strong.

War memorabilia: conservation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Veterans’ Affairs
Mrs Coote
7 June 2012

REPLY:
The Victorian government is committed to honouring the service of our veterans by ensuring that the state’s
war-related heritage collections are appropriately preserved. As Victoria’s veteran population ages, it is more
important than ever to look after this heritage for future generations.
Our veterans heritage workshops provide community volunteers with practical skills and knowledge to preserve
their war-related heritage. These workshops are free one-day events designed to strengthen the skills of collection
custodians, such as RSL memorabilia officers and volunteers from local historical societies.
Since 2010 there have been three workshops in Melbourne and two in regional Victoria (in Sale and Mildura). To
date over 250 community volunteers have participated. This demonstrates the strong interest and growing concern
about the condition of local war memorabilia collections, especially as we approach the Anzac Centenary 2014–18.
A diverse range of participants attend these workshops. They are open to representatives from ex-service
organisations and volunteers from community museums and military heritage groups. Volunteers from the Shrine
of Remembrance are welcome to attend these workshops to benefit from this important training to protect
Victoria’s war-related heritage.
The Victorian government is proud to continue this initiative that delivers important skills and supports the efforts
of enthusiastic communities across the state to learn more about preserving the legacy of our veterans and passing
on their history to a new generation. It is anticipated that another regional workshop will be held later in 2012.

School buses: Rupanyup–Murtoa–Minyip service
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development
Ms Mikakos
7 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
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The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development (DEECD) funded the Wimmera early years
transport support project report. The report has been referred to the Department of Transport (DoT) and will be
used by both DEECD and DoT to inform future planning for the delivery of transport for children and young
people in rural regions.
Responsibilities for bus services do not fall within the portfolio of early childhood development.

Mildura Base Hospital: services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Mr Drum
7 June 2012

REPLY:
Mildura Base Hospital operates as public-private partnership. Under the terms of the services agreement with the
hospital operator, a community advisory board, appointed by state, provides a mechanism for local community
members to have input to hospital management.
The board comprises the hospital CEO and seven to nine community members, including one place designated for
a health professional and one for a member of the Koori community.
The Department of Health recently called for applications from community members who are interested in
appointment to the board. Advertisements appeared in the Sunraysia Daily on 26 May and 2 June 2012.
Applications close on Friday 22 June 2012.

Teachers: enterprise bargaining
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Eideh
7 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian government is addressing the population growth in Melbourne’s west. The 2011–12 Victorian
budget invested $10 million for the new Point Cook South East P–9 College and $10 million for the new Tarneit
Central P–9 College as part of the Victorian government’s state capital program in Melbourne’s western
metropolitan growth areas.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is working closely with the Growth Areas
Authority and the municipalities of Melton and Wyndham to ensure sufficient new school sites are set aside for
education provision purposes within precinct structure plans to cater for the projected growth in these areas.

Department of Primary Industries: regional offices
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security
Ms Tierney
7 June 2012

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised in the Legislative Council during the adjournment debate on 7 June 2012 in relation
to the consolidation of Department of Primary Industries (DPI) work sites.
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The May 2012 budget invested a total of $61.4 million over four years for the Growing Food and Fibre initiative,
which is being invested in research and development and extension priorities and into biosecurity capacity to build
the productivity and profitability of Victoria’s agricultural sector.
What you request would require a consequent reduction in funds that have been budgeted towards research and
development priorities supporting the dairy, grains, red meat and horticulture sectors.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Libraries: The Fall of Singapore
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mrs Coote
19 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for Southern Metropolitan for raising this matter, and for bringing my attention to this
particular book, The Fall of Singapore — 90 Days — November 1941–February 1942, by Robin and Justin
Corfield.
Public libraries across the state offer Victorians a wide range of services, including access to book collections for
academic research or informal reading. The provision and delivery of library services, including the management of
collections and the acquisition of materials, is the responsibility of individual councils and regional library
corporations.
For its part, the Victorian government is committed to supporting local government in providing high-quality
public library services. In 2012–13, more than $36.8 million will be provided to councils and regional library
corporations to support the operation of library services as part of the public libraries funding program. This is in
addition to $17.2 million being provided over four years under the Living Libraries Infrastructure program to
modernise existing buildings and build new libraries across Victoria.
I commend you for bringing my attention to this book, and for demonstrating your enthusiasm and support for the
array of resources and services available to all Victorians through our public libraries.

Higher education: TAFE information session
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Higher Education and Skills
Mrs Peulich
19 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The quality of the VET sector and the professionalism of its training workforce is an area of priority for this
government.
I would be willing to give further consideration to the experience of the councillor that you have brought to my
attention. I invite you to provide me with more information regarding this matter and the details of the relevant
TAFE so that I may consider the most appropriate course of action.
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Schools: education maintenance allowance
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Darveniza
19 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The education maintenance allowance (EMA) provides eligible families on low incomes assistance with costs
associated with the education of their children in school up to the age of 16.
This year’s budget increases the amounts received by parents under the education maintenance allowance,
benefiting families of more than 160 000 school children.
Families with children in primary school (years 1–6) will see their direct EMA payments increase from $117.50 to
$150 per year — a 28 per cent increase.
Families with children in secondary school (years 8–12 up to the age of 16) will see their direct EMA payments
increase from $235 to $250 per year — a 6 per cent increase.
The School Start bonus which was received by EMA families has been discontinued as a separate payment and
merged into the EMA. As a result, parents of children in prep and year 7 will receive boosted direct EMA
payments of $200 and $300 respectively in those years.
EMA payments will no longer be provided to schools. However, $62 million over four years will be redirected
from the school-based component of EMA to the annual budgets of the state’s most needy schools.
In a climate of decreased revenues, including $6.1 billion over the four-year 2012–13 budget period in lost GST
revenue from the commonwealth, the Victorian government has increased education funding by more than 5 per
cent in 2012–13. In May 2012 the commonwealth government introduced a schoolkids bonus for eligible primary
and secondary school families, adding to the EMA assistance.
The Victorian coalition government will continue to deliver on its election promises and ensure that our children
have the best start in life, a safe and caring environment at school and that learning and support in the classroom is
our key focus. A strong and sustainable economy will ensure investment in services such as education can continue
to be made in the years ahead, for the benefit of all Victorians.

Schools: Officer
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr O’Donohue
19 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I am pleased to note you have organised a community information session with our parliamentary colleagues
Mr Brad Battin, member for Gembrook, and Mr Ken Smith, member for Bass, on Thursday, 26 July 2012 at the
Cardinia Cultural Centre, Lakeside Boulevard, Pakenham, from 6.30 p.m. to 8.00 p.m.
I understand the forum is intended to provide the local community with an update regarding the Officer specialist
school including tendering process, program and construction timeline as well as information regarding the
planning process for the Officer Secondary College.
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I am advised Peter Greenwell, regional director, southern metropolitan region, Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development, and Wayne Stephens, principal architect, ClarkeHopkinsClarke.

Industry training advisory boards: funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Higher Education and Skills
Ms Tierney
19 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Boston Consulting Group undertook an independent review of Victoria’s existing industry advisory
arrangements. It found that industry training advisory bodies (ITABs) and the Victorian Skills Commission were
no longer fit for purpose and that a new model was required to support industry to drive the training market to meet
industry needs.
The Victorian government’s new model will increase industry’s voice in the training market by strengthening direct
consultation between industry and government, and fostering direct relationships between businesses and training
providers.
At least six ITABs have indicated that they will continue with industry support. These industry sectors will be in a
strong position to articulate industry skill needs, facilitate career paths for all employees and support industry in its
engagement with the training market. The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is working
directly with other industry sectors to establish similar arrangements.
The department will consult with stakeholders identified by industry through employer consultation, portfolio
industry consultation, and desktop research using a range of sources and internal departmental data. This
consultation will occur in metropolitan areas and regionally through joint work with Department of Business and
Innovation.
The government is establishing an Industry Skills Consultative Committee consisting of 12 industry leaders. It will
auspice working groups with representatives from industry with specific knowledge, and host an annual Industry
Skills Conference that will engage representatives from industry, enterprises, unions, training providers and
interested community leaders.

Penshurst Football Netball Club: funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport and Recreation
Mr O’Brien
19 June 2012

REPLY:
I refer to your adjournment debate question raised on 19 June 2012 in the Legislative Council seeking funding for
the Penshurst Football Netball Club to upgrade the netball courts to Netball Australia standards.
On Friday 27 June 2012, I announced that Southern Grampians Shire Council has been successful in their
application to secure $70 000 for the project from the country football netball program.
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Cycling: Federation Trail
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Ms Hartland
19 June 2012

REPLY:
VicRoads has investigated alternative route options to provide a link from the existing path east of Millers Road to
Hyde Street/Douglas Parade. VicRoads has sought feedback for these options from stakeholders and is currently
assessing the options.

Girl Guides Victoria: academy
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Youth Affairs
Mrs Coote
20 June 2012

REPLY:
I am writing in response to the adjournment debate action item you raised in the Legislative Council on 20 June
2012 regarding the Girl Guides Victoria Academy.
The Victorian government’s vision is for all young Victorians to experience healthy, active and fulfilling lives and
have the opportunity to achieve their full potential, participate in the workforce and be involved in their
community.
For this reason we are pleased to provide funding of $280 000 to Girl Guides Victoria to support the development
and implementation of a volunteer training and multicultural inclusion program.
As an organisation, girl guides has always opened its doors to young people from all across Victoria, regardless of
socioeconomic or cultural background. This funding will build upon the organisation’s inclusive approach.
Volunteers, including those from Southern Metropolitan Region, will have the opportunity to participate in
nationally accredited training programs delivered through the Girl Guides Academy. Successful completion of this
training will provide volunteers with recognition through certificates as well as valuable skills to assist girl guides
programs today and into the future.
In addition, graduate volunteers of the academy will also receive recognition for their achievements through Youth
Central, the Victorian government’s website for young people.
I look forward to continuing to work with Girl Guides Victoria on this very important initiative.

Frankston Primary School: refurbishment
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Tarlamis
20 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across
the state. However, the government must responsibly balance and prioritise the capital needs of over
1500 government schools in Victoria.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
3606

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 14 August 2012

The capital needs of all schools will be considered throughout state budget processes and when determining future
priorities for the state government’s capital works program.
If the principal of Frankston Primary School believes that the school has urgent maintenance or safety issues
requiring rectification works the cost of which exceeds the school’s available funds, he should contact the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development’s southern metropolitan regional office to have the
matter investigated.
The department will continue to work closely with Frankston Primary School on its future plans for capital
improvements.

Horsham College: redevelopment
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Tierney
20 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across
the state.
The government must responsibly balance and prioritise the capital needs of over 1500 government schools across
the state.
The Victorian Liberal Nationals Coalition Plan for Education identifies a number of priority capital works projects
to be funded and commenced in the first term of government. Additional schools identified for capital funding are
announced in the Victorian budget.
I am pleased to have visited Horsham College on 22 February 2012 with our parliamentary colleague the Hon.
Hugh Delahunty, MP, Member for Lowan, at his invitation, to meet with school representatives to discuss the
school’s capital needs.
The department will continue to work closely with Horsham College on its planning for future capital
improvements.

Woodend Primary School: maintenance
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mrs Petrovich
20 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government has increased funding for school maintenance by $100 million over four years.
The new funding will go towards much needed maintenance works including fixing floors, roofs, grounds and
painting. This funding will also support schools with the running costs of buildings built under the commonwealth
government’s Building the Education Revolution and Trade Training Centres in Schools programs.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is finalising a complete audit of the maintenance
needs of all Victorian government schools, which will assist schools in managing their buildings and prioritising
maintenance issues. This information will be available to schools in the coming months.
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Once these audit results are available I am advised that the department will be providing advice to schools on their
audit results and staff will work with schools to assist them in addressing the issues raised.
Funding for planned and unplanned maintenance works is distributed directly to schools via the student resource
package. If a school has urgent maintenance or repair issues, beyond their budget capacity, they are encouraged to
contact their departmental regional office for assistance or advice.

High Street, Northcote: tram zone signage
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Mr Elasmar
20 June 2012

REPLY:
VicRoads has been monitoring tram and traffic operations at the new tram stops on High Street, Northcote.
Additional line marking and pavement reflectors have been installed by VicRoads at the two tram stops, between
Separation Street and Clarke Street, to improve delineation.
VicRoads and the Darebin City Council officers recently inspected the tram stops.
VicRoads and the council have agreed to the installation of flexible bollards and additional pavement chevron
markings at the tram stops to further improve delineation. These improvement works will be carried out by
VicRoads in July 2012.
I am advised that that the council will attend to the trees that are obscuring traffic signs. VicRoads and the council
do not consider the installation of additional traffic signs to be necessary.

Roads: Western Victoria Region
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads
Mr Ramsay
21 June 2012

REPLY:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The duplication of the Princes Highway between Winchelsea and Colac is a project that is currently in the planning
stages, which includes environmental studies, property surveys and concept designs.
Community consultation with property owners potentially affected by land acquisition has also commenced.
Information from this consultation is being considered in the development of concept designs for the project.
This project, in combination with the Princes Highway duplication from Waurn Ponds to Winchelsea, will
significantly improve access for road freight, tourism and farming and improve regional development from
Geelong to the South Australian border.
VicRoads met with the local community and key stakeholders during May 2012, to obtain feedback on the possible
options for new access into Bacchus Marsh from the Western Freeway. The consultation period closed on 8 June
2012.
VicRoads is currently undertaking a comprehensive assessment of all options against a set of criteria, including
long term planning needs for the future development of Bacchus Marsh, transport efficiency, road safety and
environmental considerations.
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VicRoads representatives met with Mr Frank Ruffo and Mr Jay Beshara of Tripod Farmers on 3 May 2012, to
discuss their issues and concerns on possible options.

AED Legal Centre: funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Community Services
Ms Pulford
21 June 2012

REPLY:
The Association of Employees with Disability’s Legal Centre is funded by the Australian government.
I encourage you to raise this matter with the Honourable Jenny Macklin, MP, Minister for Families, Community
Services and Indigenous Affairs and Minister for Disability Reform.

City of Kingston: councillor conduct
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mrs Peulich
21 June 2012

REPLY:
I thank the member for South Eastern Metropolitan for her question.
The Kingston City Council has written to my department requesting clarification on whether notices produced by
Cr Rosemary West and Cr Trevor Shewan from the Kingston City Council advising of ward meetings were
authorised in accordance with the Local Government Act 1989.
I am advised that local government investigations and compliance inspectorate (the inspectorate) is investigating
this matter and I will be advised of the outcome in due course.
The member raised the issues of an apprehension of bias and a possible conflict of interest at the council. On the
first issue, a person who considers they have been denied procedural fairness in relation to a council decision
affecting their rights and interests, on the basis that a councillor had prejudged the issue, may be able to bring legal
proceedings against the council. The court may subsequently render the council’s decision on the issue unlawful.
Secondly, if someone has evidence of a breach of the Local Government Act by a councillor or any other person,
they are encouraged to write to the inspectorate about their allegation.
I also encourage any council to take appropriate measures, where necessary, to improve their governance
arrangements and assist councillors in carrying out their duties.

International Student Legal Advice Clinic: funding
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Attorney-General
Hon. M. P. Pakula
21 June 2012

REPLY:
The International Student Legal Advice Clinic (ISLAC) was established in 2009 and first received government
funding in 2010–11. The service is specifically designed for international students and run by the Western Suburbs
Legal Service.
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Funding of approximately $250 000 for the service was initially provided by the previous government through the
Department of Justice (DOJ) for one year only on a pilot basis in 2010–11.
As you will be aware, funding for community legal centres (CLCs) is administered by Victoria Legal Aid (VLA),
which operates independently of government. I am pleased to be able to inform you that the VLA provided
additional funding to ISLAC until 30 June 2012, and that the service will be supported for a further six months with
funding from both the VLA and the Department of Business and Innovation (DBI).
DBI’s involvement recognises the value and importance of student support services to the Victorian international
education industry.
This six-month extension will now allow both DBI and VLA to work closely with ISLAC to undertake a broader
review to identify the best nature and form for providing legal assistance for international students into the future.
It is important to consider whether opportunities exist to enhance collaboration with other student support services,
and identify whether ISLAC’s experience provides new ways for students to avoid legal disputes and migration
issues through improved early intervention and prevention activities. Program governance arrangements for
services that support international students will also be examined.
As part of the 2012 state budget, the government provided more than $26 million per annum in additional budget
funding to VLA. This came on top of the commitment of more than $2.2 million per annum in additional funding
for CLCs made in the 2011 state budget.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 15 August 2012
Corrections: contraband and drug testing — Dame Phyllis Frost Centre
124.

MR JENNINGS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Corrections): In relation to the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre, since 1 December 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)

How many items of contraband have been seized from prisoners.
How many items of contraband have been seized from visitors.
In relation to prisoners, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
In relation to visitors, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
How many drug tests have been carried out on prisoners.
Of these tests, how many were selected through the following categories:
(a) random general;
(b) random identified drug users;
(c) drug-free incentive program;
(d) reception;
(e) targeted;
(f) through programs; and
(g) voluntary testing.
Of these tests, how many have been found positive.
In the case of positive tests, what illegal substances were detected.
How many cell searches for contraband have been undertaken.
For each search, how many items of contraband were seized.
How many times have dog squads been used in contraband searches at the facility.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
For the period 1 December 2010 to 31 January 2011 at the Dame Phyllis Frost Centre:
(1)

23.

(2)

5.

(3)

1 item of white powder, 4 items of prescription medication containing 10.4 tablets, 3 items of home-made
alcohol, 3 syringes, 2 smoking implements, 8 knives, and 2 batons.

(4)

2 syringes and 3 items related to alcohol.

(5)

455.

(6)

(a)

59.
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(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

17.
35.
75.
137.
102.
30.

(7)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

Nil.
5.
5.
9.
15.
Nil.
Nil.

(8)

Amphetamines, opiates, benzodiazepines, cannabinoids and buprenorphine.

(9)

9257.

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

(10) Data not available.
(11) Data not available.

Corrections: contraband and drug testing — Fulham Correctional Centre
126.

MR JENNINGS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Corrections): In relation to Fulham Correctional Centre, since 1 December 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)

How many items of contraband have been seized from prisoners.
How many items of contraband have been seized from visitors.
In relation to prisoners, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
In relation to visitors, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
How many drug tests have been carried out on prisoners.
Of these tests, how many were selected through the following categories:
(a) random general;
(b) random identified drug users;
(c) drug-free incentive program;
(d) reception;
(e) targeted;
(f) through programs; and
(g) voluntary testing.
Of these tests, how many have been found positive.
In the case of positive tests, what illegal substances were detected.
How many cell searches for contraband have been undertaken.
For each search, how many items of contraband were seized.
How many times have dog squads been used in contraband searches at the facility.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
For the period 1 December 2010 to 31 January 2011 at the Fulham Correctional Centre:
(1)

18.

(2)

4.

(3)

6 items of prescription medication containing 10 tablets, 3 syringes, 2 smoking implements, 4 knives, and
3 tool items.

(4)

1 drug type item, 1 alcohol item, and 2 syringes.

(5)

792.

(6)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

104.
32.
69.
Nil.
503.
84.
Nil.

(7)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

1.
3.
2.
34.
Nil.

(8)

Amphetamines, cocaine, benzodiazepines, cannabinoids, methadone, anti-psychotics, buprenorphine and
non-opiate analgesic.

(9)

3710.

(10) Data not available.
(11) Data not available.

