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Liquor licensing: regime

Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to

the Minister for Consumer Affairs. I refer to the

Brumby Labor government’s commitment to make

Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a family,

and I ask: can the minister outline to the house how the

increased resources available to ensure compliance with

Victoria’s liquor licensing laws are getting results and

advise the house of responses to the heightened

compliance effort and ways in which the effort can be

maintained?

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer

Affairs) — I thank the member for Ballarat East for his

question. I understand how he shares the government’s

objective of achieving a comprehensive compliance

program right across the state in respect of our liquor

licensing laws. He does that because Victorians expect

the government will do no less, and that it will

adequately resource those agencies that have

responsibilities in this field: namely the director of

liquor licensing, the newly established compliance

directorate and our hardworking men and women of the

Victoria Police force.

Last year through the regulatory impact statement we

costed the necessary resources for this adequate

compliance program at in excess of $30 million a year.

At that time we resolved that the industry should pay

those costs — not Victorian families, the vast majority

of whom are not connected in any way, shape or form

with licensed industries.

I can say to the member for Ballarat East that the results

of the compliance program to date are significant and

growing. We have seen the director of liquor licensing

involved in a record number of disqualifications from

the industry. In the space of less than a year we have

seen the new compliance directorate undertake more

than 20 000 inspections, resulting in some

1700 warning notices and around 3800 compliance

letters; and we have seen Victoria Police have more

resources available to it and better organised than ever

before, particularly, as the Minister for Police and

Emergency Services has indicated previously, via the

new 120 member-strong operational response unit.

In the regulatory impact statement we costed the

Victoria Police effort at around $20 million a year,

which comprises around $4 million for operational

visits to premises and almost $10 million in associated

operations. Importantly, then and since then — and in

fact always with this government — we have never

gone around promising where it is precisely that those

police resources should be allocated.

We have always said that that is the role of the Chief

Commissioner of Police. In the last few minutes we

have seen a very good explanation of why you should

do that — because otherwise you will tie yourself in

knots very quickly.

I have been asked by the member how we will sustain

this compliance effort. It is self-evident in the real

world that the resources of the director of liquor

licensing, the compliance directorate and Victoria

Police — particularly in respect of the new operational

response unit — cannot be maintained if all the

licensees in the industry are promised a fee reduction.

In the real world you cannot do more with less. You

might be able to do that in the noddy land of opposition

where you can go around promising you will do more

but people will pay less, but it does not happen in the

real world.

Equally, you cannot maintain that level of compliance

if the fee system is scrapped. This point is important

because there is one leading industry figure in the state

of Victoria who has very loud opinions on this. His

name is Peter Iwaniuk. He is the leading strip club

operator in Victoria. Mr Iwaniuk has opinions on just

about everything. For example, he does not support free

water for patrons. He does not support codes of

conduct. He does not much like the media — he

believes the Herald Sun is running a vendetta against

his industry. He does not particularly like police — he

says they threaten licensees. Incredibly he says that

alcohol does not cause violence.

But, finally, there is one thing he certainly does not like

and that is the new fee system. He detests the new fee

system. And that is not surprising given that he is now

being charged $30 000 a year per venue, which is

75 times the fee cafes and restaurants in Victoria are

being charged. He does not like lots of things. But I can

guarantee all members of the house there is one thing

he likes, that he loves. He loves to hear people telling

the world that they are going to scrap the new licensing

fee system. He loves that: it brings a smile to his face. It

is music to his ears.

In conclusion, I can assure the member for Ballarat East

that the government will not be bowing to whackers

like Peter Iwaniuk. He and his type might be comforted

by the promises of the opposition to scrap our new fee

system, but he will gain no comfort from the Brumby

government, which understands the community’s desire

for a continuation of our comprehensive compliance

program, involving as it does the director of liquor

licensing, the new compliance unit and particularly the

120 hardworking officers of Victoria Police.

