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 1 The Assembly met at 10 a.m., pursuant to adjournment.  The Speaker (Mr Rattenbury) 
took the Chair and asked Members to stand in silence and pray or reflect on their 
responsibilities to the people of the Australian Capital Territory. 

 2 FAMILY AND SMALL BUSINESSES 
Mr Smyth, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) the important role that family businesses play in Australian society 
through creating wealth, generating employment, delivering services and 
supporting their communities; 

(b) the particular requirements of family businesses including: 

(i) reducing the regulatory burden placed on them; 

(ii) implementing appropriate succession planning; and 

(iii) overcoming the lack of accurate and longitudinal data; and 

(c) the role Family Business Australia plays in supporting and advocating for 
family businesses in Australia; 

(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

(a) acknowledge the importance of family businesses in the ACT; 

(b) ensure the particular needs of family businesses are taken into 
consideration when the Government makes decisions; and 

(c) ensure that Government services to business include appropriate advice 
and assistance to family business; and 
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(3) calls on the Minister for Economic Development to write to the Federal 
Ministers responsible for small business and associated policy areas to ensure 
that family businesses are accommodated in business policy development by 
the Federal Government and that the Australian Bureau of Statistics collects 
appropriate data about family businesses in Australia. 

Mr Barr (Minister for Economic Development), by leave, moved the following 
amendments together: 

(1) Insert new subparagraphs (1)(d) and (e): 

 “(d) acknowledges the many ACT Government programs supporting small 
and medium businesses, including family businesses such as Canberra 
BusinessPoint, Lighthouse business innovation service, the 
InnovationConnect grant program, the TradeConnect grant program, 
CollabIT, the ACT Exporters Network and our funding of ScreenACT; 
and 

 (e) notes the Government has undertaken consultation with small and 
medium businesses in development of a Business Development 
Strategy;”. 

(2) Omit everything after subparagraph (2)(a), substitute: 

  “(b) continue these Government programs supporting small and medium 
businesses, including family businesses; and 

 (3) notes that the Minister for Economic Development has written to the 
Federal Small Business Minister congratulating the Australian 
Government on its new Small Business Commissioner, raising issues 
regarding regulation and compliance for small business and asking for the 
Government to consider a longitudinal business survey for small and 
medium businesses.”. 

Debate continued. 

Amendments agreed to. 

Ms Le Couteur, by leave, moved the following amendments to the motion, as 
amended, together: 

(1) Insert new subparagraph (1)(f): 

 “(f) the important role of micro, home-based, small and medium businesses in 
the ACT economy;”. 

(2) Insert new subparagraph (2)(c): 

 “(c) improve the small business impact assessment process in the ACT 
planning system by: 

  (i) establishing an independent assessment process; 

  (ii) investigating other impact assessment models; 

  (iii) establishing appropriate triggers; and 

  (iv) establishing an inter-departmental committee; and”. 

Mr Corbell (Minister for the Environment and Sustainable Development), by leave, 
moved the following amendments to Ms Le Couteur’s proposed new subparagraph 
(2)(c) together: 
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(1) Omit “improve”, substitute “review the operation of”. 

(2) Omit “by”, substitute “including”. 

(3) Omit subparagraphs (i) and (iv). 

Amendments to amendments agreed to. 

Amendments, as amended, agreed to. 

Debate continued. 

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz: 

“That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) the important role that family businesses play in Australian society 
through creating wealth, generating employment, delivering services and 
supporting their communities; 

(b) the particular requirements of family businesses including: 

(i) reducing the regulatory burden placed on them; 

(ii) implementing appropriate succession planning; and 

(iii) overcoming the lack of accurate and longitudinal data; 

(c) the role Family Business Australia plays in supporting and advocating for 
family businesses in Australia; 

(d) acknowledges the many ACT Government programs supporting small 
and medium businesses, including family businesses such as Canberra 
BusinessPoint, Lighthouse business innovation service, the 
InnovationConnect grant program, the TradeConnect grant program, 
CollabIT, the ACT Exporters Network and our funding of ScreenACT; 