Corrections: contraband and drug testing — Port Phillip Prison
133.

MR JENNINGS — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Corrections): In relation to Port Phillip Prison, since 1 December 2010:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many items of contraband have been seized from prisoners.
How many items of contraband have been seized from visitors.
In relation to prisoners, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
In relation to visitors, what items and how many instances of each item of contraband have been
detected.
How many drug tests have been carried out on prisoners.
Of these tests, how many were selected through the following categories:
(a) random general;
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(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
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random identified drug users;
drug-free incentive program;
reception;
targeted;
through programs; and
voluntary testing.

Of these tests, how many have been found positive.
In the case of positive tests, what illegal substances were detected.
How many cell searches for contraband have been undertaken.
For each search, how many items of contraband were seized.
How many times have dog squads been used in contraband searches at the facility.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
For the period 1 December 2010 to 31 January 2011 at Port Phillip Prison:
(1)

39.

(2)

6.

(3)

4 items of white powder, 14 items of prescription medication containing 26 tablets, 5 home-made alcohol
items, 2 syringes, 12 knives, and 2 batons.

(4)

1 item of cannabinoids, 3 items of prescription medication containing 6 tablets, and 2 syringes.

(5)

513.

(6)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

80.
55.
123.
5.
250.
Nil.
Nil.

(7)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

4.
9.
7.
1.
35.

(8)

Amphetamines, opiates, benzodiazepines, cannabinoids, methadone, antidepressants, anti-psychotics and
buprenorphine.

(9)

3085.

(10) Data not available.
(11) Data not available.
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Police and emergency services: police — new uniform
140.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): What is the estimated cost of the design, manufacture and rollout
of the expected new police uniform.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Chief Commissioner of Police has commissioned a review of the current police uniform, with a view to
ensuring that the future uniform is fit for purpose and presents a consistent and professional appearance.
Victoria Police has committed $3.051 million over three years to design and procure new uniform items with a
staged rollout of the new items.

Employment and industrial relations: minister’s office — staff
353.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations: What is the
total number of staff employed in their ministerial office as at 5 April 2011 and the total number of staff
(including ministerial staff and staff seconded from departments) that have worked in the minister’s
private office at any time during the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Further to the answer to question no. 673 tabled on 13 October 2011, the following information is provided.
The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in the private offices of all
ministers and parliamentary secretaries is summarised as follows:
a.

As at 30 June 2006, there was a total of 212 staff;

b.

As at 30 June 2007, there was a total of 214 staff;

c.

As at 30 June 2008, there was a total of 210 staff;

d.

As at 30 June 2009, there was a total of 210 staff; and

e.

As at 30 June 2010, there was a total of 212 staff.

The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in each private office is as follows
(please note that data as at 30 June 2006 can only be identified per portfolio rather than as individual ministerial
offices):
Minister
Premier’s office
Arts, Women’s Affairs
Aged Care, Aboriginal Affairs
Agriculture
Attorney-General, Industrial Relations
Community Services, Children
Deputy Premier
Educational Services, Employment & Youth
Education & Training

30-Jun-06
72
4
6
3
10
5
7
8
7
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Minister
Energy, Industry & Resources
Finance, Major Projects
Gaming & Racing, Tourism
Health
Information & Communications, Consumer Affairs
Local Government
Manufacturing & Exports, Small Business
Police & Emergency Services
Sport & Recreation, Commonwealth Games
Transport
Treasurer, Innovation, S&RD
Parliamentary Secretary to Cabinet
Total

Minister
Premier’s office
Hon. Jacinta Allan
Hon. Daniel Andrews
Hon. Peter Batchelor
Hon. John Brumby
Hon. Bob Cameron
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio
Hon. Joe Helper
Hon. Tim Holding
Hon. Rob Hulls
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Hon. Lynne Kosky
Hon. John Lenders
Hon. Justin Madden
Hon. James Merlino
Hon. Maxine Morand
Hon. Lisa Neville
Hon. Martin Pakula
Hon. Tim Pallas
Hon. Bronwyn Pike
Hon. Tony Robinson
Hon. Theo Theophanous
Hon. John Thwaites
Hon. Richard Wynne
Parliamentary Secretary
to Cabinet
Total

30-Jun-06
6
10
7
9
6
6
7
9
7
10
10
3
212

30-Jun-07
73
8
5
10
9
5

30-Jun-08
49
8
10
10

30-Jun-09
49
7
10
10

30-Jun-10
52
8
9
9

6

6

7
8
8
7
8
9
7
6

7
11
10
11
6
8
9
6
5
10

9
11
9
10
7
10
9
7
5
9
6
9
9
8

7
6
8
12
9
9

7
5
8
9
7
5
3
214

8
9
8
9

10
9
7
6
8
8
8
9
8

8

8

8

2
210

2
210

2
212
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For ease of comparison, the total number of ministerial staff employed in the private offices of all ministers is
summarised as follows, as at 5 April 2011:
Premier’s office
Hon. Peter Ryan
Hon. Louise Asher
Hon. Robert Clark
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva
Hon. David Davis
Hon. Hugh Delahunty
Hon. Martin Dixon
Hon. Matthew Guy
Hon. Peter Hall
Hon. Nicholas Kotsiras
Hon. Wendy Lovell
Hon. Andrew McIntosh
Hon. Terry Mulder
Hon. Dr Denis Napthine
Hon. Michael O’Brien
Hon. Jeanette Powell
Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips
Hon. Ryan Smith
Hon. Peter Walsh
Hon. Kim Wells
Hon. Mary Wooldridge
Cabinet office
Total

29
10
5
3
4
5
3
4
4
4
5
5
4
4
4
5
4
2
5
5
4
4
4
126

Manufacturing, exports and trade: minister’s office — staff
364.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade: What is the
total number of staff employed in their ministerial office as at 5 April 2011 and the total number of staff
(including ministerial staff and staff seconded from departments) that have worked in the minister’s
private office at any time during the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Further to the answer to question no. 673 tabled on 13 October 2011, the following information is provided.
The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in the private offices of all
ministers and parliamentary secretaries is summarised as follows:
a.

As at 30 June 2006, there was a total of 212 staff;

b.

As at 30 June 2007, there was a total of 214 staff;

c.

As at 30 June 2008, there was a total of 210 staff;
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As at 30 June 2009, there was a total of 210 staff; and

e.

As at 30 June 2010, there was a total of 212 staff.
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The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in each private office is as follows
(please note that data as at 30 June 2006 can only be identified per portfolio rather than as individual ministerial
offices):
Minister
Premier’s office
Arts, Women’s Affairs
Aged Care, Aboriginal Affairs
Agriculture
Attorney-General, Industrial Relations
Community Services, Children
Deputy Premier
Educational Services, Employment & Youth
Education & Training
Energy, Industry & Resources
Finance, Major Projects
Gaming & Racing, Tourism
Health
Information & Communications, Consumer Affairs
Local Government
Manufacturing & Exports, Small Business
Police & Emergency Services
Sport & Recreation, Commonwealth Games
Transport
Treasurer, Innovation, S&RD
Parliamentary Secretary to Cabinet
Total

Minister
Premier’s office
Hon. Jacinta Allan
Hon. Daniel Andrews
Hon. Peter Batchelor
Hon. John Brumby
Hon. Bob Cameron
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio
Hon. Joe Helper
Hon. Tim Holding
Hon. Rob Hulls
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Hon. Lynne Kosky

30-Jun-06
72
4
6
3
10
5
7
8
7
6
10
7
9
6
6
7
9
7
10
10
3
212

30-Jun-07
73
8
5
10
9
5

30-Jun-08
49
8
10
10

30-Jun-09
49
7
10
10

30-Jun-10
52
8
9
9

6

6

7
8
8
7
8

7
11
10
11
6

9
11
9
10
7

7
6
8
12
9
9
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Minister
Hon. John Lenders
Hon. Justin Madden
Hon. James Merlino
Hon. Maxine Morand
Hon. Lisa Neville
Hon. Martin Pakula
Hon. Tim Pallas
Hon. Bronwyn Pike
Hon. Tony Robinson
Hon. Theo Theophanous
Hon. John Thwaites
Hon. Richard Wynne
Parliamentary Secretary
to Cabinet
Total

COUNCIL

30-Jun-07
9
7
6
7
5
8
9
7
5
3
214

30-Jun-08
8
9
6
5
10

3619

30-Jun-09
10
9
7
5
9
6
9
9
8

30-Jun-10
10
9
7
6
8
8
8
9
8

8

8

8

2
210

2
210

2
212

8
9
8
9

For ease of comparison, the total number of ministerial staff employed in the private offices of all ministers is
summarised as follows, as at 5 April 2011:
Premier’s office
Hon. Peter Ryan
Hon. Louise Asher
Hon. Robert Clark
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva
Hon. David Davis
Hon. Hugh Delahunty
Hon. Martin Dixon
Hon. Matthew Guy
Hon. Peter Hall
Hon. Nicholas Kotsiras
Hon. Wendy Lovell
Hon. Andrew McIntosh
Hon. Terry Mulder
Hon. Dr Denis Napthine
Hon. Michael O’Brien
Hon. Jeanette Powell
Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips
Hon. Ryan Smith
Hon. Peter Walsh
Hon. Kim Wells
Hon. Mary Wooldridge
Cabinet office
Total

29
10
5
3
4
5
3
4
4
4
5
5
4
4
4
5
4
2
5
5
4
4
4
126
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Public transport: minister’s office — staff
369.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport):
What is the total number of staff employed in their ministerial office as at 5 April 2011 and the total
number of staff (including ministerial staff and staff seconded from departments) that have worked in
the minister’s private office at any time during the period between 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Further to the answer to question no. 673 tabled on 13 October 2011, the following information is provided.
The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in the private offices of all
ministers and parliamentary secretaries is summarised as follows:
a.

As at 30 June 2006, there was a total of 212 staff;

b.

As at 30 June 2007, there was a total of 214 staff;

c.

As at 30 June 2008, there was a total of 210 staff;

d.

As at 30 June 2009, there was a total of 210 staff; and

e.

As at 30 June 2010, there was a total of 212 staff.

The total number of ministerial staff and seconded departmental staff employed in each private office is as follows
(please note that data as at 30 June 2006 can only be identified per portfolio rather than as individual ministerial
offices):
Minister
Premier’s office
Arts, Women’s Affairs
Aged Care, Aboriginal Affairs
Agriculture
Attorney-General, Industrial Relations
Community Services, Children
Deputy Premier
Educational Services, Employment & Youth
Education & Training
Energy, Industry & Resources
Finance, Major Projects
Gaming & Racing, Tourism
Health
Information & Communications, Consumer Affairs
Local Government
Manufacturing & Exports, Small Business
Police & Emergency Services
Sport & Recreation, Commonwealth Games
Transport
Treasurer, Innovation, S&RD

30-Jun-06
72
4
6
3
10
5
7
8
7
6
10
7
9
6
6
7
9
7
10
10
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Minister
Parliamentary Secretary to Cabinet
Total

Minister
Premier’s office
Hon. Jacinta Allan
Hon. Daniel Andrews
Hon. Peter Batchelor
Hon. John Brumby
Hon. Bob Cameron
Hon. Lily D’Ambrosio
Hon. Joe Helper
Hon. Tim Holding
Hon. Rob Hulls
Hon. Gavin Jennings
Hon. Lynne Kosky
Hon. John Lenders
Hon. Justin Madden
Hon. James Merlino
Hon. Maxine Morand
Hon. Lisa Neville
Hon. Martin Pakula
Hon. Tim Pallas
Hon. Bronwyn Pike
Hon. Tony Robinson
Hon. Theo Theophanous
Hon. John Thwaites
Hon. Richard Wynne
Parliamentary Secretary
to Cabinet
Total

30-Jun-06
3
212

30-Jun-07
73
8
5
10
9
5

30-Jun-08
49
8
10
10

30-Jun-09
49
7
10
10

30-Jun-10
52
8
9
9

6

6

7
8
8
7
8
9
7
6

7
11
10
11
6
8
9
6
5
10

9
11
9
10
7
10
9
7
5
9
6
9
9
8

7
6
8
12
9
9

7
5
8
9
7
5
3
214

8
9
8
9

10
9
7
6
8
8
8
9
8

8

8

8

2
210

2
210

2
212

For ease of comparison, the total number of ministerial staff employed in the private offices of all ministers is
summarised as follows, as at 5 April 2011:
Premier’s office
Hon. Peter Ryan
Hon. Louise Asher
Hon. Robert Clark
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva
Hon. David Davis
Hon. Hugh Delahunty
Hon. Martin Dixon

29
10
5
3
4
5
3
4
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Hon. Matthew Guy
Hon. Peter Hall
Hon. Nicholas Kotsiras
Hon. Wendy Lovell
Hon. Andrew McIntosh
Hon. Terry Mulder
Hon. Dr Denis Napthine
Hon. Michael O’Brien
Hon. Jeanette Powell
Hon. Gordon Rich-Phillips
Hon. Ryan Smith
Hon. Peter Walsh
Hon. Kim Wells
Hon. Mary Wooldridge
Cabinet office
Total

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

4
4
5
5
4
4
4
5
4
2
5
5
4
4
4
126

Employment and industrial relations: minister’s office — public transport tickets
400.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations: What was
the total cost for public transport tickets allocated to staff employed in the minister’s office between the
period 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
There were no public transport tickets allocated or reimbursed to staff employed in my office between the period of
2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

Manufacturing, exports and trade: minister’s office — public transport tickets
411.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade: What was the
total cost for public transport tickets allocated to staff employed in the minister’s office between the
period 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
No public transport tickets were allocated to staff employed in the minister’s office during this period.

Agriculture and food security: minister’s office — staff
436.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): What is the total number of department staff seconded to the minister’s
private office and their position titles as at 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As of 5 April 2011 there was one departmental staff seconded to my office.
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Environment and climate change: authority to control wildlife permits
675.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): In relation to permits of authority to control wildlife issued by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment for the years 2009 and 2010 respectively:
(1)

(2)

(3)

How many permits were issued, which fauna were permitted to be destroyed and in what numbers
(Please provide the data in separate tables for each year requested: species/number of permits
issued/maximum number permitted for destruction).
How many applications were lodged for permits, which fauna were permitted to be destroyed and
in what numbers (Please provide the data in separate tables for each year requested:
species/number of permits issued/maximum number permitted for destruction).
What methods were sanctioned for the destruction of wildlife under the permits issued (Please
provide the data in separate tables for each year requested: species/number permitted for
destruction by shooting/number permitted for destruction by poison baits using 1040/number
permitted for destruction by other poisoning methods/number permitted for destruction by other
methods).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) authorises the use of authority to control
wildlife (ATCW) permits. The ATCW permits seek to provide a structured and controlled way of responding to
problem wildlife in a humane manner. Wherever possible, landholders review applications and promote non-lethal
management of problem wildlife. The alternative to this system is landholders may potentially implement measures
that are not sustainable or effective in addressing their immediate concern. The ATCW permits include strict
conditions regarding their implementation.
ATCW permits are issued following site visits and assessment of environmental infrastructure or primary
production impacts. In addition, wildlife management plans may also be required to be prepared by the applicant.
The Minister for Environment and Climate Change recently sought improvements to the process to issue permits.
To provide greater transparency in the assessment of ATCW applications, DSE has established an independent
panel of experts to advise the DSE secretary on certain applications for authority to control wildlife permits. The
panel will consist of people with expertise in animal welfare, veterinary science and wildlife management,
including the RSPCA. A copy of the media release announcing the panel is attached (Attachment A).
This panel will advise on the most appropriate management options for problem wildlife, considering economic,
social and environmental factors and ensure all relevant options are considered to determine an appropriate and
humane wildlife management response.
(1a) The following species were authorised for destruction between 1 January 2009 and 31 December 2009. It
should be noted that this table contains figures on the maximum number of animals that were permitted to be
destroyed, not the actual number that were destroyed.

Permit type
1

Control method
Shoot Only

No. of
permits
1930

Species
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Australian Raven
Australian Shelduck
Black Kite

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
190
10
2149
202
25
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Control method

No. of
permits

Species
Black Swan
Black-faced Cuckoo-shrike
Black-tailed Native-hen
Common Brushtail Possum
Common Ringtail Possum
Common Wombat
Crimson Rosella
Eastern Brown Snake
Eastern Grey Kangaroo
Eastern Rosella
Emu
Eurasian Coot
Fallow Deer
Galah
Great Cormorant
Grey Teal
Hog Deer
Little Black Cormorant
Little Corella
Little Pied Cormorant
Little Raven
Long-billed Corella
Mallee Ringneck
Maned Duck
Masked Lapwing
Musk Lorikeet
Noisy Friarbird
Pacific Black Duck
Pied Currawong
Purple Swamphen
Rainbow Lorikeet
Red Deer
Red Kangaroo
Red Wattlebird
Red-necked Wallaby
Sambar
Satin Bowerbird
Silver Gull
Silvereye
Straw-necked Ibis
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Swamp Wallaby
Tiger Snake
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Max no.
permitted for
destruction
15
15
10
70
5
2015
633
121
50 442
418
834
15
1,053
2,410
22
10
2
22
1905
22
205
2695
15
3961
60
2865
270
115
984
20
1200
341
2085
265
322
2685
120
140
370
40
1575
1976
20
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Permit type

Permit type
4

Permit type
5

Permit type
6

COUNCIL

Control method

No. of
permits

Control method
Trap/gas

No. of
permits
4

Control method
Trap/shoot

No. of
permits
3

Control method

No. of
permits
10

Egg and nest destruction

Permit type
8

Permit type
10

Control method
Catch/kill with
Alpha-chloralose

Control method
Unspecified (also includes
non-lethal methods)
Please note, not all species
listed were controlled by
lethal methods.

No. of
permits
9

No. of
permits
11 permits
included
lethal
methods.

3625

Species
Wedge-tailed Eagle
Welcome Swallow
Western Grey Kangaroo
White-faced Heron
Yellow Rosella

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
5
60
4657
10
10

Species
Common Brushtail Possum
Galah
Little Corella
Long-billed Corella
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
5
1300
1000
1300
1000

Species
Common Brushtail Possum
Maned Duck

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
55
100

Species
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
10
3150

Species

Max no.
permitted for
destruction

Silver Gull

Species
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Grey Butcherbird
Laughing Kookaburra
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull

2210

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
50
10
20
20
50
100
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Control method

No. of
permits

Species
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Grey Butcherbird
Laughing Kookaburra
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Common Brushtail Possum
Common Brushtail Possum
Long-billed Corella
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Grey Butcherbird
Laughing Kookaburra
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Grey Butcherbird
Laughing Kookaburra
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Grey Butcherbird
Laughing Kookaburra
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull
Little Raven
Common Brushtail Possum
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Max no.
permitted for
destruction
50
50
50
10
20
10
50
100
50
10
20
1
50
10
20
10
50
100
50
50
10
20
10
50
100
50
50
10
20
10
50
100
50
10

*Note — Unspecified control methods also include non-lethal methods.