(e) notes the Government has undertaken consultation with small and medium 
businesses in development of a Business Development Strategy; and 

(f) the important role of micro, home-based, small and medium businesses in 
the ACT economy; 

(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

(a) acknowledge the importance of family businesses in the ACT; 

(b) continue these Government programs supporting small and medium 
businesses, including family businesses; and 

(c) review the operation of the small business impact assessment process in 
the ACT planning system, including: 

(i) investigating other impact assessment models; and 

(ii) establishing appropriate triggers; and 

(3) notes that the Minister for Economic Development has written to the Federal 
Small Business Minister congratulating the Australian Government on its new 
Small Business Commissioner, raising issues regarding regulation and 
compliance for small business and asking for the Government to consider a 
longitudinal business survey for small and medium businesses.”— 

be agreed to—put and passed. 
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 3 LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL 2012 
The order of the day having been read for the resumption of the debate on the 
question—That this Bill be agreed to in principle— 

Debate resumed. 

Question—That this Bill be agreed to in principle—put and passed. 

Leave granted to dispense with the detail stage. 

Question—That this Bill be agreed to—put and passed. 

 4 ENLARGED COTTER DAM PROJECT 
Mrs Dunne, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly: 

(1) notes that: 

(a) the enlarged Cotter Dam project has experienced significant delays in its 
completion; 

(b) the final cost to the point of commissioning into service will be 
significantly over the budget of $363 million; and 

(c) ACTEW Corporation has been working on a new estimate of the final 
cost of the dam to the point of commissioning into service; and 

(2) calls on the shareholders of ACTEW Corporation to: 

(a) table in the Assembly by the close of business on Wednesday, 
28 March 2012: 

(i) the budget estimate as it stood at 1 March 2012 for the total cost of 
completion of the project to the point of commissioning into 
service; 

(ii) the estimated actual expenditure on the project up to 
1 March 2012; 

(iii) the estimated final cost, given the impact of the March 2012 rain 
event, of the project to the point of commissioning into service; 
and 

(iv) the projected date, given the impact of the March 2012 rain event, 
of commissioning the project into service; and 

(b) provide an update to the Assembly at the commencement of each sitting 
period until the end of the Seventh Assembly, current as at each sitting 
period, as to the: 

(i) construction progress; 

(ii) estimated completion date, to the point of commissioning into 
service; 

(iii) actual cost of construction to the nearest possible date prior to the 
relevant sitting period; and 

(iv) estimated final total cost of completion, to the point of 
commissioning into service. 

Mr Barr (Treasurer) moved the following amendment: In paragraph (1), omit all 
words after “notes that”, substitute: 
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 “(a) the Enlarged Cotter Dam project has experienced delays due to a number 
of factors including significant rainfall in recent years;  

 (b) the total project budget is now under serious pressure due to these delays 
and significant rainfall;  

 (c) ACTEW Corporation is revising the total project budget due to in 
particular the impact of rain and flooding events in late February and 
early March 2012;  

 (d) the total project budget as at 1 March 2012 was $363 million; and 

 (e) the total project expenditure to 29 February 2012 was $315.7 million; and 

(2) calls on the shareholders of ACTEW Corporation to provide to the Assembly: 

 (a) a revised estimated total budget for the Dam as soon as practicable when 
the revised budget is known and approved by the ACTEW Board; and 

 (b) a revised schedule for the Dam’s construction as soon as practicable when 
the revised schedule is known and approved by the ACTEW Board.”. 

Debate continued. 

Mrs Dunne moved the following amendment to Mr Barr’s proposed amendment: Omit 
subparagraphs (2)(a) and (b), substitute: 

 “(a) by the close of business on Wednesday, 21 March 2012, the budget 
estimate as it stood at 1 March 2012 for the total cost of completion of the 
project to enlarge the Cotter Dam to the point of commissioning into 
service; 

 (b) a revised estimated total budget for the Dam within five working days 
after the revised budget is known and approved by the ACTEW Board; 

 (c) a revised schedule for the Dam’s construction within five working days 
after the revised schedule is known and approved by the ACTEW Board; 

 (d) any further revised estimated total budgets or schedules for construction 
within five working days after they are approved by the ACTEW Board; 
and 

 (e) if the Assembly is not sitting when the shareholders of ACTEW 
Corporation are required to provide documents under (2)(b), (c) or (d), the 
Speaker is authorised to receive and distribute the documents.”. 

Debate continued. 

Debate interrupted in accordance with standing order 74 and the resumption of the 
debate made an order of the day for a later hour this day. 

 5 QUESTIONS 
Questions without notice were asked. 

 6 PRESENTATION OF PAPER 
The Speaker presented the following paper: 

Government Agencies (Campaign Advertising) Act, pursuant to subsection 20(1)—
Independent Reviewer—Report for the period 1 July to 31 December 2011. 
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 7 ENLARGED COTTER DAM PROJECT 
The order of the day having been read for the resumption of the debate on the motion 
of Mrs Dunne, the amendment moved by Mr Barr (Treasurer) and the amendment 
moved by Mrs Dunne to Mr Barr’s amendment (see entry 4)— 

Debate resumed by Mrs Dunne, who, by leave, moved the following amendment to 
her proposed amendment, to Mr Barr’s proposed amendment: Omit subparagraph 
(2)(a), substitute: 

 “(a) at the commencement of the sitting on Tuesday, 27 March 2012, the 
estimate of the actual total cost as it stood at 29 February 2012 for 
completion of the project to enlarge the Cotter Dam to the point of 
commissioning into service, together with any supporting briefing 
documents prepared for the ACTEW Corporation Board for consideration 
at its meeting on 4 March 2012;”. 

Debate continued. 

Amendment to amendment to amendment agreed to. 

Amendment, as amended, to amendment agreed to. 

Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz: 

“That this Assembly: 

(1) notes that: 

(a) the Enlarged Cotter Dam project has experienced delays due to a number 
of factors including significant rainfall in recent years; 

(b) the total project budget is now under serious pressure due to these delays 
and significant rainfall; 

(c) ACTEW Corporation is revising the total project budget due to in 
particular the impact of rain and flooding events in late February and 
early March 2012; 

(d) the total project budget as at 1 March 2012 was $363 million; and 

(e) the total project expenditure to 29 February 2012 was $315.7 million; and 

(2) calls on the shareholders of ACTEW Corporation to provide to the Assembly: 

(a) at the commencement of the sitting on Tuesday, 27 March 2012, the 
estimate of the actual total cost as it stood at 29 February 2012 for 
completion of the project to enlarge the Cotter Dam to the point of 
commissioning into service, together with any supporting briefing 
documents prepared for the ACTEW Corporation Board for consideration 
at its meeting on 4 March 2012; 

(b) a revised estimated total budget for the Dam within five working days 
after the revised budget is known and approved by the ACTEW Board; 

(c) a revised schedule for the Dam’s construction within five working days 
after the revised schedule is known and approved by the ACTEW Board; 

(d) any further revised estimated total budgets or schedules for construction 
within five working days after they are approved by the ACTEW Board; 
and 
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(e) if the Assembly is not sitting when the shareholders of ACTEW 
Corporation are required to provide documents under (2)(b), (c) or (d), the 
Speaker is authorised to receive and distribute the documents.”— 

be agreed to—put and passed. 

 8 YOUNG PEOPLE WITH A DISABILITY—POST SCHOOL OPTIONS 
Ms Hunter, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) that more than 40 young people with a disability will be leaving school at 
the end of this year; 

(b) that planning for post school options support for young people with a 
disability, and their families and carers, has more positive outcomes if 
begun early; 

(c) that for many young people with a disability, and their families and 
carers, navigating the complex system of post school support programs 
and funding options can be difficult and stressful; 

(d) that the Government has recently opened the Disability Information and 
Support Hub, which is a co-location of existing government and non-
government services; 

(e) that many of the support services currently available in the ACT have 
significant waiting lists, and capped places; 