(1b) The following species were authorised for destruction between 1 January 2010 and 31 December 2010. It
should be noted that this table contains figures on the maximum number of animals that were permitted to be
destroyed, not the actual number that were destroyed.
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Permit type
1

Control method
Shoot Only

COUNCIL

No. of
permits
1459

Species
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Australian Raven
Australian Shelduck
Australian White Ibis
Black Swan
Black-faced Cuckoo-shrike
Common Brushtail Possum
Common Ringtail Possum
Common Wombat
Copperhead
Crimson Rosella
Eastern Brown Snake
Eastern Grey Kangaroo
Eastern Rosella
Emu
Eurasian Coot
Fallow Deer
Galah
Great Cormorant
Grey Teal
Highland Copperhead
Hog Deer
Laughing Kookaburra
Little Black Cormorant
Little Corella
Little Crow
Little Pied Cormorant
Little Raven
Long-billed Corella
Maned Duck
Masked Lapwing
Musk Lorikeet
Noisy Friarbird
Pacific Black Duck
Pied Currawong
Rainbow Lorikeet
Red Deer
Red Kangaroo
Red Wattlebird
Red-bellied Black Snake
Red-necked Wallaby

3627

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
185
5
2961
310
70
15
5
108
10
1285
5
478
5
38 809
138
943
15
1220
1445
2
30
5
4
1
2
2400
15
2
144
2125
2793
20
730
270
100
982
460
796
15
215
5
315
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Permit type
4

Permit type
5

Permit type
6

Permit type
8
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Control method

No. of
permits

Control method
Trap/gas

No. of
permits
4

Control method
Trap/shoot

No. of
permits
2

Control method
Egg and nest destruction

No. of
permits
13

Control method
Catch/kill with
Alpha-chloralose

No. of
permits
12
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Species
Richard’s Pipit
Sambar
Satin Bowerbird
Silver Gull
Silvereye
Straw-necked Ibis
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Swamp Wallaby
Tiger Snake
Welcome Swallow
Western Grey Kangaroo
White-faced Heron
Yellow-throated Miner

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
10
3279
85
280
350
60
1290
1921
5
240
1976
10
20

Species
Common Brushtail Possum
Galah
Little Corella
Long-billed Corella

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
60
600
500
1100

Species
Common Brushtail Possum
Dingo

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
5
10

Species
Australian White Ibis
Pied Currawong
Silver Gull

Species
Silver Gull

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
10
6300

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
8250
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Permit type
10

Control method
Unspecified (also includes
non-lethal methods)

COUNCIL

No. of
permits
8 permits
included
lethal
methods.

Please note, not all species
listed were controlled by
lethal methods.
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Species
Welcome Swallow
Little Raven
Australian Magpie Lark
Eastern Grey Kangaroo
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Grey Butcherbird
Laughing Kookaburra
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo
Little Raven
Australian Magpie
Australian Magpie Lark
Australian Raven
Galah
Maned Duck
Masked Lapwing
Silver Gull
Common Brushtail Possum

Max no.
permitted for
destruction
200
2
2
2
50
10
10
10
50
100
50
50
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
6

*Note — Unspecified control methods also include non-lethal methods.

(2)

Details on the total number of applications lodged is not available because only those applications which are
successful are entered into the wildlife and game licensing system (the number of unsuccessful applications is
not recorded). Given this, the total number of authorities to control wildlife issued for the destruction of
wildlife was:
2009
1967

2010
1498

Details of the species and number of individuals permitted for destruction are included in the tables at 1(a)
and 1(b).
(3a) The following methods of destruction were authorised between 1 January 2009 and 31 December 2009:
Control Method
Shoot Only
Trap/gas
Trap/shoot
Egg and nest destruction
Catch/kill with Alpha-chloralose
Unspecified Method (lethal only): refer free-text descriptions
(below)

No. of
permits
1930
4
3
10
9
11
1967
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Free-text descriptions of ‘Unspecified Methods’
(lethal only)
Remove lapwing eggs and trap and shoot or destroy
Remove lapwing eggs. Trap and relocate or destroy
Trap and release or shoot; take lapwing nests and eggs
Trap and humanely destroy
Trap and relocate or destroy, or remove nests
Trap/Net and Humanely Destroy
Trap and Humanely Destroy Common Brushtail Possums

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

No. of
permits
1
1
3
2
1
2
1
11

(3b) The following control methods of destruction were authorised between 1 January 2010 and 31 December
2010:
Control Method
Shoot only
Trap/gas
Trap/shoot
Egg and nest destruction
Catch/kill with Alpha-chloralose
Unspecified Method (lethal only): refer free-text descriptions
(below)

Free-text descriptions of ‘Unspecified Methods’
(lethal only)
Euthanasia
Relocate or destroy
Scare and or shoot
Trap and release, shoot, trap and humanely destroy
Trap and destroy humanely
Trap and humanely destroy
Trap and relocate or destroy and remove nests
Trap with nets and kill humanely

No. of
permits
1459
4
2
13
12
8
1498

No. of
permits
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
8
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Corrections: correctional orders — enforcement
688.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Corrections): In relation to the funding for enforcement of correctional orders in the 2011–12
financial year, what will be the cost of the government’s sentencing reforms, referred to on page 237,
footnote (g) of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3, in each of the 2011–12, 2012–13, 2013–14 and 2014–15
financial years.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The funding provided to support the government’s sentencing reforms, referred to on page 237, footnote (g) of
2011–12 budget paper no. 3, in each of the specified years, is as follows:
– 2011–12: $20.070 million
– 2012–13: $21.650 million
– 2013–14: $22.640 million
– 2014–15: $23.170 million.

Corrections: prisoners — sexual assaults
710.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Corrections):
(1)
(2)

How many sexual assaults on prisoners were reported in men’s prisons in Victoria in each of the
2009–10, 2008–09, 2007–08, 2006–07 and 2005–06 financial years.
How many sexual assaults on prisoners were reported in women’s prisons in Victoria in each of
the 2009–10, 2008–09, 2007–08, 2006–07 and 2005–06 financial years.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)
–
–
–
–
–

2009–10: 14
2008–09: 9
2007–08: 5
2006–07: nil
2005–06: 3.

–
–
–
–
–

2009–10: nil
2008–09: 1
2007–08: 5
2006–07: 1
2005–06: nil.

(2)
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Energy and resources: energy efficiency rebates
728.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to the budget commitment of $5 million to energy efficiency rebates for
low-income homes:
(1)
(2)

Will this pool of funding prompt the minister to adjust the discount rate for heating and whitegood
appliances; if so, what will those changes be and when will they come into effect.
What is the eligibility for this rebate scheme.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Energy and resources: whitegoods water rebates
729.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to the budget commitment of $40 million for water rebates for whitegoods:
(1)
(2)

Will this pool of funding prompt the minister to adjust the discount rate for heating and whitegood
appliances; if so, what will those changes be and when will they come into effect.
What is the eligibility for this rebate scheme.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This matter does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Agriculture and food security: VicForests — harvest and haulage contracts
735.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security):
(1)
(2)

How many harvest and haulage contracts does VicForests currently have in place.
In which financial year do each of these contracts expire.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

As at 8 June 2012, VicForests had 46 harvest contracts and 72 haulage contracts.

(2)

Information about the financial years in which these harvest and haulage contracts expire is provided in
table 1.

Table 1: VicForests harvest and haulage contracts (as at 8 June 2012)
Expiry by
Financial Year
2011–12
2012–13
2013–14
2014–15

No. of contracts
Harvest
Haulage
12
15
19
28
0
13
1
1
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Expiry by
Financial Year
2015–16
2016–17
Total
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No. of contracts
Harvest
Haulage
13
12
1
3
46
72

Establishment of an anti-corruption commission: freedom of information commissioner —
establishment
761.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
responsible for the establishment of an anti-corruption commission): In relation to the creation of a
freedom of information commissioner on page 54 of 2011–12 budget paper no. 3:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When is this office expected to be operating.
How many full-time equivalent positions are expected to be created through the allocated funding.
Is a net financial benefit or detriment expected by removing the internal review functions from
government departments.
Will the commissioner be accountable to the government or the Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The office of the freedom of information commissioner will be operational once the act is proclaimed.

(2)

The recruitment and allocation of staff in the freedom of information (FOI) commissioner’s office will,
ultimately, be a matter for the FOI commissioner.

(3)

The FOI commissioner will be an independent body which will promote greater consistency in FOI decision
making through undertaking first-stage reviews, as well as through the monitoring of professional standards
and education of the public sector. This will provide a benefit to the community.
In 2009–10, there were approximately 400 internal reviews from approximately 30 000 FOI applications.
There may be marginal savings within departmental overheads as a result of the FOI commissioner taking on
the review function previously undertaken internally by departments. Managing the financial implications of
this change will be a matter both for the commissioner and for departments as part of their budgetary
processes.
In the 2011–12 budget, the government provided output funding of $7.8m over four years, for the
establishment and operation of the FOI commissioner.

(4)

The commissioner will be accountable to a joint parliamentary committee, the Accountability and Oversight
Committee.

Children and early childhood development: Take a Break program
794.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development: In relation to
the Take a Break occasional child-care program in the 2010–11 financial year:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What are the names of all the providers that received funding from the Department of Education
and Early Childhood Development through this program.
How much funding did each provider receive.
How many childcare places was each provider was funded for.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There were 214 services which received funding to deliver the ‘Take a Break’ (TAB) occasional care program for
services.
Funding for services ranges from $800 to $30 446.
Due to the withdrawal of federal funding the TAB program became unsustainable.
There are no services now receiving TAB funding.

Water: Murray-Darling Basin Regional Advisory Group — community positions
1017.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water): In
relation to the six community positions provided on the Victorian government’s Murray-Darling Basin
Regional Advisory Group:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Were expressions of interest sought to fill these positions.
Who applied for these positions.
What was the process of selection.
Who was on the selection panel.
Did you as minister provide a recommendation to the selection panel.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The advisory group was established by me to allow the Victorian community to have input into the Murray-Darling
Basin plan. The advisory group is made up of 28 key stakeholders across water users, including rural, urban and
environmental sectors, as well as representatives from tourism, indigenous community and local government. In
addition, there were six community representatives from across the Victorian Murray-Darling Basin area.
(1)

An expression of interest process was run by the Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) to fill
the six community positions.

(2)

A total of 54 community members applied for these positions from across northern Victoria.

(3)

As part of the process for selection, DSE provided a list of applicants and their interest in being involved with
the advisory group to my office. DSE also provided potential criteria for selection.

(4)

DSE provided advice to my office about selection of the 28 stakeholder representatives on the advisory
group. I selected the six community members based on their interest and geographic coverage.

(5)

I selected the members to ensure there was an appropriate spread of community interest and geographic
coverage in the selections.

Regional and rural development: SPC Ardmona — Mooroopna factory
3578.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): Did the minister meet with senior management of SPC Ardmona prior to the
announcement of 150 job losses as a result of the closure of the SPC Ardmona factory at Mooroopna.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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I spoke with senior managers of SPC Ardmona by telephone prior to the announcement and organised a meeting
with the management of Coca-Cola Amatil and SPC Ardmona on 1 June to discuss the threat to jobs in Shepparton.
Due to a family illness I was unable to attend this meeting but the government was represented by my colleagues
the ministers for employment and industrial relations, agriculture and food security, and local government. The
meeting was also attended by senior officials from the Department of Business and Innovation and Regional
Development Victoria.

Regional and rural development: SPC Ardmona — Mooroopna factory
3579.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): Did the minister meet with senior management of SPC Ardmona parent company
Coca-Cola Amatil prior to the announcement of 150 job losses as a result of the closure of the SPC
Ardmona factory at Mooroopna.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I organised a meeting with the management of Coca-Cola Amatil and SPC Ardmona on 1 June to discuss the threat
to jobs in Shepparton. Due to a family illness I was unable to attend this meeting but the government was
represented by my colleagues the ministers for employment and industrial relations, agriculture and food security,
and local government. The meeting was also attended by senior officials from the Department of Business and
Innovation and Regional Development Victoria.

Regional and rural development: SPC Ardmona — Mooroopna factory
3581.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): What action did the minister take to save 150 jobs lost as a result of the closure of
the SPC Ardmona factory at Mooroopna and did that include an offer of assistance from the Regional
Growth Fund.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
SPC Ardmona has undertaken an internal business review and took its decision regarding its Mooroopna facility to
ensure the future viability of SPC Ardmona in regional Victoria. The announcement is set against the backdrop of
very challenging economic conditions globally, a strong Australian dollar, weakening consumer sentiment and
retail sales, coupled with a softening export market and cheaper imported products.
Regional Development Victoria and the Department of Business and Innovation have worked with and assisted the
Greater Shepparton City Council and Campaspe Shire Council with the development and implementation of their
employment response plans to assist affected workers.
I organised a meeting with the management of Coca-Cola Amatil and SPC Ardmona on 1 June to discuss the threat
to jobs in Shepparton. Due to a family illness I was unable to attend this meeting but the government was
represented by my colleagues the ministers for employment and industrial relations, agriculture and food security,
and local government. The meeting was also attended by senior officials from the Department of Business and
Innovation and Regional Development Victoria.
An outcome of the meeting was agreement that the government would work with the company in the short term to
provide support for employees whose jobs were at risk and examine investment opportunities which would
improve SPC Ardmona’s long-term efficiency and competiveness.
A senior officer of the Department of Business and Innovation was nominated as the contact person for the
company. Subsequently there have been ongoing discussions with SPC Ardmona regarding the applicability of the
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Regional Growth Fund as the company examines a range of investment opportunities to improve its medium and
longer-term efficiency and competitiveness.

Regional and rural development: SPC Ardmona — Mooroopna factory
3582.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): Has the minister sought or received any advice from his department on the
economic impact of the loss of 150 jobs as a result of the closure of the SPC Ardmona factory at
Mooroopna.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the months leading up to the announcement by Coca-Cola Amatil of the restructuring of the SPC Ardmona
operations at Mooroopna I and members of my staff had a number of discussions with senior officers of Regional
Development Victoria on the potential impact on the Shepparton region. Discussions were also held with other
ministerial offices including the ministers for employment and industrial relations, and higher education and skills.

Public transport: protective services officers — Aircraft station
3584.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Aircraft train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Alamein station
3585.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Alamein train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Albion station
3586.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Albion train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Alphington station
3587.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Alphington train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Altona station
3588.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Altona train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Anstey station
3589.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Anstey train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Armadale station
3590.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Armadale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ascot Vale station
3591.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ascot Vale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ashburton station
3592.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ashburton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Aspendale station
3593.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Aspendale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Auburn station
3594.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Auburn train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Balaclava station
3595.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Balaclava train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Batman station
3596.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Batman train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Baxter station
3597.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Baxter train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
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for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bayswater station
3598.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bayswater train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Beaconsfield station
3599.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Beaconsfield train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Belgrave station
3600.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Belgrave train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Bell station
3601.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bell train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable for
use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bentleigh station
3602.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bentleigh train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Berwick station
3603.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Berwick train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bittern station
3604.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bittern train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

3643

All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bonbeach station
3605.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bonbeach train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Boronia station
3606.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Boronia train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Box Hill station
3607.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Box Hill train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Brighton Beach station
3608.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Brighton Beach train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Broadmeadows station
3609.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Broadmeadows train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Brunswick station
3610.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Brunswick train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Burnley station
3611.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Burnley train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Burwood station
3612.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Burwood train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Camberwell station
3613.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Camberwell train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Canterbury station
3614.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Canterbury train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Carnegie station
3615.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Carnegie train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Carrum station
3616.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Carrum train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Caulfield station
3617.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Caulfield train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Chatham station
3618.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Chatham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Chelsea station
3619.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Chelsea train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
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for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Cheltenham station
3620.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Cheltenham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Clayton station
3621.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Clayton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Clifton Hill station
3622.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Clifton Hill train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Coburg station
3623.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Coburg train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Collingwood station
3624.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Collingwood train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Coolaroo station
3625.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Coolaroo train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Craigieburn station
3626.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Craigieburn train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Cranbourne station
3627.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Cranbourne train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Crib Point station
3628.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Crib Point train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Croxton station
3629.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Croxton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Croydon station
3630.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Croydon train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Dandenong station
3631.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Dandenong train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Darebin station
3632.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Darebin train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Darling station
3633.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Darling train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Dennis station
3634.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Dennis train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Diamond Creek station
3635.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Diamond Creek train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Eaglemont station
3636.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Eaglemont train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — East Camberwell station
3637.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does East Camberwell train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — East Malvern station
3638.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does East Malvern train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — East Richmond station
3639.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does East Richmond train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Edithvale station
3640.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Edithvale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Elsternwick station
3641.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Elsternwick train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

3653

suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Eltham station
3642.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Eltham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Epping station
3643.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Epping train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Essendon station
3644.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Essendon train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Fairfield station
3645.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Fairfield train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Fawkner station
3646.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Fawkner train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ferntree Gully station
3647.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ferntree Gully train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Flagstaff station
3648.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Flagstaff train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Flemington Bridge station
3649.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Flemington Bridge train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Flinders Street station
3650.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Flinders Street train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Footscray station
3651.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Footscray train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Frankston station
3652.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Frankston train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Gardenvale station
3653.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Gardenvale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Gardiner station
3654.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Gardiner train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ginifer station
3655.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ginifer train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Glen Iris station
3656.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glen Iris train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glen Waverley station
3657.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glen Waverley train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenbervie station
3658.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenbervie train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenferrie station
3659.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenferrie train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenhuntly station
3660.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenhuntly train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenroy station
3661.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenroy train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Gowrie station
3662.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Gowrie train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Greensborough station
3663.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Greensborough train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hallam station
3664.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hallam train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hampton station
3665.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hampton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hartwell station
3666.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hartwell train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Hastings station
3667.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hastings train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hawksburn station
3668.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hawksburn train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hawthorn station
3669.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hawthorn train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heatherdale station
3670.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heatherdale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heathmont station
3671.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heathmont train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heidelberg station
3672.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heidelberg train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heyington station
3673.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heyington train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Highett station
3674.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Highett train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3662

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Holmesglen station
3675.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Holmesglen train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hoppers Crossing station
3676.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hoppers Crossing train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hurstbridge station
3677.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hurstbridge train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Ivanhoe station
3678.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ivanhoe train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jacana station
3679.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jacana train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jewell station
3680.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jewell train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jolimont-MCG station
3681.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jolimont-MCG train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jordanville station
3682.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jordanville train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Kananook station
3683.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Kananook train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Keilor Plains station
3684.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Keilor Plains train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Kensington station
3685.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Kensington train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Keon Park station
3686.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Keon Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Kooyong station
3687.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Kooyong train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Laburnum station
3688.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Laburnum train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Lalor station
3689.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Lalor train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Laverton station
3690.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Laverton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Leawarra station
3691.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Leawarra train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Lilydale station
3692.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Lilydale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Macaulay station
3693.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Macaulay train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Macleod station
3694.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Macleod train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Malvern station
3695.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Malvern train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — McKinnon station
3696.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does McKinnon train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Melbourne Central station
3697.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Melbourne Central train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mentone station
3698.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mentone train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Merinda Park station
3699.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Merinda Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Merlynston station
3700.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Merlynston train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Merri station
3701.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Merri train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Middle Brighton station
3702.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Middle Brighton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Middle Footscray station
3703.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Middle Footscray train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mitcham station
3704.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mitcham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mont Albert station
3705.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mont Albert train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Montmorency station
3706.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Montmorency train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Moonee Ponds station
3707.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Moonee Ponds train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Moorabbin station
3708.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Moorabbin train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mooroolbark station
3709.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mooroolbark train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mordialloc station
3710.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mordialloc train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Moreland station
3711.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Moreland train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Morradoo station
3712.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Morradoo train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mount Waverley station
3713.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mount Waverley train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Murrumbeena station
3714.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Murrumbeena train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Narre Warren station
3715.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Narre Warren train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Newmarket station
3716.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Newmarket train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Newport station
3717.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Newport train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Noble Park station
3718.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Noble Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Brighton station
3719.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Brighton train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Melbourne station
3720.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Melbourne train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Richmond station
3721.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Richmond train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — North Williamstown station
3722.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Williamstown train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Northcote station
3723.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Northcote train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Nunawading station
3724.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Nunawading train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Oak Park station
3725.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Oak Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Oakleigh station
3726.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Oakleigh train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Officer station
3727.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Officer train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ormond station
3728.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ormond train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Pakenham station
3729.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Pakenham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Parkdale station
3730.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Parkdale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Parliament station
3731.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Parliament train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Pascoe Vale station
3732.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Pascoe Vale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Patterson station
3733.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Patterson train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Prahran station
3734.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Prahran train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Preston station
3735.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Preston train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Regent station
3736.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Regent train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Reservoir station
3737.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Reservoir train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Richmond station
3738.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Richmond train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ringwood station
3739.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ringwood train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ringwood East station
3740.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ringwood East train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ripponlea station
3741.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ripponlea train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Riversdale station
3742.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Riversdale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Rosanna station
3743.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Rosanna train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Roxburgh Park station
3744.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Roxburgh Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Royal Park station
3745.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Royal Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Rushall station
3746.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Rushall train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ruthven station
3747.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ruthven train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Sandown Park station
3748.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Sandown Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Sandringham station
3749.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Sandringham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Seaford station
3750.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Seaford train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Seaholme station
3751.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Seaholme train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Seddon station
3752.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Seddon train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Somerville station
3753.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Somerville train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — South Kensington station
3754.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does South Kensington train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — South Yarra station
3755.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does South Yarra train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Southern Cross station
3756.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Southern Cross train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Spotswood station
3757.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Spotswood train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Springvale station
3758.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Springvale train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — St Albans station
3759.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does St Albans train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Stony Point station
3760.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Stony Point train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Strathmore station
3761.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Strathmore train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Sunshine station
3762.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Sunshine train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Surrey Hills station
3763.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Surrey Hills train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Syndal station
3764.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Syndal train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tecoma station
3765.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tecoma train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

3687

Public transport: protective services officers — Thomastown station
3766.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Thomastown train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Thornbury station
3767.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Thornbury train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Toorak station
3768.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Toorak train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tooronga station
3769.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tooronga train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tottenham station
3770.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tottenham train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tyabb station
3771.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tyabb train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Upfield station
3772.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Upfield train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Upper Ferntree Gully station
3773.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Upper Ferntree Gully train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
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facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Upwey station
3774.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Upwey train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Victoria Park station
3775.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Victoria Park train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Watergardens station
3776.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Watergardens train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Watsonia station
3777.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Watsonia train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Wattle Glen station
3778.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Wattle Glen train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Werribee station
3779.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Werribee train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — West Footscray station
3780.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does West Footscray train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — West Richmond station
3781.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does West Richmond train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Westall station
3782.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Westall train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Westgarth station
3783.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Westgarth train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Westona station
3784.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Westona train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
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suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Williamstown station
3785.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Williamstown train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Williamstown Beach station
3786.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Williamstown Beach train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage
facilities suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the
anticipated cost of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Willison station
3787.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Willison train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Windsor station
3788.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Windsor train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Yarraman station
3789.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Yarraman train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Public transport: protective services officers — Yarraville station
3790.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Yarraville train station have functional toilet, washroom and storage facilities
suitable for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost
of installing these facilities at this station.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All currently staffed stations have fully functioning facilities for staff use.
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.

Health: Castlemaine Health — Renshaw House aged-care facility
3798.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Health: What are the financial savings to be made by
Castlemaine Health by closing the Renshaw House aged-care facility.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My understanding is that Castlemaine Health made decisions in response to local demand for aged-care services.
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Health: Castlemaine Health — Renshaw House aged-care facility
3803.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Health: Will the 19 beds closed at the Renshaw House
aged-care facility operated by Castlemaine Health be reopened as part of the coalition government’s
commitment to 100 new beds across Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The coalition government’s commitment is for 100 new hospital beds across Victoria. The government’s bed
commitment will be reached as the term progresses.
The 19 beds at Renshaw House aged-care facility operated by Castlemaine Health are aged-care beds that are
funded in the biggest part by the commonwealth.

Public transport: protective services officers — Aircraft station
3808.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Aircraft train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Alamein station
3809.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Alamein train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Albion station
3810.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Albion train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
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shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Alphington station
3811.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Alphington train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Altona station
3812.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Altona train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Anstey station
3813.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Anstey train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Armadale station
3814.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Armadale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ascot Vale station
3815.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ascot Vale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ashburton station
3816.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ashburton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Aspendale station
3817.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Aspendale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Auburn station
3818.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Auburn train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Balaclava station
3819.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Balaclava train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Batman station
3820.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Batman train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Baxter station
3821.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Baxter train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bayswater station
3822.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bayswater train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Beaconsfield station
3823.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Beaconsfield train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Belgrave station
3824.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Belgrave train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bell station
3825.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bell train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by protective
service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such shelter,
power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and safety
standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bentleigh station
3826.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bentleigh train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Berwick station
3827.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Berwick train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bittern station
3828.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bittern train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Bonbeach station
3829.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Bonbeach train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

3701

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Boronia station
3830.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Boronia train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Box Hill station
3831.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Box Hill train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Brighton Beach station
3832.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Brighton Beach train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Broadmeadows station
3833.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Broadmeadows train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Brunswick station
3834.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Brunswick train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Burnley station
3835.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Burnley train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Burwood station
3836.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Burwood train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Camberwell station
3837.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Camberwell train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Canterbury station
3838.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Canterbury train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Carnegie station
3839.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Carnegie train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Carrum station
3840.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Carrum train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Caulfield station
3841.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Caulfield train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Chatham station
3842.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Chatham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Chelsea station
3843.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Chelsea train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Cheltenham station
3844.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Cheltenham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Clayton station
3845.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Clayton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Clifton Hill station
3846.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Clifton Hill train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Coburg station
3847.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Coburg train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Collingwood station
3848.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Collingwood train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Coolaroo station
3849.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Coolaroo train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Craigieburn station
3850.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Craigieburn train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Cranbourne station
3851.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Cranbourne train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Crib Point station
3852.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Crib Point train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Croxton station
3853.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Croxton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Croydon station
3854.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Croydon train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Dandenong station
3855.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Dandenong train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Darebin station
3856.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Darebin train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Darling station
3857.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Darling train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Dennis station
3858.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Dennis train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Diamond Creek station
3859.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Diamond Creek train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Eaglemont station
3860.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Eaglemont train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — East Camberwell station
3861.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does East Camberwell train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — East Malvern station
3862.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does East Malvern train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — East Richmond station
3863.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does East Richmond train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Edithvale station
3864.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Edithvale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Elsternwick station
3865.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Elsternwick train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Eltham station
3866.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Eltham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Epping station
3867.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Epping train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Essendon station
3868.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Essendon train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Fairfield station
3869.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Fairfield train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Fawkner station
3870.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Fawkner train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Ferntree Gully station
3871.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ferntree Gully train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Flagstaff station
3872.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Flagstaff train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Flemington Bridge station
3873.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Flemington Bridge train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Flinders Street station
3874.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Flinders Street train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Footscray station
3875.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Footscray train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Frankston station
3876.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Frankston train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Gardenvale station
3877.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Gardenvale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Gardiner station
3878.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Gardiner train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ginifer station
3879.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ginifer train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glen Iris station
3880.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glen Iris train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glen Waverley station
3881.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glen Waverley train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenbervie station
3882.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenbervie train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenferrie station
3883.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenferrie train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenhuntly station
3884.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public
Transport): As of 1 July 2011, does Glenhuntly train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable
for use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of
installing such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and
occupational health and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Glenroy station
3885.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Glenroy train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Gowrie station
3886.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Gowrie train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Greensborough station
3887.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Greensborough train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hallam station
3888.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hallam train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hampton station
3889.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hampton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hartwell station
3890.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hartwell train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hastings station
3891.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hastings train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hawksburn station
3892.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hawksburn train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hawthorn station
3893.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hawthorn train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heatherdale station
3894.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heatherdale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heathmont station
3895.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heathmont train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heidelberg station
3896.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heidelberg train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Heyington station
3897.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Heyington train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Highett station
3898.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Highett train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Holmesglen station
3899.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Holmesglen train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hoppers Crossing station
3900.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hoppers Crossing train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Hurstbridge station
3901.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Hurstbridge train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ivanhoe station
3902.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ivanhoe train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Jacana station
3903.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jacana train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jewell station
3904.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jewell train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jolimont-MCG station
3905.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jolimont-MCG train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Jordanville station
3906.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Jordanville train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

3725

protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Kananook station
3907.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Kananook train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Keilor Plains station
3908.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Keilor Plains train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Kensington station
3909.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Kensington train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Keon Park station
3910.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Keon Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Kooyong station
3911.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Kooyong train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Laburnum station
3912.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Laburnum train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Lalor station
3913.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Lalor train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by protective
service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such shelter,
power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and safety
standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Laverton station
3914.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Laverton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Leawarra station
3915.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Leawarra train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Lilydale station
3916.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Lilydale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Macaulay station
3917.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Macaulay train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Macleod station
3918.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Macleod train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Malvern station
3919.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Malvern train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — McKinnon station
3920.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does McKinnon train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Melbourne Central station
3921.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Melbourne Central train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mentone station
3922.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mentone train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3730

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Merinda Park station
3923.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Merinda Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Merlynston station
3924.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Merlynston train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Merri station
3925.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Merri train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by protective
service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such shelter,
power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and safety
standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Middle Brighton station
3926.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Middle Brighton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Middle Footscray station
3927.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Middle Footscray train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mitcham station
3928.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mitcham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mont Albert station
3929.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mont Albert train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Montmorency station
3930.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Montmorency train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Moonee Ponds station
3931.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Moonee Ponds train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Moorabbin station
3932.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Moorabbin train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mooroolbark station
3933.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mooroolbark train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mordialloc station
3934.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mordialloc train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Moreland station
3935.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Moreland train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Morradoo station
3936.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Morradoo train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Mount Waverley station
3937.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Mount Waverley train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Murrumbeena station
3938.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Murrumbeena train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Narre Warren station
3939.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Narre Warren train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Newmarket station
3940.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Newmarket train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Newport station
3941.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Newport train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Noble Park station
3942.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Noble Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Brighton station
3943.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Brighton train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Melbourne station
3944.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Melbourne train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Richmond station
3945.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Richmond train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — North Williamstown station
3946.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does North Williamstown train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for
use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Northcote station
3947.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Northcote train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Nunawading station
3948.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Nunawading train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Oak Park station
3949.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Oak Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Oakleigh station
3950.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Oakleigh train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Officer station
3951.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Officer train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ormond station
3952.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ormond train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Pakenham station
3953.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Pakenham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Parkdale station
3954.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Parkdale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Parliament station
3955.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Parliament train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Pascoe Vale station
3956.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Pascoe Vale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Patterson station
3957.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Patterson train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Prahran station
3958.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Prahran train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Preston station
3959.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Preston train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Regent station
3960.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Regent train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Reservoir station
3961.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Reservoir train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Richmond station
3962.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Richmond train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ringwood station
3963.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ringwood train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ringwood East station
3964.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ringwood East train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ripponlea station
3965.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ripponlea train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Riversdale station
3966.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Riversdale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Rosanna station
3967.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Rosanna train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Roxburgh Park station
3968.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Roxburgh Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Royal Park station
3969.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Royal Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Rushall station
3970.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Rushall train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Ruthven station
3971.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Ruthven train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Sandown Park station
3972.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Sandown Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Sandringham station
3973.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Sandringham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Seaford station
3974.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Seaford train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Seaholme station
3975.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Seaholme train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Seddon station
3976.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Seddon train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Somerville station
3977.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Somerville train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — South Kensington station
3978.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does South Kensington train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use
by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — South Yarra station
3979.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does South Yarra train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Southern Cross station
3980.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Southern Cross train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Spotswood station
3981.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Spotswood train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Springvale station
3982.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Springvale train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — St Albans station
3983.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does St Albans train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Stony Point station
3984.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Stony Point train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Strathmore station
3985.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Strathmore train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Sunshine station
3986.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Sunshine train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Surrey Hills station
3987.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Surrey Hills train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Syndal station
3988.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Syndal train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tecoma station
3989.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tecoma train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Thomastown station
3990.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Thomastown train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Thornbury station
3991.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Thornbury train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Toorak station
3992.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Toorak train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3752

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tooronga station
3993.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tooronga train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tottenham station
3994.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tottenham train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Tyabb station
3995.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Tyabb train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Upfield station
3996.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Upfield train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Upper Ferntree Gully station
3997.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Upper Ferntree Gully train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for
use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Upwey station
3998.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Upwey train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Public transport: protective services officers — Victoria Park station
3999.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Victoria Park train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Watergardens station
4000.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Watergardens train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Watsonia station
4001.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Watsonia train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Wattle Glen station
4002.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Wattle Glen train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
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protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Werribee station
4003.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Werribee train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — West Footscray station
4004.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does West Footscray train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — West Richmond station
4005.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does West Richmond train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Westall station
4006.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Westall train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Westgarth station
4007.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Westgarth train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Westona station
4008.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Westona train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Williamstown station
4009.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Williamstown train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Williamstown Beach station
4010.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Williamstown Beach train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for
use by protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing
such shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health
and safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Willison station
4011.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Willison train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
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Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Windsor station
4012.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Windsor train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Yarraman station
4013.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Yarraman train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.

Public transport: protective services officers — Yarraville station
4014.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): As
of 1 July 2011, does Yarraville train station have shelters, power and amenities suitable for use by
protective service officers assigned to this station; if not, what is the anticipated cost of installing such
shelter, power and amenities to a standard that complies with the industrial and occupational health and
safety standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Railway stations are being assessed on a case-by-case basis by the departments of Transport and Justice with
Victoria Police as they vary significantly across the network.
Stations will be upgraded to suitable standards for the rollout of PSOs to meet the government’s election
commitment.
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Local government: library services and funding
4262.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to Victorian library services and funding arrangements:
(1)

What population growth have the following local government areas experienced from the
beginning of the 2010–11 financial year to the beginning of the 2011–12 financial year:
(a) Maribyrnong;
(b) Moonee Valley;
(c) Hobsons Bay;
(d) Melton;
(e) Brimbank;
(f) Hume;
(g) Wyndham; and
(h) Moreland.

(2)

What library funding was provided to the following local government areas in the 2010–11 and
2011–12 financial years:
(a) Maribyrnong;
(b) Moonee Valley;
(c) Hobsons Bay;
(d) Melton;
(e) Brimbank;
(f) Hume;
(g) Wyndham; and
(h) Moreland.

(3)

What work has the government undertaken to ensure library services funding keeps pace with
population growth in Victoria.
What is the composition of the Libraries Ministerial Advisory Committee.
Will there be representation of all political parties on the ministerial advisory committee, including
the Australian Greens.
How will local government be represented on the ministerial advisory committee.
Will both the Victorian Local Governance Association and Municipal Association of Victoria be
represented on the ministerial advisory committee.
What percentage of library services and funding is delivered by local governments compared to
state government funding and other sources.

(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
ANSWER:

I am informed that the government received a question from Ms Colleen Hartland, member for Western
Metropolitan Region on 1 September 2011. In responding to this question I am informed that:
(1)

The Department of Planning and Community Development obtains council population and population growth
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS). The figures for population growth for the period from 2010–
11 to 2011–12 have not yet been compiled by the ABS.

(2)

The public library funding provided to the specified local government areas in the 2010–11 and 2011–12
financial years as part of the public libraries funding program is as follows:
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Grants to selected Councils as part of the Public Libraries
Funding Program
Library
Service/Local
Government Area
Brimbank
Hobsons Bay
Hume
Maribyrnong
Melton
Moonee Valley
Moreland
Wyndham

2010–11

2011–12

$1 035 742
$496 461
$942 365
$422 175
$614 155
$620 250
$824 429
$846 679

$1 035 742
$496 461
$942 365
$423 887
$618 407
$623 776
$824 429
$888 136

Councils and regional library corporations also receive funding as part of the Premiers’ Reading Challenge
Book Fund. The final allocation for the selected councils in 2010–11 is shown below. As part of the 2011
Victorian budget, $5.5 million was allocated to the Premiers’ Reading Challenge Book Fund over four years.
The allocation to councils and regional library corporations for 2011–12 is yet to be finalised.
It should be noted that in 2011–12 and 2012–13 I authorised the payment of library recurrent funding to be
paid, upon signing of the two-year agreement, up-front in one payment at the start of the financial year.
This is a change from previous years’ quarterly payments and in addition to top-up and restoration payments
result on average in a better funding position for libraries over the two years.
Grants to selected Councils as part of the Premiers’
Reading Challenge Book Fund Program
Library
Service/Local
Government Area
Brimbank
Hobsons Bay
Hume
Maribyrnong
Melton
Moonee Valley
Moreland
Wyndham

2010–11

2011–12

$26 226
$14 507
$27 855
$11 558
$18 834
$15 663
$18 887
$24 637

TBA
TBA
TBA
TBA
TBA
TBA
TBA
TBA

In addition, councils and regional library corporations are able to apply for funding as part of the Living
Libraries Infrastructure program. Below are the selected councils that were successful in obtaining a grant
through this program. As part of the 2011 Victorian budget, $17.2 million was allocated to the Living
Libraries Infrastructure program over four years. Funding has not yet been allocated for 2011–12.
Grants to selected Councils as part of the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program: 2010–11
Council

Project

Amount

Moreland
Moreland

Glenroy Library Refurbishment
Fawkner Library Refurbishment

$19 000
$20 000
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Grants to selected Councils as part of the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program: 2010–11
Council
Moonee Valley
Brimbank
Hobsons Bay

Project
New Avondale Heights Library
Deer Park Library Refurbishment
Williamstown Library Redevelopment

Amount
$134 000
$173 000
$350 000

(3)

Each year the funding allocated to the public libraries funding program is indexed in line with Victorian
population growth and the Victorian rate of inflation.

(4)

The Ministerial Advisory Council (MAC) on Public Libraries will be chaired by the Parliamentary Secretary
for Local Government, Mr David Morris, MP. In addition, the following have been invited to join the
re-established advisory council;
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

a representative of the Labor Party who is a member of Parliament;
a representative of the National Party who is a member of Parliament;
a representative of the Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV);
a representative of the Victorian Local Governance Association (VLGA);
a representative of Local Government Professionals (LGPro);
two representatives of the Public Libraries Victoria Network (PLVN), one of whom is to be a
representative of a library using the SWIFT library management system;
the state librarian/CEO of the State Library of Victoria;
a representative from a metropolitan single-council library service;
a representative from a metropolitan regional library service;
a representative from a regional/rural single-council library service;
a representative from a regional/rural regional library service;
a representative from the Department of Planning and Community Development.

(5)

While the Australian Greens will not formally be represented on the MAC, input will be sought from all key
stakeholders and interested groups regarding the provision of library services in Victoria.

(6)

Local governments will be actively represented on the MAC with several serving councillors and chief
executive officers being members of the council. Councils will also be consulted extensively by the MAC
which is in addition to their representation from the peak bodies with the local government sector (MAV,
VLGA and LGPro).

(7)

The Victorian Local Governance Association and Municipal Association of Victoria have each been invited
to nominate a representative to be a member of the MAC.