(f) that young people with a disability, and their families and carers, may be 
eligible for funding assistance through Individual Support Packages 
provided by the Government through Disability ACT; 

(g) that young people with a disability and high support needs who require 
ongoing alternatives to paid employment after leaving school, may be 
eligible for Community Access Services funding; 

(h) that currently, the maximum level of formal support for people wishing to 
access existing services is equivalent to 12 hours per week; 

(i) that currently, the maximum level of funding that Disability ACT will 
allocate for individual support options is $15 000 per year to create 
unique supports around the young person and their carers; and 

(j) that post school there is a reduction in the number of hours of meaningful 
recreational, educational and social opportunities provided to many young 
people with a disability, and this often leads to negative outcomes for 
both the young person and their carers; and 

(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

(a) assess the need for young people and their families and carers to begin 
structured and dedicated planning for post school options support before 
year 11; 

(b) explore examples of best practice in providing structured day services, 
with a focus on providing social inclusion, education, training and 
recreational opportunities for people with a disability, such as the 
Victorian model of day services; and 
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(c) undertake longitudinal qualitative research with a sample of young people 
with a disability who have left school, over a period of four years, on their 
experiences and outcomes. 

Paper: Ms Hunter, by leave, presented the following paper: 

Planning, Navigation and Meaningful Opportunities: Post school options for young 
people with disability in the ACT—Discussion paper, prepared by Meredith Hunter 
MLA, dated March 2012. 

Debate ensued. 

Mr Doszpot moved the following amendment: Add new subparagraph (2)(d): 

“(d) work more closely with existing service providers to assist them in their efforts 
to provide additional supported employment places, especially in the ACT 
Public Service under the Government’s Employment Strategy for People with 
Disability.”. 

Debate continued. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz: 

“That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) that more than 40 young people with a disability will be leaving school at 
the end of this year; 

(b) that planning for post school options support for young people with a 
disability, and their families and carers, has more positive outcomes if 
begun early; 

(c) that for many young people with a disability, and their families and 
carers, navigating the complex system of post school support programs 
and funding options can be difficult and stressful; 

(d) that the Government has recently opened the Disability Information and 
Support Hub, which is a co-location of existing government and non-
government services; 

(e) that many of the support services currently available in the ACT have 
significant waiting lists, and capped places; 

(f) that young people with a disability, and their families and carers, may be 
eligible for funding assistance through Individual Support Packages 
provided by the Government through Disability ACT; 

(g) that young people with a disability and high support needs who require 
ongoing alternatives to paid employment after leaving school, may be 
eligible for Community Access Services funding; 

(h) that currently, the maximum level of formal support for people wishing to 
access existing services is equivalent to 12 hours per week; 

(i) that currently, the maximum level of funding that Disability ACT will 
allocate for individual support options is $15 000 per year to create 
unique supports around the young person and their carers; and 
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(j) that post school there is a reduction in the number of hours of meaningful 
recreational, educational and social opportunities provided to many young 
people with a disability, and this often leads to negative outcomes for 
both the young person and their carers; and 

(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

(a) assess the need for young people and their families and carers to begin 
structured and dedicated planning for post school options support before 
year 11; 

(b) explore examples of best practice in providing structured day services, 
with a focus on providing social inclusion, education, training and 
recreational opportunities for people with a disability, such as the 
Victorian model of day services; 

(c) undertake longitudinal qualitative research with a sample of young people 
with a disability who have left school, over a period of four years, on their 
experiences and outcomes; and 

(d) work more closely with existing service providers to assist them in their 
efforts to provide additional supported employment places, especially in 
the ACT Public Service under the Government’s Employment Strategy 
for People with Disability.”— 

be agreed to—put and passed. 