(8)

In 2009–10, the Victorian government provided $33.2 million to councils and regional library corporations as
part of the public libraries funding program. In addition, grants were also provided to libraries through the
Premiers’ Reading Challenge Book Fund ($5 million) and the Living Libraries program ($17.2 million).
Calculating the percentage of expenditure cannot be undertaken reliably, however, state contribution is
established at around 2 per cent. The Ministerial Advisory Council on Public Libraries will be looking at this
issue closely.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4583.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 2, that the state government phase in introduction of other
additional standards after a new regulatory system is in place, with consideration given to including as
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minimum standards: periodic gas and electrical safety checks, appliance upgrades to higher levels of
water and energy efficiency; installation of hard wired smoke detectors in each habitable room —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the implementation
of this recommendation.
What measures are there in place to ensure the minimum standards of gas and electrical safety
checks will be implemented, given the coroner’s findings in relation to the Brunswick rooming
house fire in 2006.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4584.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 3, that the state government establish a targeted program for
registered rooming house operators to improve the thermal efficiency of premises and upgrade with
more energy and water efficient fixtures and appliances (e.g. shower heads, insulation, draft-proofing,
and the like) —
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the implementation
of this recommendation.
Has the government launched any trials of thermal efficiency measures for rooming houses; if
so —
(a) how many trials have been completed;
(b) where have the trials been conducted; and
(c) how much did the trials cost.
Are any more trials of thermal efficiency measures for rooming houses planned.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4585.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 4, that the state government include references into the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to identify other relevant legislation regarding rooming house standards with which
compliance is required e.g. Health Act 1958, Building Code of Australia, etc., with a view to providing
rooming house operators access to all necessary standards in one identifiable legislation:
(1)
(2)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
The previous Minister for Consumer Affairs approved the development of a non-legislative solution in response to
this recommendation.
In 2011, a range of new and revised information products designed to assist operators to understand their
obligations under Victorian law were released.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4586.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 5, that the state government require rooming house operators to
secure a compliance certificate for Health Act 1958 and regulations as well as building regulations to
evidence that premises meet legislated standards prior to being able to lawfully operate a rooming house
in Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Given the public comment by the government that it does not intend to establish a registration
system for the operators of private rooming houses, if the government intends to pursue this
recommendation, on what basis will such compliance certificates be able to be considered to
having ‘meet legislated standards prior to being able to lawfully operate a rooming house in
Victoria’.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Regulations for minimum standards in rooming houses were made on 28 February 2012. These regulations will
commence operation on 31 March 2013. The minimum standards require rooming houses to meet a range of safety
and security measures, such as fire-safe locks on bedroom doors, and security at front entrances.
The government is also considering the most effective way to deliver a register of rooming house premises and
operators. Stakeholders will be consulted on the proposed approach.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4587.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 6, that the state government initiate an information campaign
targeted at operators, owners and real estate agents of premises used as private rooming houses so that
all parties are aware of their responsibilities regarding existing standards and their liabilities and
penalties where standards are not met:
(1)
(2)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
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If this campaign has been implemented, what has been the nature of the programs.
Are further campaigns planned.
Given the public release of the regulation impact statement (RIS) for the proposed 11 minimum
standards, what measures does the government propose to ensure the rights and obligations of
operators, owners and real estate agents premises used as private rooming houses are aware of and
abide by these 11 minimum standards.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Key agencies affected by reforms have been consulted, accompanied by a broader information and education
campaign. New and revised information publications have also been developed, including a best practice guide for
rooming house operators developed by the Registered Accommodation Association of Victoria.
Future information programs are being designed around the implementation of the new minimum standards and a
further round of public consultation will occur.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4588.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 7, that the state government increase penalties and fines within the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to act as an appropriate deterrent to at least that equivalent to other
comparable legislation operating in the sector (e.g. the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
If it is to be implemented, at what levels will the fines be levied.
Will a breach of the 11 minimum standards proposed by the government attract such penalties and
fines.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Recommendation 7 was implemented on 1 September 2011 with the commencement of the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Act 2010.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4589.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 8, that the state government expand the powers of the Director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria to initiate investigations and a range of legal actions, including compliance
action under the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, and where it can be established that it is in the public
interest to address unlawful practices by particular operators, representative actions be available:
(1)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
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Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
If the government does not propose to proceed with this recommendation, why not and what
broader powers will the government give to the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria to tackle the
problems identified in the Rooming House Standards Taskforce.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Recommendation 8 was implemented on 1 September 2011 with the commencement of the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Act 2010.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4590.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 9, that the state government consider legislative change to allow
for third-party action to be taken under the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 in relation to rooming house
issues where a representative body can establish standing before the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Which agencies has the government considered extending such third party action rights to.
If the government is not to proceed with this recommendation, on what policy grounds has this
been decided.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
I understand that legislative change to allow for third party action to be taken did not occur under the previous
government. This matter is currently under consideration by the government.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4591.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 10, that the state government expand the powers of CAV
inspectors in respect to rooming houses to include: providing inspectors with the power to enter
non-residential rooms in rooming houses for the purposes of assessing compliance with the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997; delegating powers to investigate alleged breaches under the Health Act and
regulations with respect to rooming houses when working in conjunction with local government; and
developing protocols between CAV, MAV and DHS around the application of this power:
(1)
(2)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
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If this recommendation has been implemented, how many inspections have been carried out.
What powers have been delegated to CAV inspectors under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008.
If powers have been delegated to CAV inspectors under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008, how many breaches have been discovered following inspections.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
On 1 September 2011, the Residential Tenancies (Amendment) Act 2010 commenced operation, introducing
powers for Consumer Affairs Victoria inspectors to enter common areas in registered rooming houses in order to
conduct compliance monitoring activities.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4592.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 11 — that state government enforcement agencies work with
homelessness services and tenant advocacy groups to develop appropriate communication strategies to
assist residents to understand enforcement action and any impact it may have on their residency:
(1)
(2)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Are further communication plans planned.
What stakeholder groups and agencies are involved in the preparation and distribution of this
material.
How many rooming houses has this material gone to.
What measures does the government have in place to measure the effectiveness of these
communication strategies.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Regulations for minimum standards in rooming houses were made on 28 February 2012. These regulations will
commence operation on 31 March 2013.
These minimum standards require rooming houses to meet a range of safety and security measures, such as
fire-safe locks on bedroom doors, and security at front entrances.
The government is also considering the most effective way to deliver a register of rooming house premises and
operators. Stakeholders will be consulted on the proposed approach.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4593.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 12, that the state government initiate action in collaboration with

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 15 August 2012

COUNCIL

3767

the Australian Tax Office (ATO), Centrelink and the Australian Securities Investments Commission to
investigate the operations of unscrupulous rooming house operators, e.g. misuse of resident Centrelink
funds and failure to declare income:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Has the government finalised and implemented processes and protocols whereby Centrelink
and/or other social security agencies of the commonwealth provide payments only to registered
(under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008) rooming houses.
If the protocol has been implemented —
(a) how many rooming houses that are unregistered or under investigation have had payments
stopped; and
(b) how many registered rooming houses have had such payments made to them.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Consumer Affairs Victoria continues to liaise with and provide information to Centrelink, the ATO and ASIC, on
unscrupulous rooming house operators identified from compliance and enforcement activities.
Any decision to cease payments is at the discretion of Centrelink.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4594.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 13, that the state government provide fire services (MFB and
CFA) with legislative powers to require immediate rectification action when breaches of fire safety
standards are identified in rooming houses:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
When will the amendments to the CFA and MFB legislation providing them with this power be
enacted.
Have the CFA and the MFB been consulted about this recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4595.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 14, that: the state government establish as part of the Estate
Agents (Professional Conduct) Regulations 2008 a clear duty for real estate agents to notify local
government where they reasonably believe that a property managed through their agency is being used
as an unregistered rooming house; and that the Real Estate Institute of Victoria incorporate information
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regarding rooming house standards and registration as part of the ethics and property management
components of its continuing professional development training:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Has the REIV incorporated information regarding rooming house standards and registration as
part of the ethics and property management components of its continuing professional
development training.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
On 1 September 2011 a number of legislative changes related to rooming houses came into effect under the
Residential Tenancies Amendment Act 2010, including the establishment of a duty that estate agents notify local
government of any suspected unregistered rooming houses. Consumer Affairs Victoria worked in close
collaboration with the Real Estate Institute of Victoria and the Municipal Association of Victoria in implementing
this initiative, including establishing practical guidelines and raising awareness amongst REIV and MAV members
of this requirement.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4596.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 15, that: the state government develop a system of registration for
rooming house operators in Victoria through the Business Licensing Authority and as a result, to
operate a rooming house legally in Victoria premises must be registered with local government and
operators must be registered with state government; and that this system will include sanctions against
unregistered operators and reflect increase penalties for non-compliance with other applicable
legislation operating in the sector (e.g. the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008):
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
If the recommendation has not been fully implemented, what is the status of the implementation of
this recommendation.
If the government does not intend to proceed with this recommendation —
(a) on what policy grounds has the government decided not to proceed; and
(b) what alternate strategies and plans does the government have scheduled to achieve an
effective and enforceable statewide registration of businesses and persons running rooming
houses.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
The government is also considering the most effective way to deliver a register of rooming house premises and
operators. Stakeholders will be consulted on the proposed approach.
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Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4597.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 16, that the state government establish a statewide register of
registered rooming houses and provide this to agencies which will require this information to fulfil their
accommodation and housing related responsibilities:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Have housing agencies been consulted as to the effectiveness of any such provision of a statewide
registrar of information.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
The government is also considering the most effective way to deliver a register of rooming house premises and
operators. Stakeholders will be consulted on the proposed approach.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4598.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 17, that the state government lead the development and
implementation of a best practice model for local government registration and compliance of rooming
houses:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Has such a best practice model been trialled in any local government area; if so, which local
government areas.
What is the schedule for rolling such a model out to other local government areas.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Protocols have been developed between local and state government regulatory agencies to ensure a collaborative
and cooperative working relationship, allowing for the sharing of information and data collection regarding
registered and unregistered rooming houses.
Further compliance guidance material will be developed as part of the implementation of the minimum standards
regulations.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4599.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
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and in particular, to recommendation 18, that the state government amend the Housing Establishment
Fund guidelines to require that funding for crisis housing can only be utilised in legally registered
rooming houses and that this be phased in to coincide with the new registration system:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Will this requirement of HEF funding conditions be maintained if the government does not
proceed with the registration of businesses; for example, will HEF be linked to the registration at a
local government level under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.
If the HEF restrictions are not to be enforced, how will the government ensure government funds
are spent only on registered, safe and suitable rooming houses and their tenants.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4600.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 19, that the state government work with the commonwealth to
ensure that deductions from income support payments (or other forms of statutory assistance) are not
directed to operators of unregistered rooming houses:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
If the government delays or does not proceed with the registration of businesses, will it ensure that
commonwealth housing and rent assistance only goes to properties registered with local
government under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) continues to liaise with and provide information to Centrelink, the ATO and
ASIC, on unscrupulous rooming house operators identified from compliance and enforcement activities.
Any decision to cease statutory payments is at the discretion of the relevant commonwealth authority.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4601.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 20, that the state government review the current policy position
requiring leverage of 25 per cent from registered housing associations in relation to projects housing
clients on very low incomes and/or with complex needs, with a view to establishing a more nuanced
policy approach which will facilitate the development of more community managed housing stock
targeting low-income singles:
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Is it government policy to require registered housing associations to build and deliver an
additional 25 per cent of properties based on the leverage principal from economic stimulus and
state support for the delivery of housing stock to community housing provider tenants.
Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
If this policy is not applied, how will the government ensure that existing leverage requirements
are delivered and over what time.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4602.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 21, that the state government work with community housing
providers and the Real Estate Institute of Victoria to establish a not for profit managed model of leased
rooming houses as an alternative market option and that such a model would have community-based
providers establishing small rooming houses in leased premises offering accommodation at reasonable
rents:
(1)
(2)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4603.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 22, that the state government develop a package to respond to
families with children in housing crisis which should include: priority allocation of 200 additional
properties to community housing providers as part of a one-off, time-limited families response; assertive
outreach to identify families in rooming houses and redirect them to more suitable housing responses,
including the establishment of flexible, short and medium-term accommodation for families that
maintains their existing networks and supports; and targeted brokerage to assist families with low
support needs to access private rental market:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
How many of the target 200 families have been accommodated.
Which agencies and stakeholder groups have been engaged to provide this support, and for each
agency and stakeholder group providing support —
(a) how many families will receive support;
(b) how many properties will be provided; and
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in which local government areas will the properties be located.

What further brokerage measures does the government have under way or planned to minimise
the number of families in rooming houses.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4604.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 23, that the state government develop a targeted private rental
assistance package to help rooming house residents who are unable to access social housing establish
affordable tenancies in the private rental market, and that the program would target rooming house
residents who are identified as able to sustain a tenancy with limited assistance in the form of rental
information, brokerage, start-up costs and time-limited assistance:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
What funding has been allocated to these programs.
Which agencies have been funded to run this program.
Are there any targets for the number of tenants to secure private sector rentals.
Have any targets been met to secure such private sector rentals.
Regardless of targets. how many private sector rentals have been secured based on funding
requirements from these agencies.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4605.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 24, that the state government create new accommodation options
by expanding stock levels of not-for-profit rooming houses through a dedicated singles housing
purchase program or new developments:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
How many units of housing and beds has the government added to this stock in the calendar year
to date, and what has been the cost.
Which agencies are managing the properties.
In what local government areas are these rooming houses.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4606.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 25, that the state government work with the commonwealth to
prioritise private sector investment facilitation models which will encourage new approaches to
low-income singles accommodation:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Does the government support the National Rental Affordability Scheme.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4607.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 26, that: the state government deliver a clear policy framework
and implementation timetable for the immediate and longer term regulatory changes proposed in this
report; and that such a timetable should be framed to allow sufficient time for the rooming house
industry to adjust to new regulatory requirements and for safeguards for residents to be put in place,
although no longer than strictly necessary given the unacceptable practices currently occurring in the
market:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
What timetable has the government committed to for achievement of further regulatory reform in
the rooming house sector.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
Regulations for minimum standards in rooming houses were made on 28 February 2012. These regulations will
commence operation in 31 March 2013. The minimum standards require rooming houses to meet a range of safety
and security measures, such as fire-safe locks on bedroom doors, and security at front entrances.
Future information programs are being designed around the implementation of the new minimum standards and a
further round of public consultation will occur.
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The government is also considering the most effective way to deliver a register of rooming house premises and
operators. Stakeholders will be consulted on the proposed approach.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4608.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 27, that the state government develop protocols for local
government to use with homelessness service providers, other community support services and DHS
regions to manage rooming house closures:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
What are the details of the protocols.
Have the details of the protocol been finalised with local government.
Have the protocols been used in any closures; if so, where they have been used.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4609.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 28, that: the state government legislate protections for residents to
prevent summary eviction by a property owner where the operator of a leased rooming house defaults
on their lease; and that such protections should allow residents to remain in situ until relocation or
orderly closure process can be established by ensuring that the owner of the property is responsible for
the continuing residency arrangements:
(1)
(2)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
This recommendation was implemented when the Residential Tenancies Amendment Act commenced operation
on 1 September 2011.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4610.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 29, that the state government explore a range of alternative
accommodation responses with the community sector including: trial of a community hotel model in
conjunction with community housing agencies; and identifying and encouraging opportunities for more
innovative uses of Housing Establishment funds to target solutions for private rooming house residents:
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Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Does the government intend to proceed with any of the models of alternative accommodation.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Housing.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4611.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 30, that the state government continue a dedicated
interdepartmental committee to implement the response to unregistered rooming houses and that this
committee should develop a strategy for ongoing engagement with the industry and sector stakeholders
who have contributed to the formulation of this report which includes quarterly updates on progress
towards implementation of these recommendations:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
What is the timetable for the IDC to deliver on the full range of the report’s recommendations.
Which agencies are involved.
Which agencies are responsible for the delivery of each policy area and recommendation.
Which agency is responsible for the coordination and achievement of the recommendations and
their delivery to government.
What budget allocations have been made to agencies for these policy positions and their
achievement.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
An executive-level Rooming House Reform Project Board was established and continues to operate. The board
oversees implementation of rooming house reforms. Consumer Affairs Victoria provides secretariat support to the
board.
Further reforms do not fall within the responsibility of the Minister for Consumer Affairs and are the responsibility
of the Minister for Housing, Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4612.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 31, that the state government provide support to the Registered
Accommodation Association of Victoria to develop a revised best practice guide for members in light
of the regulatory changes proposed in this report:
(1)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
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Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
How many rooming houses are members of the Registered Accommodation Association of
Victoria.
How many rooming houses have had the best practice material distributed to their tenants.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
The Registered Accommodation Association of Victoria (RAAV) represents owners and operators of private
rooming houses in Victoria. In an 18-month period, RAAV has doubled their membership to 40 with an estimated
representation of 180 rooming houses.
In July 2011, RAAV printed 2000 copies of Running A Better Rooming House — A Best Practice Handbook for
Operators of which 1300 copies have been distributed to rooming house operators, local governments and
educational institutions by February 2012.
CAV (through the Residential Tenancies Fund) has funded RAAV to deliver education and information activity
related to the best practice handbook. By February 2012, RAAV had delivered 25 workshops to a diverse audience
of rooming house operators and has undertaken a further 20 visits and briefings with local government across the
state.
The previous Minister for Consumer Affairs noted that recommendation 31 was linked to recommendation 32 and
was progressed as a component of the best practice guide for rooming house operators.

Consumer affairs: Rooming House Standards Taskforce
4613.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to the Rooming House Standards Taskforce chairperson’s report released in September 2009,
and in particular, to recommendation 32, that the state government establish a pilot community
development project targeting residents in registered rooming house properties in conjunction with the
Registered Accommodation Association of Victoria and relevant community services agencies:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Does the Baillieu government support this recommendation.
Has this recommendation has been fully implemented; if not, what is the status of the
implementation of this recommendation.
Which agency is delivering the program.
How many rooming houses has the program been delivered to.
How many tenants have participated.
What, if any measures, outputs or successes has the program achieved.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The majority of the Rooming House Standards Taskforce recommendations have been implemented or
implementation is under way.
The previous Minister for Consumer Affairs noted that recommendation 31 was linked to recommendation 32 and
was progressed as a component of the best practice guide for rooming house operators.
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Consumer affairs: rooming houses — inspections
4614.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In regard
to rooming houses in Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many inspections have been carried out in 2011 by CAV officers.
How many inspections have been carried out in 2011 by local government.
How many breaches of existing regulations and laws have been detected.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Between 1 January 2011 and 31 December 2011, Consumer Affairs Victoria conducted 524 visits to rooming
houses.
Local government does not report inspections data to CAV.
CAV has not identified breaches of the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 during its compliance inspections of
rooming houses.
However, CAV and the government are tackling rogue rooming house operators through a range of enforcement
activity. Of particular note is the case of Mr and Mrs Cassar and Betta Housing Pty Ltd, who rented out rooming
houses in the Fitzroy area and ignored a number of VCAT orders.
On 8 August 2011, CAV successfully obtained interlocutory orders and subsequently on 24 April 2012 the
Supreme Court made final orders in this matter restraining Betta Housing Pty Ltd and Sandra Cassar from letting
out residential properties other that through licensed estate agents and restraining Sandra Cassar from aiding and
abetting any other person from letting out residential premises other than through an agent. Orders were also
obtained that the defendants pay compensation to the 7 nominated consumers in the sum of $6275 and to pay
CAV’s costs fixed at $58 000.
Additionally, on 27 September 2011, Consumer Affairs Victoria secured a conviction against rooming house
operator George Maatouk for failing to comply with VCAT orders. Mr Maatouk was fined $1600 and ordered to
pay compensation of $4853 and costs of $2800.

Roads: Monash and Eastern freeways — noise measurements
8138.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): In relation to traffic
noise emanating from the Monash and Eastern freeways:
(1)

(2)
(3)

What measurements has VicRoads made of traffic noise on land adjacent to the Monash Freeway
between the Yarra River and Warrigal Road and the Eastern Freeway between Yarra Boulevard
and Doncaster Road during the past five years.
At which locations and over what time periods were such measurements taken.
Were peak noise levels measured, and if so what were they and at which locations and what times
did they occur.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

VicRoads has taken 34 noise measurements adjacent to the Monash Freeway and 47 measurements adjacent
to the Eastern Freeway since 2007. The latest noise measurements were taken in 2011. Twelve noise
measurements were taken adjacent to CityLink/Monash Freeway between Yarra Boulevard (St Georges
Road) and Warrigal Road, and seven measurements were taken adjacent to the Eastern Freeway between
Yarra Boulevard and Doncaster Road.
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Noise measurements taken adjacent to CityLink and Monash Freeway:
Date Recorded
Average noise
measurement
dB(A)L10(18hr)
Toorak
St Georges Road
64*
16–21 March 2011
Toorak
Yarradale Road
53
5–8 April 2011
Kooyong
Talbot Crescent
62
5–8 April 2011
Hawthorn
Reserve Road
63
2–5 May 2011
Glen Iris
Carrol Crescent
59
16–21 March 2011
Glen Iris
Haynes Crescent
61
2–5 May 2011
Glen Iris
Brixton Rise
67
16–21 March 2011
Glen Iris
Karana Place
61*
16–21 March 2011
Glen Iris
Peace Street
60
16–21 March 2011
Ashburton
Ashburn Grove
61
2–5 May 2011
Malvern East
Ivanhoe Grove
65*
23–28 March 2011
Malvern East
Peak Street
61
16–21 March 2011
*Denotes an addition of 2.5 decibels to average recorded noise measurement for facade correction.
Suburb

Location

Noise measurements taken adjacent to the Eastern Freeway:
Suburb

Kew
Kew
Kew East
Kew East
Balwyn North
Bulleen
Balwyn North
(3)

Location

Wiltshire Drive
Kellett Grove
Fairway Drive
Elm Grove
Orion Street
Estelle Street
Carron Street

Average noise
measurement.
dB(A)L10(18hr)
64
57
55
57
65
62
58

Date Recorded

9–14 February 2011
17–22 February 2011
17–22 February 2011
17–22 February 2011
9–14 February 2011
9–14 February 2011
17–22 February 2011

VicRoads’ Traffic Reduction Policy considers the L10 (18-hour) noise levels. The L10 (18-hour) level is
determined by measuring the noise levels that are exceeded for six minutes in each one-hour period from
6.00 a.m. to midnight (highest 10 per cent each hour) and averaging the 18 hourly levels together. This is an
average noise level. The policy does not stipulate any requirements in relation to peak noise levels.
Peak noise levels are generally due to a particular noisy vehicle, such as a defective truck or motorbike,
adding to the general background noise level. They can also be caused by local noise such as lawnmowers,
insects, or gusts of wind captured by recording equipment.
Peak noise levels can be measured but are not always available, depending on the consultant and equipment
used. As it happens, these values are available from the recent noise measurements taken adjacent to the
Monash Freeway and Eastern Freeway.
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The recorded peak noise levels adjacent to CityLink and the Monash Freeway are shown in the table below.
Suburb

Toorak
Glen Iris
Glen Iris
Glen Iris
Glen Iris
Malvern East
Malvern East

Location

St Georges Road
Carrol Crescent
Brixton Rise
Karana Place
Peace Street
Ivanhoe Grove
Peak Street

Average
noise level
dB(A)L10
(18hr)
64*
59
66
61*
60
65*
61

Peak
noise
level
dB(A)
Lmax
93
90
89
100
90
81
84

Hour of
peak noise
level

Date Recorded

14:00
14:00
16:00
18:00
12:00
19:00
17:00

18 March 2011
17 March 2011
20 March 2011
18 March 2011
17 March 2011
23 March 2011
18 March 2011

The recorded peak noise levels adjacent to the Eastern Freeway are shown in the table below.

Kew
Kew
Kew East

Wiltshire Drive
Kellett Grove
Fairway Drive

64
57
55

Peak
noise
level
dB(A)
Lmax
100
86
93

Kew East

Elm Grove

57

85

Balwyn North

Orion Street

65

96

Bulleen

Estelle Street

62

94

Balwyn North

Carron Street

58

90

Suburb

Location

Average
noise level
dB(A)L10
(18hr)

Hour of
peak noise
level

Date Recorded

14:00
15:00
19:00
18:00
12:00
17:00
11:00
10:00
09:00
10:00
23:00
22:00

9 February 2011
17 February 2011
20 February 2011
22 February 2011
17 February 2011
18 February 2011
21 February 2011
9 February 2011
10 February 2011
11 February 2011
17 February 2011

Ageing: Western District Health Service — Grange redevelopment
8155.

MS MIKAKOS — To ask the Minister for Ageing: In relation to the commencement of construction
of the Grange redevelopment project as reported in the Western District Health Service annual report
2010–11:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

Has the Western District Health Service communicated with the Department of Health about these
plans.
Has the Department of Health given approval to these plans.
Has a master plan been prepared for this project.
Have architectural plans been prepared for this project.
When are these capital works expected for completion.
How much funding has the Victorian government provided for this project in 2011–12 and what
was it for.
How many additional high-care aged-care beds will these capital works provide.
How many additional low-care aged-care beds will these capital works provide.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Yes.

(2)

As the project was self-funded by Western District Health Service, Department of Health approval is not
required at this point.

(3)

Yes.

(4)

Yes.

(5)

April 2012.

(6)

The department has an overseeing role, along with the board of management of Western District Health
Service.

(7)

Whilst these capital works will not provide any additional high-care aged-care beds, Western District Health
Service’s current service plan includes the provision of a further 6–10 high-care beds over the next 5 to
10 years.

(8)

Five.

Police and emergency services: police — recruitment advertising and promotions campaign
8178.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to Victoria Police’s recruitment advertising and
promotions campaign for police officers and protective services officers:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the total budget for recruitment advertising and promotions in the 2011–12, 2012–13 and
2013–14 financial years.
What advertising and promotions have been or will be used to recruit police officers and
protective services officers, including any public events or appearances.
As at 22 November 2011, what has been the total amount spent on the recruitment campaign.
How is Victoria Police measuring the number of applications received as a result of each form of
advertising or promotion.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The budget for recruitment advertising and promotions in 2011–12, 2012–13, and 2013–14 is as follows:

Total
(2)

2011–12
(million)
$3.025

2012–13
(million)
$0.262

2013–14
(million)
$0.269

The program and budget for both police and PSOs has largely been combined for the 2011–12 year.
Recruitment programs have been designed to attract suitable candidates for each role. The advertising
campaign although largely directed at PSO recruitment has also provided information for potential police
recruits. This is indicated in the table of advertising program set out below.
Advertising
Media:

Outdoor
PSO train advertisements — side of train
PSO billboards at train stations (or near) and platforms in CBD or metropolitan
Melbourne.
Radio
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30-second PSO advertisements across metropolitan radio
60-second PSO advertisements ethnic radio (14 languages).
Press
Magazine — full-page PSO advertisement in Australian Security Magazine and
Security Insider Magazine
Metropolitan newspaper — various sized PSO advertisements in Herald Sun, the Age,
MX
Regional newspaper — police advertisements in regional newspapers
Interstate newspaper — PSO advertisements in major newspapers
Ethnic newspaper — PSO advertisements in 12 newspapers.
Online
PSO advertisements across News Digital Media for Run of News (Vic), Sports (Vic),
Specific Industries and Career One Network
PSO advertisements across Fairfax behavioural targeting, the Age Run of News (Vic)
and the Age Sport (Vic)
PSO advertisements across Seek premium ads and targeted banners
PSO advertisements across eBay search categories (Vic) of sport, fitness, industrial,
car (ute) and construction sales searches
PSO advertisements in Security Solutions website and e-magazine
PSO advertisements across Australian Security Magazine website and Facebook page.
Promotion
Website: www.policecareer.vic.gov.au
Facebook page: www.facebook.com.au/VictoriaPoliceRecruitment — 6 September Launch
Police Life magazine — articles and advertisements in the bi-monthly publication, online magazine link on
Facebook.
Public events/appearances — October 2011 to July 2012
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Jayco Herald Sun Tour — 13, 14 & 16 October 2011
Cardinia Road Safety Exhibition — 22 October 2011
PSO recruiting stand (Flinders Street Station) — 24 October 2011
Victoria Police information session (Warrnambool–31 Oct 2011, Victoria Police Academy-TBC)
Hispanic Festival — 19 & 20 October 2011
Gatorade Triathlon — 7 races to be held between November and March 2012
Sussan Classic Fun Run — 4 December 2011
Australian Open Tennis — 16 January to 29 January 2012
GMHBA Sport and Lifestyle Expo — 10 & 11 February 2012
Melbourne grand prix — 15 to 18 March 2012
Cultural Diversity Week — 17 March to 25 March
Antipodes Festival — 2012 TBC
Victoria Police Recruitment Day — 2012 TBC
Run for the Kids — 1 April 2012
Stawell Gift — 6 to 9 April 2012
AGE VCE Expo — 3 to 5 May 2012
National Careers Expo — 25 to 26 May 2012
Reinvent Your Career Expo — 16 to 17 June 2012
Herald Sun Career Expo — 27 to 29 July 2012.
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(3)

From the commencement of the recruitment campaign in July 2010 to approx 22 November 2011 Victoria
Police has spent $5.5m on advertising for the additional 1700 police plus $1.025m on protective services
officers advertising.

(4)

Victoria Police captures the number of people who click on online advertisements and are subsequently
transferred through to the Victoria Police website and the number of SMS engagements. However, neither
measure links these events to applications received.
A new tracking system is currently in design phase. This system will enable Victoria Police to better measure
the success of each form of advertising or promotion.

Public transport: rail — Altona loop
8197.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the Altona loop train line:
(1)

In the period 10 August to 8 December 2011 —
(a) what number of trains to Laverton, via the Altona loop, did not arrive on time;
(b) what number of trains to Newport, via the Altona loop, did not arrive on time;
(c) what number of trains to Laverton, via the Altona loop, were cancelled;
(d) what number of trains to Newport, via the Altona loop, were cancelled;
(e) how many times have the Laverton station lifts broken down; and
(f) how many trains bypassed the Altona loop.

(2)

In the period 9 May to 9 August 2011, how many trains bypassed the Altona loop.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

50, 59, 50, 51, 39, 67.

(2)

67.

Police and emergency services: police — Merino
8205.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): Given the retirement in June 2011 of the only permanent officer in the
town of Merino, when will a new permanent police officer be posted.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The allocation of police resources across the state is an operational decision made by the Chief Commissioner of
Police. Manpower, vehicles and other operational equipment are deployed and assigned taking into account
specific operational needs and priorities.
On 7 June 2012 the Chief Commissioner reiterated Victoria Police’s commitment to maintaining all its one-officer
police stations across the state, including at Merino. He indicated that although there had been some difficulty in
filling a number of vacancies at these police stations, Victoria Police would continue to work on ways to fill these
vacancies.
In the interim, police response to the Merino area is being provided by the Casterton police station, which is
approximately 12 kilometres away.
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Public transport: rail — Caroline Springs station
8242.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to a new train station at Caroline Springs and your answer to question number 8157:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When was the contract awarded to create the detailed design for the new station, and to which
company was it awarded.
Did the design parameters include provision for electric trains to use the station.
When will the review of the timetable for the construction of the new railway station be
completed.
Is the government’s review of this project limited to the timetable of construction, or are other
aspects also under review, including —
(a) whether to build the station at all; and/or
(b) whether to electrify the train line.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The timetable for the construction of a new station at Caroline Springs is subject to the government’s consideration
of the final costs of electrical substations to boost power supply to stations at Lynbrook and Cardinia Road, the
final costs for the construction of Williams Landing station, and unresolved claims for the construction of stations
at Lynbrook and Cardinia Road. A contract to create the detailed design for Caroline Springs station was awarded
to WorleyParsons Services Pty Ltd on 3 May 2011. The design has taken into account the possible electrification of
the Melton line in the future.

Environment and climate change: methyl bromide fumigation
8243.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change):
(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

How many prosecutions have been made for offences under section 27A of the Environment
Protection Act 1970 over the last five years (including ongoing prosecutions).
Of those prosecutions —
(a) how many relate to methyl bromide fumigation; and
(b) of the methyl bromide prosecutions —
(i) how many were successful;
(ii) which companies/individuals were charged and what were the penalties for the
successful prosecutions;
(iii) how many are ongoing; and
(iv) which companies/individuals have been charged and what are the charges for the
ongoing prosecutions.
Has the EPA worked with quarantine fumigation providers to improve their technology and/or
operations to avoid breaches under section 27 of the Environment Protection Act 1970; if so, what
are those providers, and what improvements were made.
Do all quarantine fumigation providers in Victoria that use methyl bromide as a fumigant use
technology to recapture the gas; if not, which operators do not recapture the gas.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My office arranged a briefing by the EPA for Ms Hartland on this issue on 19 April 2012.
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Licences and/or permits are required by the Department of Health (DoH) and the Department of Primary Industries
(DPI) for most fumigation activities. Local councils may also have controls over fumigation operators via
conditions in planning permits.
I am advised that in Victoria fumigation premises are not subject to EPA licensing requirements and that EPA
provides only a supporting role in the regulation of methyl bromide.
The Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has not made any prosecutions under section 27A of the
Environment Protection Act 1970 (EP act) relating to the use of methyl bromide.
EPA can act to regulate methyl bromide emissions under its broad pollution abatement powers under the EP act. As
an example, in December 2010, EPA issued a pollution abatement notice to a premises in Brooklyn requiring them
to cease using methyl bromide until the occupier was able to demonstrate that methyl bromide concentrations were
within the design criteria of the SEPP (AQM) both on and at the boundary of the premises.
As fumigators are not scheduled premises, there has been no work undertaken by EPA with fumigators to avoid
breaches of section 27 of the EP act, which relates to breaches of licence or operating without a licence.
Operators using methyl bromide also have obligations under a range of commonwealth and state regulations and
policies, including taking practicable measures to minimise methyl bromide emissions. As fumigators are not EPA
licensed premises and do not report to EPA on activities, EPA is not aware of the current numbers of fumigation
operators that use recapture technology.
I am advised that your office notified EPA that some of your constituents may have concerns about the use of
methyl bromide in their area.
I would encourage your constituents to report any suspected pollution via EPA’s pollution hotline on 1300 372
842. EPA will then work with other regulators and local government to investigate the incident and report back to
the community.
EPA will contact DoH and DPI to discuss the licensing and permit systems for fumigators and the adequacy of the
current approach to ensure the protection of the community and environment.

Water: Mandalay Resources — Costerfield mine water use
8250.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Water): In
relation to Mandalay Resources’ Costerfield Gold-Antimony Mine:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Is the minister aware of a discrepancy between the current water allocation(s) and the amount of
water actually used at the mine.
Is water used by the mine for dust suppression.
Would the company or any of its subsidiaries be required to register, report or otherwise seek
permission to use water for the purpose of dust suppression.
Is water to be used for dust suppression in any way qualitatively different to water for other
purposes that must be accounted for.
How many cents per litre does the company or any of its subsidiaries currently pay for water
usage.
Will charges for water usage change in any way as a result of the proposed increase in dewatering.
Have the mine’s water allocations been taken into account in the Murray-Darling Basin plan
proposals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

Costerfield mine’s current water use is within its current licence volume. There is no discrepancy between the
current allocation and water used by the mine.

(2)

The mine uses water for dust suppression.

(3)

Under the Water Act 1989 all users of ground or surface water must have a licence for all water taken, other
than rain that falls directly into the mine. The licence covers all commercial uses of the water.

(4)

No.

(5)

Mandalay Resources pays the same licence fees and charges for groundwater as any other groundwater
licence holder. The fees are:
Fee requirement

Standard Licensing and
Entitlement Fee ($)

Service fee (annual flat rate)

$179.70

Extra service point fee (annual per unit)

$89.85

Entitlement fee (annual flat rate per ML)

$3.55

(6) Mandalay’s licence fee would increase by $3.55 per megalitre for any extra entitlement that may
be granted as part of its recent application which is now being assessed by GMW; this is in line
with the increase of any other water license holder.
(7) The Murray-Darling Basin plan is still under negotiation. All groundwater licenses will be included in
the groundwater SDL for the Murray-Darling Basin plan.

Community services: ward records
8253.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Community Services): In
relation to the recommendations of the Victorian Ombudsman’s report into the investigation into the
storage and management of ward records by the Department of Human Services:
(1)

As outlined by the department in its response to recommendation 1, has the government
committed any funding to help the department to —
(a) examine all collections in order to determine which records held by the department relate to
former wards; and
(b) digitise records and overcome the problem presented by handwritten records.

(2)

Has the department commenced the development of a three-year plan of the kind outlined in
recommendations 1 and 2 of the report, and if so:
(a) when will that plan be completed; and
(b) will the plan be published on the department’s website pursuant to recommendation.

(3)

Has the department commenced the process of negotiating agreements of the kind outlined in
recommendation 3 and 4, and if so, when will those agreements be finalised.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1–2) In response to recommendation 1, the department is currently in the process of developing a plan to examine
its record collections and identify records that relate to former wards.
(3)

Negotiation of agreements with non-government agencies that hold records of former wards will commence
after options have been considered, in the context of current service agreement negotiations.
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Public transport: rail — Williams Landing station
8257.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to the Williams Landing train station:
(1)

What is the forecasted patronage at the train station during peak, for the years —
(a) 2013;
(b) 2014; and
(c) 2015.

(2)

What is the forecasted patronage at the train station in off-peak, for the years —
(a) 2013;
(b) 2014; and
(c) 2015.

(3)
(4)
(5)

How many trains will be added to the Werribee line to cater for these additional passengers.
When will these trains be added to the Werribee line.
Will they be Metro or V/Line trains.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Public Transport Victoria anticipate that 500 to 1000 patrons will use Williams Landing station during the two-hour
morning peak on an average weekday. Off-peak forecasts are not available for the specific periods in question.
Timetabling for metropolitan trains to and from Williams Landing station will be finalised with the rail operator
closer to the completion of the station project.

Public transport: V/Line — Ballarat–Ararat services
8261.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister of Public Transport): Are there
plans to add any additional morning train services to the Ballarat to Ararat route; if so, what are the
details.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The next timetable change to affect V/Line trains and coaches will be introduced on 22 April 2012. However, this
change will not include additional trips on the Ballarat to Ararat line during the morning period.

Agriculture and food security: Department of Primary Industries — citizen monitoring
8264.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): Is the Department of Primary Industries, through Game Victoria or any
other agency, collecting and/or maintaining information and/or files on individual environmental
activists or other private citizens.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In fulfilling law enforcement functions conferred on it by statute effectively and efficiently, the Department of
Primary Industries collects and maintains law enforcement data. This is consistent with the practice of other
departments and agencies which have a compliance function conferred upon them by acts of Parliament.
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Environment and climate change: Department of Sustainability and Environment — citizen
monitoring
8265.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): Is the Department of Sustainability and Environment collecting and/or maintaining
information and/or files on individual environmental activists or other private citizens.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) does not, as a matter of policy, keep records on
individuals, other than employee records and where there is a legislative requirement.
DSE has conducted a search of its corporate register of hard copy records and found no reference to records on
individual activists or private citizens.
Requests to access documents, including any subsequent releases, must be made in accordance with the Freedom
of Information Act 1982 and the Health Records Act 2001.