 9 WILLIAM HOVELL DRIVE—CONGESTION 
The order of the day having been read for the resumption of the debate on the motion 
of Mrs Dunne—That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) the significant amount of traffic congestion on William Hovell Drive, 
particularly during the morning peak times; and 

(b) the congestion caused by the exit from the Gungahlin Drive Extension to 
Parkes Way exacerbates the congestion on William Hovell Drive; and 

(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

(a) table by the close of business on Thursday, 23 February 2012, any 
statistical data and analysis thereof already held relating to vehicle counts 
and traffic flows on William Hovell Drive; and 

(b) table in the Assembly by the first sitting day in May 2012: 

(i) statistical data of daily vehicle counts on William Hovell Drive, in 
both directions, over a period of at least two weeks that does not 
include school or public holidays and split as to: 

(A) peak times; and 

(B) other times; 

(ii) an analysis of that data; 

(iii) based on that data and that analysis, an assessment of the delays 
experienced by motorists during peak times; and 
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(iv) a statement of the strategies and timeline the Government intends 
to adopt to alleviate peak time traffic congestion on William 
Hovell Drive. 

Ms Gallagher (Minister for Territory and Municipal Services), by leave, moved the 
following amendments together: 

(1) Insert new subparagraphs (1)(c) and (d): 

 “(c) that the Government, through the Territory and Municipal Services 
(TAMS) Directorate, undertook daily vehicle counts on William Hovell 
Drive in the two week period, 7 to 18 November 2011, during peak time 
and other times; and 

 (d) the Government’s major road project to widen Parkes Way: 

(i) which involves the construction of a third lane in each direction 
from Glenloch Interchange to Edinburgh Avenue, which will assist 
in peak time traffic flows, including traffic flows on William 
Hovell Drive; and 

(ii) tenders were called in February 2012, with the project due to 
commence in May 2012;”. 

(2) Omit paragraph (2), substitute: 

 “(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

  (a) table, by the close of business Thursday, 22 March 2012, any 
statistical data and analysis thereof already held relating to vehicle 
counts and traffic flows on William Hovell Drive; and 

  (b) table, in the first sitting week in May 2012: 

(i) an analysis of the data from the daily vehicle counts on 
William Hovell Drive in the two week period, 7 to 
18 November 2011; 

(ii) based on that data and that analysis, an assessment of the 
delays experienced by motorists during peak times; and 

(iii) a statement of the strategies and timeline the Government 
intends to adopt to alleviate peak time traffic congestion on 
William Hovell Drive.”. 

Paper: Ms Gallagher presented the following paper: 

William Hovell Drive—Hourly detector loop counts for the William Hovel Dr/ 
Bindubi St intersection, dated March 2012. 

Debate continued. 

Amendments agreed to. 

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz: 

That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) the significant amount of traffic congestion on William Hovell Drive, 
particularly during the morning peak times; 
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(b) the congestion caused by the exit from the Gungahlin Drive Extension to 
Parkes Way exacerbates the congestion on William Hovell Drive; 

(c) that the Government, through the Territory and Municipal Services 
(TAMS) Directorate, undertook daily vehicle counts on William Hovell 
Drive in the two week period, 7 to 18 November 2011, during peak time 
and other times; and 

(d) the Government’s major road project to widen Parkes Way: 

(i) which involves the construction of a third lane in each direction 
from Glenloch Interchange to Edinburgh Avenue, which will assist 
in peak time traffic flows, including traffic flows on William 
Hovell Drive; and 

(ii) tenders were called in February 2012, with the project due to 
commence in May 2012; and 

(2) calls on the ACT Government to: 

(a) table, by the close of business Thursday, 22 March 2012, any statistical 
data and analysis thereof already held relating to vehicle counts and 
traffic flows on William Hovell Drive; and 

(b) table, in the first sitting week in May 2012: 

(i) an analysis of the data from the daily vehicle counts on William 
Hovell Drive in the two week period, 7 to 18 November 2011; 

(ii) based on that data and that analysis, an assessment of the delays 
experienced by motorists during peak times; and 

(iii) a statement of the strategies and timeline the Government intends 
to adopt to alleviate peak time traffic congestion on William 
Hovell Drive.”— 

be agreed to—put and passed. 