Health: Bendigo Health — privatisation
8268.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health: Will the minister guarantee that there will be no future
privatisation of medical services at Bendigo Health by the government.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Neither the government nor Bendigo Health has any plans to privatise medical services at Bendigo Health as part
of the redevelopment.

Health: Bendigo hospital — future
8269.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Health: Can the minister give an assurance that the Bendigo
hospital will not be sold to the private sector by the government.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Bendigo hospital will not be sold to the private sector by the government.

Public transport: rail — Ballarat services anniversary
8308.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the cost to V/Line or the Department of Transport or Public Transport Victoria of the video produced to
commemorate the 150 years of train services to Ballarat.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
There was no cost to V/Line, the Department of Transport or Public Transport Victoria for a video to
commemorate the 150 years of train services to Ballarat.
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Education: Department of Education and Early Childhood Development — sustainable
government initiative
8309.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): How many fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development as a result of the ‘sustainable government initiative’.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The contribution of the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development towards the government’s
sustainable government initiative will be achieved by departmental managers consistent with the objectives of the
policy, which includes that no front-line service delivery roles will be affected.
Departments are developing their business plans to implement administrative savings and reductions of
non-front-line personnel through attrition, non-renewal of contract roles and voluntary departure packages over the
next two years. The number or location of staff affected will not be determined until business plans are finalised.

Finance: Department of Treasury and Finance and State Revenue Office — sustainable
government initiative
8310.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance): How many fewer
staff will be employed in Ballarat by:
(a)
(b)

the Department of Treasury and Finance; and
State Revenue Office as a result of the ‘sustainable government initiative’.

ANSWER:
This question is best directed to the Treasurer, as the appropriate minister for matters relating to the State Revenue
Office.

Environment and climate change: Department of Sustainability and Environment — sustainable
government initiative
8311.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change): How many fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the Department of Sustainability and
Environment as a result of the ‘sustainable government initiative’.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The contribution of the Department of Sustainability and Environment towards the government’s sustainable
government initiative will be achieved by departmental managers consistent with the objectives of the policy,
which includes that no front-line service delivery roles will be affected. Departments are developing their business
plans to implement administrative savings and reductions of non-front-line personnel through attrition, non-renewal
of contract roles and voluntary departure packages over the next two years. The number or location of staff affected
will not be determined until business plans are finalised.

Premier: Department of Premier and Cabinet — sustainable government initiative
8312.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): How many fewer staff will be
employed in Ballarat by the Department of Premier and Cabinet as a result of the ‘sustainable
government initiative’.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Premier and Cabinet regional office at Ballarat has three staff.
During the pilot period between July 2011 and March 2012 there were five staff.
However an independent evaluation of the Ballarat and Bendigo offices determined that slightly fewer staff but at
more senior levels would enhance the effectiveness of the offices.
It was this independent evaluation which led to the change in staffing numbers, not the sustainable government
initiative.

Police and emergency services: police — sustainable government initiative
8314.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations, Manufacturing,
Export and Trade (for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services): How many fewer staff will be
employed in Ballarat by Victoria Police as a result of the ‘sustainable government initiative’.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The contribution by Victoria Police towards the government’s sustainable government initiative will be achieved
by departmental managers consistent with the objectives of the policy, which includes that no front-line service
delivery roles will be affected. Departments are developing their business plans to implement administrative
savings and reductions of non-front-line personnel through attrition, non-renewal of contract roles and voluntary
departure packages over the next two years. The number or location of staff affected will not be determined until
business plans are finalised.

Mental health: Department of Health — sustainable government initiative
8316.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for Mental Health): How many
fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the Department of Health as a result of the ‘sustainable
government initiative’.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of the sustainable government initiative, the number of public servants in non-service delivery and
back-office roles will reduce by about 3600 (by 31 December 2013).
Reductions in staffing numbers are to be achieved through attrition, the lapsing of some fixed-term positions and
voluntary departure packages (early retirement scheme). As a result of that process, details of staff numbers in
individual offices have not yet been finalised.

Local government: Department of Planning and Community Development — sustainable
government initiative
8318.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister Local Government): How many
fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the Department of Planning and Community Development
as a result of the ‘sustainable government initiative’.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The contribution of the Department of Planning and Community Development towards the government’s
sustainable government initiative will be achieved by departmental managers consistent with the objectives of the
policy, which includes that no front-line service delivery roles will be affected. Departments are developing their
business plans to implement administrative savings and reductions of non-front-line personnel through attrition,
non-renewal of contract roles and voluntary departure packages over the next two years. The number or location of
staff affected will not be determined until business plans are finalised.

Agriculture and food security: Department of Primary Industries — sustainable government
initiative
8319.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security): How many fewer staff will be employed in Ballarat by the Department
of Primary Industries as a result of the ‘sustainable government initiative’.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The contribution of the Department of Primary Industries towards the government’s sustainable government
initiative will be achieved by departmental managers consistent with the objectives of the policy. The number of
staff affected in any of the department’s locations will not be determined until this takes place.

Health: dental health — hospital visits
8355.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Health:
(1)

How many avoidable hospital visits are due to poor dental health at:
(a) Western Hospital;
(b) The Mercy Werribee;
(c) Williamstown Hospital;
(d) Sunshine Hospital; and
(e) Northern Hospital.

(2)

What is the total cost of avoidable hospital visits due to poor dental health at:
(a) Western Hospital;
(b) The Mercy Werribee;
(c) Williamstown Hospital;
(d) Sunshine Hospital; and
(e) Northern Hospital.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The number of avoidable hospital admissions due to poor dental health may be estimated with reference to
certain dental conditions considered to be potentially preventable. According to this definition, the potential
number of avoidable hospital visits due to poor dental health in the 2009–10 financial year were:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Western Hospital
The Mercy Werribee
Williamstown Hospital
Sunshine Hospital
Northern Hospital

77
92
10
57
55.
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The total cost of avoidable hospital visits due to poor dental health in the 2009–10 financial year was
potentially:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Western Hospital
The Mercy Werribee
Williamstown Hospital
Sunshine Hospital
Northern Hospital

$259 228
$82 231
$37 309
$95 930
$180 974.

Health: hospital beds — allocation
8357.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Health:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the basis used for the previous allocation of new hospital beds.
On what basis will the allocation of new hospital beds be made.
Is the choice of new hospital bed allocation a decision of the Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Growth funding for health services is allocated on an activity basis, taking into account both relative service
demand and new capacity.

(2)

Growth funding for health services is allocated on an activity basis, taking into account both relative service
demand and new capacity.

(3)

The minister approves the final allocation of the health budget each year. Health services are responsible for
managing service capacity, including beds, according to demand and within available resources.

Education: government school sites — Melbourne growth areas
8359.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education):
(1)
(2)
(3)

Where are the 80 sites that the Department of Education and the Growth Areas Authority have
identified for proposed government schools in Melbourne’s growth areas;
Where are the 13 sites that have already been acquired by the department for future development;
and
Where are the further 5 sites that are currently in the process of being acquired.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The 80 sites which have been earmarked as possible government school sites in Melbourne’s growth areas are
located in the following LGAs:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Cardinia: 2 sites
Casey: 20 sites
Hume: 7 sites
Melton: 15 sites
Mitchell: 3 sites
Whittlesea: 9 sites
Wyndham: 24 sites.
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There are 18 school sites that have already been acquired by the Department for future development, with
some in various stages of construction. These sites are located in the following LGAs:
–
–
–
–
–

(3)

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

Cardinia: 1 site
Hume: 5 sites
Melton: 1 site
Whittlesea: 5 sites
Wyndham: 6 sites.

The department is in negotiations to purchase a further six sites. They are located in the following LGAs:
–
–
–
–

Cardinia: 1 site
Casey: 3 sites
Melton: 1 site
Whittlesea: 1 site.

Public transport: rail — Springvale Road level crossing
8361.

MR SOMYUREK — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What is
the expected timeline for completion of each of the stages of the project to upgrade Springvale Road,
including grade separation of the railway line.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Springvale level crossing removal project will involve lowering the rail line under Springvale Road. The
procurement process is expected to commence in 2012. Preconstruction works will be ongoing with major
construction planned to commence in 2013. The project is expected to be completed by late 2014.

Public transport: rail — Clayton Road level crossing
8362.

MR SOMYUREK — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): Why
has there been no allocation of funding for grade separation at Clayton Road.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian coalition government has identified 10 existing level crossings as priorities for grade separation as
part of the metropolitan railway crossing blitz. The Victorian government is also removing a further two level
crossings as part of the regional rail link project. This represents the biggest effort by any government in Victoria’s
history to remove dangerous level crossings.
A total of $548 million has been allocated in this year’s state budget to help ease road congestion in Melbourne’s
suburbs. This includes $350 million for delivery of the highest priorities for grade separation projects at Springvale
Road, Springvale, and Mitcham and Rooks Roads, Mitcham.
This follows an initial $16.5 million provided in the 2011–12 state budget to undertake planning and
preconstruction activities for level crossing removal.
The Victorian government has sought Infrastructure Australia support for commonwealth funding for the
Dandenong rail capacity program, which also includes road-rail grade separations along the Dandenong rail
corridor.
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Removal of the Clayton Road level crossing will be considered in the context of any future commonwealth funding
associated with the Dandenong rail capacity program.

Police and emergency services: crime — Dandenong Plaza precinct
8383.

MR SOMYUREK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): What programs or initiatives have been implemented to reduce the
incidences of antisocial behaviour, robbery, assault, drug trafficking and other offences in the vicinity of
Dandenong Plaza shopping precinct over the past 12 months.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Over the past 12 months, Victoria Police has conducted specific operations targeting public order, liquor licensing,
antisocial behaviour, youth offending, recidivist offenders, prohibited carrying of weapons and other offences in
and around the Dandenong Plaza, as well as the Dandenong railway station, involving the crime investigation unit,
Embona and the tasking unit.
In June 2011, Victoria Police established the dedicated Dandenong Embona task force to target robberies in the
greater Dandenong police service area (PSA).
In October 2011, Victoria Police established the safe suburbs task force to proactively police high risk community
locations. This taskforce performs high visibility patrols both on foot and in vehicles. Victoria Police has doubled
the resources deployed on Operation Safe Suburbs in the Dandenong area to give further capacity to provide a
police presence in and around licensed premises and the shopping centres.
Police are also involved in regular workshops to identify strategies to manage the challenges of alcohol supply and
demand involving local youth within the Dandenong PSA.

Police and emergency services: closed-circuit television — Dandenong Plaza precinct
8386.

MR SOMYUREK — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): When will CCTV in the Dandenong Plaza shopping centre
precinct be upgraded and, once operational, when will this information be utilised and monitored by
police working in the area.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Victoria Police has advised that Dandenong Plaza management has no current plans to upgrade existing CCTV in
the area.

Gaming: automatic teller machines — prohibition
8388.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to
electronic gaming machines:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the total anticipated reduction in net gambling revenue for all Victorian venues (excluding
Crown Casino) that is estimated to occur from the removal of ATMs from gaming rooms.
What is the total anticipated reduction in government revenue estimated to occur from the removal
of ATMs from gaming rooms.
If this is available over the forward estimates, what are the anticipated reductions of each financial
year for each of the above questions.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1), (2) & (3)
From 1 July 2012, a new prohibition on automatic teller machines (ATMs) in gaming venues and the casino will
come into effect. From this date, a venue operator will be prohibited from providing, or allowing another person to
provide on the venue operator’s behalf, an ATM in an approved venue unless the venue operator holds an approval
granted by the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation (Commission) that authorises the
provision of the ATM. The commission can only grant exemptions for venues to retain an ATM in very limited
circumstances. In addition, ATMs will not be permitted within 50 metres of an entrance to the casino or the gaming
area of a venue located on a racecourse.
The prohibition on ATMs will require gaming venue patrons to leave the venue in order to access cash from an
ATM. This provides patrons with a break in play that will give them the opportunity to make a decision, outside the
gaming environment, about whether to continue gambling.
In order to evaluate the impact of these changes, the government has commissioned a study by Swinburne
University that will measure the changes after they take effect, having established baseline data prior to 1 July
2012. The evaluation will include patron surveys and a survey of venue operators and the results will provide the
government with a clear indication as to the impact of the ATM removal.
The government is undertaking this evaluation and establishment of baseline measures in contrast with the failure
of the previous government to properly evaluate policies implemented to tackle problem gambling. The AuditorGeneral’s performance audit of the former government’s Taking Action on Problem Gambling strategy found that
there was a failure to develop proper evaluation frameworks in order to establish baseline measures.

Treasurer: land transfer duty — forgone revenue
8389.

MR BARBER — To ask the Assistant Treasurer (for the Treasurer):
(1)
(2)

How much government revenue was forgone for the 2011–12 year as a result of the changes
instituted from the State Taxation Acts Amendment Act 2011.
What is the amount of anticipated forgone revenue as a result of the changes instituted from the
State Taxation Acts Amendment Act 2011 for the 2012–13 budget and the forward estimates
years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of the State Taxation Acts Amendment Act 2011 the government introduced a number of initiatives
designed to improve housing affordability for Victorians. They included a 50 per cent land transfer duty concession
for first homebuyers of properties valued up to $600 000 and an extension of land transfer duty relief for eligible
seniors.
The government also introduced a land transfer duty concession for farmers under 35 years of age, which will
encourage young farmers to join and remain in the industry.
It is estimated that these initiatives will result in $51 million and $78 million of forgone revenue for 2011–12 and
2012–13 respectively. Over the remainder of the forward estimates, as a result of these concessions, revenue
forgone will total $390 million.
More information on these initiatives and other tax expenditures is available in the 2012–13 Victorian budget.
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Energy and resources: Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission — draft report
8390.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to the recommendation in the draft Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission report that the government advocate for change to the national regulations that currently
restrict medium-sized distributed generators connecting to the energy grid:
(1)
(2)

Does the government support this recommendation.
Will you be advocating for changes to the national regulations to assist such connections; if so —
(a) what representations will you make; and
(b) will you seek advice from groups not currently holding a retail, generation or network
licence.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The recommendations that the Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission has put forward in its draft
report are draft recommendations and provide an opportunity for interested stakeholders to make submissions to
inform the commission’s final report to government. The government will consider and respond to the
commission’s final report after it is presented on 13 July 2012.

Roads: Whitehall–Parker Streets, Footscray — traffic management
8392.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): In relation to the
intersection of Whitehall and Parker Streets, Footscray, since January 2010 —
(a)
(b)

on what dates and for how long, has VicRoads monitored the intersection for compliance with
‘keep clear’ rules; and
at what times and for how long, has VicRoads inspected the intersections.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(a)

VicRoads had conducted two site visits at the intersection to monitor the traffic condition including the ‘keep
clear’ condition at this location. The first site visit was conducted during the morning peak period at
approximately 8.30 a.m. on Wednesday 15 June 2011 for a duration of one hour. A second site visit was
conducted during the afternoon peak period on Wednesday 22 June 2011 for a duration of 30 minutes.
Further site monitoring involving traffic and bicycle surveys were undertaken on Tuesday 16 August 2011 for
a period of 12 hours (7.00 a.m. to 7.00 p.m.).

(b)

During the site visits, VicRoads also inspected the operation of the intersection (refer to above for times and
duration of the site visits).

Higher education and skills: South West Institute of TAFE, Portland campus — future
8393.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to the Baillieu
government’s cuts to Victorian TAFEs, will the minister give a commitment to the community of
Portland that the Portland campus of the South West Institute of TAFE will not be closed due to the
savage cuts made to the TAFE sector by the Baillieu government.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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– Since the announcement of ‘Refocusing Vocational Training in Victoria’ through the 2012-13 state budget, the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has completed an initial round of meetings with the
senior management of every TAFE in the state, including a detailed discussion with representatives from the
South West Institute of TAFE.
– The major part of these meetings has been a discussion on each TAFE’s forecast of any impacts of the changes
on their delivery models, and the implications of this for each TAFE, including issues of support through the
transition process that government may be able to offer.
– I expect that TAFE boards will be continuing their modelling and making decisions about their future delivery
models and any impacts that this will have on their need for resources.
– I understand that in their discussions the South West Institute of TAFE indicated that their modelling suggested
that the Portland campus would continue to be viable.

Higher education and skills: South West Institute of TAFE, Glenormiston campus — future
8394.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to the Baillieu
government’s cuts to Victorian TAFEs, will the Minister give a commitment to the community of
Glenormiston that the Glenormiston campus of the South West Institute of TAFE will not be closed due
to the savage cuts made to the TAFE sector by the Baillieu government.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– Since the announcement of ‘Refocusing Vocational Training in Victoria’ through the 2012-13 state budget, the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has completed an initial round of meetings with the
senior management of every TAFE in the state, including a detailed discussion with representatives from the
South West Institute of TAFE.
– The major part of these meetings has been a discussion on each TAFE’s forecast of any impacts of the changes
on their delivery models, and the implications of this for each TAFE, including issues of support through the
transition process that government may be able to offer.
– I expect that TAFE boards will be continuing their modelling and making decisions about their future delivery
models and any impacts that this will have on their need for resources.
– I understand that in their discussions the South West Institute of TAFE indicated that their modelling suggested
that the Glenormiston campus would continue to be viable.

Higher education and skills: South West Institute of TAFE, Hamilton campus — future
8395.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to the Baillieu
government’s cuts to Victorian TAFEs, will the minister give a commitment to the community of
Hamilton that the Hamilton campus of the South West Institute of TAFE will not be closed due to the
savage cuts made to the TAFE sector by the Baillieu government.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– Since the announcement of ‘Refocusing Vocational Training in Victoria’ through the 2012-13 state budget, the
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has completed an initial round of meetings with the
senior management of every TAFE in the state, including a detailed discussion with representatives from the
South West Institute of TAFE.
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– The major part of these meetings has been a discussion on each TAFE’s forecast of any impacts of the changes
on their delivery models, and the implications of this for each TAFE, including issues of support through the
transition process that government may be able to offer.
– I expect that TAFE boards will be continuing their modelling and making decisions about their future delivery
models and any impacts that this will have on their need for resources.
– I understand that in their discussions the South West Institute of TAFE indicated that their modelling suggested
that the Hamilton campus would continue to be viable.

Education: Belmont Primary School — recreational space
8396.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to the sale of 44 Regent Street, Belmont, and the need for extra recreational
space for the students of Belmont Primary School, will the minister give a commitment to the
community of Belmont, and the students and families of Belmont Primary School, to seriously consider
the option of the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development purchasing this land to
create the much-needed extra recreational area for the primary school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian coalition government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across
the state.
The government must responsibly balance and prioritise the capital needs of over 1500 government schools across
the state.
Since the 2011-12 Victorian budget this government has committed $56 million towards land acquisition for
schools in population growth areas.
The Victorian Liberal Nationals Coalition Plan for Education identifies a number of priority capital works projects
to be funded and commenced in the first term of government. Additional schools identified for capital funding are
announced in the Victorian budget.

Aviation industry: Latrobe Regional Airport — upgrade
8397.

MR VINEY — To ask the Minister responsible for the Aviation Industry: In relation to the following
comment made by the minister in answer to a question without notice on 22 May 2012, “… I was very
pleased to confirm at PAEC last Friday that the grant being sought with respect to Latrobe Regional
Airport has been funded under the Regional Aviation Fund”:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Is this funding attributed to the 2012-13 budget.
Can the minister confirm that it relates to a grant application made in the 2011-12 calendar year.
Is this funding in addition to that announced in 2011.
Will the minister confirm the amount of funding.
Is the grant the full sum that was applied for.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Regional Aviation Fund, of which the allocation to Latrobe Regional Airport will be a part, is attributed
to the 2011-12 budget.
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(2)

This funding relates to an application to the Regional Aviation Fund made by the Latrobe City Council in the
2012 calendar year.

(3)

This funding is in addition to that announced in 2011.

(4)

I have approved a grant of up to $1.24 million to assist with the upgrade of the Latrobe Regional Airport.

(5)

This grant is the full sum that was applied for by the Latrobe City Council.

Public transport: buses — Point Cook
8398.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): In
relation to statements made by Mr Andrew Elsbury, MLC, about the provision of public transport to
Point Cook, as reported in the Wyndham Weekly, and the absence of funding in the 2012-13 budget for
bus services:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Will the bus services begin when the train station opens in late 2012.
What funding arrangements have been made to provide the bus services.
What will be the travel routes.
What will be the frequency of service.
Will new roadworks be required to provide for the bus services and prioritisation;
if so —
(a) what are those roadworks; and
(b) when will they be completed.

(6)

Will traffic signal systems be installed/altered to allow for bus prioritisation; if so, when will they
be completed.
When will bus services be reviewed to assess the need for alterations to service newly built areas.

(7)
ANSWER:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Public Transport Victoria is developing plans to improve the bus network in the Wyndham area. These plans
include options to reorganise and extend bus routes to coincide with the opening of a new station at Williams
Landing. Detailed service planning, timetables and an extension of Palmers Road will be finalised closer to the
completion of the new station at Williams Landing in late 2012.

Agriculture and food security: apiary inspectors
8400.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security):
(1)

How many funded apiary inspector positions are there across the Department of Primary
Industries in Victoria for the following financial years:
(a) 2010-11;
(b) 2011-12; and
(c) 2012-13.

(2)
(3)

Will the current unfilled apiary inspector positions be filled in the 2012-13 financial year.
Are the current unfilled apiary inspector positions going to be cut as part of the broader, recently
announced, public service job cuts.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

(a)
(b)
(c)

2.5 FTE of apiary inspectors.
2.5 FTE of apiary inspectors.
2.5 FTE of apiary inspectors.

(2)

During 2012–13, Department of Primary Industries (DPI) will engage additional staff to be based in the
Melbourne area close to Victorian ports. Existing DPI staff will be used and some of the surveillance
activities may be performed under contracts with local apiarists.

(3)

Given the new apiary industry related Growing Food and Fibre initiative funding, it is the intention of DPI to
continue to commit 2.5 FTE to the delivery of apiary services.

Higher education and skills: Gordon Institute of TAFE — courses and students
8402.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to the Gordon
TAFE, in the 2011 calendar year:
(1)
(2)

How many courses were available for students to study.
How many students undertook study.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

In 2011, the Gordon Institute of TAFE offered 480 different courses.

(2)

There were 19 134 students enrolled at Gordon Institute of TAFE.

Higher education and skills: University of Ballarat TAFE — courses and students
8403.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to the University of
Ballarat TAFE, in the 2011 calendar year:
(1)
(2)

How many courses were available for students to study.
How many students undertook study.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

In 2011, University of Ballarat-TAFE Division offered 256 different courses.

(2)

There were 11 976 students enrolled at University of Ballarat — TAFE division.

Higher education and skills: South West Institute of TAFE — courses and students
8404.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills: In relation to the South West
Institute of TAFE, in the 2011 calendar year:
(1)
(2)

How many courses were available for students to study.
How many students undertook study.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Police and emergency services: Parker–Whitehall Streets, Footscray — traffic management
8460.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to enforcement of ‘Keep Clear’ restrictions at the
intersection of Parker and Whitehall Streets, Footscray, since 1 January 2011:
(1)
(2)

At what times and dates did police monitor the intersection for compliance with ‘Keep Clear’
restrictions.
How many fines have been issued for breaches of the ‘Keep Clear’ restrictions at the intersection.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Victoria Police has advised that the isolation of information at this location is not readily available. The
collation of the information in the specific format sought represents an unreasonable diversion of police
resources.

(2)

Victoria Police has advised that a search has not revealed any data for the offence of ‘stop on a keep clear
marking’ at that intersection.

Bushfire response: neighbourhood safer places
8461.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Bushfire
Response):
(1)
(2)

Which of the 52 most ‘at risk’ townships do not have a ‘neighbourhood safer place’.
Which of the 52 most ‘at risk’ townships will be without a ‘neighbourhood safer place’ at the start
of the 2012-13 fire season.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The government supports creating additional last resort shelter options to ensure people in high bushfire risk areas
have access to a range of bushfire safety options relevant to their local community and individual circumstances.
The question of whether a particular community has a neighbourhood safer place identified is less relevant than
whether an acceptable shelter option or other treatment has been put in place.
The provision of neighbourhood safer places is just one of the bushfire safety options. While the identification of
such locations in the most at risk locations is a priority, there has never been any guarantee that they could be
found.
A total of 237 neighbourhood safer places have been established (as at 14 June 2012) across Victoria, in both the
highest risk and other localities.
In addition, the government has allocated $13 million for a grants program to support councils and communities to
establish contingency shelter options, which include neighbourhood safer places.
This program focuses on potential sites that have been located in some of the highest bushfire risk areas in the state
where it has previously proven difficult to identify and establish neighbourhood safer places, such as the Otways
and Macedon Ranges.
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The government is funding the necessary works to ensure that these sites meet the strict CFA and municipal
assessment criteria applied to neighbourhood safer places to enable designation by the responsible council in
accordance with their legislative responsibilities.
This can mean establishing better access and egress to the site, managing native vegetation to reduce potential
radiant heat levels or renovations to existing buildings.
Under this program, neighbourhood safer places have been designated at Lorne, Nelson, Macedon and Loch Sport.
Work is under way at a further seven locations towards having neighbourhood safer places designated under this
program. At least three of these are expected to be completed by the coming fire season.
There are some high-risk locations where it is not possible to establish a neighbourhood safer place, as no suitable
sites exist or potential sites pose an unacceptably high risk to community safety.
The fire services commissioner is working with councils responsible for these locations to explore other bushfire
safety options appropriate to local needs, such as evacuation and community fire refuges.
Of the 52 high-risk localities, no neighbourhood safer place has been designated in Carlisle River, Marengo, Sandy
Point, Bemm River, Blackwood, Dereel, Hepburn, Noojee, Steiglitz, Trentham, Barwon Downs, Breamlea, Forrest,
Kawarren, Lavers Hill, Wye River and Upper Beaconsfield.
However, sites are being assessed for designation in Barwon Downs, Carlisle River, Forrest, Sandy Point, Bemm
River, Dereel, and Hepburn Springs. At least three of these are expected to be completed ahead of the next fire
season.
In nine of these locations (Marengo, Blackwood, Noojee, Steiglitz, Trentham, Breamlea, Kawarren, Wye River and
Lavers Hill) Victoria Police has developed evacuation plans. In three locations (Breamlea, Noojee and Lavers Hill),
full-scale evacuation exercises have already been conducted. Another full-scale exercise is scheduled at Blackwood
in October.
Some of these locations may eventually be considered as sites for community fire refuges.
The government is committed to enabling the construction of community fire refuges in high-risk communities
where this is an appropriate treatment.
The 2012–13 state budget underscores the government’s commitment to community safety with the provision of a
further $2 million for the development of community fire refuges in areas where there is no suitable neighbourhood
safer place location.
A community fire refuge is a designated, purpose built or modified building open to the public that can provide
short-term shelter from the immediate life-threatening effects of a bushfire event.
In October 2011, the fire services commissioner published a revised policy on community fire refuges, along with
practices and procedures.
In December 2011, the fire services commissioner reached agreement with two municipalities (Moorabool and
Yarra Ranges) to conduct a community fire refuge pilot at locations in these shires. Other locations are also being
actively considered.
Final sites for the pilots will be determined pending further consultation with the Building Commission, Country
Fire Authority and municipalities.
In addition, the fire services commissioner is working to develop a landscape strategy across four municipalities in
the Dandenong Ranges. In addition to a number of neighbourhood safer places already established in this region, a
further 13 sites will be assessed as part of that process, including at Upper Beaconsfield.
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Regional cities: Department of Planning and Community Development — operating expenses
8462.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): In relation to
comments at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s hearing by the minister on 8 May 2012
and his answer regarding an operating budget for the Minister for Regional Cities, what are the
operating expenses incurred by the Department of Planning and Community Development.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Planning and Community Development, through Regional Development Victoria (RDV),
provides administrative and policy support to the Regional Development and Regional Cities Output.
The total output cost is not disaggregated below this level.

Regional and rural development: building infrastructure in growing communities program
8463.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to the ‘Building Infrastructure in Growing Communities’ program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much funding is provided for this program.
Under which department is the program funded.
What projects have been funded from this program.
Which minister is responsible for the decisions about where this funding is awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Planning and Community development has responsibility for delivering the Building
Infrastructure for Growing Communities program.
The program provided funding of $3.54 million to local government authorities (LGAs) experiencing significant
population growth to meet the increasing demand for community infrastructure.
The funds were available as negotiated grants across growth areas, as designated by Victorian Growth Areas
Authority and include Cardinia, Casey, Hume, Melton, Whittlesea and Wyndham. Grants were notionally allocated
in equal amounts of $590 000 across the six eligible LGAs. The program closed in April 2011 with all funds
committed.
Ten projects in total have been through the program. These are:
Recipient

Project Name

Amount

Cardinia Shire Council

Gum Scrub Creek Recreation Reserve

$250 000

Cardinia Road Community Centre

$340 000

Casey City Council

Casey’s Framework for the Management of Integrated Facilities

$45 000
$545 000

City of Whittlesea

Fairhaven Children’s Centre Multipurpose Community Room and
Meeting Space
Lyndarum Multipurpose Community Hall

$590 000

Hume City Council

Connecting Craigieburn

$490 000

Highgate Reserve Community Facilities Upgrade Stage 1

$100 000
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Recipient

Project Name

Amount

Shire of Melton

Taylors Hill Youth and Community Centre

$300 000

Taylors Hill Community and Youth Activity Node (CYAN)

$290 000

Wootten Road Reserve Development-Stage 1

$590 000

Wyndham City Council

Regional and rural development: Regional Growth Fund — projects
8464.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to the minister’s media release of 8 June 2012, what are the details
of the 450 projects supported by the Regional Growth Fund referred to in the media release,
including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the name of the project;
the local government area; and
which Regional Growth Fund primary funding stream was used to support the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of announced Regional Growth Fund projects, the stream they are funded under and (where appropriate)
the relevant local government area are available on the Regional Development Victoria website.
Some of the 450 projects supported by the Regional Growth Fund are yet to be announced and will appear on the
Regional Development Victoria website as this occurs.

Regional and rural development: defunded programs
8465.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to comments at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
hearing by the minister on 10 May 2012, the minister indicated that the Department of Planning and
Community Development ‘has a number of programs that were funded in 2011–12 that are not
receiving funding in 2012–13’. What are the programs that will cease to be funded in 2012–13 in the
regional and rural development portfolio and the funds allocated to them in 2011–12.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There is one program in the regional and rural development portfolio that will cease to be funded in 2012–13, the
Creating Liveable Neighbourhoods and Communities — Community Foundations program. The funding allocation
to this program in 2011–12 was $2.0 million.
In addition, there were five initiatives in other portfolios in the regional blueprint that were funded from 2010–11 to
2011–12 and are not being continued in 2012–13. Details of these initiatives were provided in the response to a
question taken on notice at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee budget estimates hearings 2012–13.

Regional and rural development: Regional Growth Fund — evaluation
8466.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): Will you release to the public the midterm evaluation detailed in the tender
specifications for the ‘Evaluation of the Regional Growth Fund — Formative and Mid Term Phases’
prior to the 2014 state election.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3804

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 15 August 2012

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Regional Development Victoria has recently appointed an evaluation partner for the Regional Growth Fund
formative and mid-term evaluations.
This work will proceed over the next two years and is scheduled to be finalised in 2014.
I will consider the outcomes of the evaluation at that time.

Regional and rural development: Regional Growth Fund — interface councils
8467.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): What is the total value of projects funded through the Regional Growth Fund
in the interface councils of Melton, Wyndham, Cardinia, Hume, Whittlesea, Mornington Peninsula,
Nillumbik and Macedon Ranges.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total amount provided to interface councils to date under the Regional Growth Fund, through the fire ready
communities program, is $261 409.

Regional and rural development: regional cities programs
8468.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional
and Rural Development): In relation to comments at the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
hearing by the minister on 8 May 2012, the minister stated, ‘… there are programs that I sign off on …’.
What are the programs that you sign off on in the regional cities portfolio.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I authorise all grant payments relating to regional development programs many of which benefit regional cities. In
doing so, I work closely with the Minister for Regional Cities and where appropriate the minister jointly approves
relevant regional city projects.

Energy and resources: Office of the Mining Warden — future
8471.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Energy
and Resources): Is the government investigating reforms to the Office of the Mining Warden, in
particular, is the minister looking to extend the jurisdiction and strengthen the enforcement powers of
the Victorian mining warden.

ANSWER:
The government is committed to preserving the independence of the mining warden.
The government’s consideration of policy will always support that objective.

Public transport: rail — Marshall station
8488.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used Marshall railway station on a daily and weekly basis in —
(a)

2009;
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2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were 342,
124, 102 and 1934 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were 346,
132, 104 and 1968 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were 450,
169, 137, 2555 respectively.

Public transport: rail — South Geelong station
8489.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used South Geelong railway station on a daily and weekly basis
in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were
1466, 667, 540 and 8536 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were
1485, 672, 538 and 8637 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were
1505, 717, 574, 8817 respectively.

Public transport: rail — Geelong station
8490.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used Geelong railway station on a daily and weekly basis in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were
1878, 1116, 950 and 11 453 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were
1901, 1102, 858 and 11 462 respectively.
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The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were
1909, 1136, 916 and 11 595 respectively.

Public transport: rail — North Geelong station
8491.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used North Geelong railway station on a daily and weekly basis
in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were 819,
271, 191 and 4559 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were 832,
299, 190 and 4652 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were 865,
298, 210 and 4831 respectively.

Public transport: rail — North Shore station
8492.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used North Shore railway station on a daily and weekly basis
in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were 67,
54, 35 and 425 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were 66,
50, 33 and 414 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were 81,
59, 43 and 508 respectively.

Public transport: rail — Corio station
8493.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used Corio railway station on a daily and weekly basis in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were 60,
61, 33 and 394 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were 59,
57, 30 and 380 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were 54,
57, 28 and 356 respectively.

Public transport: rail — Lara station
8494.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used Lara railway station on a daily and weekly basis in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were 656,
284, 183 and 3748 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were 676,
297, 187 and 3865 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were 698,
294, 229 and 4013 respectively.

Public transport: rail — Little River station
8495.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): What was
the average number of passengers that used Little River railway station on a daily and weekly basis
in —
(a)
(b)
(c)

2009;
2010; and
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2008–09 were 53,
25, 14 and 301 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2009–10 were 46,
23, 11 and 263 respectively.
The estimated average weekday, Saturday, Sunday and weekly boardings for the financial year 2010–11 were 48,
24, 14 and 276 respectively.
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Regional and rural development: Regional Growth Fund — projects
8496.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development):
(1)

(2)

What are the projects funded to date, since the election of the Baillieu-Ryan government, through
the Regional Growth Fund including the amount of funding provided through the Regional
Growth Fund to each individual project;
What are the communities and towns that have lodged an expression of interest to date, since the
election of the Baillieu-Ryan government, through the ‘Energy for the Regions’ program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A list of projects and their details is published on the Regional Development Victoria website after they are
announced.
As of early July 2012, details of some 360 projects were published on the Regional Development Victoria
website. The balance are yet to be announced and will appear on the website as this occurs.

(2)

As you are aware the Victorian government will invest $100 million over the next four years through the
Energy for the Regions program to extend natural gas across regional Victoria and encourage greater
investment in the regions.
The program will be funded through the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund and will support the delivery of
natural gas to regional communities.
The program does not require communities and towns to lodge an expression of interest process.
Regional Development Victoria (RDV) is delivering the program on behalf of the state and has implemented
a staged approach. The first stage of implementation is now complete with agreement reached on two
regional gas projects in Mildura and Huntly.
On 12 May 2012, I announced the next stage for delivering the program, which involves a broadened strategy
to engage natural gas suppliers in both the conventional pipeline and alternative delivery markets. This
strategy proposes three overlapping work streams which are intended to maximise opportunities in the energy
marketplace.
This next stage, which will commence in the second half of 2012, includes a plan to offer incumbent gas
distributors a fixed subsidy ‘bounty’ amount to supply priority towns. In addition, bids will be invited from
the market for a compressed (CNG) or liquefied (LNG) natural gas delivery system and local town
reticulation networks.

Education: vocational education and training — private registered training organisations
8506.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many private registered training organisations (RTOs) were registered to deliver vocational
education and training in Victoria in 2010, 2011 and 2012.
How many private RTOs have closed in 2011 and 2012.
How many of private RTO contracts were terminated between 2011 and 2012.
For what reasons were their contracts terminated.
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ANSWER:
As the minister responsible for registered training organisations, the Minister for Education has referred this to me
for a response. I am informed as follows:
(1)

The number of private registered training organisations (RTO) registered in Victoria by the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA), at 30th June for 2010–12 were:
–
–
–

2010 — 1214
2011 — 1139
2012* — 507.

*which excludes 575 RTOs registered by Australian Skills Quality Authority (ASQA) at 1 July 2011. This
data does not include TAFE Institutes.
(2)

The VRQA cancelled the registration of 137 private RTOs in 2010–11 and 75 in 2011–12. The 2011–12
figure is post the transfer of some RTOs to the responsibility of ASQA and therefore the cancellations only
refer to VRQA registered RTOs.

(3)

Contracting to deliver government subsidised training is managed on an annual basis with an expression of
interest process occurring to determine RTOs which meet the minimum criteria.
Between the 2011 and 2012 contracting year, 59 previously contracted RTOs were not offered a 2012 service
agreement on the grounds that they did not meet the minimum criteria.
A total of two RTO contracts were terminated by the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development during this same period.

(4)

Both contracts were terminated on the grounds that the relevant regulatory body had cancelled their
registration and they had thereby failed to meet a minimum contractual requirement to maintain registration.

Roads: Federation Trail — extension
8507.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): In relation to the
missing link of the Federation Trail from Millers Road to Williamstown Road, and the extension of the
existing trail east from Millers Road connecting to Fogarty Avenue, providing a 3-metre-wide shared
path and a bridge over the Newport-Tottenham Rail corridor (as VicRoads stated in the Maribyrnong
Weekly article titled ‘Federation bike trail extension hits hurdle’, published 20 June 2012):
(1)
(2)

When will works begin on the construction of this section of the Federation Trail.
When is it estimated that the project will be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads has investigated alternative route options to provide a link from the existing path east of Millers Road to
Hyde Street/Douglas Parade. VicRoads has sought feedback for these options from stakeholders and is assessing
the options.
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