 10 PARKWOOD FARM—EGG PRODUCTION 
Ms Porter, pursuant to notice, moved—That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) that Parkwood Farm is a cage-egg production and egg grading facility 
located in West Belconnen owned by Pace Farm, which is the largest egg 
producer in Australia; 

(b) that Parkwood Farm is a key element of the Pace Farm business, with up 
to 200 000 chickens on site; 

(c) that the Parkwood Farm acts as a sorting and packaging depot for a 
number of farms in surrounding New South Wales; 

(d) that Parkwood Farm is a major contributor to Canberra’s agricultural 
sector and employment, with a current workforce of around 60 people; 

(e) the important economic contribution Parkwood Farm makes to the ACT 
economy, generating an estimated $3 million in economic activity; 
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(f) that in 1997 the Legislative Assembly passed legislation prohibiting the 
production and sale of cage-eggs in the Territory on animal welfare 
grounds, but that this had not come into force due to other jurisdictions 
not agreeing to its implementation as required under the Mutual 
Recognition Act 1992; and 

(g) that previously this Government has sought to offer initiatives to 
Parkwood Eggs to convert to a barn-laid facility; and 

(2) calls on the Government to: 

(a) undertake further negotiations with Parkwood Farm to convert to a barn-
laid facility; and 

(b) report back to the Assembly in the May sittings. 

Ms Le Couteur, by leave, moved the following amendments together: 

(1) Omit subparagraph (1)(d), substitute: 

 “(d) that Pace reported to the National Pollutant Inventory in 2007 that it has 
14 employees at its Parkwood facility;”. 

(2) In existing subparagraph (2)(a), omit “convert to a barn-laid facility”, substitute 
“adopt alternative egg production methods”. 

(3) Insert new subparagraphs (1)(h) to (m): 

 “(h) that battery cage egg production is a cruel, inhumane practice; 

 (i) that legislation has been tabled to ban the production of battery cage eggs 
in the ACT (in 1997, 2007 and 2009); 

 (j) that various jurisdictions around the world have now banned battery cage 
egg production;  

 (k) that the 1997 Act to prohibit the sale of battery cage eggs in the ACT 
requires support from all States and Territories to become operational, 
and that Tasmania, Northern Territory and South Australia have given 
support; 

 (l) that the Government committed, as far as practicable, to all of its agencies 
using non-battery cage eggs by May 2009; and 

 (m) that Pace currently pays $486 per annum for the lease of its 40ha 
Parkwood property.”. 

(4) Omit subparagraph (2)(b), substitute: 

 “(b) advocate for Western Australia, Victoria, NSW and Queensland to 
support the 1997 legislation which prohibits the sale of battery cage eggs 
in the ACT; 

 (c) table details of all inspections of Parkwood facility in the last 2 years, 
including details on whether Parkwood complies with all applicable laws 
and codes of practice for animal welfare, and whether any cages or other 
infrastructure have been upgraded to improve conditions; 

 (d) table details of current ACT Government egg procurement; and 

 (e) report back to the Assembly in the May sittings.”. 

Debate continued. 
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Ordered—That the question be divided. 

Amendment (2) agreed to. 

Amendments (1), (3) and (4)— 

Question—put. 

The Assembly voted— 

 AYES, 4   NOES, 13 
Ms Bresnan   Mr Barr Ms Gallagher 
Ms Hunter   Dr Bourke Mr Hanson 
Ms Le Couteur   Ms Burch Mr Hargreaves 
Mr Rattenbury   Mr Coe Ms Porter 
   Mr Corbell Mr Seselja 
   Mr Doszpot Mr Smyth 
   Mrs Dunne  

And so it was negatived. 

Mrs Dunne, by leave, moved the following amendments together: 

(1) Before subparagraph (1)(a), insert: 

 “(aa) that during the night of 12-13 March 2012, it is alleged animal activists 
entered the premises of Parkwood Farm without authority and caused 
considerable damage to infrastructure and equipment at the premises;”. 

(2) After subparagraph (1)(g), insert: 

 “(1B) unequivocally condemns the actions alleged in paragraph (1)(aa); and”. 

(4) After existing subparagraph (2)(a), insert: 

 “(aa) continue to advocate for an agreed national approach to cage egg 
production through the Primary Industries Ministerial Council; and”. 

(6) After existing paragraph (2)(b), add: 

 “(3) calls on Mr Speaker to write to relevant advocacy groups encouraging 
them, when conducting protests, to do so lawfully and peacefully.”. 

Debate continued. 

Mr Hanson addressing the Assembly— 
  

Adjournment negatived:  It being 6 p.m.—The question was proposed—That the 
Assembly do now adjourn. 

Ms Gallagher (Minister for Territory and Municipal Services) requiring the question 
to be put forthwith without debate— 

Question—put and negatived. 

 
Mr Hanson continued. 

Ordered—That the question be divided. 

Amendments (1) and (2)— 

Question—put. 
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The Assembly voted— 

 AYES, 6   NOES, 11 
Mr Coe   Mr Barr Mr Hargreaves 
Mr Doszpot   Dr Bourke Ms Hunter 
Mrs Dunne   Ms Bresnan Ms Le Couteur 
Mr Hanson   Ms Burch Ms Porter 
Mr Seselja   Mr Corbell Mr Rattenbury 
Mr Smyth   Ms Gallagher  

And so it was negatived. 

Amendment (4)— 

Question—put. 

The Assembly voted— 

 AYES, 6   NOES, 11 
Mr Coe   Mr Barr Mr Hargreaves 
Mr Doszpot   Dr Bourke Ms Hunter 
Mrs Dunne   Ms Bresnan Ms Le Couteur 
Mr Hanson   Ms Burch Ms Porter 
Mr Seselja   Mr Corbell Mr Rattenbury 
Mr Smyth   Ms Gallagher  

And so it was negatived. 

Amendment (6)— 

Question—put. 

The Assembly voted— 

 AYES, 6   NOES, 11 
Mr Coe   Mr Barr Mr Hargreaves 
Mr Doszpot   Dr Bourke Ms Hunter 
Mrs Dunne   Ms Bresnan Ms Le Couteur 
Mr Hanson   Ms Burch Ms Porter 
Mr Seselja   Mr Corbell Mr Rattenbury 
Mr Smyth   Ms Gallagher  

And so it was negatived. 

Debate continued. 

Question—That the motion, as amended, viz: 

“That this Assembly: 

(1) notes: 

(a) that Parkwood Farm is a cage-egg production and egg grading facility 
located in West Belconnen owned by Pace Farm, which is the largest egg 
producer in Australia; 

(b) that Parkwood Farm is a key element of the Pace Farm business, with up 
to 200 000 chickens on site; 

(c) that the Parkwood Farm acts as a sorting and packaging depot for a 
number of farms in surrounding New South Wales; 
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(d) that Parkwood Farm is a major contributor to Canberra’s agricultural 
sector and employment, with a current workforce of around 60 people; 

(e) the important economic contribution Parkwood Farm makes to the ACT 
economy, generating an estimated $3 million in economic activity; 

(f) that in 1997 the Legislative Assembly passed legislation prohibiting the 
production and sale of cage-eggs in the Territory on animal welfare 
grounds, but that this had not come into force due to other jurisdictions 
not agreeing to its implementation as required under the Mutual 
Recognition Act 1992; and 

(g) that previously this Government has sought to offer initiatives to 
Parkwood Eggs to convert to a barn-laid facility; and 

(2) calls on the Government to: 

(a) undertake further negotiations with Parkwood Farm to adopt alternative 
egg production methods; and 

(b) report back to the Assembly in the May sittings.”— 

be agreed to—put and passed. 

 11 ADJOURNMENT 
Mr Corbell (Manager of Government Business) moved—That the Assembly do now 
adjourn. 

Debate ensued. 

Question—put and passed. 

And then the Assembly, at 6.35 p.m., adjourned until tomorrow at 10 a.m. 
 

MEMBERS’ ATTENDANCE: All Members were present at some time during the sitting. 

 

Tom Duncan 
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly 

 

 

 


